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COMMERCIAL IMAGERY

WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 17, 1993

U.S. SENATE,
SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE,
Washington, DC.

The Select Committee met, pursuant to notice, at 11:25 o’clock
a.m., in room SH-216, Hart Senate Office Building, the Honorable
Dennis DeConcini, Chairman of the Committee, presiding.

Present: Senators DeConcini, Kerrey of Nebraska, and Warner.

Also Present: Norman Bradley, Staff Director; David Addington,
Minority Staff Director/Counsel; Britt Snider, Chief Counsel; and
Kathleen McGhee, Chief Clerk.

Chairman DECONCINI. The Select Committee on Intelligence will
come to order.

Senator Warner is on the Floor with the Conference Report on
the DOD Authorization bill and will be here later, as will other
Members. I apologize to the witnesses for holding you up because
of our schedule, but there is nothing I could do about it. We had
six votes in a row.

The Committee this morning takes up a topic of great importance
not only to the Intelligence Community, but also to the nation’s fu-
ture as a leader in high technology. Our goal today is to learn what
the U.S. government can do to open up to U.S. corporations the
global market for imagery and image systems while continuing to
keep U.S. intelligence methods both secure and of the world’s fin-
est.

It is not easy holding a hearing on this topic in open session, but
I felt it imperative because of the importance of the issue. What we
discuss today will be nonclassified and will in no way get into intel-
ligence sources and methods. I ask our witnesses and Members to
remember that this is an opening hearing and to be extra careful
to avoid straying into classified areas. If we need to move into
closed session, we of course are prepared to do so.

Since our closed hearing in June several things have happened
to keep our concerns high.

First, our government has issued no new licenses.

Second, we are informed that a major potential foreign customer
is growing very weary of the lack of movement by our government
and is entertaining offers from other competitive sources.

Third, LADSAT, 6, which had been the major new American
entry in the market was lost in the launch process, and the French
and Indians are reportedly scrambling to get that satellite’s cus-
tomers.
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Fourth, we note press reports that the Administration is consid-
ering declassifying intelligence imagery and selling it commercially.

Fifth, we have heard reports which we hope to either confirm or
put to rest today that the Administration is considering a French
proposal to agree to a common commercial imagery standard.

Finally, we are told that the government may seek to sell im-
agery from its governmental owned intelligence satellites or even
enter into government joint ventures.

Today I want to welcome the panelists and thank them for being
with us today. The first panel will be composed of: Mr. Peter Teets,
President of Martin Marietta Space Group; Mr. James Frey, Presi-
dent of Litton Itek; and Mr. Sam Araki, Executive Vice President
of Lockheed Missile and Space Company; and Ms. Robin Armani,
Director of Vitro-SAAS, an American owned ﬁrm domg imagery
business in Europe.

Does Senator Kerrey have an opening statement?

Senator KERREY of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I could probably
hold. I know that you have to leave and maybe it would be best
to—

Chairman DECONCINI. Go ahead if you want to make a state-
ment, Senator.

Senator KERREY of Nebraska. I do have a short statement I
would like to make.

Chairman DECONCINI. Go ahead.

Senator KERREY of Nebraska. First of all, I appreciate you hold-
ing the first hearing, and I even more appreciate the fact that you
and Senator Warner agreed to do an open hearing. I apologize to
the witnesses, you probably already did. We'’re in a series of votes
that has caused the attendance at this hearing to be less than cer-
tainly the interest on the Committee would reflect.

Let me say at the start, the principal concern we have is protect-
ing our intelligence capacity, and that has to be our primary mis-
- sion. So it seems to me that what we are trying to discover in the
process of this hearing is how do we protect that capacity. We un-
derstand that we protect it with secrecy. There is a need to protect
that capacity with secrecy from interests which could use that ca-
pacity against us. But we also protect that capacity with competi-
tion. That is, by permitting our technologically advanced industries
to compete in the global marketplace and thereby to maintain the
cash flow and the research and development base they need to stay
at the forefront.

The companies who are represented here today and many others
like them are really a service industry. They are accustomed to
serving a very small number of government customers. This hear-
ing indicates that they and we are conscious of a far larger poten-
tial customer base for their product and the other products that
help businesses and individuals make decisions.

With the end of the Cold War and the growth of global commer-
cial competition we are able to make this conceptual leap that is
so much more difficult than the technology itself. And I can’t em-
phasize that enough, that the difficult problem it seems to me that
we have as policymakers is making a conceptual leap, not the tech-
nological one. The technology is a lot easier in some ways to under-
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stand than the kind of new world of intelligence gathering that we
are in.

There’s a number of issues as I see it. First, we have the ques-
tion of what imagery and systems our government should permit
to be sold to foreign and commercial customers. The government
has the right to regulate this process, first because of the national
security concern and second because taxpayer dollars develop these
capabilities. Let us bear in mind today that we are talking about
new uses for a public investment.

Second, this hearing is an opportunity to consider the uses of
open source information because commercially available imagery is,
by definition, an open source.

I would say that on Monday this week I visited a commercial
firm in New York City that is not in the business of imagery, but
it is in the business of trading foreign currencies. And I was ex-
tremely impressed, first of all, with the technology they deployed
to try to make decisions about those kinds of investments. And I
was struck once again by the value of this open source material.
That is one of the things that we, in our effort to try to make policy
decisions, are increasingly discovering: that very often an open
source is a very valuable source of information, as opposed to the
traditional closed source methods of gathering intelligence.

So I find listening to a small group of business people in New
York City discussing various currencies in the world, I discover, A,
a tremendous amount of technology being deployed, and B, a tre-
mendous resource in a relatively short period of time of intelligence
information. ‘

Third, we as a Committee have a responsibility to consider how
America can maintain its technological superiority in the imagery
field. Clearly we can’t afford to stop improving the capabilities that
support our national security decisions. That’s a critical problem
for us. With budget pressures, there’s a lot of pressure to stop, to
simply say we've won the Cold War, lets’ stop—the technological
investments tend to be extremely expensive and as you all know,
the budget pressure is quite large and that causes us very often to
make decisions that aren’t necessarily in the best interests of the
nation’s security.

This is probably the principal reason, though thé idea of our ad-
vanced industries competing in the commercial market has such an
appeal because it allow us to maintain that technological edge. If
it can discover a way to protect our security it allows us a means
to maintain our technological edge without having to subsidize the
entire process with public money.

Mr. Chairman, I believe we are at the beginning of a process that
will someday bring imagery and other forms of information not just
to government decisionmaking, but to business decisionmakers, sci-
entists, and others. Far more important to me, however, is the pos-
sibility that we could make a conceptual leap, which is a very dif-
ficult thing to do, I understand, and consider the possibility of serv-
ing 120 million customers who are citizens of America in the house-
hold. One of the things that troubles me about this whole propo-
sition is the possibility that citizens who are struggling to make de-
cisions may find themselves having to purchase imagery that they
had previously created. And I am painfully aware myself of the dif-



ficulty in making decisions around here and how very often, when
I need to make a decision my staff understands that I haven’t got
the time to read 500 pages of text, and so they very often present
"me with some kind of image to make that decision.

So Mr. Chairman, one of the things that I am considering as a -
conceptual change is could we not, as both a private sector and a
public sector effort, use the technologles that we are about to hear
about to serve the information needs of 120 million American
households. That’s 120 million customers who have to make very
difficult decisions about policies that this country faces. And my
view is the better their information, the more informed they are as
individual citizens, the more hkely that we’ll make good decisions
here in Washington, D.C.

So again, I appreciate, Mr. Chairman, your having this open
hearing. I look forward to the witnesses’ testimony.

Chairman DECONCINI. Thank you.

Senator, I ask if you would Chair this for a few minutes whlle _
I vacate, but Mr. Teets, you may proceed.

STATEMENT OF PETER B. TEETS, PRESIDENT, MARTIN
MARIETTA SPACE GROUP

Mr. TEETS. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Well, it is a pleasure to be here this morning and have this op-
portumty to speak to the Committee. I represent Martin Marietta
Corporation. I am President of Martin Marietta Space Group. And
of course, Martin Marietta has been in the space business since its
mceptlon more than 30 years ago. I have spent my entire career
on the space side of the business, and so it is from that perspective
that I would offer a few remarks to you today.

. I have prepared some testimony that has been provided to the
Committee and I would just give you some very brief thoughts from
that testimony.

Senator KERREY of Nebraska. Your entire statement will be in-
cluded in the record. Please proceed.

{The prepared statement of Mr. Teets follows:]

TESTIMONY BY PETER B. TEETS, PRESIDENT, MARTIN MARIETTA SPACE GROUP

Mr. Chairman and members of the Committee, I am Peter B. Teets, president of
Martin Marietta Space Group, and I thank you for the opportunity to appear before
you to share our views on the commercial sale of medium resolution imagery.

Martin Marietta is a major provider of spacecraft and space-related technologies
for both U.S. government and commercial uses. We have been part of the space pro-
gram virtually from its beginning more than 30 years ago. Andp I would like to draw
upon some of that expertise in making my remarks today.

Broadly speaking, Martin Marietta strongly supports the commercialization of
space-derived information. As the defense budget continues to decline, defense con-
tractors have been motivated to develop dual-use technologies that can serve both
military and commercial objectives. Data gathered from satellites in space is an ex-
cellent example of potential dual-use applications.

Obviously, greater utilization of space data would aid firms such as my own that
already have a presence in the market. But commercialization of space products
would also help to stabilize the employment environment for some of our most capa-
ble employees, reducing the number of layoffs of highly skilled technicians, engi-

-neers and scientists, who would be essential to respond to future space ventures.
In other words, I believe we need to develop new business today in order to ensure
the continued viability of our nation's space efforts tomorrow.

As we all know, the space-derived data and technology base we would draw upon
for commercialization already exists and could be put to work almost immediately.
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For year, vast amounts of data on earth resources—for example, geological forma-
tions and crop conditions—have been compiled from earth observation satellites .
such as LANDSAT, and is currently being sold and distributed worldwide. Other
space-derived data, from U.S. government sensors, would be very valuable to U.S.
commercial interests in order to maintain our competitiveness around the world.

Much work in this field is already under way, including growing competition from
a number of foreign government-industry consortia. The fact that we are here today
is partially related to the competitive pressures of a market that is already develop-
ing, with an increasing number of interested government and civilian buyers.

Despite the historical leadership of the U.S. in space, these consortia have been
quick to capitalize on the commercial opportunities. We believe our systems are
more capable, and therefore our information is more valuable. So we certainly have
a built-in competitive edge in this emerging marketplace, if we, as a nation, decide
to exploit it.

The question really is: Does the government wish to allow private interests to ex-
ploit this competitive edge? And if so, under what conditions or limitations?

This is a question of the utmost gravity, with many implications for the future
security of our country and the ability of U.S. firms to be competitive in the world
marketplace. I would like to commend Director Woolsey and Deputy Defense Secu-
rity Perry for the efforts they have made in loosening the restrictions on commer-
cialization of U.S. technological expertise. These efforts and the leadership of the
Committee, Mr. Chairman, have helped focus everyone’s attention on the issue of
commercialization of space-based information. Speaking strictly for Martin Marietta,
we could operate quite well within the policy framework that has been suggested.

As this Committee explores this question further, you may wish to consider the
experiences of EOSAT, a joint venture between Martin Marietta and the Hughes
Aircraft Company. EOSAT dates back to 1984, when it was created to commercially
market and distribute data generated by LANDSAT satellites.

EOSAT has been quite successful in fulfilling its mandate of commercializing re-
mote sensed satellite data. It has a track record of selling to the commercial world,
meeting the needs of a varied customer base, delivering the types of information de-
sired, with timeliness and within a competitive fee structure. I would add that, as
with virtually any commercial venture, improving the quality of the product avail-
able for sale—which is what we are, in effect, discussing today—would certainly en-
hance the marketability of remote sensed satellite data.

The capability exists to provide customers information that’s as simple as “photos
from space” or as complex as fully operational “turn-key” satellite systems. We
today have both the satellite manufacturing capability for medium resolution im-
ages and the data sales and distribution network to market, on a worldwide basis,
products and services of great commercial interest.

The basic facts we have learned from EQSAT are that this market does exist, it
" is growing, and the U.S. needs to move with all deliberate speed for we will begin
losing customers to more aggressive, if less capable and less accountable, foreign
competitors.

In order to allow U.S. companies to compete, what we need from our government
are precise, definitive policies and procedures about what is releasable technology
and what is not. Space information can be restricted or tailored in many different
ways; what private companies need are clearly defined guidelines as what informa-
tion we will make available and in what form. If so desired, we would be pleased
to offer our resources and our expertise to work with the government in an appro-
priate partnership to develop these policies and procedures.

For emphasis, I would offer the following points describing Martin Marietta’s
views on the subject of commercializin%lsfpace:

Commercialization of space-derived information offers an excellent, proven oppor-
tunity for dual-use technologies that could create jobs and somewhat ameliorate the
decline in defense-related business for many firms, plus provide core technical com-
petence for future U.S. space needs.

The market does exist, worldwide, for proven U.S. space products, but the foreign
competition in this market is intense.

National security concerns regarding technologies and capabilities need to be de-
fined in advance, not on an ad-hoc, decide-as-you-go basis, so that private companies
can be assured of what services are marketable and to whom.

A clear, concise, and timely process must be established to allow U.S. firms to
gain U.S. approval for worldwide market entry of the array of space-based products
we have available today—and tomorrow.

Thank you again for the opportunity to join this discussion. I'd be happy to an-
swer any questions you have now—or in any future venue.
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Mr. TEETS. First, I would say that Martin Marietta strongly sup-
ports and endorses the idea of commercially using data that is ac-
quired from space assets. The fact is that the dissemination on a
commercial basis of space based collected information is a perfect
example of dual use technology. All of us who are in the defense
business and have been associated with defense activities for many
years are certainly strained right now by the severe cuts in defense
spending. And one perfect example of dual use technology would be
the commercial exploitation of information gathered from space.

On the other hand, we fully recognize the need for going forward
with a strong partnership with the United States government. We
too recognize the need for national security information to be pro-
tected. And what we would be looking for from the government is
a clear set of policy guidelines and procedures under which the gov-
ernment can be comfortable with our continuing to engage in the
business of commercially selling data gathered from space.

And, I would say that there is a market there. As a matter of
fact, the LANDSAT satellite, originally developed by NASA and
which is currently in use today is an example of a satellite that col-
lects information. Martin Marietta is a 50% owner of a joint ven-
ture company with Hughes Aircraft Company, a company known as
EOSAT. We indeed do distribute commercially information gath-
ered from the LANDSAT satellite. :

As an example of that information, I would offer to the Commit-
tee a comparative image taken by LANDSAT which shows the St.
Louis area taken in 1988, compared with an image taken in July
of 1993. It shows the dramatic impact of the floods along the Mis-
sissippi River. I offer this image to the Committee just for your pe-
rusal, and I think it is an interesting illustration of just how dra-
matic images from space can be. Of course, LANDSAT takes im-
ages with about 30 meter resolution. -

Now, another fact that I would mention is that this marketplace
is going to be impacted by foreign competition. The Russians and
the French both have capability in this area. There is capability
from India as well. And I would urge, in closing, simply to say that
we in the United States do have a technological edge for both the
data and the satellite technology that collects that data. Going for-
ward in partnership with the United States government is what we
would like to do. What we need then is concise, clear procedure,
technique and method for achieving authorization to proceed to
compete successfully against those foreign competitors which will
offer these services into the marketplace. .

I appreciate the opportunity to make a few remarks this morning
and be happy to answer questions at the right time. Thank you
very much, '

Senator KERREY of Nebraska. Thank you, Mr. Teets.

Mr. Frey.

STATEMENT OF JAMES H. FREY, PRESIDENT ITEK OPTICAL
SYSTEMS, LITTON SYSTEMS, INC.

Mr. FREY. Okay, thank you.

I would like to thank you, Mr. Chairman and the Committee in
general for having me back. I last appeared here on June 10th
when I believe this Committee first met on this subject. At that
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" time I told you that we had come up with an initiative in my com-
pany some three to four years ago to offset the really devastating
effect of declining defense procurement on this particular part of
the defense industry. I mentioned at that time that one group of
industry people that advised the community had done a survey
that showed their had been a 50% decline in jobs in this industry
since the late 1980’s. Given that environment it is important for us
in the industry to find a way to use our technology and save our
jobs in a way that is consistent with the national interest.

We have been pushing and developing a concept for bringing one
meter class imagery to the private sector, and we discussed that at
length at the last hearing. Today I would like to talk about three
things to update you on that subject. Number one is to update you
on events that have happened in the commercial side of the mar-
ketplace since that time. The second is-to talk to you about what
progress or lack of progress that’s been made in resolving the ex-
port policy issues. And the third is to address a topic that got very
little discussion in the last hearing, and that is government com-
petition with this emerging commercial sector.

Let me first talk about recent events in the commercial sector.
On the day of the last hearing, Lockheed announced their interest
and filed a license to form a commercial venture in this area. Their
venture was called CRSS and they, I believe, still have a pending
license before the government.

Since that time, my company, Litton Itek Optical Systems has
joined with GDE Systems in San Diego, California, and Orbital
Sciences Corporation to form an alliance to evaluate forming a sep-
arate company to exploit this area in the global marketplace. We
think we have an outstanding team. Orbital Sciences is probably
the leader in low cost launch services and a major player in low
cost satellite busses.

We at Itek are experts at optical systems at GDE out in Califor-
nia is probably a leader in the ground systems that support this
kind of activity. The young people we have working this initiative
are truly excited about it. They are looking forward to providing
raw imagery, imagery products, three dimensional maps, serving
such industries as the environmental people, construction industry,
foreign intelligence services and hopefully a broader sector of the
information highway of the future that we hear so much about.

But we'’re talking about investments in that area of several hun-
dreds of millions of dollars to deploy a private satellite system to
service this community. The excitement and efforts of these people
is being somewhat frustrated by the very difficult job of resolving
two government policy issues, one resolving the export issues and
the other the competition issues, and I will talk about each of
those.

At the time of the last hearing or about at that time, the DCI
announced an initiative which he said would allow the export of
these types of products evaluated on a case by case basis. After
that hearing, he asked his people to work with industry to come
up with an implementation directive for that policy. And that proc-
ess has proceeded I think in a very effective way.

He has worked with an industry advisory group chaired by Mr.
Araki of Lockheed. That group has come up with a very positive



8 .

and I think constructive implementation directive. That directive
includes recognition, and I quote, “that the overall interests of the
Intelligence Community and the country are best served by a policy
that aggressively supports and facilitates U.S. industrial sales in
this market place.” Again, this is a draft policy that has not been
fully approved in government.

That policy or implementation dlrectlve also goes on to say that
they will establish reasonable constraints on resolution for im-
agery, both visible, IR, and radar imagery. The constraints that
they have come up with are completely acceptable to the industry
and I think consistent with what would be available in a commer-
cial market-place at a reasonable cost today. That implementation
directive also recognizes that in a competitive world, whatever role
the government undertakes to regulate this area has to be done in
a tlmely way. We can’t debate each of these cases for many years
as we’re now doing.

And finally, the directive establishes some criteria which T won’t
discuss in detail here, which are intended to protect U.S. security
interests in the event that a global event comes up that would
make' these systems that we are selling a threat to the United
1St?lttiis I think an eﬂ'ectlve protective mechanism has been estab-
ishe

But despite this progress——-and I think we in industry really con-
gratulate the government on the way that activity has been con-
ducted—I sense that as it is coming to a close and the policy has
been pretty much agreed to, that I sense a slowing down in that
process as people begin to have second thoughts and new concerns
about the whole change.

At this time there is still no date announced for releasmg that
implementation directive, nor is there any date announced for act-
ing on the several export license applications that have been filed.

Let me now just jump briefly to government competition. Govern-
ment competition has been discussed in three broad forms. One is
an area we sometimes call burden sharing. It is the most threaten-
ing to a commercial venture because under this concept the govern-
ment would offer for sale in real time, images collected by current
U.S. assets or duplicates of those assets. There are many forms of
this and I don’t think it is fully defined. But one form may be the
negotiation of many bilateral agreements with foreign countries
where they could task these systems and receive the imagery back
in real time.

One of the arguments for this approach said it would provide
some funds to support the current infrastructure. I would argue,
however, that this is not in the best overall national interest. First
of all, it is almost certainly going to be the death knell to any kind
of a commercial venture, unless there is some way to very tightly
constrain how broadly this really higher resolution and more capa-
ble imagery will be disseminated.
_ Secondly, I think it is more of a threat to the sources and meth-

ods of the United States in a commercial venture because you
would be working directly with the true sources and methods of
this country.

I guess the third thing I wanted to say on burden sharing is I
really question whether there is a market out there for even the
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marginal costs for imagery collected by current U.S. systems. I am
afraid that what would happen is we would gradually add to the
orbital assets, add to the ground assets, add to the general infra-
structure, and that if even the marginal costs of that effort were
charged, I am not sure how much of a market there would be. The
result may be to shift that cost to the taxpayer.

The second class of competition that has been discussed is declas-
sification of old intelligence imagery. Just how much of a threat
that is to a commercial activity depends on how old and how good
it is. And I think there is a way that imagery collected in the past
could be released to the general public for no charge in a way that
would not threaten this industry. But I think the criteria for gov-
erning that ought to be discussed with those in the industry that
are interested in investing in this area.

And the third area is LANDSAT. LANDSAT in the past has
not—has been in a different resolution range than we are discuss-
ing here. They are at 10 and 30 meters, SPOT is at 10 meters reso-
lution; we're talking one meter—typically, one to two meter.

But future LANDSAT programs and future French programs are
moving the resolution capability towards what we are talking
about. So I think in the long run we have got to consider where
this country is going with its LANDSAT system in the same con-
text that we discuss the commercialization of the field.

In general there are these three broad types of government com-
petition—burden sharing, declassification of old imagery and
LANDSAT. Until the government clarifies their intent in these
three basic areas, I think it will be impossible for most commercial
companies to consider the hundreds of millions of dollars invest-
ment that would be required to enter this field. So it is imperative
that we get all those issues resolved.

The recommendations I have made here and that appear in the
written testimony that I have submitted to this Committee are es-
sentially the same as we made in June. Let me just briefly summa-
rize them.

First, we think that the government should allow the sale of full
satellite systems or products which provide resolution equal to that
that’s available on the world market from other sources or about
to become available. We think that we should be allowed to sell
these systems and products to any country that is generally in good
standing with the U.S. and the world community.

We suspect that it would be wise to allow—in establishing these
commercial relationships, to develop parallel government relation-
ships so that the government could benefit from this, too. And we
in industry support that.

We think that the regulation of this activity ought to be removed
from the Munitions Control list and moved to the Commerce De-
{)artment for control and controlled on their Commodity Control
ist.

We think it is very important that a policy be established that
clearly defines the realm in which the government will compete
with us in this industry, and if we don’t do that, there will be no
commercial industry.

And then finally, whatever structure we set up in government to
regulate this area, it is very important at its core that it be capable
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of being exercised in a timely way. You can’t sell in competition
with the French and the Russians if it is taking us two and three
and four years to consider each case. I assume that won’t be the
case after we get by the first one. '

Most importantly of all, I think it is very important that we now,
after several years of debate, get all these issues resolved and let
us in industry know what kind of playing field we can play on. The
people at Litton Itek and the people at GDE Systems and the peo-
ple at Orbital Sciences Corporation are very excited about what we
are doing here. We are all thankful that the legislative people, I
think, bring a unique perspective to this. We in industry certainly
have some parochial views. We’re trying to save our jobs and our
technology. I think some of our friends in government have their
own point of view that is unique and perhaps the legislative people
could help bring us together. .

Thank you very much. :

Senator KERREY of Nebraska. Mr. Araki, for your information
and for a]l the witnesses, unless there is objection, we will include
all of your statements in the record.

[The prepared statement of Mr. Araki follows:]

PREPARED STATEMENT OF MR. SAM ARAKI, EXECUTIVE VICE PRESIDENT, LOCKHEED
MISSILES AND SPACE COMPANY

Mr. Chairman, Vice Chairman, and distinguished members of the Committee, I
appreciate the opportunity to be here today to review the status of Lockheed Mis-
siles and Space Company’s efforts in commercial remote sensing. The work and at-
tention that the Chairman and Vice Chairman of this Committee have given to the
issue of commercial remote sensing and its future have been very helpful to U.S.
industry. Lockheed in particular is appreciative of all your efforts. .

At your request, I will provide an update on the governmental approval process’
for Commercial Remote Sensing Satellites (CRSS), review commercial market re-
quirements for one-meter resolution, and discuss the use of existing assets, unfair
competition, and their impact on commercial remote sensing. .

REGULATORY APPROVAL PROCESS UPDATE

As you know, when the President of Lockheed Missiles and Space Company, Mr.
John McMahon, last testified before this Committee on June 10, 1993, he announced
the submittal of an application to the Department of Commerce for an operating li-
cense for CRSS—a private remote sensing space system with one-meter resolution.
On July 8, 1993, LMSC received confirmation from Commerce that our application
for CRSS was considered substantially complete. In August, LMSC participated in
a Commerce Department-chaired inter-agency review of the CRSS operating license
application, which included participants from the intelligence community, Joint
Chiefs of Staff, and the Departments of State and Defense. :

Unfortunately, we received a letter from the Commerce Department on October
15, 1993, informing LMSC that final action on our application to operate a private
remote sensing space system would not occur within the 120 days stipulated. The
delay was attributed to a lack of completion of the consultation process between
Commerce and the Departments of State and Defense. Specifically, the Commerce
Department indicated that “the Department of State had requested [Commerce]
postpone issuance of the license until the subject be considered by a soon-to-be-
scheduled National Security Council Deputies Committee meeting.” Since this notifi-
cation, we have learned that the Department of Defense has notified Commerce of
its approval subject to some anticipated conditions. However, we do not believe the
Deputies meeting has yet been held. .

Government Policy on Commercial Imagery

Following the SSCI hearing on June 10, 1993, the Intelligence Community and
the NRO’s Industrial Advisory Council (as chartered by the Director of Central In-
telligence) met numerous times to define, draft, coordinate, and finalize a policy doc-
ument establishing the performance and operational characteristics acceptable to
the Intelligence Community for U.S. commercial satellite imaging. The Industrial
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Advisory Council (IAC) fully participated in the preparation of this policy document
in support of the NRO. The performance and operational characteristics specified in
this document provide U.S. industry the policy guidelines to build and operate a
one-meter resolution satellite remote sensing system, while protecting U.S. national
security interests.

Considerable effort and time has been spent over the last four months by the IAC
and Government officials working policy issues relating to the future of private re- -
mote sensing systems like Lockheed's CRSS. During this time, the Intelligence Com-
munity, and particularly the NRO, have been very forthcoming and receptive in con-
sidering Industry views and should be commended. The national security commu-
nity, in general, is making substantive efforts to anticipate and respond to the
changing environment in this post-cold war period.

International Interest in CRSS

International interest in CRSS has risen substantially over the last six months
following the submittal of our application for a Commerce Ds.;_partment operating li-
cense. Last August, an international entity signed a letter of intent with LMSC to
jointly study the market potential in their region for CRSS products and services.
Consequently, LMSC submitted and recently received U.S. IS]tate Department ap-
proval of a Technology Assistance Agreement (TAA) between LMSC and the over-
seas entity regarding the joint study on CRSS.

In addition, we have received signed letters of intent from six commercial over-
seas entities proposing the same type of {'oint study. We have applied to the U.S.
State Department for approval of Technology Assistance Agreements with each of
the entities and look forward to prompt action on our submissions.

Approval of our first TAA on CRSS with an international entity will be widely
seen as a positive step. However, companies in the U.S. and overseas are carefully
watching the Department of Commerce operating license process for CRSS. They
view the eventuaf decision, and potential license conditions, as a signal determining
whether or not U.S. industry will be allowed by the U.S. Government to compete
in the largest segment of the worldwide commercial remote sensing market.

International Affiliations and Export Controls

From Lockheed’s perspective, regional international business partners (or anchor
tenants) are vital in facilitating the worldwide collection and distribution of data.
Several international entities appear interested in sharing the financial risks in es-
tablishing a commercial one-metér satellite. In return, they desire the ability to uti-
lize the data produced by a system in their own regions for commercial and govern-
mental activities, : .

As you know, the French are developing HELIOS, designed for a one-meter reso-
lution capability, and the Russians are ady selling data from existing security
assets defuzed to 2-meter resolution. Mr. McMahon noted correctly in his testimony
to you last June, “the question for the future is not whether there will be one-meter
satellite imagery available commercially—it will happen—but rather will it be pro-
vided by U.S. companies or other foreign sources.” Attempts by the U.S. Govern-
ment to introduce new controls on the export of remote sensing data, or to establish
additional export licensing requirements as part of operating licenses for commercial
remote sensing systems like CRSS, will only secure an advantage for others in inter-
national competition.

We believe the U.S. Government’s overall interests are best served by letting U.S.
companies compete in the global one-meter satellite remote sensing market. By
granting a license unincumbered by inappropriate and burdensome conditions, the
U.S. Government will enable U.S. industry to take advantage of its technological
leadership and entreﬁ:eneurial spirit, and thereby capture most of the world mar-
ket. In addition, satellite systems operated and controlled by U.S. industry will en-
able the U.S. Government to maintain control of critical satellite imagery tech-
nologies and their use during crises.

Handicapping U.S. companies as they attempt to enter this market ensures that
the Europeans and others (as mentioned earlier) will have a better opportunity to
enter amf continue to dominate the commercial remote sensing market with systems
they control.

MEETING COMMERCIAL MARKET REQUIREMENTS

One of the most important market sectors for CRSS data is to support Geographic
Information Systems. CRSS’ one-meter resolution was selected by LMSC because it
meets the market demands of Geographical Information Systems and others for
quality digital maps. GIS is a management tool used by industry and governments
to organize, analyze, and communicate vast amounts of information. All geographic
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systems are based on digital maps. But comparing a -GIS digital map to a paper
map is like comparing a spacecraft to a paper airplane.

Maps have existed for centuries to aid navigation and as a way of staking claim
to territory and defining ownership. But as society has grown more complex, the
amount of geographic information applicable to environmental studies, demo-
graphics, city planning, taxation, etc., has rendered the old paper map staggeringly
inefficient. In a big organization, paper data is scattered in many locations. Gather-
ing information needed for management decisions is often impossible. Valuable in-
formation is lost or ignored. With a GIS, up-to-date information from every office

- is instantly available all over the organization. More importantly, the GIS allows
management to assemble information easily to make decisions and ask sophisticated
“what if” questions. :

A GIS database is built upon a digital map in a standard reference scheme, called .
a base map. On top of this base map information is organized in layers. Each layer
presents a different theme, such as land use, utility lines, property values, habitats,
population demographics, and other themes. Geographic datal, shown as lines, are
Vector Data. Images from a satellite or an aerial camera are Raster Data.

Up to 90 percent of all the information used by the public and private sectors is °
related to physical locations in the real world. A GIS organizes information by in-
dexing it to locations on the base map. By selecting a map feature such as a prop-
erty parcel, a GIS can access all the information relating to that location, including
site photos. In a construction project, for example, the city permitting clerk can call
up the property records and flag any utility easements. The planning department
can review the design and any changes are instantly directed to all other depart-
ments for comments. Construction crews receive updated work orders and sche-
matics created by a GIS. Costs are tracked efficiently. Information about this project
and others is easily brought together to analyze trends and increase efficiency.

In Zambia, scientists are managing wildlife populations with the help of a Geo-
graphic Information System. In Europe, government agencies at every level use GIS
to manage infrastructure, land use, utility maintenance, and the environment. In
Asia, industries use GIS to manage and maintain facilities and evaluate marketing
demographics. Governments and industry the world over are investing hundreds of
millions of dollars each year in GIS systems. .

In the United States, one of the real strengths of GIS is not just data manage-
ment, but the ability to perform sophisticated analysis. Some are using GIS in ana-
lyzing the environmental impact of proposed hazardous waste landfill sites. In Ne-
vada, Sierra Pacific Power is using GIS to determine the best route for new power
lines, examining terrain, environmental concerns, land use, and analyzing theé 'costs
of alternative routes. GIS is used in the U.S. by national, state and local govern-
ments, utilities, railroads, and many industries, including petroleum, mining, con-
struction, and agriculture, to name a few.

According to Fortune Magazine (see October 18, 1993, article attached):

“GIS is now on the verge of becoming one of the hottest business information
tools. Companies as diverse as Cigna, Sears, Super Value, The Gap, and Isuzu, have
adopted mapping as a down-to-earth way to interpret data that were previously
available only in the form of numbingly complex printouts, spreadsheets, and
charts. -

“At Cigna, the giant insurer, a GIS helps salesmen pitch managed care plans to
brokers * * * A broker might ask, for instance, what percentage of his client’s em-
ployees will find at least two Cigna-affiliated doctors within eight miles of their
home. Whereas the salesman formerly would have presented many pages of tabular
data in response, he now provides the broker with maps showing the distribution
of physicians and employees. : .

“So-called personal navigation systems are gradually making their way into cars.
In Japan, over 22,000 drivers already use them. The systems, which combine an an-
tenna, a CD-ROM player, and a computer built into the dash, display full-color
maps that are updated as the car travels. If the driver gets hungry, the computer
will direct them to the nearest restaurant. Japanese electronics companies may offer
U.S. versions by the end of next year.

“GIS can even help you buy a house. A Seattle realtor linked via modem to the
Puget Sound multiple-listing service can type in criteria * * * and display maps
showing available homes in the suburb, complete with price tags. Zooming in on a
particular neighborhood, the realtor can show how close a house is to schools, parks,
and shopping malls. Geographic Information digital maps and systems are quickly
becoming an important element of the Information Age.”

Our own analysis, to date, agrees with the Fortune 500 assessment.
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Current Map Construction Limitations

GIS users need vast amounts of geograghic data about the physical world, known
a(s1 digital spatial data. But there are problems with current data acquisition meth-
ods.

Building and maintaining the database is the largest cost of a geographic informa-
tion system. Data is often entered manually by digitizing from paper maps, a slow

rocess. Survey workers can enter data in the field. Aerial photos are often used,
ut it’s costly and slow. Shooting, correcting distortions, and aligning photos to a
map grid yields an orthophoto base map, but the process takes an average of four
months. To create a digital map complete with vector data averages 18 months.

The use of GIS is growing on average 35% per year worldwide. In 1990, the world-
wide market for Geographic Information products and services totaled $2 billion. It
wa;sricﬁntly reported that by the year 2000, the market is expected to quadruple—
to illion.

Impressive as this is, market growth is actually being hindered by three factors:
the high cost of images, the excessive time required to produce high resolution aer-
ial maps, and the poor resolution of existing satellite images. This pent-up demand
provides an unprecedented opportunity.

The CRSS Design Targets Commercial Market Needs

Today’s commercially available satellite images can’t precisely locate buildings,
road boundaries, and cars for GIS users. Current satellites provide only 10-meter
resolution, too coarse to be useful to many requiring precise geographic information.
Many Geographic Information users require the clarity of one-meter resolution.

Consequently, LMSC has proposed a satellite with one-meter resolution that can
fly 365 days a year, banking images and anticipating the market needs. CRSS has
been structured to provide 24-hour turnaround—instead of the many months typicat
for aerial photography. With CRSS, Geographic Information markets can have easy,
quick access to an enormous repository of data at lower cost. We believe that the
current CRSS design provides LMSC with the best avenue to meet commercial mar-
ket demands and ensure profitability.

The one-meter CRSS digital map increases the required data rate bandwidth sev-
eral times over current S{)ot/Landsat imagery. The higher data rate distribution re-
guirement integrates well with the fiber optics highway development data now un-

erwa

y.

The worldwide market for commercial Geographic Information data is growing,
and will grow even faster when one-meter resolution satellite images and refined
data are readily available at reasonable cost. Lockheed has realized this opportunity
and moved to request Governmental approval for CRSS. We believe that CRSS can
provide the critical imagery products and can be an important part of the Informa-
tion Highway necessary for ensuring U.S. economic growth.

While we believe that a significant commercial market exists for CRSS and have
designed the system to meet commercial market demands, we recognize that CRSS
products (domestically and overseas) may also be sold and used for other than their
intended purposes, e.g. support to foreign national security requirements. In the
near term, this market for CRSS data may be significant. The conditions of the li-
cense require us to deny data to anyone if there is a risk to U.S. national security.
However, CRSS’ target market is commercial geographical information, because of
its current size and potential for its unparalleled substantial growth.
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UNFAIR COMPETITION

A recent news article indicated that the U.S. Government is considering the possi-
bility of selling data from National Technical Means which would compete with
aeros({)ace companies involved in commercial remote sensing. If true, such a proposal
would pose a serious impediment of CRSS and defense diversification in general.
The proposals outlined in this news article ranged from concepts associated with
burden-sharing to the actual selling of NTM data to commercial customers. While
existing U.S. Government assets can provide the commercial market with imagery,
it will not directly assist aerospace companies to retain key skills important to
maintaining critical industrial base capabilities.

In general, the use of existing assets to support foreign governments should only
occur in circumstances where mutual national security needs cannot be met in some
other fashion from commercially available sources like CRSS. In addition, if data
from existing assets are provided to foreign entities in return for monetary com-
pensation, it should be priced based on recovering the full burden of the recurrin
costs associated with the assets, including operation and maintenance. This shoul
avoid government competition and undermining of U.S. private sector efforts.

TRANSPARENCY

A bit of transparency (in openly publishing U.S. Government policies on commer-
cial sales) can go a long way in eliminating uncertainties among potential cus-
tomers, and provide a predictable and encouraging environment for commercial ini-
tiatives by U.S. companies.

DEFENSE DIVERSIFICATION

Over the last four years, due to defense cuts, LMSC has been forced to downsize
from roughly 30,000 to 18,000 employees. We expect that with the federal govern-
ment budget reductions we will be forced to reduce further. As we eliminate jobs,
Lockheed (and the aerospace industry in general) is losing highly-skilled employees
and a critical skill base, which the U.S. Government will need to meet future na-
tional security requirements.

In the case of Lockheed’s commercial remote sensing efforts, if allowed to move
forward, more than 700 jobs are estimated to be sustained (over a three-year period)
at LMSC, and another 1,800 jobs distributed in the U.S. among all the team mem-
bers working with us on the program. These jobs are not only important to Lock-
heed, but are also essential in maintaining the U.S. aerospace industrial base in
general. In addition, our one-meter system holds the potential of expanding GIS
market by at least $1 billion in annual sales. In terms of employment, these addi-
tional sales could generate roughly 30,000 new jobs for the U.S. economy.

SUMMARY

The growth of the Geographic Information market is an important untapped area
in the new information age, we are now facing. CRSS digital maps can trigger a
dramatic increase in GIS growth and use worldwide. It is a potential win/win situa-
tion for the United States where industry can move into new profitable commercial
areas, while retaining those skills that will be helpful to U.S. Government needs in
the future. We look forward to addressing this challenge through positive and con-
structive participation with the U.S. Government in charting a new course that will
assist industry in diversifying into profitable commercial markets like GIS. This Ad-
ministration, Congress, and industry can play key roles in fashioning policies and
practices to foster these efforts.

I welcome the opportunity to work with you in resolving any issues raised by
Lockheed’s efforts in commercial remote sensing and would be happy to answer any
questions the Committee may have.
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MAPPING FOR

DOILLARS

V Sick of staring at spreadsheets? Technology that lets you display and

analyze data on computerized maps is becoming one of the hottest

information tools on the business landscape.

HEN Frank
St.Onge, man-
ager of mar-

ketiog analysis for
Osram/Sylvania, really
wants to impress cus-
tomers—the wholesal-
ers who . distribute his
company’s lamps, for in-
stance—he brings them

- O by Rick Tetzeli .

in the form of numbing-
ly complex printouts,
and charts. -

Says Jack Dangermond,
founder of ESRI, the. -

into the high-tech “War 0] Conoumoes bn Jopen sowao oioctre»  Redlands, California,

Room™ at beadqumen

e meps to navigoto, Fer moro, soc bax. eompanythupwmd
GIS

in Danvers, M
setts, dims the lights, and turns on the

equipment. The room is designed for tele-
conferencing and state-of-the-art multi-
media presentations, but what most lights
up visitors are the maps—big computerized
oaes, rich with useful data, displayed oo a
six-foot color videoscreen. Says St. Onge:
“We show them where are our competitors,
where are the customers, and what areas of
the'country have the greatest sales potential,
dovm to the block level. We show how many

q:e.cinnylnmpsdiﬂemthospiulsintbeir

region buy. Of course, we could give them

Behmdthnsmsorylppmxhlowmnmg

g nnn

mmhmemwlmmlhelm“Amp
offers an intuitive way to organize things.
People remember things about space that
they don't about any other way of organizing
Py aparyy .

infor
A GIS today typically consists of a demo-
graphic database, digitized maps, a comput-
er, and software that enables the user to 2dd
corporate data to the mix. The cost of bring-
ing together these elements has dropped
from $125,000 per user in 1985 to around
$35,000, 2ccording to John Antenucci, who
heads a GIS consulting firm in Frankfort,
Kentucky That's largely because deskiop
computers have become powerful enough
tomnqelndandyzelhemsaofd.m
mappm; involves. A host of startup
d 10 offer low-cost,

isag sys-
tun(GlS).nenmputeuemp that makes it
possible to view and analyze data ou digi-
tized maps. GIS isn't new: Utilities, oil com-
panies, and governmeants have long used
such systems to plot transmission routes,
manage natural resources, and track pollu-
tion; the technology already for

-bumfoamd mpptng data and soft-

ware. Wessex of Winnetka, Illinois, sells a
complete set of U.S. street maps and census
information for $995; the old cost for similar
data was over $50,000. Powerful GIS pro-
mmsanbehadfotiZ.SOOorlmm

i ing of Santa Clara, Califor-

$2.1 billion a year in hardware, software, and
consulting sales. But the cost of GIS has fall-
en so dramatically in recent years that GiS is
now on the verge of becoring one of the hot-
test business information tools. Companies
as diverse as Cigna, Sears, Super Valu, the

nia; Maplnfo of Troy, New York: and Tec-
tics Intenational of Andover, Masszchu-
setts, which makes Tactician, the program
Osram/Sylvania depends on.

For 5t. Onge, computer mapping is ong of
the best ways to take advantage of the
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“soyrce,” as he calls the marketing database
of the nation’s No. 2 light-bulb maker (Gen-
eral Electric is No. 1). Like every corporate
database, Sylvania's is loaded with geo-
graphic information, such as addresses of
customers. St. Onge 1aps into the mainframe
with a Hewlett-Packard 486 PC and two Ap-
ple Macintoshes equipped with a custom
version of Tactician. He uses the system not
just to woo distributors but also 1o support
his sales staff. To persuade a store owner 1o
allot shelf space to Sylvania lamps, for exam-
Pple, a sales rep will present a demographic

. map of the store’s clientele within a ten-mile
radius. along with information about their
bulb-buying habits. Reps also get color-cod-
ed “hotcold” maps of their territones,
which highlight neighborhoods where lamp
use is likely 1o be most intense.

While business programs account for only
6% of the $630-million-a-year market for
GIS software, they are its hottest segment.
Kathryn Hale, an analyst at Dataquest in
San Jose, California, reports that purchases
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8 Up and out: PacTefs celtidar signal fades a3 Irterstate 80 climbs lnto the Sierrs Nevada,

of marketing and sales mapp
have more than tripled since 1990. She fig-
ures such spending will reach $200 million a
year by 1997 as businesses increasingly um
to GIS to keep pace with competitors. How
can you stay ahead of the trend? Here are

concentrated on the screen of a Compaq
486. Says Harrison: “GIS frees up our ans-
lysts so they can actually analyze.”

B Target murhﬁ'. Western Auto, a Sears

some of the most ful and widespread
uses of GIS:

H Sits selection. If your company is ex-
panding, it is probably using GIS o plot
new locations. Says Brady Foust, a consul-
tant in Eau Quaire, Wisconsin: “Stores suc-
ceed or fail because of location. Only GIS
can tie together diverse locational informa-
tion and make sense of it.” Lately Foust has

worked with an upscale clothing chain (e *

won't name it) that has stores in Eay Claire
and Greeo Bay. Using Strategic Mapping's
Atlas software, he analyzed sales data and
showed on a map of central Wisconsin how
each store drew most of its customers from
within 2 20-mile radius. Between the sites
lay a wide swath where fewer than 15% of
would-be customers visited cither store.
Foust's conclusion: A single new store in
the town of Wausau would let the retailer
sell effectively across the entire state.
Super Valu, the nation’s largest super-
market wholesaler, bought Strategic Map-
ping software a5t April to help pick sites.
Perry Harrison, director of market analysis,
says his staff used to spread paper maps of
prospective sites across a room and then
painstakingly compare those with scrolls of
demographic data. Now the information is

iary, uses Tactician on IBM
PCs and Apple Macintoshes to choose
store locations. But the real edge is gained
in fine-tuning a new store’s inventory. Inte-
grating company data with information
from market researchers like R.L. Polk,
Western Auto creates a detailed démo-
graphic profile of the neighborhood. That
lets the store tador its offerings to, say, low-

campaign. Better yet, sales are up: The Pas-
co dealer, who had sold four Troopers in
the first half of the year, sold four more in
August alone.

M Sales support. At Cigna, the giant insur-
er, 3 GIS helps salesmen pitch managed-
care plans 10 brokers who buy health
policies for corporations. A broker might
ask, for instance, what percentage of his
client’s employees wil} find at least two
Cigna-affiliated doctors within eight miles
of their homes. Whereas the salesman for-
merly would have presented many pages
of tabular data in response, be now pro-
vides the broker with maps showing the

ddle-class do-it-y who pre-
fer to fix their own brakes, or upscale types
who mainly want polishes and )

Says Tom Swiontek, the Sears planning
manager who helped develop the GIS: “We
set up the right product mix right away and
as a result build up the clientele much fast-
er.” It now takes six months for the average
Western Auto outlet to break even on op-
erating expenses, down from 18 months be-
fore the GIS.

American Isuzv runs 3 GIS from Strate-
gic Mapping on AST Research 486 PCs to
shape its marketing plans. This summer
two Isuzu dealers in Yakima and Pasco,
Washil offered d-long test

drives of Trooper, a luxury sport-utility ve-
hicle. Director of strategic planning Mark
Darling used the GIS to create a list of like-
ly customers near the dealers. The re-
sponse rate was 18%. high for a direct-mail

of p p

The GIS, 3 $35,000 serup that includes
Strategic Mapping software and a souped-
up IBM PC, also performs statistical anal-
ysis, yielding such details as average dis-
tance from employee to provider. Marina
Pye, a Cigna sales suppon supervisor until
she left recently for another job, started
offering the maps in early 1992. At first,
she says, sales reps used maps only to em-
bellish major presentations; now “they
wish we could map 24 hours a day. Initially
we did 15 cases per month, but now we're
up over 100.”

B Network anafysis. Whether your network
consists of sales offices spread across a re-
gion or ambulance services in a airy, GIS
can find its weak spots. At PacTel. a sub-
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sidiary of Pacific Telesis, director of net-
work information technology Jerry
Sprecher uses a high-powered GIS to dis-
play locations where the company's cellu-
lar signals peter out. The system, which
runs on Sun Microsystems workstations,

bines street maps, ions of cellu-
lar i and 3-D

where a subscriber driving up Interstate
80 into the Sierra Nevada will Jose his
connection—and where PacTeI should put
more transmitters.

O Disastor managemeant. Insurance compa-
nies are finding that GIS helps them serve
faster when disaster strikes.

of local topography based on sarellite

data. It lets Sprecher show, for instance, *

“During Humme Andr:w last year, ITT
used

to track

P

CLOSE ENCOUNTERS WITH COMPUTER MAPS

You and your family are cruising
-down Interstate 64 in Kentucky.
You've been promising your young son
that you'll find someplace, fun to stop, but
you don’t have any ideas, and he’s starting
to whine. You pull into a rest area, figur-
ing you can look at that familiar map with
the You ARe MERE splotch, pore over a '
bunch of brochures, and identify a nearby
tourist trap that will interest the ‘lad. In-
stead, fright of fnghts. you're faced with a
video kio: damned if its screen
do& t _rescmble—gulp—a computer!
Never fi Like an in-
creasing number of GIS applications
available 1o consumers, the five visitor ki-
osks being tested by the state of Kentucky
are aimed at people like you This one,
for instance, lets you call up tourist attrac-
tions in four regions of the state. Touch
“Keencland™ on the screen, and you get a
" video clip of racchorses, a voice-over ex-
phmmg that visitors are welcome to early-
at the ack, and,
bmotauformewearymla.dwdr
rections for getting there. More than
3,000 people a day use the kiosks, which
were designed by PlanGraphics, a GIS
consulting firm . Frankfort, Kentucky,
and programmed by Applied Graphics of

St. Paul. According to PlanGraphics Presi--

dent John Antenucci, drivers can expect
mchkiosksonlmMmadlusetu'Tumph
nex year.

For business travelers, Strategic Map-
ping’s Local Expert software combines
maps and tourist data on foppy disks for
laptops. The program offers information
on more than 100 cities around the world.
Updated bimonthly, it features a selecti

gram isn’t so expert yet. It gave the cor-
rect
Tosca at the Baths of Caracalila, but .al-
most all of the 24 Italian restaurants listed
were closed for much of the month.
(Prices: $99 for the program with ooe city;
$25 per additional city; $15 per update.)
So-called personal nawganon systems
are gradually making their way into carz
In Japan, some 22,000 drivers alrcady use
them. The systems, which combine an an-
tenna, a CD-ROM player, and 2 comput-
er built into the dash, display full-color
maps that are updated as the car travels
If the driver gets hungry, the computer
will direct him to the nearest restaurant.
Price: $2,000 and up; Japanese electroniss
companies may offer U.S. versions' by the
end of next year
GISmeven'lnlpyoubuyahouse.A
Scattle realtor linked via modem to the
Puget Sound multiple-listing service can
type in criteria such as “3BR, Kirkland
area, $350,000 10 $450,000" and pull up a
map showing available homes in that sub-
urb, complete with price tags. Zooming in
on a particular neighborhood, the realtor
can show how close a house is 10 schools.
parks, and shopping malls. Gary McAvay,
CEO of Northwest GeoGrafx, which de-
signed the system, says that by next fall

ru.ltmwil]beablems}wwhousehum- .

‘ers photos of the p

phone number to call for tickets to

the storm’s attack on the Florida coastline

"The company was able to determine whic:

zip codes would be most affected, who it
policyholders were in those areas, and hov
much in damages it might have to pay. Th
analysis helped it dispatch adjusters quick!
to the hardest-hit neighborhoods.

3 Flost monngomont. Yellow Freight Sys
tems of Overland Park, Kansas, is one o
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Eventually the sys(:m mll include digi-
tized videos, s0 prospective buyers can
“walk” through houses in the realtor’s of-
fice instead of driving all the way to Kirk-
land only to discover that that third
bedroom is really a broom closet.

of hotels and restaurants, useful tips such
as where 1o change money, and listings of
cultural and sporting events that will coin-
cide with your trip. An August visitor to
Rome, however, discovered that the pro-

T Homing in: Sesttia reaitors show prospectin
buyers a 50-milo-wide view of the region (top) bo-
fore zooming in on Kirkland. » suburb. Houses for
sale appear slong with pricos: red star marks tho
o002 that bost fits tha buyer's criteria.
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INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY

many transportation compa-
nies that depend on elabo-
rate GIS setups to manage
huge vehicle fleets Yellow
has a hub system like those
run by airlines: operations
planning coordinator Ken
Peck needs a network of 3]
Sun workstations equipped
with ESRI software to keep
track of 3,700 trucks travel-
ing more than 640 million
miles a year. Before the GIS
was installed, the chore of
defining delivery zones for
each of 600 terminals was
left to a secretary, who used
a Rand McNally atlas and
Magic Markers. Not surpris-
ingly, scheduling was less
than efficient. Peck’s GIS
does a better job, aliowing
for such factors as speed lim-
its and the number of load-
ing docks at terminals in
determining the zones. The
system lets Yellow supply
customers with up-to-date

ally, soil samples are dra:
from different locations in
field, the results are averag:
and one mix of chemicals

field should get the same dc
of fertilizer.

The software unites a G
receiver right on the trac:
with a Compaq PC showing
computerized map of ¢
ficld and its various types
soil. As the tractor's positt
is contimually updated, t
PC makes sure the rig
amount of the fertilizer is ¢
pensed. The system priv
the field for maximum yic
and reduces harmful run
because low-producing ac
don’t get too much fertiliz
Larson says Deere and ott
tactor giants are “look:
into" lhe lechnology; A

Chem, a A manuf

B Laying t on: Map
satellites to heip farmer apply exactly the right dose of fertiizar.

turer, I.Imady seils a simila

maps that divide the US.
into one-day, , and other zones,
and show how long a shipment will take.

B Regulstory compliancs. Utilities nd
banks are natural users of GIS tech:

One set of maps, for example, superim-
poses the 1991 lending in Los Angeles by
Scars Mortgage Corp. and Great Western
Bank on a map of the city that bas been

ighted 1o i o

quipped tractor.
GIS is on its way to becoming a st
dard business tool. Within the next ¢

cade, mlppin; software will almc _‘

certainly find its way onto your PC—a2
won't even think of it a:

because laws govern the way they serve their
regions. Norwest Corp., a Minneapolis bank
with 348 billion in assets, is setting up a GIS
intended, amongotherthings, to help it obey
the 1977 Community Rcmvenmem Act nnd
otherlawsthat prohibit racial

in Iendm;, Slys Karen Alnes, director of

show igh
boods. Instantly apparent: Lightly regulat-
ed Sears made far fewer loans in those
neighborhoods than heavily regulated
Great Western. While Sears’s share of the
home lending market in white aeighbor-
hoods was 4% i 1991, it held less than
0.3% of the loans made in minority neigh-

“We'll
use the system to Jook at where our loan
applications come from, where we are mak-
ingour approvalsanddenials, and to identify
patterns as required by law. It’s a vast im-
provement over putting pins in a map, which
'is essentially what we've done up to now.”

Consumer waichdog groups have alreany
become sophisticated in using GIS lo moni-
tor gage lending.
tion, a nonprofit founded by Ralph Nader in
1979, recently used a system donated by
ESRI 10 analyze government data on 1.3
million home purchase loan applications re-
ceived by banks and mortgage companies in
16 cities. The resulting maps vividly show
the difference betweenthe behavior of most
banks and that of ies less

borhoods. Great Western, on the other
hand, had a share of 4.7% in white neigh-

GlSwhenn’Imm.Joanmun

ing of hx;h-cnd GIS prop'ar
belkmlhﬂmpswﬂlsoonumuan
tegral part of other software, just
do today: “If you look at si
cessful personal finance programs |i
Quicken or Microsoft Money, the guts

borhoods and fully 16.9% in minority h d GIS will 1
aeighborhoods. come an embedded technology. " Mapp
functions have llrnoy started 10 show
N THE HORIZON are potent new bedded in d. frware sold
applications that marry P p such as OneS informat
maps with signals from global posi-  Services, a Lotus Development spin

tioning satellites (GPS). The signals enable
any vehicle equipped with a receiver to pin-
point its location as it moves. Evennuuy
GIS and GPS could transform aviation and

nd even agricul if Donald
Larson can realize his vision.
An lowa farmer with technological know-

AST Research now includes mapping s«
ware with some of its machines. X
The mapping industry recognizes ¢
trend. The editors of its newest trade m
azine, which first appeared nine mon
ago, rejected lhe idea of having the (
in the utle. Inste

how, Larson has worked with tractor mam-
{acturets on a system that brings some

constrained by federal lending laws.

y to the process of mixing
ical fertilizer. Traditi

they opted (01’ Business Geographics.
more and more companies are discover:

geographics is fast y

and ding
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STATEMENT OF M.S. ARAKI, EXECUTIVE VICE PRESIDENT,
LOCKHEED MISSILES AND SPACE CORP.

Mr. ARAKI. Mr. Chairman and Vice Chairman, I appreciate the
opportunity to be here today to review the status of Lockheed Mis-
siles and Space Company’s effort in commercial remote sensing.
The work and the attention of the Chairman and Vice Chairman
of this Committee have given to the issue of commercial remote
sensing and its future have been very helpful to U.S. industry, and
Lockheed in particular is very appreciative of your efforts. .

At your request I will provide an update on the government’s ap-
proval process for commercial remote sensing, CRSS; review the
commercial market requirements for one meter resolution and dis-
cuss the use of existing assets, government competition, and their
impact on commercial remote sensing.

In the interest of time, my remarks will be brief. I am prepared
for more detailed remarks for the record if the Committee so pleas-
es to have.

As you know, when the President of Lockheed Missiles and ‘Space
Company, Mr. John McMahon, last testified before this Committee
on June 10, 1993, he announced the submittal of an application of
the Department of Commerce for an operating license for CRSS, a
private remote sensing space system with one meter resolution. On
July 8, 1993, LMSC received confirmation from Commerce that our
application for CRSS was considered substantially complete. In Au-
gust, LMSC presented a briefing to the Commerce Department,
which chaired the interagency review of the CRSS operating license
application, which included participants from the Intelligence Com-
nDluf;nty, the Joint Chiefs of Staff, and the Departments of State and

efense.

Unfortunately, we received a letter from the Commerce Depart-
ment on October 15, 1993, informing LMSC that the final action
on our application to operate private remote sensing space systems
would not occur within the 120 days stipulated. The delay was at-
tributed to lack of completion of consultation process between Com-
merce and the Department of State and Defense. Specifically, the
Commerce Department indicated that the State Department had
requested Commerce to postpone issuance of the license until the
subject can be considered by a soon to be scheduled National Secu-
rity Council Deputies Committee meeting. Since this notification,
we have learned that the Department of State has notified Com-
merce of its approval subject to some anticipated conditions. How-
ever, the Deputies meeting has yet to be held.

Senator KERREY of Nebraska. You mean Department of Defense
notified Commerce, or State?

MIE'11 ARAKI. The Department of Defense has provided their ap-
prov

Following the SSCI hearing on June 10, 1993, the Intelligence
Community and the NRO’s Industrial Advisory Council, as char-
tered by the DCI, met numerous times to define, draft, coordinate
and finalize a policy document—the same document that Mr. Frey
mentioned in his testimony—and it established the performance
and operations for aerial photography. With CRSS the Geographic
Information Systems market can have easy, quick access to an
enormous repository of data at lower cost. We believe that the cur-
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rent CRSS design provides LMSC with the best avenue to meet the
commercial market demands and ensure profitability.

While we believe that a significant commercial market exists for
CRSS, and have designed a system to meet the commercial market
demands, we recognize that CRSS products, both domestically and
overseas, may be sold and used for other than their intended pur-
pose, such as foreign national security requirements. In the near
term, this market for CRSS data may be significant. The condition
of the license requires us to deny data to anyone if there is a risk
to U.S. national security. However, the CRSS target market is com-
mercial geographical information, and because of its current size
and potential for its unparalleled substantial growth.

A recent news article indicated that the U.S. government is con-
sidering the possibility of selling from national technical means,
which could compete with aerospace companies involved in com-
mercial remote sensing. If true, such a proposal could pose a seri-
ous impediment to CRSS and defense diversification in general.
The proposals outlined in this article range from concepts associ-
ated with burden sharing to actual selling of NTM data to commer-
cial customers. While existing U.S. assets can provide the commer-
cial market with imagery, it will not directly assist aerospace com-
panies to retain key skills important to maintaining critical indus-
trial base capabilities.

In general, the use of existing assets to support foreign govern-
ments should only occur in circumstances where mutual national
security needs cannot be met in any other fashion from commer-
cially available sources. In addition, if data from existing assets are
to provide national entities in return for monetary compensation,
it should be priced based on recovering the full burden of the recur-
ring costs. This should avoid government competition and under-
mining of U.S. private sector efforts.

A bit of transparency in openly publishing U.S. government poli-
cies on commercial sales can go a long way in eliminating uncer-
tainty among potential customers, and provide a predictable and
encouraging environment for commercial initiatives by U.S. compa-
nies.

Over the last four years, due to defense cuts, LMSC has been
forced to downsize from approximately 30,000 to 18,000 employees,
We expect that the Federal government budget reductions will
force further reductions. As we eliminate jobs, LMSC as well as the
aerospace industry in general is losing highly skilled employees
and the critical skill base which the U.S. government will need to
meet future national security requirements.

In the case of Lockheed’s commercial remote sensing effort, it al-
lows us to move forward with more than 700 jobs to be sustained
over a three year period at LMSC, and another 1800 jobs distrib-
uted in the United States among all the team members working
with us on the program. These jobs are not only important to Lock-
heed, but are also essential in maintaining U.S. industrial base in
general. In addition, a one meter system holds the potential ex-
panding the GIS market by at least $1 billion in annual sales. In
terms of employment, these additional sales would generate ap-
proximately 30,000 new job in the U.S. economy. ’
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In summary, the growth of the Geographic information market
is a critical, important untapped area in the new information age
that we are facing. CRSS digital maps can trigger a dramatic in-
crease in GIS growth and use world wide. It is a potential win/win
situation for the United States where industry can move into new
profitable commercial areas, while retaining these skills that can
be helpful to U.S. government for future use. This Administration,
Congress, and industry can play a key role in fashioning policies
and practices to foster these efforts.

I welcome the opportunity to work with you in resolving any of
the issues.raised by Lockheed’s efforts in commercial remote sens-
ing and would be happy to answer any questions that the Commit-
tee may have. : :

Thank you.

Senator KERREY of Nebraska. Thank you, Mr. Araki.

Ms. Armani.

[The prepared statement of Ms. Armani follows:]

STATEMENT BY ROBIN ARMANI, MANAGING DIRECTOR, VITRO-SAAS KFT

Thank-you Mr. Chairman and members of the Committee for the opportunity to
present my views on Commercial Remote Sensing.

I am Robin Armani, Managing Director of Vitro-SAAS Kft, an American-Hungar-
ian joint venture company engaged in software development, systems integration,
and scientific application services in Hungary and the rest of Europe. My company
is a member of the European Association of Remote Sensing Laboratories (EARSel).
Vitro-SAAS uses remotely sensed data—data collected by satellites or aircraft-
mounted sensors, including but not limited to commercial imagery, to support a va-
riety of land management and environmental programs for customers in Europe. As
you know, remotely sensed data can provide important and unique information over
wide ares to support many different applications. In Hungary, the applications may
be loosely gathered under an environmental umbrella, and include such applications
as crop forecasting and forest assessment, as well as more advanced assessments
of a number of important environmental situations, such as the changes caused by
the Gabcikovo dam (the Bés-Nagymaros barrage system). For other European cus-
tomers we are integrating new remote sensing resources, including Russian-devel-
oped synthetic aperture radar, to detect deep underground features. My associates
and I have worked with several organizations in Hungary, Ukraine, and Russian
for the past 3 years.

There is a growing and mature market for information derived from remotely-
sensed data in Europe. Even in central Europe, where funding is severely con-
strained, the market for this information is growing because this data provides in-
formation that cannot otherwise be effectively observed or measured, and because
this data is cost -effective for a wide variety of applications. Naturally, in these re-
source-restricted countries, funding for such applications is limited, and “dual-use”
is not a new phenomenon, but a fact of life. Time today will preclude review of the
samples of products and applications I have brought with me today; however, I will
review them with interested staff and am confident that the will report to you the
breadth and technical excellence of these products produced by various European
companies. I have been impressed by the advanced nature of the applications work
in Hungary and Russia. These products match or exceed our best production capa-
bilities today. This surprised me when I saw that many products, such as the 1987
topographic image map, and recent classifications and change detection applications
(Atch 1), were produced during the COCOM era—a time when our own applications
were as restricted as the technology we sought to protect. I will leave for the record
several products courtesy of the Hungarian Remote Sensing Center, FOMI, who pro-
duced them using PC technology and home-grown software that continues to sup-
port production. FOMI is currently undergoing privatization, and is integrating
western technology, including SUN workstations and new image processing soft-
ware, provided to FOMI this year by the European Space Agency (ESA).

Your letter of invitation asked for my views on the “market for commercial im-
agery,”-and posed many key questions that I will address in turn:

1. What do the commercial imagery customers want?
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The customers want information—information they can use to solve problems or
to support decisions: geographic information, geo-referenced information, often
multi-temporal or time-sensitive information—for a variety of applications from re-
source use to environmental monitoring. The ability to integrate the many types of
imagery with other information is becoming increasingly important, and the market
is racing in this direction. Imagery, commercial or not, cloaied or not in secrecy or
scientific jargon—provides a limited set of data that must be interpreted and inte-
grated with other information to address the customers’ information requirements.
The different types of imagery under discussion today, multispectral, radar, and

anchromatic or optical, provide different types of information, at different scales, .
or different applications. They are highly complementary, and do not directly com-
pete for the same segment of the market.

The European market for environmental information to support resource (land
use, water, agriculture, forestry) applications for sustainable development will con-
tinue to grow. Customers will continue to include nations, ministries, institutes, and
industries with myriad resource management requirements. Applications for the
countries engaged in nation building (not just developing countries but much of
central and Eastern Europe, who are coping with severe resource constraints and
serious environmental burdens) will increase, as will the market serving the fast
growing industries engaged in environmental monitoring, assessment and remedi-
ation planning. As funds become more restricted, the customers will choose the im-
agery or data that gives them the most information for their money—an integrated
product developed from a complex data set at a price they can aﬁ"orX.

My view is that the market will be dominated by the companies who do not get
overly focused on the data, or imager{; the market will be dominated by the compa-
nies (whether they are imagery suppliers or not) that focus on and satisfy the cus-
tomers’ information requirements. These information requirements are best served
by the effective integration of the abundance of data types available today using ad-
vanced, but affordable technology. The direction of this technology is to bypass or
at least bridge, the current gaps between the different technology areas, in particu-
lar, the artificial separation that exists today between imagmrocessing and geo-
graphic information systems. Data integration will realize the synergy of the op-
tical, multispectral and radar data. Those of us in the application community know
well the power of integrating multispectral and optical data—but today, few in Eu-
rope or the U.S. have begun to integrate radar and optical data, much less more
complex data sets. This focus on integration parallels a shift in European budget
priorities, from sensor design to data use, a trend that will increase as space bugg-
ets continue to decline.

2. What is the Eurasian market for commercialized satellite imagery: pan-
chromatic/high resolution, multispectral and radar?

The commercial satellite imagery market is complex and dynamic, and therefore
is difficult to characterize—its size, shape, and direction change depending on the
aspect from which you analyze it. The Remote Sensing Technology Center of Japan
(RESTEC) reported that the market for commercial remote sensing data increased
by 20 percent in 1992 with similar gains expected in 1993. More than half of the
orders are for Landsat imagery, only 11 percent of the orders placed were for SPOT.
I was unable to obtain similar statistics from Eurimage, but believe their sales are
consistent with the RESTEC fj, s. SPOT Image reports a higher annual turnover
than EOSAT ($40 million and 512 million respectively in 1992); however, the high-
est number of orders placed worldwide today are for Landsat multispectral imagery.
Does this reflect SPOT’s higher price, corporate management and marketing, gov-
ernment subsidization, or a more intricate combination of factors? EARSel estimates
that the European value added industry is growing commensurate with the invest-
ment in remote sensing resources, citing in particular current revenues exceeding
$40 million in France, and over $30 million in Germany. I will leave the interpreta-
tion of the numbers for the market studies of the satellite developers; such statistics
are ephemeral, and less meaningful than the trends in application, and especially
the interaction of the various market areas.

As indicated earlier, the satellite remote sensing systems that are operational
today are complementary. The markets for each type of data or imagery must be
interpreted in the context of the system capability and cost. Professor Dr. G.
Konecny, now at the University of Hannover in Germany and the Vice Chairman
of EARSel, provided an excellent summary of operational remote sensing satellite
systems, their applications and limitations, and their per square kilometer cost
(Atch 2) at the International Symposium on the Operationalization of Remote Sens-
ing in the Netherlands, in April 1993. A comparison of the price per image, scene
or swath size, and cost per square kilometer for each of the operational remote sens-
ing satellite systems (Atch 2, page 8) indicates the imperfect nature of the commer-
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cial imagery market. This is complicated by the fact that multiple types of data are
. used for different types of applications, and the cost of the application increases
with the required resolution. For example, a Forest Mapping or Land Use Survey
derived from Landsat costs between $6 and $13/sq. Km depending on scale and reso-
lution, a Forest Inventory or Land Use Map derived from aerial photography (scale
of 1:10,000) costs $350-$520/sq. Km (Atch 2, .page 13).

MULTISPECTRAL IMAGERY

The most important market for multispectral imagery (MSI) today are resource
applications, and Landsat Thematic Mapper (TM) has been the best source of digital
MSI. Landsat TM’s broad spectral range (TM provides seven bands of imagery
which record energy in the visible (bands 1,2,3), near infrared (band 4), shortwave .-
infrared (bands 5,7) regions, and the longwave infrared (band 7) region), medium
resolution (28.5 meters), and wide area coverage (185 km x 170 km) have made
Landsat the data of choice for many resource applications, especially where regional
monitoring is required. These application include landcover or forest assessment,
crop yield prediction, geology and non-renewable resource exploration to name just
a f%w. Our own military applications of Landsat, repeatedly demonstrated in
DESERT STORM, and more recently in Somalia, provide powerful examples of the
types of military intelligence applications happening world-wide today. Landsat cov-
ers more of the electromagnetic spectrum than the Russian or French systems, and
is lower in cost than the French SPOT XS. The Russian systems are cheaper but
are not digital and are currently less capable in terms of spectral coverage and reso-
lution. The new Japanese Earth Resources System (JERS-1) has a spectral range
very similar to Landsat and an L-Band SAR, both at a spatial resolution of about
18 meters.’ .

The Landsat market share has increased as our understanding of the power of
the multispectral information has grown through applications experience, and as
computer technology has made data processing affordable. Price, particularly price
for information content, has been and will remain important—Landsat has been af-
fordable to customers who cannot afford to buy SPOT. Initiatives to offer data or
products, and data processing technology at affordable prices, such as to.univer-
sities, has been effective in increasing market share. Such price and data processing
curves will continue to influence the market response to a]f types of commercial im-
]z:gery. I w]imt to underscore that the loss of Landsat 6 has put this, our biggest mar-

et, at risk. .

RADAR IMAGERY

Radar data, which might be viewed as an extension of multispectral into the
microwave and millimeter portion of the spectrum, provides data independent of
weather, and uniquely detects certain natural phenomena. The new synthetic aper-
ture radars, such as the ERS-1 and JERS, are also considered resource-satellites
and are complementary to the multispectral and optical capabilities of systems like
Landsat and SPOT. They were designed to provide special environmental informa-
tion, such as sea surface and ice conditions over large, even global areas; however,
the market is new and consequently is still restricted by limitations on our under-
standing of the data and by our data processing capabilities.

Europe and Canada are investing heavily in commercial imaging radar. ESA has
advertised the global environmental role of ERS-1 and planned follow-on satellites,
complete with glossy brochures stating their commitment to coordinate the various
satellite systems to pursue aims that are of interest to the whole of humanity. A
recent meeting of ERS-1 users in Germany concluded that while ERS-1 was suc-
cessfully fulfilling expectations on measuring sea states, ocean physics, and ice as-
sessment, few other “practical” applications have been develope(f. This view reflects
the biases of an applications community conditioned over years to use more tradi-
tional data types. The European Multisensor, Multiaircraft Campaign (EMAC) will
test many current and prototype sensors, with a heavy SAR emphasis, beginning
in 1994 (Atch 3). Canada, a full participant in the ERS-1 program, will launch
RADARSAT (like ERS-1, a C band SAR) in 1995, and expects the economic benefits
to include the creation of 10,000 person years of employment in Canada, and reve-
nues reaching C$800 million in the public and private sector.

Russia has also successfully developed imaging radar systems, but has taken a
different approach to the sensors and to data processing. On my first visit to Mos-
cow, I asked the Head of the Applied Space Physics Department at the Space Re-
search Institute (IKI, of the Russian Academy of Sciences) about Russian work with
multispectral or hyperspectral systems. Before he took me on a tour to see their
next generation radiometers, Dr. Etkin introduced me to the Head of Analysis and
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Requirements for NPO Mashinostreeniya, Dr. Pavel Shirohov. I told Dr. Shirokov
that I was not particularly interested in radar, having worked most extensively with
Landsat MSI. He immediately responded that this was understandable, since Amer-
ican radar systems don’t work. It is a problem of design and a problem of process-
ing, he explained, adding that American scientists do not understand radar physics.
He claimed that, in warping our radar systems to produce perfect images, we have
destroyed the ability to exploit the significant phenomena. Russia has developed a
signal processing (versus image processing) approach to radar data, which they be-
lieve uniquely detects certain natural and man-made phenomena. These phencmena
included advances in non-acoustic antisubmarine warfare (NASW) (Atch 4), as well
as detection of deep underground geophysical features indicative of water, dia-
monds, and oil (Atch 5). Our position in the commercial radar imagery market? We
aren’t even a player in this market; we need to get in the game.

PANCHROMATIC IMAGERY

Optical, or panchromatic data offers visible information at higher spatial resolu-
tions. SPOT 10 meter panchromatic imagery is often used to “sharpen” other MSI,
for example, because it currently provides better (i.e., visually interpretable) object
definition and positional accuracy. This is especially important for cartography, the
dominant apglication for SPOT (thirty percent of SPOT applications are car-
tographic) and the Russian panchromatic and space photography systems today. Dr.

. Konecny demonstrated (Atch 2, page 30) that for the cartographic applications in
highest demand today—scales of 1:50,000 and 1:25,000—only aerial photography
can provide the higher resolution, and better planimetric and altimetric accuracies
required for accurate mapping. Cost and repeatability of aerial photography have
constrained the satisfaction of the market demand: only 17 percent of the world is
mapped at 1:25,000, and just 56 percent of the land area mapped at 1:50 000 per-
cent.

While U.S. one meter panchromatic data could potentially capture the car-
tographic and some of the other survey markets (Atch 2, page 8) served by aerial
photography today, price will be a key factor in the market response, regardless of
whether it is sanitized government data or a new commercial imagery system.
SPOT has made market gains in the past 7 years, but remains cost prohibitive for
large portions of the potential market. European Landsat users were eager to re-
ceive the 15 meter panchromatic band that was to have been available on Landsat
6; in part because it would enhance Landsat spatial resolution without the burden
of image rectification that exists when merging Landsat and SPOT. While the avail-
ability of 2 meter panchromatic data will support the positional accuracy and visible
detail ret}uirements needed to extend the satellite imagery market to the “local sur-
vey” level, the market will be partially defined by the data content. The aerial sur-
vey market is supported in part today by its ability to put varying and highly spe-
cific sensors in the right place; these sensors cover the spectrum from color infrared
photography to gamma ray spectrometers.

Russia today advertises the availability of archival 2 meter imagery from their na-
tional systems. Additionally, they offer to acquire and deliver new imagery, from
their national systems currently in orbit, for any place in the world. The Russians
have noted that they are resampling this imagery, and putting it to the market at
far less than its potential capability. They are now discussing release of 2 foot—as
opposed to 2 meter—resolution imagery. Once the U.S. begins selling national im-
agery on the world market, the market and the market players will respond. We
have to be prepared to release both archived and newly acquired imagery,
resampled to match the Russian (and other) offerings to remain competitive.

Russian 2 meter Eanchromatic imagery is not selling well now. This may be large-
ly due to poor marketing and distribution, it also reflect something about the mar-
ket readiness to absorb this data at its current price ($1080 for a scene of 100 x
100 Km if it exists in archive; $2880 if new collection is required) and data content.
There is a basic business lesson in this experience that could affect the “commercial
viability” of our own national data—the ability to deliver the product is critical. Just
as Europe is growing the user base for new radar systems, we must invest if we
want to establish a market presences. We must undertake now to explore potential
applications and retool to support the integration of the imagery with other data
types, and address the type of architecture required to match the performance of
the successful commercial imagery companies. Who will market the distribute the
data, in what forms, and on what basis?

Decreasing the resolution of commercial optical imagery to 1 meter international
policy and national implications that must be considered and addressed. The market
for high resolution optical or radar imagery will include a number of nations, orga-
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nizations, and individuals who will buy this data for military and industrial intel-
ligence applications. Consider, for example, the level of detail on the digital
orthophoto (stereo image map) of Berlin, which was produced by a German firm
-using Russian 2 meter KVA data (Atch 6). Russia has expressed significant concern
about the national security implications of a US decision to release high resolution
imagery, citing in particular the threat to our mutual good relations posed by the .
exploitation of this data by aggressor states such as Libya, Iraq, and Iran (Atch 7).
We must coordinate this action with the international space community and address
associates security considerations, and we must understand the implications for our
own national security and national budget.

IMPACT OF THE LANDSAT 6 FAILURE

Europe and Japan are well positioned to fill the Landsat 6 gap. Although SPOT
XS cannot match Landsat’s spectral range, SPOT initially, and soon JERS-1 will
move to fill the Landsat 6 void if we do not act immediately to re_glace Landsat 6,
to restore Landsat program integrity (some in Europe believe we built a duplicate
satellite, as we did with Landsat 4/5 (Thematic Mapper), and to maintain data con-
tinuity.-This will hand nearly the entire market to Europe at a critical time—there
will be scant motivation to shift in 5 years (the projected launch of Landsat 7 was
scheduled for 1998) to “new” or “higher resolution.” By 1998, higher resolution data
(1 meter or better) optical data will be competing with SPOT—4, ERS-2 (1994),
RADARSAT (1995), JRS and the next generation, “earth observation” systems, and
by that time, research will have created the understanding and developed applica-
tions (many are likely to be developed from necessity as Landsat gap fillers) that
do not exist today.

3. What are the Eurasian government and industry intentions to enter and regu-
late the commercial remote sensing market? -

Europe is strongly committed to earth observation, or remote sensing technology,
in the context of a strong commitment to space. They have structured a long-term
(1992-2005) Space Program, which includes a clear industrial policy statement fo-
cused on improving the worldwide competitiveness of European industry. Russia
continues to pursue a reasonably strong space program despite financial difficulties,
and has made many overtures for joint programs with the United States. We have
not responded to or engaged Russia, but Europe is working hard to work with Rus-
sia—collectively, through joint ESA/Russian programs, and through bilateral and
trilateral arrangements.

In 1992, despite a backdrop of worsening economic conditions and declining funds
for space, Europe restated its commitment to space and to remote sensing by adopt-
ing at the Ministerial level, resolutions that clearly signaled to European research-
ers and industry that there would be a future in space technology, and indicated
which directions European space policy would take. (Atch 8). Heading the list of pri-
orities and reported successes was European progress in Earth Observation. The
Ministers assured the succession to the ERS-1 satellite, which was launched in
1991 as the first in a series of European environmental monitoring satellites. The
resolution reflects the importance of the environment to the European political
agenda, and makes special reference to the unique and indispensable contribution
remote sensing makes to environmental monitoring. The Ministers adopted a com-
panion resolution on International Cooperation (Atch 9) which strongly reaffirms
Europe’s intent to intensify international cooperation, not only among the 13 mem-
ber states, but significantly, to expand cooperation with the United States and Rus-
sia. A separate resolution (Atch 10) reflects the priority attached to working with

. Russia and indicates the direction of ESA-Russian space cooperation.

Like Europe, Russia has adopted a global view. Russia has made unprecedented
overtures for joint remote sensing programs with the United States, proposing sig-
nificant related programs in key defense areas as well as important new initiatives
focused on environmental monitoring (Atch 11, Gem, GEES). The US government
has generally not responded. U.S. industry is exploring many opportunities but is
constrained gy the policy vacuum. Europe, not only ESA but also individual Euro-
pean countries, especially France and Germany, is moving aggressively to partici-
pate with key elements of the Russian space program in all areas.

Russia has offered to jointly develop our next generation remote sensing system
(Atch 12). Russia has offered to put a Landsat-6 look-alike into space in two years
for a cost of $60 million, including the price of launch. They offer to place a three
frequency, space-based radar into space in two years, for $120 million, and a com-
bination Landsat-6 with three frequency imaging radar on a single platform in three
years for only $150 million—little more than the cost of a US launch. There can-
not be sufficient justification for spending $2 billion to do this ourselves, when for
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an order of magnitude less money, we can demonstrate world leadership and sup-
port the growth of industries in the United States, in Russia, and in Europe.

4. How can we assure US dominance of the commercial imagery market while pro-
tecting US security interests?

1 invite you to urge the Executive Branch to revitalize our national space policy
to demonstrate world leadership, to grow our national investment in space, and to
recapture and maintain US leadership in remote sensing, a critical area of Space
technology. We can best and most cost effectively establish a world leadership posi-
tion through a policy of cooperation and inclusion, not of competition. We must inte-
grate our interests with those of Europe and the rest of the world. We can no longer
afford the expensive and artificial segregation of military and civilian systems; we
can no longer afford to ignore or reinvent foreign capabilities. Specific recommenda-
tions: -

4.1. The United States should create and fund a joint, integrated remote sensing
program with participation of U.S. industry and government, and Russia indust
and government. Russia should be invited as a full partner to recognize and capital-
ize on their extensive technology, experience, to reduce program cost, to support
Russia in her efforts to convert current and future generation space systems to

eaceful applications, and to respond to their real initiatives in this area. We should
er invite Europe and Japan to participate—and consider appropriate ESA and/
or Japanese roles; perhaps duplicate sensor development or specific launch/oper-
ations roles, which might be awarded on a competitive basis. A joint international
approach will grow the commercial remote sensing pie insteagi of wrestling for
smaller slices. A shared program will decrease program cost (this means competitive
data cost), improve technology, grow the market, and better support full commer-
cialization. Equally significant, it will create a foundation for global environmental
monitoring and create a basis for shared problem solving.

4.9. It is essential to maintain Landsat data continuity and to add additienal ca-
pabilities by developing information content (spectral extension) with modest spatial
resolution im})rovement (5-10 meters). Landsat-6 would have continued our 21 year
supply of MSI to users around the world—this is our market today, and it continues
to grow. Medium or high resolution (1 meter) panchromatic imagery will not replace
but can complement the multispectral. A joint program with Russia should support
extending the spectral capability and adding comflementary optical and SAR sen-
sors for less than what we would spend to replace Landsat-8.

4.3. We need to shift our focus from sensor design to data use—this will require
budget action. We need to revitalize American exploitation and application tech-
nologies; these are, in lar%e part due to over-compartmentation by the government,
stagnant, expensive, and limited in production capability. We must not support or
subsidize any further U.S. space (government or commercial) developments that will
enrich developers at the expense of users. We must structure and budget to support
the new commercial products, including but not limited to panchromatic, but must
not let this become the vehicle for continued feathering of the same government im-
agery nests. There must be funding to support the development of new applications
and data integration. We must temper our fascinations with counting trees, main-
tain our ability to see the forests, and learn to assess the key features of both in
new dimensions. There should be a freer exchange with industry, and a concerted
effort by the government to understand, if not keep pace, with international tech-
nology approaches and applications, particularly as the latter impact foreign intel-
ligence capabilities.

4.4. We should establish a new Landsat lead and motivate them to succeed in pro-
gressing to full commercialization. This must remain a partnership of government
and industry; however, a Management Switch is required. Industry should be placed
in the in lead position with government support on policy, funding, and architecture
development. Changing government leads has not worked; Commerce and NASA
failed or refused to play, leaving DoD the de facto lead. Continued DoD program
management is cost prohibitive under the current arrangement. In addition, DoD
has failed despite repeated Congressional direction, to develop an end-to-end archi-
tecture to support data exploitation and use, and has not responded to considerable
Russian initiatives in this area. A totally commercial system and operation must be
carefully planned, or it will not be viable. We must motivate industry to succeed,
and not just to generate investment. This will require fresh blood and new thinking.
The best way to freshen the pot is to draw talent from the user and applications
communities, to ensure a bottoms up design of a full architecture, not just a new
space system.

5. What are the European strengths in the commercial remote sensing market?

Europe has a global focus. They have a comprehensive space policy and long-term
plan that includes earth observation and industry. They have developed a new
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unique and strong niche with ERS-1, which complements SPOT, and they will pro-
tect their market gains aggressively. European government and industry don’t just
work together—it is a symbiotic existence. Of course, this is exaggerated in the
Central and East European states, where the government procurement authorities
are also the winning contractors.

Europe (like Canada) has targeted space technology as a strategic area for the fu-
ture. Europe and Canada are aggressively growing a new generation of users,
through a variety of integrated programs ranging from cooperative application pro-
grams (donations of hardware, software, data, and training) to comprehensive train-
ing courses for students from developing nations. All this is accomplished, of course,
with strong government subsidization.

Europe has an active and open scientific network, which brings industry, govern-
ment, and academia together to transfer, master, and push the rapidly changing
technologies. They are proactive in stimulating new research directions in remote
sensing and associated disciplines, and they are capitalizing on their efforts to de-
velop and draw in scientists from the rest of the world, not just from central and
east Europe. Over 1000 representatives from 79 nations attended the international
symposium on the Operationalization of Remote Sensing in Enschede, the Nether-
landg 19-23 April 1993. The list of participating countries spanned the continents
and included large delegations from China, Iran, as well as representatives from Af-
rica (Congo, Nigeria, Kenya, as well as Libya, and South Africa), and most of the
Middle East nations. . .

6. How do they perceive US intentions -and strengths in this area? - o

Europe is currently unsure of our intentions, lacking cléar signals from the new
Administration. This creates some defensiveness, or sensitivity, because there is a -
general feeling that America is turning away from Europe. In this context, they are
likely to view release of 1 meter optical data as a competitive move, counter to their
own efforts to develop complementary systems, unless it is further coordinated with
the international space community. .

Europe regards our 21 years of Landsat imagery as a tremendous strength and
an important, continuing contribution. Our actions (or failure) to replace Landsat
will be read closely and they will respond to capture this market if we drop out of
the game. Without a clearly articulated American policy or the context of a long-
term program, they can only read it for what it is—a budget issue, and not a na-
tional priority. We are perceived to have many more advanced capabilities, retained
as secret or exclusive to military, than we have offered cominercially. I believe we -
are perceived to have a strong industrial base, and a strong research and develop-
ment program, including slightly superior integration and interpretation capabiﬁ-
ties. This reflects the European success and presence of many outstanding American
companies, including ERDAS and Intergraph, as well as the companies testifying
with me today. )

ATTACHMENTS

1. FOMI products: Space image topographic map, 1987; Landsat images and
Change Detection, Bos-Nagymaros Barrage System, 1990, courtesy FOMI.

2. The Operational Status of Remote Sensing, a Viewpoint of the European Asso-
ciation of Remote Sensing Laboratories, Prof. Dr. Gottfried Konecny, April 1993.

3. EMAC program overview. - ) -

4. IKI Image, Claimed Submarine Detection, courtesy ISMA.

5. IMARC Image, courtesy Vega-M, ’

6. Stereo map of Berlin, courtesy OIM GMBh. ’

7. Etkin Letter on Security Implications of Release of High Resclution Imagery.

8. Resolution on the Implementation of the European Long-Term Space Plan and
Programmes, 10 November 1992, ESA Annual Report, Annex 6, pp99—110.

9. Resolution on International Cooperation, 10 November 1992, ESA Annual Re- .
port, pp113-114.

10. Resolution on Space Cooperation with Russian Federation, 10 November 1992,
ESA Annual Report, pp114-115.

11. GEM, GEES courtesy RTS.

12. IKI letters on Joint Remote Sensing System, courtesy ISMA.

MSI sensor systems are designed to record energy levels received in specific spec-
tral regions. Landsat TM Bands 1 through 5 and 7 record energy in the visible
(1,2,3), near infrared (4), and shortwave infrared (5,7) regions, while band 6 records
emitted infrared, such as the energy emitted from fires and power plants, in the
longwave infrared region. SPOT records reflected energy in the visible and near in-
frared range, but also has a panchromatic sensor that provides black and white im-

agery.
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ESA member states are Austria, Belgium, Denmark, France, Germany, Ireland,
Italy, Netherlands, Norway, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, and the United Kingdom.
Finland is an Associate Member of the Agency. Canada is a cooperating State. )

EARSel, founded in 1976, serves the sponsoring agencies, The Eurogean Space
Agency (ESA), the Commission of the European Communities (CEC), and the Coun-
cil of Europe, as a European scientific network to master the challenges introduced
by the rapidly changing technology of remote sensing.

My customers have 2-3 yr. revisit requirements; however, getting cloudfree im-
agery is a problem. Yield forecasting requires 3 images during growing season;
FOMI review of Quicklook showed 40% of the imagery was more than 50% cloud-
covered; they are using SPOT, and will try to use ERS-1 to mitigate, supplement.

Operationalization of Remote Sensing Conference Participants, 19-23 April 1993:
Algeria 1, Argentina 2; Australia 12, Bangladesh 2, Belgium 28, Benin 1, Bolivia
1, Brazil 1, Brunei Darussalaam 1, Bulgaria 1, Burkina Fase 3, Canada 36, Chile
2, China 28, Colombia 3, Congo 1, Croatia 4, Denmark 2, Djibouti 1, Egypt 6, Fin-
land 5, France 41, Germany 49, Ghana 2, Greece 2, Hungary 6, Iceland 1, India 16,
Indonesia 11, Iran 17, Ireland 1, Israel 3, Italy 34, Ivory Coast 2, Japan 3, Jordan
1, Kenya 6, Libya 4, Luxembourg 1, Malaysia 2, Malta 1, Mongolia 1, Morrocco 1,
Mozambique 1, Nigeria 3, Norway 10, Palestine 3, Philippines 2, Poland 3, Portugal
8, Romania 2, Russia 3, Saudi Arabia 2, Slovenia 3, South Africa 10, Spain 10, gri
Lanka 1, Sweden 15, Switzerland 8, Syria 2, Thailand 11, The Netherlands 291,
Trinidad and Tobago 1, Tunisia 1, Turkey 3, Uganda 1, United Arab Emirates 1,
United Kingdom 60, USA 36.

84-837 0 - 95 - 2
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The Operational Status of
Remote Sensing -

a Viewpoint of the European Association of Remote
Sensing Laboratories

paper presented to the International Symposium
.Operationalization of Remote Sensing*

Enschede, Netherlands
April 1993
by

Gottfried Konecny,
- - University of Hannover,
Germany

(Vice Chairman of EARSeL)
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This session is on issues, needs, bottienecks and opportunities.

We are all convinced, that Remote Sensing can be used operationally. Otherwise
a conference which expected to have 400 participants, would not have 1000. Also

Christine Nielsen has convinced us, that we have all the prerequisites of being
successful.

The implementation of a technique usually takes a generstion. | nave been
chairman of an ISP(RS) working group on geometry of remote sensing with a
symposium in 1970 organized by the ITC in Delf, in which | reported on the
optical sensing possiblities of scanners and Mr. Franz Leberl, now Professor at
Graz, of radar as the only papers on the subject.

- Prof. Schermerhom, the founder of ITC and one of the founders of operational
photogrammetry made a comment at the end of our presentations: ,| feel very

~ much at home here. In the 1920's there were people who envisioned the

operational use of photogrammetry which in the 50's became a reality. In 1970 we

talk this way about remote sensing.

According to Prof. Schermerhorn analogy remote sensing should achieve

operational capability in the year 2000.

In 1993 we are at the edge of a tumover and must ask ourselves crucial questions

in which way the challenge of operational remote sensing can be realized. The

problems faced by remote sensing now in tha order of priority are:

(1) - organizational

(2) - educational

(3) - and lastly and least importantly technical.

{1) the organizational problems stem from the fact that governments and users
want information. The method of obtaining it does not matter as long as it is
- convenient (regularly available (cloud antenna coverage) no restrictions)
- affordable and
- accurate enough (for decision making) .
If remote sensing does not give the only available answer then it must be
analyzed in cost and benefit to other methods obtaining the information with
quality considerations included. '

(2) The educational problems arise from the fact, that remote sensing per se is no
discipline, but merely a technique which requires an application. The end
result may not be an image but the simple information itself. This means that a
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result may not be an niey-~ - -. the simple information itself. This means that a
remote sensing specialist is no professional unless he has a professional
background in an application.

(3) The technical problems, depending on available sensors and platfornis, are
either solved or solvable. ’ .
This has been demonstrated by a research community represented in Europe
by EARSeL, in Asia by AARS, in Latin America by SELPER and perhaps in
Africa by the OACT, which are all regional members of ISPRS.

To find out the status of operational remote sensing one has only to look at the valué
added remote sensing product spending in country, e.g. France and Germany.
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Turnove: of Value Added
Remote Sensing Industry

- France Turnover

IGN (Govemment) 25MUS $
Private Industry - 1AMUS §
~ Germany
Private Industry | 3.5MUSS$

Turnover of Private Photogrammetry

Germany

Private Industry 30 MUSS
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Resolution and Repeatability

- of Remote Sensing Systems

repeatabllity

50 years . SROUND SURVEYS

Syears ¢ AERIAL PHOTOGRAPHY
' Cartography (local)
dyears — SPACE PHOTOGRAPHY
28 days . SPOT
Resources (regional)
17 days & %\LANDSAT—TM
| \UNoAA
12hrs o Meteorology
| N (global)
30min o— l — METEOSAT
. — 00— o > ground
0Im Tm 5m 1020m 30m 1km Skm resolution
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Operational Sateune .iemote Sensing Systems

Space Resources
, Metsorology Cartography

USA GOES ~ LANDSAT (LFC)
NOAA :
Cis METEOR MKF 6 KFA 1000
» KATE 2000 KWR 1000
France - SPOT-XS SPOTP
ESA ‘METEOSAT ERS-1 .
Japan GMS - MOS . .
India. INSAT - IRS-1 -
China - Satellite .
- Photography

Germany . (Moms) (MC)
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Satellite Inage Coverage

HIGH ALTITUDE
AERIAL
PHOTOGRAPKHY

1 m resolution

. SPOT

10-20 m pixel

30-80 m pixel
LANDSAT MSS-TM

SPACE PHOTOGRAPHY

3-10 m resolution



Sensor

Meteosat
NOAA-AVHRR
Landsat MSS
MOS-1
" Landsat TM

Spot P

Spot XS
.ERS-1
IRS-1

KFA 1000
MKF 6MA
MK 4

TK 350

KWR 1000

Cost Comparison of Space Imagery

Country

ESA
UsA
USA
Japan
USA
France
France
ESA
india
Cis
CiIs
Cis
CiIs
Cis

No. of
bands

- = BN O NN W = N-MMOODW

Price per
image

13s
1168
1233 s
3168
5180 $

31338

2487 §
800 §

300§
1150 $
880 §
1200

47008

3200 S

Swath

hemisphere
280 km
185 x 170 km
100 km
185 x 170 km
60 km
60 km
100 km
130 km
120 km
1756 x 260 km
150 km
180 x 270 km
60 km

Resoluﬂon

5 km
1 km
80 m
50 m
30m
10m
20m
126 m-
3&m
76m
20 m
10om
10om

US$/km?2

0,000
0.,0C
0.0:
0.05
0.156
0.87
0.69
0.08 -
0.01
0.08
0.02

0.08

0.01
2.00

6¥
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Development of Remote S@nsmg

Satellites

Satellite

N\

Space Agency

Reception Station

bottom-up

N\

Sensor Space Industry ;

'Image Processing

N\

Image Analysis

N

Data

J

v

Use

fop -
down

| Space IndQsi‘ry~

Value Added
‘ Indusjfry

user



®

51

Satellite Remote Sensing Development

SPACE | SPACE
AGENCIES INDUSTRY

GOVERNMENTS

DATA DISTRIBUTION
CENTERS

L)

\ 4

VALUE ADDED
AGENCIES

!

PROBLEM AREAS

| RESEARCH AGENCIES ‘- - ->| USER AGENCIES

N
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1986

1987
1988
1989
1690
1691

SPOT VALUE ADDED PRODUCT PRICES
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SPOT-IMAGE - TURNOVER

3 MUSS$
11.2MUS $
18 MUSS$
24,6 M US $
33 MUSS

408 MUS$

(mage Sales 16 M US $ = 40 %)

SPOT IMAGERY USE

CARTOGRAPHY 30%
AGRICULTURE 20%
ENVIRONMENT ~ ~ 20%
GEOLOGY 15%
FORESTRY 10%
URBAN PLANNING 4%

VERIFICATION 1%

GEOCODED IMAGE MAPS

1: 25000 15000US$
1: 50000 ' 7000US $
1:100 0O 3000US$
DIGITAL ELEVATION MODELS

DEM 10m 8000US S

DEM 20 m - 5000US$
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Aerial Photogr~~*+ and Aerial Mapping Prices

Aerial Photography Prices
Image Scale Cost/km?
1:60 000 43
1:30 000 8%
1: 3500 18$
Mapping Prices from Aerial Photography -
Map Scale  Image Scale Costkm’
1:25 000 1:60 000 42 $ desert & rural
1:25 000 1:30 000 165 $ rural & urban
1: 5000 1:30 000 1000 $ desert
1: 5000 1:30 000 3000 $ rural
1: 1000 ~1: 6000 12000 $ urban
D 1. 500 1: 3500 16 000 $ urban
digital ortho-
photo 1:25000  1:40 000 24 $ digital record only
"digital ortho-
photo 1:10000  1:30 000 120 $
digital ortho- :
photo 1: 5000  1:30 000 240 %

84-837 88
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\GRICULTURE
HO-MATERIAL
" 'ORESTRY
3EOLOGY
‘ORESTRY
RRIGATION

ROSIO
'ESERTIFICATION
OO0D SECURITY
NVIRONMENT

EG. PLANNING
NVIRONMENT

‘RBAN DEVELOPMENT
OPOGRAPHY
EOLOGY

H
" RBAN CADASTRE
RBAN PLANNING

Survey Costs

Typé

Phenol. Chango

Blomass Change

Forast Mapping

Reconnalasance

Forest Dovelopment

Watorshod Mapping

Planning Study

Land Use Mapping

Biomass Inventory

Vogotation Cover

Chango Dotection

Cuttivation Inventory
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o - Status
° of Remote Sensing

in the following application areas

- 1. meteorology and climatology
- 2. non-renewable resources and geology

® - 3. hydrology and water management
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- 5. agriculture

- - 6. tidal waters, coastal areas and inland
waters ‘

- 7. land cover mapping
- 8. cartography
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1. Meteorology ahd'
Climatology |

| 1. Demand
o)

- - weather prediction for
o agriculture
o forestry
o traffic
o urban planning
in real time

- climate for

" o greenhouse effect (COy)

- o ozone layer depletion (by CFC)
o water supply
long term
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1.2 Observation Systems

- ground

observations of
= temperature
= wind

~ = surface properties

» radiation

= precipation

problem: interpolation between costly
ground stations

satellite |
meteorological satellites
= Meteosat

= NOAA -

= ERS-1

problems:

- extraction of required information in
near real time

- assimilation of information into fore-
casting schemes

- not all parameters measurable by pre-
sent systems
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1.3 Capabilities of Rem@te
Sensing

1.3.1 Thermodynamlc properties of atmo- :
sphere and surface

~ -temperature: o ocean to +/- 0,5°
o atmosphere(clouds) to +/- 2°
(problem of inversions)

- water content: 0 MW sounders only in lower
: atmosphere

O multispectral measurements
of cloud water in top layers

1.3.2 Atmospheric Wind Fields

- cloud motion: o by geostationary satellites

- wind: o back scatter lidar needed, but
not feasible ’

1.3.3 Surface Properties

- wave height: o ERS-1 over oceans and coast-
al seas

- sea ice extent
- continuous show cover

- vegetation index: o NOAA
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1.3.4 Radiation

- vertical heat flux = only under clear skies to
+/-0.5to 1°

- radiation budget = diumnal observartons required
hybrid models needed

~ m(cloud base, surface temper-
ature)

1.3.5 Precipitation

- cold cloud estimates  m uncertain
- measurements now = IR & MW radiometers
not possible
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2. Non Renewable
Resources and Geology

2.1 Demand |

Mapping of

o geological stratification
o tectonics |

o geomorphology

o drainage & erosion
o vegetation as indicator

o lithology |
o pedology

o geochemistry

o ground water

o soil contamination
o sand transport

o hazards

problem: most exploitable resources

. are not directly observable

(covered by soil, bedrock,
vegetation)
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2.2 Obseivation Systems
- ground
m sampling of minerals
- aerial surveys
= photography (interpretation)
m aerial multispectral scanning
- satellite

sresources satellites (Landsat, Spot, space
photography)

2.3 Capabilities of Remote Sensing
- spectral information
u can differentiate geological stratification via vegetat-
ion in range 0.5 - 0.67 um and as stress indicator in
0.7 um '
Differentiable are
= Fein 0,87um
.m rock surfaces in 1,6 um
= shales,micas, carbonates in 2.0-2.5 um
" m nitrates, sulfates in 3-5 um
m volcanism, silicates, carbonates in 8-14 um

- textural information
is interpretable from " visual images (0.5 - 0.8 um)
= in X-band radar (3 cm)
surface roughness in 25 cm
- stereo information

is useful for interpretation, drainage information

84-837 0 - 95 - 3
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- 2.4 Summary for Non-Renewable

Resources and Geology

Visual interpretation of images cofn-
bined with sampling and spectral
measurements in the field are the rule

direct observations of minerals are the
exception

They are often not detected because of
o too small areas

o too low concentrations

o mixtures

Nevertheleés the following finds have been

made by remote sensing:

gold in Turkey
oil in Pakistan
sulphidic ores in Bolivia

~ oil bearing rocks in Turkey

faults for prevention of dam construction
hazards



63
3. Hydrology aiiu Water Management

3.1 Demand for Hydrology
- Measurement of

u run off (temporal, spatial

= soil moisture

= evapotranspiration

= rainfall

= snow cover (yearly variations)
a snow depth

- Development of Hydrological Models
involving
u interception, infilitration, percolation of run off

® [anduse, slope, aspect, ground state, vegetation type
® soil moisture

- Mapping of Flood Levels

3.2 Observation Systems for Hydrology

Ground

Most parameters need to be determined by ground
sampling

Satellites

Meteorological satellites, resources satellites and high
resolution systems are useful for additional information

Problem: There is a gap between the obtainable and the
required spatial and temporal resolution (e.g.
for mapping)
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3.3 Capabilities of Remote Sensing
for Hydrology

- SNOW cover mapping
with.area differentiation of 200 km? for NOAA

10 km? for Landsat MSS
| 2.5 km? for Landsat TM
is feasible '

- show depth determination

is possible by passwe MW at low resolutlon and |n
profiles by x-ray spectrometry S

- melting snow is visible in X & C band radar,
problem: topograph|c disturbance

-34_ Summary for Hydrology and
\Nater Management

- SNOW cover mapping has become operational
for the Alps and the Himalayas : '

- for other purposes temporal and spatiél resolution of
existing sensors is insufficient.
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4. Forestry

4.1 Demand
type global | national local
. demand | demand | demand
forestcover | AVHRR, ™ -
mapping - ™ :
forest type - ™ aerial
mapping (7 classes) photogr.
only aerial '
photography
forest aerial
management - - photogr.
forest aerial
damages - ™ photogr.
landuse aerial
planning Lt - ™ photogr.
habitat : aerial
studies - - photogr.

4.2 Observation Systems

ground sampling
aerial sensing aerial photography
thermal sensing
satellites AVHRR useful for global studies only
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4.3 Capabilities of Remote
-Sensing for Forestry

Satellite Remote Sensing is useful
for global and coarse national inventories, not
c-all requnred forest types are classifiable unless
multidate imagery for phenological change is

used

Preference is given to optical sensors rather
- -than radar

'_ Thermal Imagery is useful for fire control

High Speciral Resolution requirements
have.been overestimated '

4.4 Summary for Forestry

- Aerial photogrammetry remains the most useful
interpretation tool for national and local
requirements

- Interpretation results are best lncorporated into a
GIS - :
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5. Agriculture
5.1 Demand |

- agricultural monitoring at regional level (invent-
ories) '

- control of crops

5.2 Observation Systems
- ground monitoring
slow, costly and unreliable reporting
- satellite survey area sampling

via Spot and Landsat images (ERS-1 under
investigation) using automatic classification)

53 sampling sites in the CEC in 1992, proces-
sing takes 10 days

5.3 Capabilities of Remote Sensing
~ for Agriculture | |

- satellite remote sensing is satisfactory for major
crops (wheat) _

- for olive trees, vineyards aerial photography is
required

- sofar only sampling of major crops in sampling
sites has been feasible (cost & availability of
images

- continuous monitoring of crops via NOAA would
be necessary



5 4 Summary for Agricuiture

- - .Crop Monitoring of major crops by hlgh
resolution satellite is feasible = if

availability of dta is secured and the cost . |

questlon is resolved Opera‘tlonal use is
promlsmg

- '_A-GllS is requii'r!eid for data administrétion.
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6. Tidal vvaters, Coastal
Areas, Inland Waters

6.1 Demand
- Water quality
- Ecological Monitoring of Water and Land
influenced by the Sea (sedimentation, erosion,
flooding) '
6.2 Observation Systems
- In situ |
measurements from ships -
- Aerial Sensing
aerial photography, thermal sensing, airborne
SLAR '
- Satellites

NOAA, Landsat, Spot, ERS-1

6.3 Capabilities of Remote Sensing
- NOAA (North Sea) = sea surface temperature
» suspended water
= algae
- Nimbus CZCS (1978-84) fuelidity, algae
- Landsat/Spot =sediment, currents, erosion,
geomorphology in intertidal zone
- SLAR = oil spills
- aerial photography = vegetation (false color)
s DTM, fiooding
- airborne laser techniques = water quality
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6.4 Summary for Tidal Waters,
Coastal Areas, !lnlland Waters

=- :-, Saitellllnte remOite sensing is useful -
 for large areas (NOAA) and inter-
mednate areas (Landsat=8p©it)

=-lt. needs o be caﬂubrated wnth |n-~
~situ sampﬂes |
. 4/-'5 mg/l suspended matter
+/- 30 mg/l @hﬂ@f‘@phyﬂll=aﬂgae
+/- 1° temperature
+/- 20 cm itransparrency

- AWDOme technigues are in generall o

more ﬂembﬂe

- lln@©rp©raitu@n of the data into a
GIS is required -
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7. cand Cover

7.1 Demand

Land surface data at national scales for
monitoring environmental change through
- differences in land use. Conflicting demands
~on land exist from agriculture, forestry, water
resources, recreation, industry, environ-
~ mental quality.

The C.E.C. has initiated the CCRINE pro-
gram for observation of 44 land cover
classes ,

7.2 Observation Systems
- Mapping
* Maps can be several years out of date

* Maps do not contain all required land
cover classes

- Satellites

" Landsat-TM & Spot images (multl- :

temporal archive) and their supervised
multitemporal max. likelihood classif-
ication based on field survey sites
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7.3 Capabiliuss of Remote Sensing

- In the UK. 60 TM quarter scenes have
been used with 25 m resampled plxels

- 512'field survey sites were used
- 25 classes have been derived

- the classn“ cation accuracy is 85 to 90 % for
25 ha areas

- The inaccuracy is due to
o mixed pixels -
o misregistration

o differency in class definition (radlo=m@tnc'
versus actual) ’

7.4 Summary for Land Cover Mappmg ‘-
TM & Spot is operationally usable
- automatic classification is cost effective
- use of the data is possible for -
bio-diversity
modelling of ecological impacts
estimation of pollutants -
cell phone network planning. with a DTM
catchment modelling
habitat mapping

o oo o0 o



8. Cartography

8.1 Demand:

‘There is a general demand for topographic maps at
1:50 000 in developing countries and at 1:25 000
for developed countries.

- For the 6 settled continents 56 % of the land area

are covered by 1:50 000 and 17 % by 1:25 000.

The update rate for 1:50 000 is 2.3 % per annum

and 4.9 % for 1:25 000 maps and to 83.4 % with

1:25 000 maps.

The European update rate is 6.6 % for 1:50 000
and 7.5 for 1:25 000.

8.2 Observation Systems:

The standard observation method for mapping is
aerial photography.
The mapping standards are:

for for
1:25 000 mapping  1:500 000 mapping
position accuracy +/-5m +/-10 m
elevation accuracy +/-5m +- 65m
object size 2m 2-5m

(detectability)
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8 3 Capabnuuy of Remote Sensmg

Satellite imagery has the following restrictions,
after appropriate geometric processing:

Landsat Spot-XS Spot-P KFA
sat-TM , : 1000

position +-10m +-6m +-3m +-5m
accuracy _ '

elevation - “+-10m +/-5m +/-15m
accuracy stereo  stereo  stereo
' required required required
with with  with
hb=1 hib=1 hib=1

object size > 30m  >20m >10 m >5m
8.4 Summary for Cartography

- Only Spot-P satisfies mappmg requirements for
4:50 000

- - satellite mappirig is marginal in performance ‘as
compared to aerial photography :
- Spot-mapplng is 4 times more cost effective

- it has been used in developing countrles (Africa)
for map updating 1:50 000
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9. Conclusions

- Approach should be bottom-up, rather
than top-down '

- requirements are for

= higher spatial resolution (2 m)
= provision of stereo

= more frequent coverage
= integration into GIS

- remote sensing is -operational‘ in the
Developing World

= with lesser quality demands

but not yet fully in Europe
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EMAC-94/85

The experience gained from these programmes is proving to be very valvable in explaiting the
potential of the ERS-1 SAR data in these appiication areas. The plan for 1994 is to continue to work
with the established SAR groups, with i |/ d on the icati ial of the ASAR

system planned for ENVISAT-1 (dual polarisation, phase difference and variable viewing modaes), the

of

SAR i and integration with optical imaging spectromater
systoms.

Experiment planning is still at an early stage of definiti Hi ', multi | data

acquisition will be an important part of the experiment, and efforts will concentrate on a smal!
numbar of test sites. Suggestions for possiblo test sites and collaborators in Eastern Europe are
welcomed.

The main omphasis will be on tho acquisi of muttl Hti-freq y SAR data, but
ging sp data acquisition will also ba inctuded

2.2 Hydrolegy

Airb romote ing paig! ivities are pl as part of the NOrdic hydrological-

g Pilot EXpoeril (NOPEX) concemned with studies of areal evaporation and the
i i tand surface and atmosphere for und ing climatic p This is a
major experiment with similar objectives to pravious hydrologi pheric pilot exp

{HAPEX's), such as HAPEX-MOBILHY in France (1985-87), FIFE in Kansas, USA (1987-89), EFEDA

in Spain (1691) and HAPEX-SAHEL in Niger (1992). A continuation of the FIFE expsriment, named

BOREAS, is boing planned to take place in 1993/94 within the boreal forest of north Amorica. The

main measuroment paried for NOPEX is to start in 1994, and this fits in wall with the schedule for
_ EMAC-94795.

The main objectives of NOPEX are to p an ding of hydrological and : logit
ti o] ing hange p on a hori scale of 50 - 100km sq.. Eforts will
on tho i ion b a foras! domi land surface and the atmosphera. The

test araa solected for NOPEX is located to the north-west of Uppsala, Sweden, and contains both

forast and agricultural areas.

Airborne measuroments of soil water, snow and forest biomass are an important pan of the planned
, with i ing on the use of SAR and p: i

prog

2.3 Snow and Ico
Snow and ice oxperiments will be carried out within the framework of Microwave Airborne
Campaign on Snow and !ce (MACSI'95) programme proposed by the Helsinki University of

Technology (HUT). Sorme links with a programme of Sea Ice experi p by the T
Univarsity of Denmark (TUD) are aiso anticipated. The main cbjectives are to provide passive and
2



79

EMAC-9495

3. Candidate Instruments
1.1 SARs
Technical details of the EMISAR being developed in Denmark as part of the EARSEC initiative are
provided in Appendix A. Other possible airborne SAR instruments to be used in EMAC-94/95
include:

« The ESAR operated by DLR, Germany

« The French RAMSES SAR

+ The PHased Array Universal Sar (Pharus) being ped in The Nethert:

» Russian Tu-134 flying laboratory SAR

« The JPUNASA AIRSAR

+ The Canadian C/X SAR

+ The Canadian Star 1

SAR og._rulng frequencles and potarisations

Instgument Frequencies Polarisations

EMISAR 5.3GHz (C-band) VV, HH, VH, HV
1.4GHz (L-band) (Full polarimetric)

ESAR 8.25Ghz (X-band) WV, HH, VH, HV
5.3GHz (C-band) (Full polarimetric)
1.4GH2 (L-band)

RAMSES 94GHz (W-band) WV, HH, VH, HV
35GHz (Ka-band) (Full polarimetric)
15GHz (Ku-band)
10GHz (X-band)
6GHz (C-band)
3GHz (S-band)
1GHz (L-band)

Pharus - 5.3GHz (C-band) VV, HH, VH, HV

{Full polarimetric)

Russian SAR §.3GHz (C-band) THH, W, HV, and VH
W

AIRSAR 5.3GHz (C-band) HH, W, VK, HV
1.25GHz (L-band) (Full polarimetric)
0.44GHz {P-band)

C/X SAR 5.3GHz (C-band) VV, HH, VH, HV
9.25GHz_{X-band) {Full_polarimetric)

Star 1 5.3GHz (C-band) H
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EMAC-94/35
Microwave radlometer operating 'mguenclos and polarisations..
Instrument Frequancies ] Polarisations
HUT - Erofiling V&H
6.8Ghz, 10.65GHz, 18.7GHz, 23.8GHz, 36.5GHz
1maging
SO0GHz i
o 1maging . v
17GHz, 34GHz ) '
PORTOS Brofiling V & H (channels 1 82)
4.9GHz, 10.6GHz, 23.6GHz, 36.6GHz V or H (channels 3 & 4)
4. Submission of Proposal
d insti and are invited to submit an ‘expression of interest to ESA and
JRC, providing information.under the following headings: -
1. Sublect of interest '
2. Experimentars (i.e. Principal and Co-Investigators).
3. Proposed test sites.
4. Instrument dafa_requitements.
6.. Provisional studv methodoleay. *
This information will be used by ESA and JRC to help in defining the ign prog in ad
of an Exparil Planning Meeting in May/June 1993. All those ponding to this preliminary
A.O will be int d of this ing, togethor with op of oach of the instruments described
in the previous section. Both measurement objectives and instrument pabiti will be id
fully at the ing, before fi tiising the paigns .prog: for 1994/95. A final call for
EMAC-94/85 oxperiments will be issued following. the Experi Planning Meeting.

Proposals should be short and concise (maximum 3 A4 pages), and submitted by 161h Aprit 1993 to:
E.Attoma ‘
ESAESTEC, Postbus 299, 2200 AG Noordwijk, THE NETHERLANDS K

Tel: (31) 1719 84461 Fax: (31) 1719 85617

A copy of all proposals should be sent to:
A.J.Sieber . .
Advanced Tocnniqm..lnsx. for Remote Sensing Applications, JRC, 1 21020 Ispra, ITALY _ .
Fax: (39) 332 785469
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" ATTACHMENT 5
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Figure 11
RADAR IMAGE (PHOTOSHEME) OF AN ARID AREA
(in Turkmen region)
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Weltraum-Orthophotokarte

Berlin-Mitte
N-33-123-B-d-3

5823000

$82100C
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IRINA

" 777 055 157 6370 P.@

SPACE RESEARCH INSTITUTE
ACADEMY OF SCIENCES, RUSSIA

Appliad &pace Physice Department

Mocoow, 117810, GSP-7, Profsoyuznaya A4/32,
FAX (7)095 333-10-56,
Phone 333-52-79, Talax 411498 STAR SU

FAX Number: 187 63 70
70t Robin Armani, Douglas Rekenthaler

November 68,1993

Dear Robin, Dear Douglas,

According to your proposal, I odnd both you my comments on letter
from Senat committee to Robin.

1. As you know my opinion, free market of gpace radar images can
be used by new agressive countries like Libia, Iran or irag, for
breaking good relation between Russia and USA.

2. Only Russia and USA have today poseibility to produce all
types of high resolution optical and redar imagers including
resolution near 1 m. Such radar is not required for ocearn, land
and- "oil spot" control, but it can be used for military or
jndustria) intelligence (1like US-Lacrossa satellite radar). Today
Russia proposed to market black/white images with 2 m resolution,
but, I think, you understand it ien’t finish our possibilities.
3. According to p.p. 1,2 for wptotecting US security interests"
{t is necessary to have special G-G US-RF agreement in field of
coocperation for producing and using of such satellites and
devices inoluding US tunding together joint “Space Monitoring
systems" from goverment and businegs sources (for example,
according to our joint program for ISMA).

It can be first ‘material step" by including Russia in NATO.
(Read, please, our preprint ngtrategical cooperation ...").

sincerely yours,

v ==

V.Etkin
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Annex 6

on the ! of the Ei

Annexe 6

sur la mise en oeuvre du plan spatial européen

L Long-
Term Space Plan and Programmes
adopted on 10 November 1992

The Council meeting at Ministerial Level,

HAVING REGARD to ESA/C-M/XCVIl/Res. 1 (Final) on the Euro-
pean LongTerm Space Plan 1992-2005 and programmes,
adopted in Munich on 20 November 1991,

HAVING REGARD to ESA/C-M/XCVIl/Res. 2 (Final) on program-
mes for observation of the Earth and its environment, adopted in
Munich on 20 November 1991,

HAVING REGARD to the Director General's proposal for the Agen-
cy's policy and programmes (ESA/C-M(92)3), submitied in
response lo the instruction given by Council meeting at Ministerial
Level in Munich on 19 and 20 November 1391 to achieve the best
possible relationship between the requirements of cost and effec-
liveness. in particular through a widened and strengthened
cooperation with States that have already developed advanced
space technologies,

NOTING the work afready done in the Agency's delegate bodies
1o prepare or adapt the legat instruments relaling to the program-
mes on which decisions were called for in the above-mentioned
Resolutions of Council meeting at Ministerial Level,

. CHAPTER |
Long-Term Space Plan

. ENDORSES the Director General's proposal for the Agency's
policy and programmes referred to in the preamble, as a revi-
sion of the European LongTerm Space Plan 1992-2005 which
constitutes the strategic framework for the Agency's activities,
planning and programmes.

2. ENDORSES the introduction in the planning of the Agency’s
major oplional programmes of a stepped approach aimed at
reconciling the need to maintain continuity in the Agency's pro-
grammes and activities with the ability to respond, when need-
ed. to the changes taking place in the overall potitical, financial,
scientific and technologica! environment. This approach allows
the taking of immediate decisions on developing certain pro-
gramme elements and on reorientation”activities over the
period 1993-95, with a view to preparing for necessary com-
plementary decisions in 1995,

. RECOGNISES that the Director General's proposal ensures the

& long terme et des programmes adoptée le 10 novembre 1992
Le Conseil siégeant au niveau ministérie!,

VU ta Résolution ESA/C-M/XCVIIRés. 1 (Final) sur le Plan spatial
européen 4 long terme 1992-2005 et les programmes, adoptée
A Munich le 20 novembre 1991,

VU la Résolution ESAJC-M/XCVII/Rés. 2 (Final) sur les programmes
d'observation de la Terre et de son environnement, adoptée a
Munich fe 20 novembre 1991,

VU la proposition du Directeur général relative & la politique et aux
programmes de 'Agence {ESA/C-M(92)3), soumise en réponse
aux instructions données par le Conseil siégeant au niveau
ministériel & Munich les 19 et 20 novembre 1991 en vue d'atieindre
le meilleur rappon possible entre les impératifs de codt et d'el-
ficacité, en particulier grice 4 un éfargissement et & un renforce-
ment de la coopération avec des Etats ayant déja développé des
technologies spatiales avancées,

PRENANT NOTE des travaux déja accomplis au sein des organes
délibérants de I'Agence en vue de préparer ou d'adapter les ins-
truments juridiques relatifs aux programmes au sujet desquets des
décisions ont été demandées dans les Résolutions du Conseil
siégeant au niveau ministériel précitées.

CHAPITRE |
Plan spatial & long terme

. ENTERINE ta proposition du Directeur général relative & la
politique et aux programmes de I'Agence visée au preambule
a tire de révision du Plan spatial européen & long terme
1992-2005 qui constitue le cadre stratégique des activités,
plans et programmes de I'Agence.

2. ENTERINE r'introduction dans la planification des grands pro-
grammes facultatifs de 'Agence d’une méthode par étapes vi-
sant a concilier ta nécessité de maintenir la continuité des
programmes et activités de FAgence et la capacité de réagir. en
cas de besoin, aux modifications intervenant dans le contexte
politique, financier, scientifique et technologique. Cette
méthode permet de prendre des décisions immédiates en ce
qui concerne la réalisation de certains éléments de programme
et la conduite d'activités de réorientation sur la période
1993-1995, en vue de préparer les décisions complémentaires
qui devront &tre prises en 1995,

3
continuity of European space policy while allowing for a 3. RECONNAIT que la proposition du Directeur général assure la
gradual widening of international cooperation to the benefitof  _ continuité de la politique spatiale européenne tout en donnant
the Agency's programmes. les moyens d'élargir graduellement la coopération interna-

tionale au bénéfice des programmes de 'Agence.
CHAPTER I
Decisions on Programmes called for in Resolution CHAPITRE Il
of Council Meeting at Ministeria! Level of 20 N 1991 Déclsi fatives aux prog ppelées par les

ENDORSES the decisions taken by the States participating in the
various programmes referred 1o in this Chapter, which are made
in accordance with the Director General's proposal for the
Agency's policy and programmes (ESA/C-M(92)3) and permit the
continuation and satisfactory execution of those programmes in

Résolutions du Conseil siégeant au niveau ministériel le
20 novembre 1991

ENTERINE les décisions prises par les Etats participant aux dif-

férents programmes visées dans le présent chapitre, lesquelles
sont conformes & la proposition du Directeur général relative &
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accordance with the Resolutions of Council meeting at Ministerial
Lavel of 20 November 1991 referred to in the preamble.

WELCOMES the decisions taken at this Ministeria! Meeting by the
States participating in the programmes referred o in this chapter,
which constitute the agreed basis for amending the Declaration
applicable to each of the said programmes.

A. Programmes for Observation of the Earth
and its Environment !
1. NOTES the decision of the States participating in the POEM-1
programme that the work undertaken in 1992 pursuant to the
decision taken on 20 November 1991 by Council meeting at
Ministerial Leve! entails completion of phase 1 of the POEM-1
programme on 31 December 1992:

. NOTES that the POEM-1 programme will comprise as of 1
January 1993 the two elements described below and that, in
accordance with the Director General's proposal referred to in
the preamble which fulfils the requirement for a report contain-
ed in Chapter Il of Resolution ESA/C-M/XCVII/Res.2 (Final),
both elements will use the Polar Platform developed under the
Columbus programme and use the Data Relay System (DRS)
for data transmission, telemetry and command:

{1) the Envisat-1 mission planned for launch in 1998, which will
be mainly dedicated to understanding and monitoring the
environment and to providing radar data as a continuation
of the data provided by ERS-2 through inclusion of the in-
struments referred to in the Director General's proposal;

(2) the Metop-1 mission planned for launch in 2000, which will
provide operational meteorological observations, to be car-
_tfied out taking into account the requirements expressed by
the Eumetsat Council and in accordance with the terms of
an Agreement to be concluded with Eumetsat.

w

. NOTES the decision of the States participating in the POEM-1
programme to execute the Envisat-1 mission with an allocated
financial envelope estimated at 11345 MAU at mid-1991
economic conditions and the preparatory activities for the
Metop-1 mission with an allocated financiat envelope estimated
at 40 MAU at the same economic -conditions, it being
understood that the corresponding envelopes will be financed
in accordance with the contribution scales in Table [ attached
hereto, giving a total of 11745 MAU. .

&

INVITES the States participating in the POEM-1 programme to
decide before the end of 1994 to develop the Metop-1 mission
on the basis of a proposal from the Director General, accom-

" panied by a cooperation Agreement negotiated with Eumetsat;
and NOTES that on current assumptions, the Agency's con-
tribution to Metop-1 development is estimated at 625 MAU at
mid-1991 economic conditions, which includes the costs of the
DRS terminal. :

WELCOMES the Resolution adopted by the Eumetsat Council
at its meeting of 22-23 September 1992 confirming Eumetsat's
intention to cooperate with ESA in developing a second genera-
tion of Meteosat satellites and to contribute to the Metop-1 mis-
sion. The preparatory activities for the Metop-1 mission take
due account of the above resolution. The relevant parallel deci-
sions by the Eumetsat Council on financing Eumetsat's own
preparatory activities will be needed by mid-1993. Such

w
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la poiitique et aux programmes de 'Agence (ESA/C-M(92)3) et
permettent de poursuivre et d'exécuter lesdits programmes de
fagon satisfaisante en accord avec les Résolutions adoptées par le
Conseil siégeant au niveau ministériel le 20 novemnbre 1991 visées
au préambule.

ACCUEILLE. FAVORABLEMENT les décisions prises au cours de
la présente session ministérielle par les Etats participant aux pro-
grammes visés dans le présent chapitre, décisions qui constituent
la base approuvée pour amender !a Déclaration applicable &
chacun desdils programmes.

A. Les programmes d’observation de la Terre et de son
N environnement

1. PREND NOTE de la décision des Etats participant au pro-
gramme POEM-1 selon laqueile les travaux entrepris en 1992
en application de la décision prise le 20 novernbre 1991 par le
Conseil siégeant au niveau ministériel conduisent & I'achéve-
ment de la phase-1 du programme POEM-1 le 31 décembre
1992;

n

. NOTE que le programme POEM-1 comprendra, 4 partir du ter
janvier 1993, les deux éléments décrits ci-dessous et que, con-
formément & la proposition du Directeur général visée au
préambute qui fait droit 4 'abligation de faire rapport inscrite au
chapitre Il de la Résolution ESA/C-MIXCVIl/Rés. 2 (Final), ces
deux éléments utiliseront la plate-forme potaire réalisée dans le
cadre du programme Columbus et le systéme de relais de don-
nées (DRS) pour la transmission des données, la télémesure et
la télécommande:

(1) la mission Envisat-1, dont le lancement est fixé & 1998, qui -
aura pour principal objet la connaissance et la surveillance
de l'environnement, ainsi que la fourniture de données
radar en continuité des données d'ERS-2 par 'empon des
instruments visés dans la proposition du Directeur général;

.(2) la mission Métop-1, dont le lancement est fixé & 1'an 2000,
chargée d'observations météorologiques opérationnelles,
Qui sera conduite compte tenu des besoins formulés par e
Conseit d'Eumetsat et conformément aux termes d'un Ac-
cord & conclure avec Eumetsat.

PREND NOTE de la décision des Etats participant au pro-
gramme POEM-1 d'exécuter !a mission Envisat-1 dans les
limites d'une enveloppe financiére estimée 4 11345 MUC aux
conditions économiques de la mi-1991 et les activités
préparatoires de la mission Métop-1 dans les limites d'une
enveloppe financiére estimée a 40 MUC aux mémes conditions
économiques, ce qui aboutit & un total de 1174,5 MUC, étant
entendu que les enveloppes correspondantes seront financées
conformément aux barémes de$ contributions figurant au
tableau | ci-joint.

»

INVITE les Etats participant au programme POEM-1 4 décider
avant la fin de 1894 de réaliser ia mission Métop-1 sur ia base
d'une proposition du Directeur général accompagnée d'un Ac-
cord de coopération négocié avec Eumetsal; et NOTE qua,
selon les hypothéses actuelles, ia contribution de FAgence 3 la
_féalisation de Métop-1 est estimée 4 625 MUC aux conditions
économiques de la mi-1991, colts du terminal DRS compris.

(4]

ACCUEILLE FAVORABLEMENT la Résolution adoptée par 18
Conseil d’Eumetsat lors de sa réunion des 22 et 23 septembra
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decisions by the Eumetsat Council are required in order for the
Agency lo decide whether the Metop-1 mission will be con-
tinued unchanged beyond 1993 or will be modified.

NOTES that, in accordance with the Director General's pro-
posal referred to in the preamble, and in particular Annex 8
thereto the Envisat-1 ground segment will have recourse to
both the Agency's and national facilties developed for ERS-1
and ERS-2, will take account of the ongoing phase B studies
and will be further designed to provide efficient tinkage with the
systems being developed worldwide, and in particular in the
environmental science community.

RECOGNISES that the Agency's activities and programmes in
the field of observation of the Earth and its environment play an
important role in providing suitable means for monitoring ice.
oceans and the atmosphere; and RECOGNISES further that
these activities and programmes contribute to a coherent and
effective European Earth-observation policy, which, among
other things, takes into account the uses that developing coun-
tries can make of observation data.

. INVITES the Director General to take the initiative of consutting

with European entities active in the field, in particular the Com-
mission of the European Communities, Eumetsat, appropriate
national bodies and the user communities, with a view to ac-
quiring a solid basis for the formulation and strengthening of a
European Earth-observation policy as an element of a world-
wide strategy.

B. The DRS Element of the DRTM Programme

. NOTES the decision taken by the States participating in the

DRS eflement of the DRTM programme that the work under-
taken so far, pursuant to the decision taken on 20 November
1991 by Council meeting at Ministerial Level and including
tasks within the Data Retay Preparatory Programme. the
Technotogy Mission and phase 1 of the DRS Programme Ele-
ment, entails the completion of definition activities and con-
stitutes a satisfactory basis for initiating the development of the
Data-Relay System.

. NOTES that the DRS Programme Element will comprise as of

1 January 1993 the full development of the first DRS satellite for
{aunch in 1999 in order to meet the requirements of the Earth
observation and other programmes; and INVITES the par-
ticipating States to take a complementary decision in February
1995 with regard to the integration and launch ot the second
flight unit.

. NOTES the decision of the States participating in the DRS ele-

ment of the DRTM programme to execute the full development
of the DRS system with an overall corresponding financial
envelope estimated at 945 MAU at mid-1991 economic condi-
tions (of which 199.4 MAU are the subject of the complemen-
tary decision mentioned in paragraph (2), it being understood
that the corresponding envelope will be financed in accor-
dance with the contribution scale in Table | attached hereto.
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1992 qui confirme qu'Eumetsat a l'intention de coopérer avec
'ESA A ia réalisation d’'une deuxiéme génération de satellites
Météosat et de contribuer & la mission Métop-1. Les activités
préparaloires de ta mission Métop-1 tiennent ddment compte
de la Résolution précitée. !l conviendrait que le Conseil
d’Eumetsat prenne d'ici la mi-1993 les décisions paraliéles per-
tinentes ayant trait au financement des activités préparatoires
propres & Eumetsal. Ces décisions doivent étre prises par le
Conseil d'Eumetsat pour que 'Agence puisse décider sila mis-
sion Métop-1 se poursuivra telle quelle au-dela de 1993 ou si
elle sera modifiée.

NOTE que, conformément & la propesition du Directeur
général visée au préambule, et en particulier & son annexe 8,
le secteur sol d’Envisat-1 fera appel aux instajlations de
I'Agence et aux instaliations nationales réalisées pour ERS-1 et
ERS-2, prendra en compte les études de phase B en cours et
sera en outre congu de maniére 4 assurer une liaison efficace
avec les systémes en cours de réalisation au niveau mondial,
et en particuier dans le cadie de la communauté des
spécialistes des sciences de I'environnement.

. RECONNAIT que les activités et programmes de FAgence

dans le domaine de {'observation de la Terre et de son en-
vironnement jouent un rdle important en matiére de protection
de l'environnement, notamment en fournissant des moyens
adaptés & fa surveillance des glaces, des océans et de lat-
mosphére; et RECONNAIT en outre que ces activités et pro-
grammes contribuent & la cohérence et & lefficacité de la
politique européenne d'observation de la Terre, qui tient com-
pte, entre autres choses, de ['utilisation que les pays en
développement peuvent faire des données d'observation de la
Terre.

INVITE le Directeur généra!l & prendre I'initiative de consulter
les entités européennes actives dans ce domaine, notamment
la Commission des Communautés européennes, Eumetsat, les
entités nationales compétentes et fes communautés
d'utilisateurs, afin d'asseoir sur des bases solides I'¢laboration
et le renforcement d'une politique européenne d'observation
de la Terre en tant qu'élément d'une stratégie mondiale.

B. L'élé DRTM

DRS du prog|

. PREND NOTE de la décision des Etats participant 4 I'élément

DRS du programme DRTM selon laguelle les travaux exécutés
4 ce jour, en apptication de la décision prise le 20 novembre
1991 par le Conseil siégeant au niveau ministériel et compre-
nant les tAches faisant partie du programme préparaloire de
relais de données, de la mission de technologie et de la
phase-1 de l'élément de programme DRS, conduisent &
achévement des activités de définition et constituent une base
satisfaisante pour mettre en route le développement du
systéme de relais de donngées.

NOTE que I'éiément de programme DRS comprendra, & partir
du 1er janvier 1993, la réalisation effective du premier satellite
DRS pour qu'il puisse &tre lancé en 1999 en vue de satistaire
les impératifs des programmes d'observation de la Terre et
d'autres programmes et INVITE les Etats participants & pren-
dre, en février 1995, une décision compiémentaire au sujet de
I ion et du de la deuxiéme unité de vol.
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€. The Columbus Programme

. NOTES the decision taken.by the States participating in the

Columbus Programme that the work undertaken in 1992 pur-
suant to the decision taken on 20 November 1991 by Council
meeting at Ministerial Level entails completion of Phase 1 of the
Columbus Programme on 31 December 1992,

. NOTES that the Columbus Programme will comprise as of 1

January 1993 the four elements described below:

(1) development and launch of the Columbus Attached
Laboratory, including the development of the ground seg-
ment and the conduct of i and ulilisation activiti
up to the launch planned for 1999;

.(2) development and launch, which is planned for 1998, and in-

itial operations of the Columbus Polar Platform, including
the ground segment necessary for its contral;

(3) execution of the Columbus precursor-flight activities to
prepare for exploitation of the Columbus Atiached
Laboratory and to provide intermediate flight opportunities
for th user community;

(4) execution aver the period 1993-95 of system studies and
definition activities invoiving international cooperation on a
future crewed in-orbit infrastructure, in order to prepare for
activities to be carried out in the second planning step.

3

PREND NOTE de la décision des Elats participant 4 'éiément
DRS du programme ORTM de mener & bien a réalisation du
systéme de relais de données dans les limites d’une enveloppe
financiére globale estimée .4 945MUC aux conditions

* économiques de la mi-1991 (dom 1994MUCdowentlaxrelub

~

jet de ‘a décision ct au paragraphe
2, étant entendu que fenveloppe correspondante sera
financée conformément au baréme des contributions qui figure

au tableau | ci-joint.

- C. La programme Columbus

. PREND NOTE de la décision des Etats participant au pro-

gramme Columbus sefon laguelle les travaux entrepris en 1992
en application de la décision prise le 20 novembre 1991 par le
Conseil siéggeant au niveau ministériel conduisent & I'achéve-
ment de la phase 1 du programme Columbus le 31 décembre
1992,

NOTE que le programme Columbus comprendra, & partir du

1er janvier 1993, les quatre éléments décrits ci-dessous:

M isation et le du Arg raccorgé
Cal y compris [a réali du secteur sot et la con-
duite des activités opérationnelles et d'utilisation jusqu'ay
lancement prévu en 1999,

(2) la realisation et le lancement. prévu en 1998, ainsi gue lex-

NOTES the decision of the States p g in the Columbs

Programme to execute development of the Columbus Attached
Laboratory with an allocated financial envelope estimated at
25168 MAU at mid-1991 economic conditions, of which
3500 MAU are allocated to the preparation for utilisation and
operation are subject (o a complementary decision to be taken
by a double two-thirds-majority vote ot the participating States
in February 1995 as indicated in Chapter /I, and

[o. ion initiale de la piate-forme polaire Columbus, y com ;
pris le secteur sol nécessaire 4 la commande et au conirdie:
de celle-ci;
(3” At Columb
tation du ; Cot atfournird .
lacommunaunedesmnhsareursdesomsaonsde\dn;
termédiaires; :
(4) lexéd . au cours de la période 19931995, d'activiiss ;

of the Polar Platform with an allocated financial envelope
estimated at 6340 MAU at the same economic conditions, to
proceed with execution of Columbus precursor flights, in-
cluding MIR flights, with an allocated financial envelope

* estimated a 3159 MAU at the same economic conditions, and
" the execution of studies on a future crewed in-orbit infrastruc-

ture. with an allocated financial envelope estimated at 300
MAU at the same economic conditions: it is turther

w

de deﬁnmon et d'études systéme, mettant en jeu une
cpopération internationale sur une-future infrastructure or- *
brtalehabttée.envuedepreparerlesawwlaam
dans la deuxiéme étape du calendrier.

PREND NOTE de la décision des Etats participant au pro- -
gramme Columbus de procéder 4 la réalisation du laboratoire *

in that decision that the correspanding envelopes, amounting
10 3556.7 MAU, will be financed with regard to activities under-

Columbus dans les limites d'une envebppe finan
citre estimée 4 25168 MUC aux conditions dels:
mi-1991, dont 350 MUC affectés 4 la préparation de (' uhﬁwm

e

taken as of 1 January 1993 in with the contributi

etde ' feront I'objet d'une décision com|

scales in Table | attached hereto.

INVITES the Director General lo lake the appropriate measures,

possibly including prolongation of the deveiopment of the Col-
umbus Attached Laboratory by a maximum of one year, so as
o the requi of the with the finan-
cial resources made avaitable by the participating States, as in-
dicated in Table | altached hereto.

TAKES due account of the preliminary information, provided in
the Director General’s proposal referred to in the preamble, on
the envisaged costs and principles for sharing the costs of the
exploitation programme for the Columbus Attached Laboratory

que les Elats participants doivent prendre 4 ta double mapv:é i
des deux liers en février 1995 comme il est dit au chapitre I}
et & la réalisation de la plate-forme polaire dans les kmies
d'une enveloppe financiére estimée 4 634,0 MUC aux mémes
conditions économiques, & l'exécution des vols précurseurs]
Columbus, vols Mir compris, dans les limites d'une enveloppa
financiére estimée A 3159MUC aux mémes conditions,
économiques, et A l'exécution d'études sur une future ind
frastructure orbitale habitée dans les limites d'une envelopps]
financiére estimée 4 30 MUC aux mémes conditions économy
ques, ce qui aboutit & un total de 3556.7 MUC; étant entenchu
aux termes de cette décision, que les enveloppes cormespons
dantes seront financées, en ce qui concerne les activités et

and INVITES the Director General to a finat
in this regard so that a decision on the said exploitation pro-
gramme can be taken in due time.

4 partir du ler janvier 1993, conformément aul
barémes des contributions qui figurent au tableau | cijoint
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& INVITES the States participating in the Columbus Programme
to monitor closely the evolution of development of the Interna-
tional Space Station and to take decisions as appropriate to
provide for the necessary adj of the prog

*7. RECOGNISES the Agency’s responsibilities with regard to the

~

w

selection and training of astronauts; RECALLS that the Euro-
pean Astronauts Centre was created with the specific respon-
sibility of fulfiling those functions; NOTES that the costs
corresponding to the Columbus Programme's requirements in
this respect are covered by the said programme; and NOTES
further that the role and funding of the Centre will be reviewed
in 1995 in line with the complementary decisions to be taken by
the end of 1995 with regard to crewed space activities.

D. The Hermes Programme

. NOTES the decision taken by the States participating in the
Hermes Programme that the work undertaken in 1992 pursuant
to the decision taken on 20 November 1991 by Council meeting
at Ministerial Levet entails compietion of Phase 1 of the Hermes
Programme on 31 December 1992.

. NOTES that the Hermes Programme, as defined in the Director
General's proposal referred to in the preamble, introduces a
reorientation period of three years from 1 January 1993 for the
purpose of studying the following three strategic options 4or im-
plementation of a future crewed transportation system:

- cooperation with Russia
- cooperation with the United Slates
~ an autonomous European scenario

and comprises the following activities:

(1) system studies, primarily directed towards definition of an
ESA-Russian Hermes crew transportation vehicle, and
development of critical technologies based on the Hermes
detinition, for an estimated amount of 338 MAU at mid-1991
economic conditions;

(2) a detailed definition study for the ESA Assured Crew Return
Vehicle (ACRV), as an element of cooperation with the
United States retating to the International Space Station, for
an estimated amount of 45 MAU at mig-1991 economic con-
ditions;

(3) detailed definition studies and pre-development of servicing
elements, for an estimated amount 01 94 MAU at mig-1991
economic conditions.

NOTES the decision of the States participating in the Hermes
Programme to execute the programme reorientation activities
with an overall corresponding financial envelope estimated at
567 MAU at mid-1991 economic conditions, including 30 MAU
for commitments made during Phase 1 of the programme, it
being understood that the corresponding envelope will be
financed with regard to activities undertaken as of 1 January
1993 in accordance with the overall contribution scale in Table
| attached hereto and thal the Participating States’ contributions
will be called up in accordance with the separale contribution
scales correspondimg to the activities described under Section
2 above.

o
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4. INVITEle Dxree(eur général 4 prendre ies mesures appropriées

comprer\ant "éventuellement la prolongation d’un an au max-
imum de la réalisation du laboratoire raccordé Columbus afin
de concilier les impératifs du programme avec les ressources
financiéres mises a disposition par les Etats participants selon
le tableau | cijoint.

5. PREND bonne note des premiéres informations fournies dans

la proposition du Directeur général visée au préambule sur les
colits envisagés et sur les principes de partage des codts du
programme d'exploitation du laboratoire raccordé Columbus et
INVITE le Directeur général & formuler une proposition finale en
ce sens afin qu'une décision sur ledit programme d'exploitation
puisse &tre prise en lemps oppornun.

INVITE les Etats participant au programme Columbus & suivie
de prés la fagon dont se déroule le développement de la Sta-
tion spatiale internationale et, le cas échéant, & prendre des
décisions sur les ajustements & apporter au programme.

7. RECONNAIT & I'Agence la responsabilité de la sélection et de

la formation des astronautes; RAPPELLE que fe Centre des
astronautes européens a é&té créé spécifiquement pour
assumer ces fonctions; NOTE que les colts correspondant au
besoins du programme Columbus & cet égard sont couverts
par ledit programme; et NOTE en outre que le rdle et le finance-
ment de ce Centre seront réexaminés en 1995 en fonction des
décisions complémentaires 4 prendre avant la fin de 1995 au
sujet des activités spatiales avec équipage.

D. Le programme Hermes

. PREND NOTE de la décision des Elals paricipant au pro-
gramme Hermes selon laguelle les travaux entrepris en 1992
en application de fa décision prise fe 20 novembre 1991 par le
Conseil siéggeant au niveau ministériel conduisent & 'achéve-
ment de la phase-1 du programme Hermes le 31 décembre
1992.

. NOTE que te programme Hermes, te! qu'il est défini dans la
proposition du Directeur général visée au préambule, prévoit,
& partir du ter janvier 1993, une réorientation d'une durée de
trois ans en vue détudier les trois options stratégiques
suivantes pour la mise en oceuvre d'un futur systéme de
transpon avec équipage:

- coopération avec la Russie
- coopération avec les Etats-Unis
— scénario européen autonome

et porte sur les activités suivantes:

(1) études systéme axées principalement sur la définition d'un
véhicule de transport d'équipage Hermes ESA-Russie et
mise au point de technologies critiques basées sur la détini-
tion d'Hermes. pour un montant estimé & 338 MUC aux
conditions économiques de la mi-1991;

. (2) étude de définition détaillée du véhicule de secours pour le
retour de I'équipage (ACRV) de I'ESA en tant qu'elément
réalisé dans le cadre de la coopération avec les Etats-Unis
au sujet de la Station spatiale internationale pour un mon
tant estimé & 45 MUC aux conditions économiques de la
mi-199%;
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INVITES the States participating in the Hermes Programme to
include in the corresponding Oectaration suitable provisions for
the decisions 10 be taken on the development of the crewed
transport system and the servicing elements selected in the
course of the three-year reorientation period from 1993 to 1995,
and INVITES the Director General to prepare a final proposal
as a basis for the required complementary decisions in 1995,

CHAPTER tit
Revlew of the ln-Orbll ln'ru(ructun Programmes:
y, DRS, Hermes

. AGREES to proceed in February 1995 to a review of the in-

frastructure programmes referred to in Chapter (} above, on the
basis of a report of the Director General concerning the status
of their execution and the results of the negotiations he will have
conducted with international partners.

HAVING REGARD to the Intergovernmental Agreement and the
Memorandum of Understanding concluded on the Intema-
tional Space Station, INVITES the Director General to negotiate
with NASA the terms of an agreement on the allocation of the
exploitation costs of the International Space Slauon which will
satisfy the following requirements:

- acommitment by NASA that the Agency contnbutlon to the
Space Station annual common system operations costs will
remain under a firm fixed financial ceiling;

a commitment by NASA to the effect that a significant por-
tion of the said Agency’s contribution shall be made through
the provision of goods and service in kind, such as the

96

(3) études de définition détaillée et travaux de prédéveloppé
ment portant sur des éléments de desserte pour un montant
estimé a 94MUC aux condmons économiques de la
mi-1991.

3. PREND NOTE de la décision des Etats -participant au pro-

gramme Hermes d'exécuter les aclivités de réorientation du
programme dans les limites d'une enveloppe financiére
giobale correspondante estimée 4 567 MUC aux conditions
économiques de la mi-1991, ce chiffre comprenant une somme
de 90 MUC pour les engagements pris au cours de la phase
1 du programme, étant entendu que I'enveloppe correspon -
dante sera financée, en ce qui concerne les activités en-
treprises & partir du ter janwvier 1993, conformément au baréme
général de contributions qui figure au tableau | ci-joint et que -
les contributions des Etats participants seront appelées con
formément aux barémes de contributions distincts correspon- ,
dant aux activités décrites au paragraphe 2 ci-dessus.

INVITE les Etats participant au programme Hermes & incure |
dans la Déclaration correspondante des dispositions adé- 1
quates au sujet des décisions 4 prendre sur le développem

du systéme de transport avec équipage et des éléments de ;

desserte choisis au cours de la période de réorientation de lmaj
ans de 1993 4 1995; et INVITE le Directeur général & préparer
une proposition finale devant servir de base aux décisions
complémentaires 4 prendre en 1995.

»~

CHAPITRE il

Kt i st o

des p d'infrastructure orbitale:

Assured Crew Return Vehicle (ACRV), the A d
Transfer Vehicle (ATV) using the Ariane launcher and the
Data Relay Systern {DRS). so as to minimise the exchange
of funds.

INVITES the States participating in the Columbus Attached
Laboratory element of the Columbus Programme to decide, by
a two-thirds majority representing at least two-thirds of the con-
tributions to the programme, the unblocking of the amount of
350 MAU, earmarked for preparation of utilisation and opera-
tions, referred to in Section 3 of Chapter IIC.

INVITES the Member States to agree, on the basis of a pro-
posal of the Director General, principles for the financing of the
exploitation costs of the Columbus Attached Laboratory.

INVITES the Director General o negotiate with Russia the terms
of an agreement on the joint development of a crewed space
transportation system and to report on the status of these
negotiations to the Participating States concerned in time for
the review referred to in Section 1 above.

. INVITES the States participating in the Hermes Programme to

determing, on the basis of this repont, if the terms and condi-
tions negotiated respectively with Russia and the United States
permit the decision to be made on the options identified in Sec-
tion 2 of Chapter lID.

INVITES the States participating in the DRS Programme Ele- -

ment to decide, by a two-thirds majority representing at least
two-thirds of the contributions to the programme, the integration
of the second flight unit, and (o decide the launch of the said
unit by a unanimous vote, as referred to in Section 2 of Chapter
1B,

C DRS, Hermes

. CONVIENT de procéder en février 1995 & un examen des
grammes d'infrastructure visés au chapitre !l ci-dessus, sur
base d'un rapport du Directeur général relatif A I'dtat d avancoi
ment de leur exécution et aux résultats des négociations qu
aura conduites avec les partenaires internationaux.

I

VU I'Accord intergouvernemental et ie Mémorandum d
conclus sur fa Station spatiale internationale, INVITE
Directeur général & négocier avec la NASA les termes d'un
cord relatif & une affectation des colits d’expioitation de la
tion spatiale internationale propre A répondre aux mpéranh
suivants:
- engagement de la NASA aux termes duquel la contril
de 'Agence aux coUts communs annuels d'exploitation
systémes de la Station spatiale restera en-dega d'un pl
financier forfaitaire définitif;
engagement de la NASA conduisant & ce qu'une
significative de ladite contribution de I'Agence soit
sous la forme de biens et de services fournis en nature
- que le véhicule de secours pour le retour de I'é
(ACRV), le véhicule de transfert automatique (ATV) faiec
appel au lanceur Ariane et le systéme de relais de do
(DRS), afin de réduire au minimum les échanges de

w

INVITE les Etats participant & 1'¢lément laboratoire ra
Columbus du programme Columbus & décider, 4 une
des deux tiers représentant au moins deux tiers des cont
tions au programme, le débiocage du montant de 350 My
visé au point 3 du chapitre IIC, réservé A la préparation.
utilisation et de !'exploitation.

10Nn4




CHAPTER IV
Other Programmes

STRESSi.VG the need to explore with Member States ways in
which the development and launching of small sateflites could con-
tribute to fulfiment of the objectives outiined in the LongTerm
Space Plan with regard to all the sectors of space activities referred
to in this chapter.

CONSIDERING that the private sector involvement in the utilisation
of available resources, and in financing and operating respon-
sibilities, is to be encouraged.,

A. Science Programme

REAFFIRMS its support for the Science Programme and for full
and timely implementation of the Horizon 2000 Programme, in ac-
cordance with the provisions of Resolution ESA/C/XCHI/Res.2
(Finat) of 13 December 1990 and RECOGNISES that the Horizon
2000 programme, by furthering understanding of the Universe

“ through space astronomy and in-situ exploration of the sofar

system, is the key element in implementing European space
science policy; and INVITES the Director General to submit in
1995, taking account of scientific, technical and political
developments and after consultation with the scientific community,
a plan for the continuing implemeniation of European space
science policy.

B. Earth-Observation Programmes

. RECOGNISES the need to start the Meteosat Second Genera-
tion Programme in 1993 on the basis of the Director General's
programme proposal, taking into account the terms of the
agreement to be concluded concerning Eumetsat's participa-
tion, and INVITES interested Member States to establish the
necessary legal instruments.

2. INVITES the Director General to submit in 1993 to Member
States a programme proposal concerning an Earth observation
data user programme.

3. RECALLS the interest expressed by the scientific community in
the Aristoteles programme as described in the LongJerm
Space Plan and RECOGNISES the need to continue minimum
activities to allow for execution of the said programme.

C. Microgravity Programms .

AGREES that the States participating in the Microgravity Pro-
gramme shall proceed with the reorganisation of the said pro-
gramme to include the following two elements:

(@)a basic microgravity research programme (EMIR)
dedicated (o scientific use of the microgravity environment;

(b)a programme to develop the facilities required for
microgravity experiments to be carried out in the Columbus
Attached Laboratory.
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. INVITE les Etats membres & convenir, sur la base d'une pro-
position du Directeur général, de principes relatifs au finance-
ment des codfs d'expioitation du taboraloire raccordé
Columbus.

(4]

. INVITE le Directeur général & négocier avec la Russie les
termes d'un accord relatif & ia réalisation en commun d'un
systéme de transport spatial habité et & rendre compte aux
Elats participants intéressés de I'état d'avancement de ces
négociations en temps voulu pour l'examen visé au point 1 ci-
dessus.

o

. INVITE les Etats participant au programme Hermes & vérifier,
sur la base de ce rapport, si les conditions négociées respec-
tivement avec la Russie et tes Etats-Unis permettent de prendre
une décision sur les options mentionnées au point 2 du
chapitre {ID.

~

INVITE les Etats participant & I'4lément de programme DRS &
décider, & une majorité des deux tiers représentant au moins
deux tiers des contributions au programme, de l'intégration et
du fancement de la deuxiéme unité de vol, et & décider du
fancement de ladite unité par un vote & I'unanimité, comme il
est dit au point 2 du chapitre I1B.

CHAPITRE IV
Autres programmes

SOULIGNANT 1a nécessité de rechercher avec les Etats membres
par quels moyens la réalisation et le lancement de petits sateliites
pourraient contribuer 4 atteindre les objectifs exposés dans le plan
spatial 4 long terme pour tous les secteurs des activilés spatiales
visés au présent chapitre,

CONSIDERANT qu'il convient d'encourager ta participation du
secteur privé & I'utilisation des ressources disponibles ainsi qu'a
I'exercice de responsabilités en matiére de financement et d'ex-
ploitation,

A. Programme sclentifique

REAFFIRME son soutien au programme scientifique et & la mise
en oeuvie, en temps opportun, de lintégralité du programme
Horizon 2000 conformément aux dispositions de la Résolution
ESA/C/XCINI/Rés. 2 (Final) du 13 décembre 1990, et RECONNAIT
que le programme Horizon 2000, parce qu'it améliore notre con-
naissance de I'univers par I'astronomie spatiale et {'exploration in
situ du systéme solaire, est I'élément clé de la mise en oeuvre de
la politique européenne en matiére de science spatiaie, et INVITE
le Directeur général & soumettre en 1995, compte tenu du contexte
scientifique, technique et politique, et aprés consultation de la
communauté scientifique, un plan ayant pour objet la poursuite de
la mise en oeuvre de la poliique européenne en matiére de
science spatiale.

B. Programmes d'ocbservation de la Terre

1. RECONNAIT la nécessité de mettre en route en 1993 -le pro-
gramme Météosat de deuxiéme génération sur la base de la
proposition de programme du Directeur général, compte tenu
des termes de l'accord & conciure au sujet de la participation
d’Eumetsat, et INVITE les Etats membres intéressés a établir
les instruments juridiques nécessaires.
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0.

.. AGREES the principle.of continuing the activities previously

undertaken within the Payload and Spacecraft Development
and Experiments (PSDE) Programme and the Advanced
Systems and Technology Programme (ASTP); NOTES the find-
ings of the Agency’s working group on sateflite telécommunica-
tions policy. which stress the far-reaching implications for
European industry of the European Commission's plan- for
deregulation in this econamic sectdr: and CALLS for close con-
sultation with operators, regulatory authorities and industry in
order to il a istent policy for i ing the com-
ity of the € ications industry.

NOTES the strategy described in the Director General's pro-
posal referred to in the preamble, which seeks lo achieve

- greater coherence in the Agency's telecommunications ac-

tivilies and to merge as far as possible programmes and ac-
llvmes referred toin Paragraph 1 withina unified programme on

in ions Systems (ARTES);
INVITES me ir States to ish the y legal
instruments and to indicate as soon as possible their Ievel of
participation. .

E. Launcher Programmas

. RECOGNISES the need for continuous research and

technology accompaniment activities during the operational
litetime of the Ariane launchers, so as to ensure their technical
refiability and performance, as a responsibility shared between
the design authority and industry, and WELCOMES the Direc-
tor General's proposals in this respect; and AGREES in princi-
ple to set up betore the end of 1995 the programmes necessary
for ensuring an orderly transition from Ariane-4 to Ariane-5, as
well as those which are required to permit further evolution of
the Ariane-5 launcher's capabilities.

RECOGNISES that the Guiana Space Centre (CSG) is an
essential element in the Agency's strategy and EXPRESSES its
willingness to continue to build on the experience gained from
expioitation of the CSG for the benefit of the Agency's pro-
grammes;

RECALLING the report presented to Council by the Director
General on 8 November 1932 on the present status of the
discussions held with CNES on the execution of the CSG ac-
tivities beyond 1992, INVITES the Directors General of the

d'Eumetsat, et INVITE les Etats membres intéressés a établir
les i A N

~

INVITE le Directeur général a soumettre aux Etats membres en
1993 une proposition de programme relative a un programme
" pour les utilisateurs de données d'cbservation de la Terre.

w

RAPPELLE lintérét i par la ¢ e
& 'égard du prograrrime Aristoteles, tel qu'il est présenté dans
le Plan spatial & long terme et RECONNAIT la nécessité de
poursuivra un minimum d"activités en vue de permetire I'exécu-
tion dudit programme.

C.P de en

CONVIENT que les Etats participant au Programme de recherche
en microgravité procéderont & la restructuration de ce programme
afin d'y inclure les deux éléments suivants:

(a) un programme de recherche fondamentale en microgravité
(EMIR) axé sur I'utilisation scientifique des COﬂdlllOnS de
quasiimpesanteur;

(b} un programme ayant pour objet de réaliser les equipemenls
nécessaires aux expériences én microgravité & mener &
bord du laborétoire raccordé Columbus.

D. P de télé

. APPROUVE le principe d'une poursuite des activités déja en
treprises dans le cadre du programme de développément el
d'expérimentation de charges utiles et de wehicules spatiaux
{PSDE) et du programme de systémes et de technologies de
pointe (ASTP); PREND NOTE des conclusions du Groupe de
travail ESA sur ta politique de télécommunications par satellite -
qui soufignent I'étendue des conséquences pour Imdus:ne

du projet de dérégl de fa C i
des communautés européennes dans ce secleur économique:
et DEMANDE une oonoenauon étroite avec les expioitants, les
et [ afin de mettre en oceuvre
une polmque visant & i la ¢ itivité de
lindustrie des téiécommunications européenne.

PREND NOTE de la stratégie exposée dans la proposition &
Directeur général visée au préambule, visant 4 renforcer la
cohérence des activités de F'Agence en matiére de télécom
munications et & fusionner, dans la mesure du possible, les pro-
grammes et activités visés au paragraphe 1 dans le cadre d'un

gi unique de recherche de pointe sur les systémes da

N

Agency and of CNES to finalise the terms of an ag on
the continued funding of the CSG beyond 1992 and submit it
1o the Agency's relevant bodies with a view to early approval by
Council at Delegate Level. -

INVITES the Member States (o pursue theu eflorts to define the
Future- E Space Trar Investigation Pro-
gramme (FESTIP) so that a decision on its start-up can be taken
as soon as possible.

tétécommunications (ARTES) INVITE les Elats intéressés &
établir les i ires et & faire con-
naitre dés que poss;ble e nweau de leur participation.

E. Programmes de lanceurs

. RECONNAIT la nécessité de mener sans interruption des ac-
tivités d'accompagnement de recherche et de technologie §
pendant ia durée de vie opérationnelle des lanceurs Ariane do
maniére a garantir leur capacité d'emport et leur fiabilité techni-
que au titre d’'une responsabilité partagée par I'autorité de con- |
ception et Iindustrie, et ACCUEILLE FAVORABLEMENT les,
propositions soumises 4 cet égard par le Directeur général; el
de plus. CONVIENT en principe d'instaurer avant la fin de 1935
les programmes propres a assurer un transition
entre Ariane-4 et Ariane-5 ainsi que les programmes




F. Technology

WELCOMES the approval by Council at its 103rd Meeting of the
Resolution on the General Support Technology Programme
{GSTP). ESA/C/CHII/Res. 1 (Final), and INVITES Member States 10
subscribe expeditiously to the corresponding programme
Declaration.

CHAPTER V
European tauncher Policy

WHEREAS the Ariane launcher developed by the Agency is a
strategic  asset providing Europe with autonomous access to
space and must be preserved as a vital component of European
space policy and of the LongTerm Space Plan,

REAFFIRMS the principles of European space launcher policy
1aid down in Resolution ESA/C/CIN/Res. 2 (Final), adopted on
23 October 1992.

~

INVITES the Member States to implement the principle of grant:
ing preference 1o the Ariane launcher for their own missions
and those of European and international bodies in which they
participate in accordance with the provisions of the Dectaration
on the production phase renewed on 21 May 1992 and to en-
courage the satellite operators, which they have entrusted with
the task of meeting the needs of the genera public in fields
such as telecommunications, also to grant preference to the
Ariane launcher.

INVITES the Director General to submit proposals designed to
further the principle of European preferential use of the Ariane
launchers.

w

IS

. INVITES the Director General to contribute in close cooperation
with both the Member States and the compelent bodies ot
European Communities, to the conclusion of an agreement, or
other form of terms and conditions, with the governments of
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aré des ¢ du tanceur

Ariane-5.

1

RECONNAIT que e Centre spatial guyanais (CSG) est un élé-
ment essentiel de 1a stratégie de I'Agence et EXPRIME sa
volonté de continuer a tirer parti de I'expérience acquise dans
le cadre de F'exploitation du CSG au béngfice des programmes
de I'Agence.

RAPPELANT le rapport présenté au Conseil par e Directeur
général le 8 novembre 1992, qui fait le point des discussions
conduites avec le CNES au sujet de V'exécution des activités du
CSG au deld de 1992, INVITE les Directeurs généraux de
'Agence et du CNES & arréter les modalités d'un accord refatif
4 la poursuite du financement du CSG au-deta de 1992 et &
soumetire cet accord aux organes compétents de I'Agence en
vue de son approbation rapide par le Conseil au niveau des
délégues.

w

INVITE les Etats membres & poursuivre leur action visant a
définir le programme européen de recherche appliquée sur les
futurs systémes de transport spatial (FESTIP) afin qu'une déci-
sion sur sa mise en route puisse étre prise le plus ot possible.

F. Technologie

ACCUEILLE FAVORABLEMENT I'approbation par le Consetl, lors
de sa 103éme session, de ta Résolution habilitante retative au pro-
gramme général de technologie de soutien (GSTP),
ESAIC/CIlI/Rés.1 (Final), et INVITE ies Etats membres 4 souscrire
rapidement & fa Dy ion de e,

CHAPITRE V
Politique en matidre de lanceurs suropéens

CONSIDERANT que {'Europe dispose, avec le lanceur Ariane
réalisé par FAgence, d'un atout stratégique pour un accés
autonome & I'espace et que ce lanceur doit rester un éiément
iet de {a politique spatiale européenne et du Plan spatiat 4

other space-faring nations to ensure fair in the laun-
cher market,
CHAPTER Vi
Industrial Policy

RECALLING the objectives of the Agency's industrial policy as set
out in Aricle Vil of the Convention, namely to meet the re-
quirements of the European space programme in a cost-effective
manner, to improve the worldwide competitiveness of European in-
dustry, to ensure that all Member States participate in an equitable
manner in implementing the European space programme, ang to
expioit the advantages of free compelitive bidding,

1. CONSIDERING the i impact of the called
for in the Director General's proposal, DECIDES that the lower
fimit for the cumulative return coefficient referred to in Article
IV6 of Annex V to the Convention, below which special
measures are to be taken in accordance with Article V of that
Annex, be maintained at 095 for the present three-year period
{1991-93) and be fixed at 096 for the following period
(1994-96), it being understood that the objective continues to
be to achieve an overall refurn coefficient as near as possible
to the ideal value of 1 for all countries.

long terme,

1. REAFFIRME les principes de la politique européenne en
matiére de lanceurs énoncés dans la  Résolution
ESA/CICIII/Rés. 2 (Final). adaplée le 23 octobre 1992.

~

. INVITE les Etats a i 1 aux
dispositions de {a Déctaration relative & la phase de production,
renouvelée le 21 mai 1992, le principe consistant & se servir en
priorité du lanceur Ariane pour i3 conduite de leurs propres
missions et des missions d'organismes européens ou interna-
tiofiaux lles ils participent et & er les ex-
ploitants de satellites & qui ils ont confié la mission de répondre
aux besoins du grand public dans des domaines comme celui
des ications, 4 1t ia préférence
au lanceur Ariane.

w

. INVITE le Directeur général & soumettre des propasitions visant
4 promouvoir le principe de la préférence européenne pour
{'utilisation des lanceurs Ariane.

F

. INVITE le Directeur général & contribuer, en collaboration
étroite avec les Etats membres et les organes compétents des
Corr s wes, A la ion avec les
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2. REAFFIRMS the guidelines and the
Agency’s industrial poticy which were decided upon by Councrl

meeting at Ministrial Levet in The Hague in 1987 and in Munich -

in 1991, INVITES the Director; General, in consultation with

Member States, 0 'unher evaluate and tormulata proposals in

this respect. in p to i

surplus and defict situations, in order to allow the Industrial

Policy Committee and Council to take the appropriate decisions

and STRESSES that, when establishing and lmplemennng pro-
- cedures for fulfiling i ial poli i the

s d'autres d'un accord ou
autre forme d' des conditions é
sur le marché des lanceurs
! .. CHAPITRE VI
the overall Politique industrielle

RAPPELANT les objectifs de I'Agence en matiére de politique in-
dustrielle énoncés a I'article VIl de fa Convention, & savoir répon-
dre aux besoms du programme spaual européen d'une maniére

icy
situation of each Member State’s mdustnal shall

be given due consideration.

INVITES States participating in the Columbus and Hermes Pro-
grammes to insert in the relevant programme Declarations pro-
visions allowing for the application of the appropriate measures

- to correct imbalances recorded in the programmes at the end
of 1992, bearing in mind the provisions of Section 1 above with
regard to the cumulative return coefficient, and ensuring that afl
P pating States have a gL returmn of 09
‘at programme completion.

w

CHAPTER VUi
General Provisions

NOTING with satisfaction the

made by Delegations at -

é Juement la compéntmte de fin

. dustrie européenne. dans le monde, garantir que tous les Etats .

membres participent de raoon equnable ala mise en oeuvre du
spatial européen, et des dvantages de l'ap-
pel a la concurrence,

. CONSIDERANT les conséquences pour Vindustrie de la
réorientation demandée dans la proposiion du Directeur
général, DECIDE que la limite inférieure du coefficient de retour
cumulé : a Tarticle IV, pa he 6 de 'Annexe V
de la Convention, en dega de laquelle des mesures spéciales
doivent &tre prises en application de l'article V de tadite An-
nexe, sera maintenue A 085 pour 1a période triennale actuelie
'(1991-1993) et sera fixée & 096 pour la période ‘suivante
(1994-1996), étant entendu que I'objectif visé demeure de faire
t ier tous les pays d'un coefficient de retour aussi proche

the present Council Meeting regarding their participation in the

programmes referred 1o in Chapter ), together with the scales of *

contributions in Table | attached hereto,

WHEREAS it is essential to take measures at an early date that will
ensure programmatic and fnancial continuity in the execution of
the Agency's programmes. .

que possibie de la valeur rqwa ¢égale & l'unité.

n

REAFFIRME les fignes directrices et les mesures relatives & la
politique industrielle de 'Agence, qui ont été arrdtées par le
Conseil siégeant au niveau ministériel 4 La Haye en 1987 et &
Munich en 1991; INVITE le Directeur général & pourstiivie en
concertation avec les Etats membres I'évaluation et la formula-
uon de propositions aflant dans ce sens, et en particulier de

RECALLINGthanhepresentr- lution introd

1S tendant & réduire au maximum les situations dex-

- period for the purpose of evaluaung new opponunmes for interna-
tional andg for the ion, before the end

of 1995, of compiementaryrdecnscons that will be needed to ensure
satistactory execution of'a number of the Agency's optional pro-
grammes,

* A, Transitional Measuraa

1: URGES the States participating in the programmies referred to
in Chapter Il to adopt, by the end of 1992, the corresponding
1993 budgets on the basis of the present Resolution, which
shall thus constitute the Jegal basis for theu adopnon and ex-
ecution until i ¥

of. the cor 1°pro-
gramme Declarations, using the financial envelopes and scales
of contributions comamed in this Resolution.

N

. INVITES the States g in the
to complete their revision of the corresponding Dectarations by
31 March 1993 at the latest on the basis of this Resolution so
as 10 ensure the necessary continuity of the said programmes.

©

AUTHORISES the Director General to take without delay the ac-

cédent ou de déficit global, afin de permettre au Comité de la
politique industrielle et au Conseil de prendre les décisions ap-
propriées; et SOULIGNE que lors de I'établissement et de la
fmise en oeuvre des procédures visant 4 atteindre les objectifs
de politique industrielle, it sera tenu doment compté de la siua-
tion particuliére de hnfrastructure industrielle de chacun des
Etats membres.

3. INVITE Ies Etats icip aux p C e
Hermes & insérer, dans les Dec!aranons de programme cor-
des

Y spécit-
ques 4 appliquer pour corriger-les déséqurlnbres enregistrés
dans ces programmes 4 (a fin de 1992, en tenant compte des
dispositions du paragraphe 1 ci-dessus relatives au coetficient
de retour cumulé et garantissant & tous les Etats participants un
coefficient de retour de 09 & l'achévement du programme.

CHAPITRE VIt
Digpositions générales

PRENANT NOTE avec satisfaction des déclarations faites pas les -
Delegahons 4 la présente session du Conseil du sujet de leur par-

tion needed to begin implementation of each of the

aux p visés au Chapitre I} ainsi que des

mes concemned, while taking care not to commit the Agency
beyond 1993 budgets as long as the corresponding Declara-
tion referred to in Section 2 above ns not finaiised and entered
into force.

baremes de contnbuuons figurant au tableau | ci-joint,

CONSIDERANT qu'il est mdrspensable de prendre 4 une date
proche des mesures garantissant, au niveau programmatique et .
financier, la continuitd d'exécution des programmes de I'Agence,



B. Other Generzl Provisions

1. INVITES the Oirector General to impiement the provisions of his
proposal referred to in the preambie pertaining to the Agency's
ground infrastructure and to pursue the definition of that in-
frastructure, making the best use of existing facilities and
avaxlablasemcesoimeﬁqmandotMemberswmasaﬁm
pnomyandoimoseofmeA i Memberandf‘ ]
States in with the
further INVITES the Director Generanolormwaxepmposa.lsm
due course with a view to establishing the basis for any deci-
sions that may be required in this respect, including the com-
plementary decisions 10 be taken by the end of 1985.

»

RECOGNISES that the size and importance of the major op-
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RAPPELANT que la présente Résolution instaure une période de
réorientation ayant pour objet d'évaluer de nouvelles possibilités
de coopération internationale et de mener des activités
préparatoires en vue d'adoptar, avant la fin de 1995, les décisions
complémentaires nécessaires pour garantir la bonne exécution
d'un certain nombre de programmes facuttatifs de I'Agence,

A. Mesures transitolres

. INVITE INSTAMMENT les Etats participant aux programmes
visés au Chapitre Il & adopter, avant ta fin de 1992, les budgets
1993 correspondants sur a base de la présente Résolution, qui
constituera dong le fondement juridique de feur adopuon etde
leur exé jusqu'a l'adoption des O de pro-
gramme amendées correspondantes, et ce en utilisant les

tional programmes logether with the budgetary ints ex-
penenoed by Member States call for further efforts in improving
of these prog: DECIDES toset up a
00unal Workmg Group to exarmne proposals for i xmprovlng the
supply of i to P: g States g the ex-
ecution of the said programmes and for handling any structural
deficits that may arise in their financial coverage; the working
group shall also examing proposals aiming at reconciling the
budgetary planning of Member States with the efficient and
timely ion of these prog: with a view, in parti
to accommodating those Member States that need to contain
their annual contributions within predetermined financial limits;
REQUESTS the working group to submit its findings to Council

fir i et les barémes de contributions figurant
dans la présente Résolution.

n

INVITE les Etats participant aux programmes en cause & pro-
céder le 31 mars 1993 au plus tard 4 fa révision des Déclara-
tions correspondantes sur la base de 1a présente Résolution,
de fagon A garantir la continuité indispensable desdits pro-
grammes.

3. AUTORISE le Oirecteur général & prendre sans tarder les
mesures nécessaires pour metire en route l'exécution de cha-
que programme concerné tout en prenant soin de ne pas
engager f'Agence au-deld des budgets de 1993 tant que fa

before 28 February 1993; INVITES the States U ing in
the p: in the

ding Dedarabons the measures adopted by Council, laking in-
to account the specific features of each programme; AGREES
that the process described above shall not prejudge the
finalisation and entry into force of the said Declarations pur-
suant to Section A2 above.

«

RECOGNISES that the existing system of the Agency to adjust
contributions for variations in conversion rates should be
modified in order 10 cope with monetary fluctuations more ef-

cor visée au point 2 ci-dessus, N'aura
pas été deﬁnmvemem arrétée et ne sera pas entrée en vigueur.

B. Autres dispositions générales

. INVITE le Duecteuv général a metire en oeuvre les dispositions
de sa visée au bule refatives a I'i
sol de I'Agence et A poursuivre la définition de cette infrastruc-
ture, en faisant le meilleur usage possible, en priorité, des
moyens existants et des services disponibles A I'Agence et
chez les Etats membres, puis de ceux des Etats membres

fectively; AGREES 10 decide at its next session at gate level

selon les en vigueur; IN-

in December 1992 on interim measures to address the effects

in 1992 and 1993 of the recent monetary fluctuations until a

fully modified system and its adoption procedures have been

agreed upon; and INVITES the Director General to make a pro-
posal to the said Council session, taking due-note of the views
expressed during lms session, and which shall be based in

onthe ive solutions already describ-
ed, among others, in documenl ESA/C(92)32:

- in the first instance, 1o apply the retroactive adjustment to a
State's contributions only to the extent that amounts are not
actually spent in the State concemed.

- 1o apply a 509% on adj ibi
both on the payments 1o the Agency as well as on reim-
bursement by the Agency:

DECIDES to set up a Council Working Group in order to report
betore the end of 1293 with a view to propasing a reform of the
Agency's adjustments mechanism towards a more

et
VITE en outre le Directeur général & formuler en temps oppor-
tun, des propositions visant & jeter les bases de toute décision
pouvant se révéler nécessaire a cet égard, y compris les déci-
sions complémentaires qui doivent &tre prises avant la fin de
1995,

]

RECONNAIT que la taille et I'importance des grands program-
mes facultatifs ainsi que les contraintes budgeétaires rencon-
trées par les Etats membres demandent des efforts
suppiémentaires pour améliorer la gestion desdits program-
mes; DECIDE de créer par la présente Résolution un groupe
de travail du Conseil chargé d'examiner des propasitions visant
A améliorer 1a ¢ ion aux Elats partici des infor-
mations sur I'exécution desdils programmes et a faire face &
tout déficit structure! qui pourrait survenir dans leur couverture
financiére; le groupe de travail examinera également des pro-
positions visant 4 concilier ta planification budgétaure des Etats

and equitable system.

et l'exé de ces de fagon efficace
et&nsladelans.envmnownmemdelemrmptedesﬂats
qui doivent maintenir leurs

dans le cadre de limites financidres prédéterminées;
DEMANDE au groupe de travail de soumettre ses conclusions
au Conseil avant le 28 février 1993; INVITE les Etats participant



4. INVITES the Director General to assist the scientific community
active in the field of Earth observation in the definition of its
priorities and to explore in due course, in consuttation with
Member States and Finland, the possibility of incorporating the
science and research parts of the Earth-Observation Pro-
gramme in the Agency's mandatory activities, and to make pro-
posals to Council to that effect: and turther INVITES the Director
General to pursue similar actions as appropriate with regard to
the field of microgravity.

DECIDES to the
for the programmes referred to in Chapter Il of this Resolution
at a meeting at Ministerial Level to be held in 1995.
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a

o

aux programmes concernés & intégrer dans les Déclarations
correspondantes les mesures retenues par le Conseil, en te-
nant compte de la de chaque CON-
VIENT que le processus décrit ci-dessus se déroulera sans
pre;udtce de la mise en forme déﬁnmve et de lentrée en
vigueur desdites D en ion du point A(2) ¢
dessus.

RECONNAIT qu'il faudrait modifier le systéme actuel de
I'Agence concernant 'ajustement des contributions pour cause
de variations des taux de COM!S!OH pour pouvoir réagir plus

effics aux f CONVIENT de
décider lors de sa prochaine sessnon au niveay des délégués,
en 1992. de ires ayant trait aux el

fets des récentes fluctuations moneta:res en 1992 et 1993 jus-
qu'a ce qu'it ait été convenu d'un systéme entiérement modifié

‘et de ses procédures d'adoption; et INVITE le Directeur

général a faire, lors de tadite session du Conseil, une proposi-

tion prenant bonne note des vues exprimées au cours de la

présente session et qui se fondera notamment sur l'alternative

suivante, déja exposée entre autres dans Ie document

ESAXC(92)92:

~ en premier lieu, appliquer l'ajustement rétroactif aux con-
tributions d'un Etat uniquement pour les montants qui n'ont
pas été effectivement dépensés dans I'Etat en cause;

- appliquer un abattement de 50% sur les ajustements des
contributions, tant en ce qui conceme les paiements 4

. 'Agence que les remboursements par I'Agence;

DECIDE de créer un Groupe de travail du Conseil chargé de
faire rapport avant la fin de 1993 en vue de proposer une
réforme du mécanisme d'ajustement en vigueur A I'Agence de-
vant aboutir & un systéme plus complet et équitable. '

. INVITE le Directeur général & accorder son soutien 4 la com

munauté scientifique ceuvrant dans le domaine de I'cbserva-
lion de la Terre pour ce qui est de définir ses prioritds et 3
explorer en temps opporiun. en concenation avec les Etals
membres et avec la Finlande; {a possibifité d'incorporer ies ac-
tivités scientifiques et de recherche du programme d'obsena-
tion de (3 Terre dans les activités obligatoires de FAgence, etd
faire au Conseil des propositions 4 cet effet; et INVITE en oute
le Directeur général 3 mener, en fonction de la situation, des ac
tions similaires dans le domaine de la microgravité.

DECIDE d'examiner les décisions complémentaires requises
par les programmes visés au Chapitre Ii de ta présente Résol,
tion qui devront &tre prises & une session au niveau mmxﬂnd
devant se tenir en 1995,

k]



103

TABLE |

The Delegations declare that their respective States will participate
as follows in the programmes referred to in Chapter Il of this
Resolution and will ensure the continuation of the said program-
mes on the basis of the corresponding amended Declarations, it
being understood that full tinancia! coverage for the Agency’s pro-
grammes is essential for their orderly execution:

Les délégations déctarent que leurs Etats respectifs participeront
aux programmes visés au chapitre It de la présente Résolution
selon le baréme suivant et assureront la poursuite desdits pro-
grammes sur la base des Déclarations amendées correspon-
dantes, étant entendu qu'une couverture financiére intégrale des
programmes de IAgence est indispensable 4 leur bonne
exécution.

A. The POEM-1 Programme

Participants Envisat-1 Mission Metop-1 Preparation
% %

A 1.00 1.00

B 400 400

DK 05-100 05-100

F 2500 2500

D 17.40 18-2200

| 1200 1600

NL 214 460 .

N 130 1.50

€ 700-800 700-800

S 510 335

CH 400 400

UK 21-2500 1460

CDN 27-500 -

SF 120 -

TOTAL 10434-112.14 9955-10505

- B. The DRS Element of the DRTM Programme

Participants Scale, %
A 150

B8 N 400

£ {2000]

D 1200

1 4500

NL 200

E up to 400
S 1.80

CH 0.10*

UK 100

SF 040
TOTAL up to 91.80

* This figure corresponds to the Swiss contribution of 2% to the
tormer Phase 1 of the DRS Programme Element of the DRTM
Programme

Ce chiffre correspond 4 la contribution de 2% de fa Suisse &
l'ancienne phase 1 de 'élément DRS du programme DRTM.

m
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C. The Columbus Programme

Participants Attached Polar "Precursor - Future Overall
Laboratory Platform - Flights Station Average - N
% % % %

A R — [+.00] - 0-09

B . 380 945 500, 302 500

DK 1.00 1.00 100 1.00 1.00

F 1000 2360 {1000] [20.00] 12.74

[0} 3800 1780 1500 350 3199

| 3100 880 1400 1200 25.00

NL 050 400 1.00-300 400 1.26-1.43

N 048 030 - - 040

E up to 300 upto 600 — — 0-329

S 100 1.00 - - 090

CH - - — {2.00} - 018

UK up to 1.00 2260 — — 441-512

TOTAL up to up to 49-51.00 7502

. 89.78* 9455

The shortfall will be covered in the following manner: a) savings
representing 5% of the financial envelope of 25168 MAU, and
b) voluntary additional contributions to bring the covered por-
tion to 95% of the said financial envelope:; it is understood also
that the actuat level of contributions to be paid by the par-
ticipating States concerned for the period 1993-1995 shall not
be affected by the increased contributions scale.

Le déficit sera couvert comme suit: a) économies représentant
5% de l'enveloppe financiére de 25168 MUC, et b) contribu-
tions supplémentaires volontaires visant & porter la pan
couverte 3 95% de adite enveloppe financiére; il est également
entendu que le niveau réel des contributions & payer par les
Etats participants concernés pour la période 1993-1995 ne
sera pas affecté par la hausse du baréme des contributions.

O. The Hermes Programme

Participants Overall Scale
Py
A [0.50]
B 580
- oK 045
F 4350
o} 2200
| 1210
NL 600
€ up to 4.10
S 050
CH 200
CDN 200
TOTAL up to 9895

112
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jon on S
adopted on 10 November 1992

The Councit meeting at Ministerial Level,

HAVING REGARD to Resolution ESA/C-M/XCVII/Res. 1 (Final) on
the European LongTerm Space Plan and programmes, adopted in
Munich on 20 November 1991, which reaffirmed the need to inten-
sify international cooperation, taking into account the evolution of

sur la
adoptée le 10 novembre 1992

Le Conseil, siéggeant au niveau ministériel,

RAPPELANT que ta Résolution ESA/C-M/XCVII/Rés. 1 (Final) sur
le plan spatial européen a long terme et Iss programmes adoplee
4 Munich Ie 20 1991 la d'i

fa i tout en prenant en compts |'évolution

the geopoiitical context, with a view to achieving fully the objec-
tives of the European LongTerm Space Plan with the best possible
relationship between the requirements of cost and effectiveness.
while optimising the use of E space bl

du contexte géopolitique. en vue de réaliser pleinement les objec-
tifs dudit plan & long terme avec le meilleur rapport possible entre
les impératifs de cout et d'efficacité, tout en optimisant I'utiisation
des spatiates i au sein de

within the Agency and the Member States,

HAVING REGARD to Resofutions ESA/C-M/CIV/Res.1 {Final) on
the implementation of the European tongTerm Space Plan and
programmes and ESA/C-M/CIV/Res3 (Final) on space coopera-
tion with the Russian Federation, both adopted this day,

RECALLING the condusuons of the Report on the prospects for

space ion (ESA/C(92)74) trom the
Council Working Group on international cooperation set up on 12
December 1991,

HAVING REGARD to Articles Il and XIV of the ESA Convention,

1. INVITES the Oirector General and the Member States to
strengthen the coherence and coordination of their activities
and programmes in the space fie!d, and to make optimum use,
in g these prog of existing resources and
m(pemse within the Agency and the Member States.

N

. INVITES the Director General to pursue his efforts to achieve
synergy between the Agency's activities and those of the Euro-
pean Communities in areas where those activities complement
each other, in particular in the area of observation of the Earth
and its environment.

w

. EXPRESSES THE WISH that the results of the Agency's pro-
grammes be put to the best possible use by other European
space organisations such as Eutelsat and Eumetsat, under ar-
rangements for making these available to be determined
together with these organt: in order in particular 1o avoid
the duplication of research and development work.

»

INVITES the Director General to seek, together with those
responsible for cooperation in the Member States concerned
and with the appropnate international bodies, ways of making
ilable to the on mutually
terms, appropriate data obtamed through the Agency's pro-
grammes that can be of use to them, in accordance with the
provisions of the Agency’s Rules on information and data; and
INVITES me Director General lo prepare a report on the
d CC with developing countries so as to
enable Council to discuss the Agency's policy in that area.

5. EXPRESSES SATISFACTION at the extensive cooperation
engaged in with Canada and Finland.

o

. RECOGNISES that the execution of the Agency's programmes
during the years ahead in line with the Director General's

I'Agence et dans les Etats merr'\-br&s.

VU les Résolutions ESA/C-M/CIV/Rés. 1 (Final) sur la mise en
oeuvre du plan spatial européen a long terme et les programmes
et ESA/C-M/CIV/Rés. 3 (Final) sur la coopération spatiale avec la
Fédération de Russie adoptées ce jour,

RAPPELANT les conclusions du Rapport sur fes perspectives
d'un ¢largissement de la coopération internationale dans le do-
maine spatial {ESA/C(92)74) du Groupe de travail du Conseil sur
la coopération internationale établi le 12 décembre 1991,

VU les articles il et XIV de la Convention de I'Agence,

1. INVITE le Directeur général et les Etats membres 4 renforcer la
cohérence et la coordination de teurs activités et programmes
dans le domaine spatial, ainsi qu'a faire un usage optimal,
dans la mise en oeuvre de ces programmes, des moyens et
compétences existant 4 I'Agence et dans les Elats membres.

~

. INVITE le Directeur général & poursuivie ses efforts pour
développer une synergie entre les activitds respectives de
I'Agence et des Communautés Européennes dans les do-
maines o0 ces activités sont complémentaires, en particulier
dans le domaine de l'observation de la Terre et de son en-
vironnement.

3. SOUHAITE que les résultats des programmes de I'Agence
soient utilisés au mieux par les autres organisations spatiales
européennes telles Eutelsat et Eumetsat, sefon des modalités
de mise & disposition & définir avec ces organisations, pour
éviter en particulier une duplication des efforts de recherche et
développement.

4. INVITE le Directeur général A rechercher, de concert avec les
D dela jon des Elats
etavec les isati ionales les voies

permettant de metire 4 ia disposition des pays en développe-
ment dans des conditions mutueflement acceptables fes don-
nées pertinentes obtenues au moyen des programmes de
I'Agence qui pourraient leur étre profitables, selon les disposi-
tions du Réglement sur les informations et données de
I'Agencé; et INVITE le Directeur général & préparer un rapport
sur la coopération avec les pays en développement visée Ci-
dessus afin de permettre au Conseil de discuter la politique de
I'Agence dans ce domaine.

5. SE FELICITE de la coopération trés large qui se poursuit avec
le Canada et la Finlande.

13



proposal on the Agency's policy and programmes (ESA/C-
M(92)/3) will promote a deepening of the long-standing
cooperation with the United States, will make it possible to carry
out joint activities with Russia. and will allow the foundations to
be laid for closer cooperation with Japan. -
NOTES with interest the achievements of many countries, in
particular those in central and eastern Europe, in areas of
space research and development and EXPRESSES THE WISH
that the Agency continue to maintain and develop relations with
those countries. .
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6. RECONNAIT que Fexécution des programmes de I'Agence au
cours des prochaines années conformément 4 la propaosition
du Directeur général sur la politique et les programmes de
I'Agence (ESA/C-M(92)/3) favarisera I'approfondissement de la
coopération élablie de longue date avec les Etats-Unis, permet-
tra de mener des activités en commun avec la Russie et de
jeter les bases d'une coopération plus étroite avec le Japon.

~

. NOTE avec int¢rét les réahsanons de nombreux pays. en par-
ticulier ceux sifués en Europe centrale et orientale, dans les do-
maines de la recherche et du développement en matiére
spatiale et SOUHAITE que I'Agence continue d’entretenir et de
développer des relations avec ces pays. .

Resclution on Space Cooperntlon with the F
Federation
adopted on 10 November 1992

The Council meeling at Ministerial Level,

WHEREAS ESA/C-M/XCVIl/Res. 1 (Final) on the European Long-
Term ‘Space Plan and programmes, adopted in Munich on 20
November 1991, reaffirmed the need to intensify international
cooperation with a view to achieving fully the objectives of the
European LongTterm Space Plan with the best possible relation-
ship between the requirements of cost and effectiveness, while op-
timising the use of European space resources available within the
Agency and the Member States,

HAVING REGARD lo ESA/C-M/CIV/Res.1 (Final) on the implemen-
tation of the European LongTerm Space Plan and programmes
and ESA/C-M/CIV/Res.2 {Final) on international cooperation, both
adopted this day,

TAKING NOTE of the diplomatic note dated 28 April' 1992 by
which the Russian Federation explicitly declared its wish to exer-
cise the rights and fulfil the obligations stemming from the Agree-
ment concerning cooperation in the field of the exploration and
use of outer space for peaceful purposes, signed by the Agency
and the Government of the Union of Soviet Socialist Repubhcs on
25 Apnl 1990,

WISHING to increase the existing cooperation between the Agen-
¢y and Russia and extend it not only in all the areas already
referred to in the aforementioned Agreement, but also in the areas
of manned in-orbit infrastructure, crew transport and the
associated communication facilities.

HAVING REGARD to thé joint statement signed on 12 October
1992 by the Director General of the European Space Agency and
the Director General of the Russian Space Agency (RKA),

F sur la

Russie
adoptée le 10 novembre 1992

avec la Fédération de

(4 v

Le Conseil, siégeant au niveau ministériel, ™~
RAPPELANT que la Résolution ESA/C-M/XCVII/Rés. 1 (Final) sur
le plan spatial européen a long lerme et les programmes adoptée
4 Munich le 20 novembre 1991 réaffirmait la nécessité d'intensifier
la coopération internationale en vue de réaliser pleinement les ob-
jectifs dudit plan & long terme avec le meilleur rapport possible en-
tre les impératifs de cott et d'efficacité, tout en optimisant
I'uliisation des ressources spatiales européennes disponibles au
sein de I'Agence et dans les Elats membres,

VU les Résolutions ESA/C-M/CIV/Rés. 1 (Final) sur la mise en
oeuvre du plan spatial européen a iong terme et les programmes
et ESA/C-MICIVIRés. 2 (Final) sur la coopératlon internationale
adoptées ce jour,

PRENANT ACTE de la note diplomatique du 28 avril 1992 par la-
quelle la Fédération de Russie a expressément déclaré sa volontd
d'exercer les droits et de respecter les obligations qui découtent de
I'Accord entre I'Agence spatiale européenne et le Gouvernement
de I'Union des républiques socialistes soviétiques relatif 4 la
coopeération dans le domaine de I'exploration et de I'utilisation de
l'espace extra-atmosphérique a des fins pacifiques signé le 25
avrit 1990,

DESIREUX d'amplifier la coopération existante entre I'Agence etla
Russie et de I'étendre non seulement dans lous les domaines dé@
visés dans I'Accord mentionné ci-dessus mais aussi dans fes do-
maines de linfrastructure habitée en orbite, des (ransports
d'équipages et des moyens de communication associés, ¢

VU la Déclaration commune signée ie 12 octobre 1992 par lg.
Directeur général de F'Agence spatiale européenne et par la
Directeur général de I'Agence spatiale russe (RKA), ) }
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HAVING REGARD to Articte XIV.1 of the Convention,

1. EXPRESSES SATISFACTION at the results obtained so far in
the framework of the cooperation activities undertaken in the
fields of space science, space biology and medicine.
microgravity research, Earth observation and crewed space
transport systems; and WELCOMES the prospects for intensify-
ing cooperation between the Agency and the Russia:
Federation. .

. ENDORSES the Director General's proposals, as described in
his Proposal for the Agency's policy and programmes (ESA/C-
M(92)3), to widen and strengthen such active cooperation with
the space institutes of the Russian Federation during the period
1993-95, in the following main areas:

(a} in-orbit infrastructure

(b) crew transport facilities

(c) communication faciliies associated with the in-orbit in-
frastructure

(d) missions onboard the Mir station, including the fiight and
accommodation of astronauts and payloads, to prepare the
Agency for the use of inhabited space infrastructures.

. AGREES that all the cooperation referred to in Section |l above
shall be reviewed by Councit by the end of 1993, on the basis
of reports by the Director General.

V. INVITES the Director General to negotiate and submit to it as
soon as possible the practical procedures for the cooperation
activities identified in this Resolution for the period 1993-95,
which shall be laid down in impiementing arrangements within
the meaning of Adicle 6 of the Agreement referred 1o above,
and 1o be concluded between ESA and the Russian Space
Agency (RKA), as well as in contracts with Russian industrial o
research centres more specificalty concerned with each of the
cooperation themes selected, all the legal instruments concern-
ed to be approved by the appropriate Agency bodies.

V. STRESSES that space cooperation of this kind between the
Agency and the Russiah Federation must safeguard the in-
terests of the space industry of the Member States, including in
the launch services sector.

=

. INVITES the Director General to make sure that such coopera-
tion over the period 1993-95 proceeds in accordance with the
obijectives of the European LongTerm Space Plan, to report
periodically on progress made in the corresponding work, and
1o propose any changes or reorientation which he may con-
sider necessary.

VI AGREES to undertake, in due course, a review of the main
resulls of the cooperation activities conducted pursuant to Sec-
tion Ii, so that the complementary decisions referred to in
Chapters Il and Vil of ESA/C-M/CiV/Res.1 (Final), adopted this
day, can be taken by the end of 1995, and INVITES the Director
General to 1ake the measures needed to make it possible for
cooperation between the Agency and the Russian Federation
to continue beyond 1995, if so desired, under the terms of a
new Agreement,

VU larticle XIV.1 de la Convention,

I. EXPRIME SA SATISFACTION devant les résultats obtenus & ce
jour dans le cadre de la coopération entreprise dans les do-
maines de la science spatiale, de {a biologie et de la médecine

_spatiales, de la recherche en microgravité, de I'observation de
la Terre et des systémes de transport spatial habité, et AC-
CUEILLE FAVORABLEMENT les perspectives d'intensification
de cette coopération entre I'Agence et la Fédération de Russie.

. FAIT SIENNES les propositions du Directeur généra, telles que
décrites dans sa Proposition sur la politique et les programmes
de I'Agence (ESA/C-M(92)3), d'éfargir et de renforcer cette
coopération avec les institutions spatiales de la Fédération de
Russie, au cours de la période 1983-1995, dans les principaux
domaines suivants:

{a) infrastructure en orbite

{b) moyens de transport des équipages

(c) moyens de communication associés & linfrastructure en
orbite

{d) missions & bord de la station Mir. y compris 'emport et le sé-
jour d'astronautes et de charges utiles, afin de préparer
I'Agence 4 I'utilisation des infrastructures spatiales habitées.

. CONVIENT que l'ensemble de la coopération décrite au
paragraphe |l ci-dessus fera I'abjet d'un examen par te Conseil
avant la fin de 1993, sur la base de rapporis du Directeur
général.

IV. INVITE le Directeur général & négocier et & lui soumettre au
plus 1t les modalités concrétes des coopérations identifiées
dans la présente Résolution pour fa période 1993-1995,
modalités qui devront &tre reprises dans des arrangements de
mise en oeuvre au sens de l'article 6 de I'Accord de coopéra-
tion susvisé & conclure entre I'Agence et 'Agence spatiale
russe (RKA), ainsi que dans des contrats avec les centres in-
dustriels ou de recherche russes portant plus spécifiquement
sur chacun des thémes de coopération retenus, tous in-
struments juridiques devant &tre agréés par les organes com-
pétents de I'Agence.

<

RAPPELLE que la conduite d'une telle coopération spatiale en-
tre 'Agence et la Fédération de Russie doit sauvegarder les in-
térdts de findustrie spatiale des Etats membres, y compris
dans le secteur des services de lancement.

Vi

INVITE fe Directeur général & s'assurer que le déroulement de
cefte coopération sur ta période 1993-1995 s'effectue en con-
formité des objectifs du pian spatial européen & long terme, a
faire périodiquement rapport sur I'avancement des travaux cor-
respondants, et 4 proposer les modifications ou réorientations
qu'il juge nécessaires.

Vi1, CONVIENT de procéder, en temps utile, & un examen des prin-
cipaux résultats des coopérations engagées au tire du
paragraphe Il ci-dessus en vue de permettre la prise avant la
fin de 1995 des décisions complémentaires visées aux
chapitres Il et VIl de la Résolution ESA/C-M/CIV/Rés. 1 (Final)
adoptée ce jour, et INVITE le Directeur général & prendre les
mesures nécessaires permettant 'éventuelle poursuite de la
coopération entre 'Agence et la Fédération de Russie au-dela
de 1995 seion les termes d'un nouvel Accord.

15
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ATTACHMENT 11
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< RECEIVED
'1OISSTKM§HISSION ENCLOSING A IRAFT RESQOLUTION TO BE
ITTET='TO  UNGA BY THE CIS STATES UNDER AGENDA ITEM
CALLING FCR TBE FSTABLISHMEINT OF A SYSTEM OF
VIRONHENTAL MONITORING FROM CUTER SPACE AS A FOLLOW UP
I&"'IITTEQ BEQUISTS THAE SUPFORT OF USG FOR TRIS

KEEPING IN MIND THE PROVISIONS OF TE "AGENTA 217, IN
AR EAPAS ©.6, 5.87C7, 10. 11°A" AND 17.97,

ATENCE="CF 'INTERESTS BITHIIN ALL GEOUPS OF CCUNTPIES,
NTLUIING_ ECCNOMIES IN TRANSITION, IS A4 PRECCNTITION FOR;
UCCESSFULTIMPLEMENTATION CF THE DECISIONS ANC
ECOMMENTATIONS OF THE UNITET NATIONS CONFERENCE ON

THE "IMPORTANCE OF ESTAPLISEING AN ECOLOGICAL
ONITOHING”IROM QUTER SPACE AS A ¥IY ELE"ENT 0F THE
0" TEE UNCETD,

CALTS™UPON MENMBER-STATES TO EXERESS READINESS TO

RTICIFATE ON A VOLUNTARY BASIS IH TSTABLISHING 4

JSYSTEM'FOR ECOLOGICAL MONITORING FROM OUTFR SFACE,

“BASING "(SIC)Y ON SFACF, ECITNTIFIC A“L OPTRATIONAL
OTENTIAL, WHICH THEY PCSSESS;

N
APPEALS TC THI WCRLI BANY, GLCBAL ENVIRCNMENT

PR
ESULTS“OF “THIS WORK 1¢° TEE 49TH SISSION OF THE
AE‘ASSEMBLY.

UNCLASSIFIEL GENEVA 2098942
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o - SPACE  ENERGY INFORMATION
‘ KEI - FOUBNBATION rFurin

Issue N8 ] Global Ecological Monitoring
Date: . C

INVITATION

Dear Mr. Rekenthaler:

An international conference entitled “International Project for Global Ecological
Monitoring” will be conducted in Sochi from 2 - 8 May 1993. This conference is being
organized by the Russian Worldwide Ecological Laboratory Branch (ESKOS) and by the KEI
I-'oundanon (Space, Energy, Informadon).

The theme of the conference will be "The Use of Military Conversion and Dual-Use of
Defense Systems for the "Global Ecological Monitoring {GEM] Project’™. )

Conference participants will be provided comfortable rooms at the "Green Grove” vacation '
facility.- Meals and an interesting culwral program will also be provided. g

Organization fees are 20,000 rubles cash or 25,000 rubles [check].

Account number: N467465 at the KEI bank, correspondent account 161298 at the Russian
Federation Central Bank {RKTs GU MFO] 201791, KEI Foundadon.

‘We invite you to take par in the conference and discussion of GEM Project papers.
Participants will arrive on 2 May and depart 8 May 1993.

- Travel by air will be Moscow - Adler, Moscow - Sochi, with transportation by bus to the
"Gn:cu vac facility.

Please confirm your conference participation by alhng 245-31-76; 246-78-82; 245-01-63
(Valentina Borisovna Sevko), or write 1 119048 Moscow, 24 Usachev Sweet, Apt 419.

Respectfully,

V. Dzhanibekov
Chairman, Organization Commitee
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_ International Project fo
"Global Ecological Monitoring” (GEM)

Project Development Stages

Development of the basic ideas aad principals of the project was initiated in 1990 at the
suggeston of Dr. E. Teller, Director of Livermore Laboratory (U.S.), who suggested using the
SDI monitoring subsystem "Brilliant Eyes” 10 resolve a number of ecological issues. In order
to develop these ideas under the aegis of an international organization, "Worldwide Laboratory”,
working groups were formed, comprised of U.S. and former USSR experts who then conducted
working meetings in Erici (Ttaly, 1990-91), Stanford, Livermore, Colorado Springs (U.S. 1991-
92), and Dubna (Russia, 1992).

As a result of these meetings, scientific and technological principles were developed to
create a single system for Global Ecological Monitoring, combining spacebome, airborne, land-
and sea-based monitoring systems, that would use a common data base and problem solving
system to reduce the ecological risk w life (including humanity).

The Project acrally proposes the creation of narional nerworks of land- and sea-based
“standardized ecological monitoring centers and posts, varying in degree of complexity, combined
to form a single worldwide network and inwegrated into a sysiem of saellie and airborne
ecological monitoring using a common syste-wide data base. Although these posts would be
located throughout regions and countries, they would form an international information network.

The creation of such a system on a global scale must occur through maximized use of
military conversion and dual-use of defense systems.

The inclusion of land and air assess in ecological monitoring, integral components of the
GEM system, will allow counmies which do aot have their own space indusTy to become active
project participants.

During the project’s various stages of development, Russian and former USSR participants
included representatives from the Miniswy of Ecology, Ministry of Defense, Russiar Space
Agency, the Commines on Water Resources, the USSR Academy of Sciences (lawer known as-
the Russian Academy of Scierices), the State Commitee for Hydrometeorology, the Scientific and
Production Conglomerate (NPQO) Ehnergiya, NPO Mashinostroenie, Lavochkin NPO, NPO
ERLAS, the Salyut Design Bureau, NPO Tajfun, Zhukovskij TsAGL, the Myasishchev EhM
Factory, and others. ) .

Representatives of state institutions, Academies of Sciences, and public organizations from
Kazakhstan, the Ukraine, and Lithnania also participated in project development.

U.S. participants included represeatatives from the Deparmeat of Energy, Department of
Defense, NASA, Environmental Protection Agency, the Bureau of Land Management (U.S.
Department of the Intericr), Presidential Comminees on Space, the Environment, and SDI, and
Natonal Livermore and Los Alamos Laboratories.
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[Text] The coordinator of all the work and conferences on the part of
the former USSR and then Russia was the Ecological Environmental
Monitoring Station (ESKOS) of the “"World Laboratory" Branch,

on the part of the United States -- the Livermore National
Laboratory.

In 1992 the project received official support. of the president of
Russia B. N. Yeltsin (in a message to participants in the
International Conference on the GEM Project in Dubna), the government
of Russia (in a letter signed by the prime minister Ye. T. Gaydar).
governmental organizations in the Ukraine and Kazakhstan, the prime
minister of Lithuania, etc.

A committee of experts on this project was organized at a session of
the Intergovernmental Council of CIS Countries (Alma-Ata, 1992).

Present~-Day Status of GEM Project. Prospects and Problems

A detailed analysis of the projects implemented by military-
industrial complex organizations, experimental development work and
facilities now in operation which can serve as a basis for work in
the ecology field, indicated that on the basis of military-industrial
complex work, with additional support, it.is possible to organize a
real GEM system meeting all international standards.

The organization of such a system will make it possible to -
concentrate a considerable part of the conversion of defense-oriented
(space, aerial, surface, based above and below the water surface)
facilities and resources around a prestige highly intellectual
project oriented on improving the state of the environment and heelth
of the population in Russia.

In itself the projéct, generalizing the best achievements of our
country’s scientists, specialists and industrialists, will be an -
important practical contributiom by Russia to strengthening of the
bonds "among the CIS countrxes, brought together by a unified
ecological space.

Supplemented by the development work and material capabilities of the
United States, the project will signify real cooperation between the
United States and Russia on the basis of conversion and the joint use
of the scientific-technical potential of these two countries.

1
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For information call:

Professor Grigoriy Matveyevich Borenboym, telephone 137-23-82
Candidate of Technical Sciences Oleg Nikolayevich Pivovarov,
telephone 245-31-76

Information on the international conference "International Global
Ecological Monitoring Project,® which is to be held at Sochi at the
vacation facility "Green Grove" during the period 2-8 May 1993,
organized by the Ecological Station of the World Laboratory Branch in
Russia (ESKOS) and the KEI (Space, Energy, Information) Fund.

1. The GEM Project is the basis for bringing together and practical
implementation of Russian ecological programs, efficient use of the
environment, information collection and dissemination and integration
with international programs.

2. The purpose of the meeting is the exchange of opinions, working
out of uniform approaches to the project, preparation for and
adoption of a draft resolution. In the course of the meeting plans
call for examining the following matters:

-- scientific-methodological basis of Global Ecological Monitoring
and the principles for the possible use of conversion;

—— scientific-technical level of development work in the field of
global geophysical and ecological monitoring in the world and, in
particular, in Ru§siu;

~- use of military conversion and dual use of defense systems in the
GEM Project;

~— development of communication systems for geoecological problems on
the basis of conversion development work;

~- possibilities of the GEM Project for predicting environmental
changes, working out optimum strategies for efficient use of the
environment and for ensuring global safety; :

—- national part of the GEM Project in Russia;

- re'gional and departmental ecological programs, “their
interrelationship to the GEM Project; :

—- concept of control of environmental use objects at federal and
regional levels and technological aspects of use of conversion
systems for control;

-~ geoecological monitoring as a mechanism for making political-
economic decisions;

—— organizational structures of the GEM Project, sources of
financing, commercial aspects of the project as a whole and dual use
of defense systems.
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You are invited to participate in the work of the conference.
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Introduction

The session of the Expert Consultative Council of the Russian Union
of Industrialists and Entrepreneurs (RUIE) is being devoted to the
scientific-technical, organizational and international aspects of
implementation of work on global geophysical cnd ecological
monitoring (GEM), brought together under the GEM Project. The
concept of implementation of the GEM Project within the framework of
the International Nongovernmental GEM Program under the aegis of the
World Laboratory, oriented primarily on nongovernmental forms of
organization and implementation of the work, is being examined.

The problems involved in ecological monitoring and the formulation of
ecological policy at the present time are at the center of attention
of such organizations as the Commission on Problems in Preserving the
Environment of the European Economic Community, Furopean Space
Agency, NASA, UN and UNESCO. Major international and national
programs have been developed and are being implemented both in the
field of ecology and in research on global changes in the environment
and climate (programs "Mission to the Planet Earth," "Global Change,"
EOS (Earth Observing System) Project, SPOT (France), LANDSAT (US),
METEOSAT and UARS (US-Canada) Projects) which provide for active use
of space methods and vehicles. The Russian side will partxcxpate in
many of these programs and pro_]ects. The principal direction is
related to assurance of global safety despite the intensifying impact
of the anthropogenic medium on environmental changes, as well as an
increase in the efficiency of economic activity with allowance for
environmental factors.

Governmental structures intended to ensure efficient use of the
environment and to solve ecological problems have been established in
Russia. A decision has been made to establish a Russian Unified
Governmental Ecological Monitoring System (UGEMS) and twp variants of
the UGEMS concept have been conceived. Such republic-oriented
programs as "Ecology of Russia,” "Ecological Safety of Russia” and
"Ecology and Conversion” have been developed and are being
implemented. Many major enterprises constituting part of the
military-industrial complex (Space Instrument Making NPO, Elas NPO,
Machine Building NPO, Kometa NPO, Lavochkin NPO, Central Special
Design Bureau, Energiya NPO) have presented proposals on the
organization of different global ecological monitoring space systems,.
ecological monitoring and efficient use of the environment, warnings
and informational support during extraordinary situations. Under the
direction of the Russian Space Agency and the Ministry of the
Environment attempts are being undertaken to bring these projects
together into a unified republic-vide system.

Equally checkered and diverse is wvork on the solution of
methodological problems, on the creation of an instrument base for
surface monitoring and in general on the implementation of regional
ecological programs.
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Despite the scales of the developed organizational, research and
practical work in the ecology field, the situation is causing great
concern.

First there is the great number of global projects directed to
solving similar problems (global ecological monitoring problems) or
proposing the organization of large space systems for solving local
problems (such as the detection of fires or earthquake precursors).
Due to the impossibility of implementing all the projects, the work
is limited only to the preproject stage; however, already finalized
projects are in fact being implemented.

Second, concern is caused by a situation when despite failure to
solve a number of fundamental problems long-term programs are being
drawn up to satisfy the decisions of the moment. For example, up. to
the present time there is no unanimity of opinion, backed up by
careful project development work and economic computations, with
respect to the relative roles of surface, aerial and space
monitoring. The adopted formula for the use of multilevel monitoring
gives evidence of an interim compromise among the different sides,
but not a solution of the problem. But this problem to a great extent
determines the structuring of the Governmental Monitoring System. For
this same reason until now no concept of a Unified Governmental
Monitoring System has been developed and the proposed projects do not
have a convincing specific content.

Third, concern is caused by the strict dependence of practical
ecological monitoring work on budgetary financing. Under the
conditions of economic crisis prevailing in Russia this makes it
impossible either to carry out a major long-term program or to ensure
the responsibility of enterprises for the final result and, in
addition, orients work on the development of ecological systems for
the most part by governmental organizations, thereby from the start
limiting the possibilities for switching this work to at least
partial self-financing.

Finally, ioncern ig caused by the lack of a many-sided program for
the long-term development of technologies with strong scientific
requirements which later on will ensure successful implementation of
ecological projects. All this will result in a standstill and gradual
destruction of scientific-technical and engineering potential and in
the long run to losses of Russia in the international system of the
division of labor in the high-technology field.

The desire to solve the mentioned problems has brought together
specialists in the field of systems engineering, space technology,
instrument making, physicists and ecologists representing different
organizations and receiving support from some commercial
organizations. The possibilities of creating technical systems and
apparatus in support of governmental programs and at the same time
being of interest for different branches of economic activity also
have been analyzed. The basis adopted for the work was
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nongovernmental forms for implementing the. work in which on a
noncompetitive basis it is proposed that better use be made of the
achievements of scientific organizations and industrial enterprises
in the high-technology field and with orientation on broad
international cooperation. The results of the analysis which was
made also constitute a subject for examination by the RUIE exp.rt-
consultative council.

Why is preference given to nongovernmental forms of work
organization?

First, this makes it possible to impart a stable, long-term
character to the work.

Second, this strengthens the pragmatic direction of the work and
orients it on the broad user, and also increases responsibility for
the final result, providing a rigid system for selecting the most
effective solutions, forces it to be oriented on such a structuring
of the project which to a considerable degree will be capable of
ensuring its step-by-step self-financing and the ability to pay its:
own way.

Third, under the conditions of political and economic crisis being
experienced by Russia this will create a stable basis for
international cooperation.

Fourth, this will make it possible to accelerate the introduction of
the scientific-technical attainments of the project at the
enterprises participating in support of the project. :

Finally, fifth, this will make it possible to establish new
organizational structures free of many historically developing
shortcomings inherent in Russian scientifically demanding 1nvestment

programs.

We will discuss the sources of the proposals presented for
consideration.

The practical development of the many-sided concept’of global
ecological monitoring was initiated within the framework of the
international project "Global Ecological Monitoring” (GEM). The
Russian block of this project is being developed by the ESKOS
Ecological Center, being a branch of the World Laboratory in Russia,
under the direction of Professor G. M. Barenboym. By the term
"global ecological monitoring" is meant the process of many-sided
observations of changes in the state of the living vorld of the
planet (biota) and the entire environment as a result of
anthropogenic and in part natural processes for the purpose of
ensuring normal vital functioning of the biota and global safety. The
GEM project was widely discussed at a series of international working
meetings (the last was held at Dubna, 8-12 August 1992) and received
support from Russian governmental organizations and a
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number of leading countries of the world. This project made it
possible to bring together the efforts of many organizations, laid
the basis for effective international cooperation, attracted the
attention of the public and created positive precedents for
interaction between ecologists and the administrations of regions.

In solving conversion problems and proceeding on the basis of a
general systemic approach, specislists of a number of industrial
enterprises, organizations and institutes (Salyut Design Bureau,
Atomic Energy Institute imeni Kurchatov, Institute of Practical
Problems in the Development of Society, KEI Fund, Institute of Space
Information Technologies, Russian Space Industry Scientific Research
Institute, Vympel MGAK, Polar Geophysical Institute, Siberian
Institute of Terrestrial Magnetism, lonosphere and Radio Wave
Propagation, Novosibirsk State University, Institute of Computational
Mathematics and others), at approximately the same time there was
development of a systems engineering and organizational concept for
establishing a predictive information system for geophysical and
ecological support (IS GEO). In this development work it is proposed
that use be made of mathematical models of general circulation of the
atmosphere, models of the upper and middle atmosphere, models. of
transport, transformation and accumulation of pollutants, on an on-
line basis receiving information from the multilevel monitoring part
of the system. The predictive information received as a result,
supplemented by monitoring information on the state of natural
resources, would make it possible to detect processes and factors
forming the ecological conditions, to analyze and predict their
dynamics, and on this basis solve a wide range of practical problems
both in the interests of the governmental services related to use of
the environment and warning of extraordinary conditions and also in
the interests of specific economic activity. It is proposed that the
organization and direction of such a project be accomplished by
nongovernmental organizations. This work received considerably less
attention, but the project was examined and received approval at a
number of working conferences, including at the international working
conference held in Murmansk during the period 11-13 March I992.

The proposals presented for consideration by the expert consultative
council of the RUIE were formulated as a result of filling of the GEM
Project, developed by the Russian Branch of the World Laboratory,
with a specific systemic content by the proposed IS GEQ project, the
possibilities on a noncompetitive basis of applying the attainments
of Russian enterprises in the high-technology field and the Academy
of Sciences and the possibilities of international cooperation. This
is the essence of the scientific-technical and organizational concept
of implementation of work based on new, nongovernmental forms for
carrying out the work and intended for the solution of many problems
characterized by effective forms for conducting such work. We will
present these proposals for consideration by a nongovernmental
organization and we intend, in the case of their support, to develop
and present a finalized project outline and work program for
consideration by all interested governmental and nongovernwental
organizations.
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Prediction of Technological and Social Processes

The presented GEM Project is formulated as a long-term, self-
developing program. In order to develop the technical and
organizational structure of such-a program in its general features'it
is necessary to take into account the principal trends in
technological and social processes which in the long run will be
1mportont for its reahzatxon.

1. The socxopolxtical processes transpiring in the leading countries
having the principal intellectual, technological, telecommunication
and industrial resources, based on formation of a "social democracy"
society, will be drawn upon. The principal features of such a
community will be: .

—— broadening of the level of satisfaction of the needs of human
society with active defining of the reasonableness of these needs;:

-- development of industrial production with maintenance of a balance
with the environment;

- assurance of global safety of both the entxre commumty and each
entity;

-— broadening of the role and place of scientific prediction and
modeling with practical control at all levels of society, and as a
result, an increase in the role of international, extragovernmental
“intellectual elite clubs" with real control of political and

. economic activity, which will stand out as a factor stabilizing
social processes. The influence of such a community on the remaining
countries will increase primarily by means of informational and
technological control levers.

2. In the technological field there will be an increase in the role
of resource- and energy-conserving technologies, ensuring a minimum
pressure on the environment, and there also will be an undeviating
broadening of production ensuring implementation of global safety
technologies, scientific development and implementation of cosmogenic

projects. '

An increase in the dependence of the efficiency of production on
environmental changes, which requires strengthening of adaptive
control technologies on the basis of prediction of such changes. In
the field of preservation of the environment and efficient use of the
environment the predominance of ([so-called] advance tactics,
predicting and warning of ecologically dangerous events prior to
their onset, which will enhance the role of scientific, predictive
methods for systemic ecological analysis on the basis of global
predictive mathematical models.. R

3. In regions of strife there is a movement of the center of gravity
from the area of confrontation of states and groups of states into
the area of "global security” groupings, including:

6



121

—- preservation of the stability of natural cycles by means of
optimum integration of technologies for use of the environment and
natural environmental processes;

—- restoration of elements of impaired interaction;

—- increasing the level of protection of the human community and the
results of economic activity against environmental changes and
against global natural catastrophes by means of development of the
technologies for their prediction and the abatement of negative
aftereffects; -

—- development of defense technologies, including the appearance of
cosmogenic safety functions (such as the prevention of collisions
with asteroids).

The material resources of society, earlier allocated for military
needs, are being redirected to the development and application of
technologies for the assurance of global safety and preservation of
the environment as a component part of global safety. The material
basis by means of which these trends will be manifested and realized,
will be, first of all, global information collection and
dissemination, which will make extensive use of space technology.

Matters related to nev energy sources and resource-conserving
technologies are becoming the second key factor. The problems .
involved in geophysical and ecological monitoring (GEM) and
predictive informational support accordingly must be examined within
the framework of the information collection and dissemination

category.

The problems involved in the collection and dissemination of
information are acquiring not so much a purely technical as a
political importance because the efficiency in control of society
under modern conditions is all dependent to a great degree on the
volumes and routineness of the analysis of information and the
adoption of decisions and the quality of these decisions will be
determined by the dégree of use of automated adaptation methods for
the processing of information and the adoption of decisions and by
the level of training of those specialists who will perform such
work and who will objectively become participants in the political
process. Moreover, we assume that there will be a continuation of the
process of choice of optimum decisions on the basis of quantitative
mathematical and simulative modeling methods, also including
socioeconomic processes, supplanting the expert evaluations and
“brainstorm” methods which at the present time are in most common use
both in an analysis of economic and social activity and in the
planning of ecology and the formulation of a scientific-technical

policy.

By the term "global information and dissemination" {Russian
"informatizatsiya"] we mean:
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~- telecommunications;

-~ global monitoring of natural processes, the economy, finances and
the social sphere;

—- predictive mathematical codels of the environment and later
predictive simulation models of the economy and social processes, as
well as models of global cosmogenic processes;

~- predictive mathematical codels of interaction between the
anthropogenic and natural environment and choice of optimum
strategies for development of the anthropogenic medium;

-- global computer systems vith which these models operate, the input
information arriving from the monitoring part of the system;

-- technologies and levers for use of the collected information for
real control.

The new scientific information obtained as a result of environmental
monitoring, as well as "monitoring" of data on economic and social
processes collected by such oeans, and the formalized models created
on this basis for seeking optimum administrative decisions, will
become a powerful stimulus for the development of science and new
technologies and will stand out as a factor in formation of new
systemic thought.

With allowance for what has been said the following distinguishing
characteristics of the presented proposals stand out as applicable to
ecological monitoring:

1. The technological form of global ecological monitoring must be an
information system interacting with all governmental, industrial and
social organizations, bringing together the multilevel monitoring
part of the system, the global telecommunication segment and the
surface network of information and subscriber centers. The nucleus of
the information segment will be global predictive geophysical and
‘ecological mathematical models and optimum adaptive control models,
but the form of structuring of the work will be the GEM Project, not
programmed planning;

2. Such informational support in the future will make possible
tactics of advance detection of change in ecological conditions, will
make it possible to carry out an analysis of scenarios of
sanification of ecological conditions and will provide possibilities-
for many-sided adaptive control of all economic and social activity
with allowance for natural and anthropogenic changes in the
environment and will ensure solution of a variety of global safety
problems.

3. In constructing social control and global safety systems it is
necessary to examine such an information structure as their
component part, taking into account objective principles for
constructing information systems. ’
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Special Features of Geoecological Monitoring and Informational
Support in Russia

Here we will set forth the special features of Russian conditions
which first must be taken into account in choosing the organizatic

. principles and in determining the place of Russia as a participant
international programs. o

First. Ecological conditions in many regions of Russia even now ar
threatening. Taking into account the extent of Russian territories
this constitutes a danger on a universal scale. The emergence from
the economic crisis in Russia and the rise in industrial productic
associated with it under conditions of a market economy may
precipitously intensify the ecological catastrophe. Accordingly, e-
now it is necessary to create objective means for optimum control :
monitoring of use of the environment which are integrated with
international systems.

Second. In a case if there is a renewal of the processes of
transformation of Russia into a supplier of raw material and
intellectual resources, an inexpensive work force and a place for t
disposal of the wastes of industrial production of other countries,
the expanse of Russian territories will require highly competent
measures for regulating the use of the environment for the purpose
.preserving ecological safety on a planetary scale. The implementati
of these measures will require highly competent bodies of personnel
which can be organized only with implementation by the Russian side
of our own ecological projects, being part of international
ecological programs.

Third. In Russia, especially in the scientific-technical and
engineering circles of the military-industrial complex, in
institutions of higher education and in the Academy of Sciences, a
high level of engineering skills and general systemic thought
processes has been attained which should not be swept aside for the
solution of international problems. It is likewise undesirable to
destroy those technological attainments, especially in the field of
unique machihé building, which have been accumulated in Russia. It i
necessary to consolidate the place of Russia in the international
.division of labor in the high-technologies field. This, moreover,

- will facilitate strengthening of international monitoring of the
spreading of high technologies, failure to control which may become
factor in the weakening of global safety.

Fourth. The great extent of the Russian territories and the
underdevelopment of telecommunication structures require different
technological approaches to ecological monitoring. In Japan, for
example, it is possible to use surface observation points ensuring
the organization of an observation network of 10 000 points. The sam«
can be done in the European countries and in North America. But for
Russian conditions it is necessary to be oriented on combined
technologies and models of solution of ecological problems which will

9



124

ensure spatial coverage by means of a combination of the surface
monitoring network with contact measurement methods, methods for
computing the transport of pollutants and space methods. This same
model is applicable for many other countries of the world (Brazil,
India, China) whose territories exert a substantial influence on
planetary processes of environmental:change. With predominant..
orientation on the organization of a‘surface network it must be taken
into account that there is a need for creating a complex
organizational structure for its servicing, and as a result, in
choosing an ecological monitoring concept for Russia there must be a
careful technical and economic analysis of all the aspects. ’

In addition, the already developing extremely serious ecological
situation in.individual regions of Russia can be used as a sort of
"test range” for the many-sided study and perfecting of applied
ecology methods. . :

And finally, the last. Ecological monitoring requires a well-
developed technical base. For its creation and introduction the best
prepared enterprises are those of the military-industrial complex,
since they are high-technology enterprises. The deformations of
social processes during recent decades also resulted in corresponding
deformation of the most important body of military-industrial complex
structures. During the last few years there has been an outflow of
young personnel from the enterprises of the military-industrial
complex who potentially are capable of satisfying these shortcomings.
However, .precisely the enterprises of the military-industrial complex
have traditions of coming together when implementing major national
programs. The proposed nongovernmental "shell” of the GEM project
will make it possible to bring together the efforts of different
enterprises, precluding groundless antagonisms, among them those ",
arising from unjustifiable arrogance. The organizational "shell"” of
the GEM project will give rise to conditions for the bringing
together of specific specialists through a system of scientific-
technical and expert councils ensuring adoption of the technically
most justified and effective decisions.

GEM Project

The technical form of the GEM project is a global information system,
which brings together:

-- multilevel environmental monitoring systems,

-- integrated telecommunication networks, .

—- predictive models of environmental changes and search for optimum
control schemes for increasing production efficiency under _
conditions of a changing state of the environment and which will
serve for ongoing monitoring of ecological conditions, .for developing
- and monitoring the implementation of environmental restoration
projects, for monitoring the state of natural resources and their
use, for a closer study of changes in the environment and,
accordingly, for development of its models, for warning of and
predicting extraordinary situations (atmospheric catastrophes,

forest fires, mudflows, floods).

10
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Along humanitarian lines the GEM Project can be regarded as a
component part of international nongovernmental programs for the
development of new technologies, adapted to the specific conditions
prevailing in Russia, directed to improvement of the system of
interaction between anthropogenic and natural environments.

In addition, the high, primarily laser information, electronic and
precision optical technologies, and slso resource-conserving
technologies for the production and transformation of energy, are
dual-purpose technologies and can be regarded as means for
maintaining global safety and also as new forms of force which can be
applied in local conflicts. Reference is to techniques for
reconnaissance and observation, communication and monitoring and new
generations of systems for inflicting ultrahigh-precision damage.

The GEM project includes the following principal blocks:

-~ telecommunication;

-~ scientific-methodological principles and global monitoring,
ecological safety and efficient use of the environment;

—~ multilevel monitoring technologies; )

—— informational technologies for predicting environmental changes
and adaptive control;

-~.technologies for restoring the environment and global safety;

-- development of governmental services, improvement of legislation
for introducing ideas into the broad social consciousness.

Conceptual and Technological Aspects of GEM Project
Integrated Telecommunications System

It is proposed that an integrated communication system, combining
satellite communication, mainline and local surface networks, be used
in the collection, processing and dissemination of the information
product to the user. It is desirable that this work be coordinsted
with the programmed collection and dissemination of information in

Russia.

The data communication and dissemination channels, those aiready
existing and those planned, in the final stage must be filléd with
economic information, information ensuring control of social
processes and predictive geocecological information, in addition to
financial-production and everyday information, that which at the
present time dominates in communication channels. The objective
process of growth in the network of information channels will create
the prerequisites for generating a mass user of geoecological ’
predictive information.

The system must be organized on the modular principle. The principal
components of such a system should be:

-- systems of mainline satellite communication using geostationary
satellites and high-orbit satellites for high-latitude regions.
Orientation will be on the use of national systems with the
coordination of new development work and data dissemination

11
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standards: The’ use of the Gorizont, Most and Ekran systems {s 5
proposed‘tor the Russian Federation and the CIS. Surface:reception 2
stations ‘must be integrated with the established wire and-cable -
telephone network; = T S - ' R
-- optical communication systems, whose creation for the time being
is in the development stage, will be used for mainline information
exchange between space vebicles; : . - R,

-- in inaccessible regions mobile satellite communication will ‘be
used for telecommunication support of users in areas with an ’
inadequate telecommunication cable structure. For-the conditions

- prevailing in the Russian‘Federation, with an inadequate development
of the telecommunication network, this may be regarded as the . "
principal direction in broadening of the user network. It is proposed:

that the "Kondor" Project cobile satellite service,’vhich is in the .-

development stage, be used for the' Russian Federation and the CIS;

-- the principal component of the surface structure mist be . mast. . -
telecommunication centers, vhich can be combined into honeycomb
structures, have an output to mobile satellite service facilities
with portable subscriber equipment and vhich will provide 100-200
users with voicé communication, means for transmitting data, have a
capability for automated data collection from the network of
monitoring stations, ensure communication with moving subscribers-
with a simultaneous determination of their coordinates and have an
output to local ‘telephone_networks. Active development work: i{s being
carried out in this direction in’different variants: by means of -
licensing, coordination of this development wvork and market
competition there will be assurance of-the mass reproduction of the
technically and economically most successful variant; :
-~ for broadening of the communication network withta*1imited number -
of mobile subscribers with oinimum weight and size parameters of
subscriber equipment it will be possible to use low-orbit i .
communication systems which at the present time are being set up on a
commercial basis (Gonets, Nomos, Globsat and other projects.) The.
efficiency. of such systems in comparison’with mobile communication
via a geostationary satellite and mast subscriber centers:is. - ,
determined in the process of: their operation and competition.

Under the conditions prevailing in the Russian Federation, with a low
level of development of telecommunication resources, the combination
of a mast subscriber center and mobile satellite communication should
become the principal method for meeting .the needs for v
telecommunication resources. At the level of the GEM project,:with.
interaction with governmental licgh‘aing agencies, there ‘should be
coordination of activity on the large-scale production of subscriber .
equipment. The information block of the GEM project will be developed -
in close coordination with the "Information Collection ‘and :
Dissemination in Russia" program.

The development' and production of subscriber equipment should, proceeé{
along the following lines: free market conditions for development,
production and sale.. In the tirst stage there will be priority:
N . . B . i .
’ i ’ . "'4) .
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introduction of imported equipment in Russia, with the simultsneous
development of our own competitive production through the creation of
joint enterprises, privately held and stock-holding Russian
entrepreneurial enterprises. Organization of a coordinating council,
which through the regulation of governmental licensing activity will
reduce development work to a singl: standard and ensure support for
the most successful variants.

Scientific~Methodological Principles of Global Monitoring, Ecological
Safety and Efficient Use of Environment

The development work and research carried out in this direction are
combined in the programs "Ecology of Russia” and "Ecological Safety
of Russia." The structure of federal and territorial agencies
carrying out ecological activity was defined in the formulated
concepts of the UGEMS. It is necessary to supplement these pragrams
by provisions ensuring their integration with the GEM project
(appropriate proposals exist and may be presented) and to develop
measures ensuring the coordination of such research and other work
under the GEM project. -

A number of model regional centers for ecological monitoring of the
environment are being. organized for perfecting methods and technical
equipment for monitoring, calidbration and identification of satellite
observations. One of these centers will be the center in the
Pereyaslavl-Zalesskiy region of Yaroslav Oblast, about whose ,
establishment a decree was issued by the Ministry of the Environment.
Regional centers are being established on the Kola Peninsula and in
Krasnodar Kray.

Technologies for Global Geoecology Monitoring, Prediction of
Environmental Changes and Adaptive Control

In order to understand the special character of the proposed GEM
Project and its distinguishing features it is necessary to dwell on
those physical premises which serve as its basis. Traditionally by
vecological monitoring® is meant the carrying out of a
physicochemical analysis of the environment, generalization of these
data in the form of maps and summaries and the use of this-
information for evaluating biological danger, state of biocoenoses,
ecological risk (incidence of disease) and organization of a database
and technical equipment facilitating the adoption of optimum
decisions using mathematical models, ecological risk and ecological-
economic scenarios, databases and other information technologies.

Virtually independently of ecological monitoring hydrometeorological
monitoring is carried out and information systems are organized for
weather prediction.

Also independently solved are problems involved in use of

environmental monitoring methods for warning of extraordinary
situations (detection of forest fires, warning of floods, mudflows),

13



for monitoring radiation conditions, for predicting conditions for
radio wave propagation, etc. Means are being created, including space
techniques, for carrying 'out scientific research on: the ozone layer, .
climatic gases, solar activity, for studying the carbon and
hydrological cycles, for studying typhoon generation processes, etc.
All these problems are brought together by the common physics of the
processes in the environment and the use, to one degree or another,

of similar measuring methods and apparatus, as wvell as the active
involvement of telecommunication resources. ' T -

In the GEM Project it is proposed that an examination be made of a

. unified global information system for monitoring and. predicting the
state of the environment, taking'in weather-forming and climate-
forming processes in the atmosphere, radiation conditions, transport,
transformation and accumulation of pollutants and their influence ‘on .
the state of natural resources and biota.: In this. case not only .the
aspects of environmental pollution, but also the .equally important
aspects of the influence of weather changes on the efficiency of .
activity of transport, power production, mining branches, recreation
industry, safety, etc. are acquiring practical importance, as are -
aspects associated with the development of "dynamic” scenarios of
environmental change with ‘one ‘or another local or global processes
associated with environmental change-and impact on the environment.

The predictive .informa'tional nucleus of the system is mathematical
‘models of the ‘environment and especially models of 'general .

circulation of the atmosphere and ocean currents. The resources of
space and surface monitoring systems supply information on the X
current state of the environment to the input of the models on an on-

line basis. .

In such a formulation ecological problems are regarded as a problem

in transport and accumulation of pollutants from the entire ensemble

of localized sources, which is solved both by the instrumentation of

the direct measurement (contact and remote):networks and: by

computations using models and data on general:.circulation of the
atmosphere, models of transport and accumulation of pollutants in

ground water, in water basins, in’soils and in the vegetation cover.

The computed data are calibrated using data from.the .netvork of

surface nd aerospace observations, but”in this case the density of

the surface network may be considerably reduced. Data on pollution

sources can be certified or measured by surface remote observation
-instrhments’.‘ In such a scheme, by computation methodsrbreaking down .
the contribution of individual sources of pollution for each region, :
it is possible. to determine the most significant sources of

unfavorable impact on the environment and accordingly .work out

optimum tactics ‘for preserving and exploiting -the .environment.-The .
ecological monitoring problem for the specific conditions prevailing

in Russia is viewed somewhat differently in this formulationm. The
impossibility of establishing a dense network of surface observation
points is compensated for by the possibilities of collecting data on

the transport and accumulation of pollutants, vhich are obtained

14
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predominantly using data on general circulation of the atmosphere.
These computed data make possible a more precise determination of
zones of more detailed surface monitoring. In addition,- the opinion
has been expressed that 'space monitoring methods make possible direct
effective detection of about 10% of the most important "pollutants."”
Accordingly, the conclusion is drawn that space moni:oring in general
is ineffective. However, in the proposed formulation in the
computation monitoring method for solution of the problem it.is
precisely space remote sensing which will make it possible to
organize the necessary network of initial data for mathematical
models of global transport. In this case lidar sounding methods,
which for the time being are regarded as secondary, acquire great
importance. The hydrometeorological prediction.obtained as a result
of operation of the predictive information system, in combination
with adaptive control models in different fields of economic
activity (transportation, power production, agricultural production,
etc.), whose efficiency to a considerable degree is dependent on
weather-climate changes, will make it possible to work out optimum
control at the level of an automated information system. A
combination of the predictive simulation procedure with the widely
used means and methods for evaluating natural resources and different
types of pollutants will make it possible to organize objective
surveys of natural resources and to improve technologies for the
production of food products, raw material, forest products, etc.

Predictive models of general circulation of the atmosphere also can
be used for predicting the occurrence of atmospheric catasgrophes.

Monitoring techniques can be used in monitoring natural resources and
also for detecting and many-sided warning of such dangerous phenomena
as forest fires, mudflows, floods, etc.

The use of predictive modeling in the development of projects for the
preservation and especially the restoration of the.environment will

. make it possible, first of all, to determine the priorities in
implementing specific projects for purification of the .effluent of
different kinds of production, proceeding on the basis of the degree .
of their many~sided impact on the environment, which will make it
possible to select an optimum strategy for the financing of this
work; -and second, will make it possible to carry out an objective
ecological expert evaluation of new projects associated with
substantial pressure on the environment.

The technical and information systems brought together by the project
for the first time will create a unique tool for global scientific
investigations of the environment and the results of such research
will constantly improve the system. Thereby the project will create a
technological “"shell” bringing together the processes of learning and

practice.

The proposed approach will give rise to a system of criteria which
will make it possible to anmalyze dif:erent costly projects for
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organizing definitive nonxtoring systems, regarding them from the
point of view of correspondence-to the requirements; proceedxng on
the basis of ‘the informational, ‘modeling, nucleus of the, system end o
the formed 1nformation product. . K . R .

la

Still another distxngulshxng feature of the GEM project is a
combination of multilevel monitoring with the integrated ’ .
telecommunication systen. Such a-combination, is responsible for the ',
special features of the economic model of the project. In the .initial
stages some of the profit from the operation of the, telecommunicstion
structures may be ‘used-in financing the remaining. components of the
project. Later the finamcial expendztures on implementation of tHe.
project may be recovered:by econcmic. efficiency from' the, ..
dissemination of the 1nformetion product formed by the system.

Technologies for Restoring the Environment end Globsl szety

By this is meent the organization and implementetxon of programs .
directed to the development .of, methods, the creetion of technical !
systems :and thel.forming. of special orgenizstxonal forms for the ' o
efficient use of the environment. Reference is:to. the construction of
special machines and creation of technologies tor restoring the D
environment, technologies for the processing of wsstes, technologies
and systems for restoring land resources; industrial technologies of
the closed cycle- type and-technologies for the purification of
wastes. Work on -the 'search for and introduction. of. new energy- .
conserving“technologies, 'search, for new, princ1ples for the creation
of ecologically safe and highly efficient energy sources,‘as well as’
the development of ‘such promising power.sources as. atomic energy, but
under the condition of -ensuring the safety of nuclear pover plants,
must occupy a special place. A detailed discussion of these mstters
w1ll be the subJect of an independent report.

-

Much has alreedy been, done and is being done in this direction.‘;' :
However, as for the global ecological monitoring technologies
considered above, the proposed.concept of the GEM prOJect forms a;
b551s for the ordering and. strengthenlng of . the purposeful direction o
‘of this work. : . . s . ‘
Within the framework of the pro;ect plans cell not only for the .
development 6f new technologies.and coordination of ‘the activity of n
organizations and services applying these technologies, but also the
formation of an organizational system ensuring their effective o
introduction and implementation of administretive .decisions made as a '’
-result of functioning of the. information block' of “the GEH project.

In- the" field of development of governmentel serv1ces, improvement ‘in

legislation and introduction of ideas into the, broad public awareness
" practical work will be carried out at the level of organxzstionel . ’
structures of the GEH, vhich will be dxscussed below, Ce

In the init:al stuge ot the GEM project the 'test range" for’ the =
perfecting of technologies for the efficient use of ‘the envxronment
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should be model centers for the moniforlng of the environment, the
first of which will be established at Pereyaslavl-Zalesskiy.

Concept of Organizational Hod‘el of GEM Project

General Principles

The organizational model of the GEM project must provide conditions
for its financing and self-development, must create conditions for
the most effective solution of technical problems and conditions for
effective interaction with governmental organizations.

The impact of the GEM project on Russian ecological policy will pass
through participation in the formation of government programs and by
means of practical participation in their implementation, providing
an information product and the technical systems of the GEM project,
as well as by making use of the intellectual potential embodied in
the GEM project, and work on the training of special bodies of
personnel. .

A nongovernmental, noncommercial GEM fund is proposed as the
principal structure of the GEM Project.

The organizational structure of the GEM project must be established
on the basis of the following principles:

—- organization of ‘independent expert councils for examining the
finalized project proposals and setting priorities;

~— governmental organizations by means of tax concessions and
centralized financing should ensure realization of these priorities;

-- organization of independent commercial organizations for systemic
research, carrying out research and development work, relying on
specific individuals and groups (development of author’s projects);

—- separation of governmental and gommerclal production organizations
from the project developers and coordinators;

-- organization of specialized implementation organizations;

-—- orientation on military structures in the operation of .
necollective" elements of the system (space complexes, computer
centers, communication lines, individual components of the surface

monitoring system);

-~ organization of permanently operating schools, seminars, etc. for
examining the different problems which arise in the project.

Org‘anizational Structures of GEM Préject

It is proposed that the structures enumerated below be activated in
the organizational stage of the GEM project.
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Russxon participation in the GEM progect will occur under the aegis

‘of the World Laboratory.-’ . o

The GEM Fund is being established for. implementing the- project, it is

proposed that the founders be: -

RUIE, Atomic Energy Institute imeni Kurchatov, Ecologicol
Environmental Monitoring ‘Station. (ESKOS).of the World Laboratory .
Branch in Russia, ‘Institute of Practical Problems in the Development.
of Society, KEI -Fund, "EKOKORDON," Kola Ecological Association, Kuban
GET, Salyut-KEI-Holding stockholding company, KEI BANK, KUBAN BANK,.
Kondor stockholding company, Cosmonaut Training Center, Programmed
Research Center, Russian Academy of Scierces, other interested
enterprisee and organizations. - N -

It is planned that the structure of the’' GEM Fund include en ,
Observation Council, Board of. Directors, Hanegement Oftice and’

0

Scientific-Technical 'Council, - I

The work of the GEM Fund vill be accomplished in interaction vith the
Russian Union of Industrialists and Entrepreneurs, agencies.in the

office of the president; organizations of the Supreme Soviet and

government of the Russian Federation. The tasks of the consortium
will include thé financial and resource support of the project, ,
direction of the overall scientific and practical activity . of the .

" project and support of coordination of international and Russian

governmental programs~and vork under the GEH Project.

A system of sc1ent1fic-technicel and coordxnating councils and
committees also is being organized: International Scientific-

Technical Council for-the GEM Project, coordinating .committee’ for the

project, respons:ble for interection between the GEH proJect and the

World Laborotory. - v A P
It is proposed that subcoc:ittees in the- following fields be e
orgenxzed within the framevork of the coordinating council:

P -
- systemxc-stretegic research on’ globel safety and efficient use of
the environment. problems in global modeling and adaptive control;

|- problems in etficient use of the environment. restoretion of the

R b -

envxronment. ‘.- . : e L . B

— problems in precticel ecological enolysis. ) r-'

- telecommunicetion technologies. global monitoring technologies.

PRI C g

- humanitarian’ problems. juridicol support. méans of mass -~ ;;

communicetion and educotion.

e .

- conversion and develop:ent of high technologies,

18
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-- international cooperation.

A coordinating committee on the problems involved in nuclear and
alternative forms of power production is being established.

Working groups and expert councils are being established in the
coordinating councils and subcommittees. Among the expert councils
plans call for establishing the following:

-- expert council on space information technologies and satellite
communication;

-- expert council on surface monitoring methods and instruments and
apparatus employed;

-- expert council on systemic planning problems;

Implementation-coordination functions for the project as a whole are
divided in the following directions:

-- scientific-methodological principles, aerospace and surface
monitoring, global aspects, interaction with the structures of the
Ministry of Science, Ministry of Ecology, State Committee for ChS
[expansion unknown], Russian Space Agency and subdivisions of the
World Ecological Laboratory;

-~ surface medium and regional aspects and programs;

-- systemic planning, telecommunication system, surface monitoring
facilities, surface subscriber information complexes, regional
centers, coordination of work on new technologies, coordination with
organizations of the Ministry of Defense and Federal Safety Agency;

-- computation complexes and systems;

—— means of mass information, organization of seminars, conferences,
schools and issuance-of publications;

Permanently operative seminars and conferences are being organized
within the framework of the consortium. Journals are being founded.

Regional Structure of GEM Project

The GEM project is open for proposals on the organizing of regional
centers and structures. The regional structures of the GEM project
must operate in interaction with UGEMS organizations. With allowance
for the established contacts and developments within the framework of
the GEM project even in the initial stage the following regional
structures are being planned:

Under the direction of the ESKOS a model regional center for
environmental monitoring is being established in the Pereyaslavl
~-Zalesskiy region of Yaroslav Oblast. The model regional center
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center will serve for perfecting methods and the instrumental-
apparatus base for physicochemical analysis and remote sensing, for
working out methods for the identification of satellite observation
data and determining the state of the environment (pollution of water
bodies, forest diseases), including using simulation of standardized
pollutants in local sectors, in vworking out information systems, data
collection systems, for establishing a center for ecological teaching
and training of personnel for making ecological expert evaluations,
for working out methods for joint satellite, aerial and surface
monitoring. The Pereyaslavl-Zalesskiy region, in addition, has
capabilities for perfecting methods for background ecological
monitoring and working out ecological reference standards. Here, in
addition, there are broad possibilities for working out geographical
information technologies for the processing of regional monitoring
data obtained from mobile laboratories.

Work is being carried out for establishing model regional centers:

Northwestern region (Kola Peninsula) on the basis of the Kola
Ecological Association. -

Southern region (Krasnod&r Kray) on the basis of the Caucasus
Regional Ecological-Information Center (director V. V. Abrashkevich)

and the Kuban GET firm.

Siberian region (Krasnoyarsk Kray) on the basis of the Krasnoyarsk
State University Scientific-Technical Center and the Kristall
Scientific Production Center.

Ural region, oriented on the perfecting of radiation safety methods
and methods for monitoring nuclear power plants.

In addition, the Russian part of the project is open for
participation to all states of the former USSR, which will make it
possible to solve problems which are in common for all, vwhich would
be beyond the capabilities of individual states, and also vill make
possible the restoration and improvement of communications in the
high-technology field. Thus, already in this stage it would be
feasible to bring in the Republic of Kazakhstan, vhere work on the
collection and dissemination of information is being developed
actively. [Large part of sentence illegible] and high nonuniformity
of stress of ecological conditions and presence of ecologically pure
zones are making it possible to carry out broad experiments for study
of the factors involved in the tramsport of pollutants, including
carrying out model experiments in poorly exploited territories, whose
danger will be incommensurably less than when nuclear tests, tests of
chemical weapons and hydromeliorative "experiments" vere carried out,
where enormous zones were formerly alienated for the needs of the
military-industrial complex. But these specifics of Russian
territories are creating unique possibilities for the practical study
of ecological problems which neither the European, nor North
American, nor most Asiatic well-developed countries have.
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Technological Support for GEM Project

In the practical realization of the GEM project it is proposed that
key Russian high-technology enterprises, institutes of the Academy of
Sciences and branch institutes will be involved and different small
production organizations will be established and drawn into work on
implementation of the project. It is planned that the use of high-
technology enterprises will be within the framework of conversion
with allowance for their developing field of specialization.

It is proposed that the following directions be defined within the
framework of the project:

—— control of the space monitoring and communication part of the
project, the global data transmission system (Vympel MGAK, Kometa
NPO),

{Sentence completely illegible.]

-- space and surface ecological instruments (Elas NPO, RNII KP),
multifunctional spectroscopic surface monitoring techniques
(Spectroscopy Institute, Russian Academy of Sciences), surface
techniques for calibration measurements of atmospheric parameters
(Atmospheric Optics Institute, Atmospheric Physics Institute, Russisn
Academy of Sciences);

-— space platforms of light and intermediate classes (Lavochkin NPO,
Central Special Design Bureau);

—— multifunctional space platforms with power plants (Mash NPO --
radar equipment, Salyut Design Bureau -- lidar equipment);

—- apparatus for lidar sounding of the atmosphere (General Physics
Institute, Russian Academy of Sciences, Atmospheric Optics Institute,
Tayfun NPO);

~-- apparatus for remote sensing in the radio range and geophysical
apparatus (Electronics Institute, Special Design Bureau of the Moscow
Power Institute, Applied Geophysics Institute);

—- mobile satellite communication system (Salyut Design Bureau);

—— launching facilities (Salyut Design Bureau, Energiya NPO};

-- systems for the processing of satellite information (Planeta NPO).
[Sentence completely illegible.]

For the development, initiation and implementation of the GEM
Project it is proposed that extensive use be made of defense systems,

as dual-purpose systems, and also the involvement of organizations of
the Ministry of Defense in participation in the project,
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in particular in the organization of the launching of space vehicles,
in organizing aerial monitoring and in the operation of the technical
equipment for control of the multicomponent monitoring and
telecommunication parts of the.project. This will mean the deflnlng
of a new function of the armed. forces for ensuring global safety.

A detailed determination of the organizations participating in the . .
project and their field of specialization will be determined in the -
course of development of the systemic work project and program.

Economic Model of GEM Project

The scheme for financing of the GEM project assumes primarily
extrabudgetary forms, realized through the GEM Fund, with involvement
of the resources of commercial and investment organizations and
regions and use of the profit from the step-by-step setting up of the
project. The sources of profit in the GEM project will be i
communication systems, furnishing of subscribers with .
telecommunication resources and the information product, as well as
implementation of local information collection and dissemination
projects within the framework of the GEM project. An important source
for support of the project will be its balanced participation in--
international programs. With respect to budgetary-sources, the GEM
project, having advantages over alternative projects, will make
possible the more purposeful use of the allocated sums, which  in
combination with other sources of financing will provide advantages
when carrying out governmental programs such as "Ecology of Russia,"”
"Ecological Safety of Russia,"” "Information Collection and
Dissemination in Russia" and Russian Space Agency programs. In
addition, with allowance for international cooperation the GEM
Project will ensure the development of high technologies having

. importance for defense. ’

The stage of development of the systemic work project and program, as
well as the implementation of individual regional programs, are
planned without drawing upon budgetary sources. Later on the GEM
Project will use budgetary financing only in the event that the
technical solutions and possibilities proposed by it exceed the
similar projects developed within the framework of governmental
programs. : .

It is proposed that use will be made of resources from enterprises
and organizations carrying out vigorous activity in use of the
environment, for example, as in the case of the ecological activity
of the European Economic Community. The working out of this scheme
could begin with the project for exploiting the gas deposxts of the
Arctic, drawing the Rosshelf consortium into participation in the GEM

Project.

Thus, the scheme for supporting the GEM: Project is intended for
transition to self-financing as. the rate of its implementation
accelerates. .
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Priority Measures

The support of the proposed project by the international community,
Russian industrialists and entrepreneurs, and also by commercial
financial organizations will provide conditions for its
implementation with a definite autonomy from the policy of
governmental organizations.

Upon receiving support for the proposed project, first of all plans
call for carrying out work in the immediate future on the final
structuring of organizational forms, on providing conditions for
participation of all enterprises and organizations interested in the
project.

For the detailed structuring of the project, more precise
determination of its general humanitarian content and technical
content and more precise clarification of the distribution of
participation among producing enterprises it is necessary to develop
the systemic project with respect to Russian proposals and to
coordinate them with international projects. As the sources of the
systemic project it is proposed that use be made of materials from
the EOS project, the IS GEO project and the "Global Russian
Monitoring Systems" projects.

The completion of the first stage in the work will be the holding of
an international conference on the Russian part of the GEM Project in
April=~May 1993 at which the principal problems defining the

practical content of work, its rates and financing methods must be
solved and put into finalized form.

Summary

In summarizing what has been said, we once again will mention the
attractive features of the presented proposals:

~-— for the first time a many-sided purposeful project has been
proposed which is oriented on extrabudgetary forms of financing,
{words illegible}, bringing together the attainments and capabilities
of very large Russian industrial high-technology enterprises, Academy
of Sciences, colleges, [word illegible] organizations and
enterprises, which is integrated into international programs and will
facilitate the more efficient implementation of governmental

programs in Russia;

-- this project is bringing together the best conceptual attainments
in the field of model representation of global processes, interaction
between anthropogenic and natural environments oriented on advance
response to the onset of ecologically dangerous events, adaptive
control of economic activity with allowance for natural environmental

changes;

-— the conceptual structuring of this project provides for a many-
sided purposeful orientation of ecological activity, involvement of
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the mass user in a truly advantageous use of its results, and it wili
make it possible to organize forms of industrial activity and mass
ecological awareness corresponding to the general world level;

~— this project offers a vorthy undertaking for the participation of
all key high-technology enterprises in Russia; the organizational
shell of this project, proposed in the form of a consortium, will
‘make it possible to override unnecessary competition of enterprises
and the struggle of departoental ambitions due to the participation
of highly professional representatives in a system of coordinating
committees and expert councils, ensuring the adoption of the most
objective and validated solutions. The project affords new
possibilities for the purposeful participation of both Russian
enterprises and specialists in the international scheme for division
of labor in the field of highly scientifically demanding technologies
and will make it possible to preserve .and multiply the scientific-
technical and engineering potential of Russia.
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1PoTO Ol ©0 HAMEPEHZAAKX

ropon MOCHRA ceHTadpy 1993 r.

OHTIO KOMETA ¢ Poccumickoft cTopoHH ¥ RTA CORPORAT ION ¢ AMeDpy-

KOHCKOR CTODCHN, HKMeHiyeMke B faubsefmeM "CTOPOHH" ofcyamix
NpeAMeT BO3MOMHCH COBMECTHCA ZeRTEJbHOCTH IO OPCEKTY GE£ES "Tac-
GambEHe HCCJeNCRAHMA OKpyXammed cpeld M 3KOJOT#H"” M ofmmMarsHe
3a9BJAKNT O CBCeM YYACTHM B pealMsaly NPOEKTa X 3aKT0UanT HacTc-
AU NPOTCKOX O HAMEPEHMAX B UeJAX:

- 20PeKTUBHOrO NMpHMeHeHHs PaspalGoTOK OCOPCHAEX OoTpactedl npe-
MEILIOHHGCOTY B WHTepecay YIYUNeEMA SKCIOTHM OKDyMARMmeA 2peXi 4
ACBEMIEHNA Ce3CTNCCTHOCTA OOEMX CTODOH; T

- yKpenaeHud JOBEDHS M B3A/MMONOHMMAHMA MeXIy Poceone;t 1 CllA:;

- yCKODEHHOTC BHeJPSEMY # [NDUMEHEHHMA CCRPEMEEH:X CLeaCTE
AXCTAHIMONHCrO 2CHAMPOBAHMA [NOPEDXHCOCTH OKeada, cyuii i aTMCCOEPE
B CHCTeMAaX JBOAHCIO NPMMeHeHHd.

CTODOHH JOCTHIIM JOTOBODEHHOCTH O HIRECJelyomiM:

1. CTOpOHH CCrJacuimch ¢ HeOOGXOTUMCCTHI pazpatorxu CHCTEMHO-
PO MPOEKTA GEES Ha nepBOM 3Tane.

2. Zran paspatoTku CHCTEMHOI'O [POERTA BHIOJHSeTCd Poccimtexon
CTODCHGH ¢ KoOfiepaled H BRIOYEST npoRejediie YACTHEX  JST-
HO-MODCKAX WCINTZHMA Ha NOAMTOHAX HCHOMHMTEIA I BCAMOXHC 28KA3-
Wika, HanpaBJeHHHX Ha yTOUEEHHe paFee NOMYYeHHHX SKCHEPUMEHTA.Ib-
HBX J&HHHX. - . .

3. B CHCTEMHOM [POEKTE AosxHH OWTH NPOQHAMMSHPOBAEH 3KCIEpU-
MeHTalbHbe RaHHHE W paspafoTasa apXWHTeKTypa MOJHCA CHCTEMH,
BRIOUAs KOCMAUECKHE ¥ ABMAIMOHHHE MIATEOPMH, uadOpMALICHEES IDH-
GOph AR AMCTAHILMOHHOrO B30HAMPOBAHMA, OPOTDaMMECE ofecnsyeHue
ApYTy¥e YacTY CHCTEMH.

4. 2ran paspafoTky CHMCTEMHOTO HOEKTA A ODeXBapUTRIbHEX Ie-
MOHCTPALMOHHNX MCIHTAEMA CIEHHBASTCA 700 000 moanapoB CHA #  du-
HaHcupyeTcd wepe3 RTA CORPORATION 3a cueT acCHIHOBaHUA CRIMeTa
CIIA.

5. AMepMKAaHCKad CTOpOBA NpHHMMAET BCE HeoGXOMMMESe MEeDH X
CKOpeMmeMy 3aKTIOUSHHMI KOHTPAKTa MeXNy RTA CORFORATION u IHIIO KC-



140

-9 -
&

META Ha paspatorky CHCTEMHCI'O IIPOEKTA ¢ 0643aTeIbCTEOM Ha 66myxo
cyMMy 700 OCO foasapos CA ¢ HAaGaloM OMJATH [0 CYETaM 33 EBHIIOI-
HeHMs 3TaNOB Cpasy locle NOAMMCAHUA KOHTPaKTa. Ha Kaxaom 3Tane
padoTH LOIMeH ONTh NpeIcTaBleR oOTYeT MNo (opwe, onpegeddeMon
KOHTDaKTOM. . )

6. CpoKk InpeICTaBIeHWA M paspaSorku  CHCTEMHOI'O  [IPCEKTA
PoccuiicKoR CTOPOHOR 1 TOZ ¢ Hauyada (MHAHCHDPCBEH:IA.

7. CTODOHH OTMEYaNT HEOOXOIMMOCTD HeMeIJeHHOT'C CO3J3HHA Op-
TaHN3aUMOEYON CTDYKTYDH, YCKOpAKmE#R npoliecc ofMeHa ONEPaTUBHOR
undopManMeR ¥ pa3paGOTaHHOA OpoAyKUMef B pameax npcexra GEES.

MopAZOK MepejauM NOKYeETAIMM, DODOBEfeHHA B3aANMODacueToB,
COXMM MCHCJb30BAHHA AHOODMALMHM, [epelaBaeMcyl CTOpCHaMit IpYT ApY-.
Ty U JpyTMe aCneKTH COTPYyAEWuecTBa CTCPGOH, HEOTOBODEHHEE B
HacToAmeM IllpoTokoge, oOnpeleldwTcs [eHepalbEHM MEMODEHIYMCM 0
npoexTy GEES, K 3aKJNUEHUS KOTOPOTO CTOPOHM CYZyT CTPEeMATRCH.

OT THIIO KOMETA . OT RTA CORFCRATION
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"APERAOXKEHHS
NHAO EKEOMETA

K DOCCHCKC-aMe PHKAHCKOMY [DCERTY
r70BAIbHENE HCCIEXOBAHNS
OKPYXANRER CPEJXHN M S3KOAOTHH

6EES

ceyTa0ps, 19982

OHOO KOMETA
MOCZX2BA, POCCHA
RTA CORPORATION

WASHINGTON, UNITED STATES
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CCCTCSAHME ECIIPCCA

COBMECTHEM DOCCUMCKO-aMEDUKAACKHUN NPCexT "TacGaibHie ACCle-
JCBadds OKpy#awIiel Cpeis M IKOJOrHH” (GEES) €yjeT HampasJgeHd Ha
CO3IEHIS AILOKCCMIURCKUX  CHCTeM IMCTABITICEHCTD 3CHIALCIAHUE IC-
BELXHOCTA OKeala, cymM H aTMCCHeDH B UHTSDEC3X SHOJACIAYECKITC MC-
HATCDMHIE, HCCJASHCBaNMA NDUPOLHEX DeCcypest SeMin!, Nodydeude HCOSi
JaEHEK A4 (YHIGMEETAJNLHHX MCCJAEICPAHMN, XOMISSKCHCID DE3BUTHR
cHcTeM OGOpOHHCD HasHaueHdd JJd OCRIeD KM XOHUSMITLI oTparerdusc-
Kors papsoBecus, ofechovyedya SezcrecTHooTZA CHa o rfCCIH o7 =ce-
MCHEOrT HaleisHEdl CO CTOPOEH THeTHHX CTLAE.

B Hoo7osmes BpeMa ofeMy CTTAEAMM HAMONISH SFSUMTSIDELN OOaT
B pazpaforke  3ddexTHRAMY HMHEODMAIDICHHEL! CHCTeM ¥ IpHGCDoR 15
IUCTAMLMCHHOrO HaClomeHua 3eMIy, OCCCeHHC 2 AHTerecax CLODOBEH,
KOTODHE MOTYT C ycOexXoM NMUHUMeHATHCS ANd CCHArYVMeEUA A ACCIeIo3a-
HAA aNCMaTIMY OKDYXalmes CDENH HA BOJHCA NCEeLXHICTH, CYyIM X B &T-
Mocdeze.

FpOMe TOTC CO3JaHH yEMKAIbHHE KCOMAYeCKYe LIaTECpMH X azie-
LHCHH e JeTANIMe JaCCpaTCpHA E3 KOTCPHX DasMeTesd JaTwfcf JUCTaH-
LMCHHOT'C uccxenosaam OKDYX2KmeA. Cpey. PcCoUnCKAMH ¥ aMepUKEHC-
KAMM y4YeREMY  paspafoTaEd (MBMUECKHe o MHQCDMALDMOMEEE MCISJIM
pas JIMUEHX OGBEKTOB HEOJMDEeHMd ¥ KOHTPOAA, KOToUHe IO2BCISOT ONTH-
MAInHEM O6pa30M PCeKTHPORATH a3PCKOCMUYeCKie JaTwii ¥ LIaTdep-
ML [O3TOMYy, C [eJbD OOBeAMHEHUA HAYUHO-TeXIAYECKHX NOTEHIMAETCB
Poceyy ¥ CIIA B cCJACTY MUMCTAHIHOHHOr'O MOHYTCOYATE, pCCCHACIORMM M -

aMepHKIHCKYMY yJeHLMH [OpefiaraeTcd OCYymeCTBATD COEMECTHHA [PCEeKT
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GEES, B pamikaX KOTOpPOro ZOMLXHH OWTh pefieHH BONDOCH, CBR3AHHEE C
paspatoTKOA KOHLENIMY COZJaHMA CHCTeM JMCTAHIMOHHOrOo 3SOHAMDOSA-
HUsI, TDOBefleHMeM  TEOPeTHUECKHMX H IKCIEPUMENTAIDHEX MCCAeIOBEHUA
aHOMAJWA OKDYXaNmed CpeliH, coanamre& 6aHKOB W3MEeDUTEJbHOA U MO-
TeasHOR MEGopMalMM o6 MEQODMATHMBHHX NIapaveTpax OKDY»ermel Cpel,
CO3JaHMeM aNnapaTyDHEX CPeACT3 HalMofeHds,  cacTeM ofpadoTy #
ApaHeHYA COJBIMY NCTOKOB HHGOpMALMM, OCYTMeCTBARHMM IeMCHCTPalMCH-
HLX TDOSKTOB € JEACTEYOIMMM CHCTEMAMH, DacnpOCTDAHeHMeM NOMyueH-

HOX MHEGOPMALMK
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OED 3 GAIAT] IPOEVTA

‘.
w

Hesmo mpoexra GEES dBazeTCs NDOBeLSHUE HEyYHO-ACCIeNORATE. Ib-
CHAX ¥ ORETHO-KOECTDYKTOPCKMX paGoT IO CO3ISEHS X COREDWEECTRCRE~
HAO A3DOKOCMAUSCHHY CHCTEM RUCTAMIMCEHSTC SOHIADCZANNS Sewily 173
pemeHAd 3aNAY IKOJOIMUCKOTO MOEWTGDUETA, IICCASIOBANNE IPHDCIHNLIC

DPecyTCOS, KOETDPOJR 3a DacIDOCTDENEHMEM A TiMe:

eM CTLaTeryyeCKuX BOCPYxemml [Ipu Qa.épaéora:e SYZyT CeZSHH CJeIyT-
I/e OCHOBHHE 2alaul: _

i. PeaapadoTaHa KCHLSMIMA aspcxcé.\ﬁ:qecy:cﬂ ZHCTEMH z.iﬂ oGHEany-
HEEWS J DACMNOZEZBAHUT AHOMRTHY IDUPONECH Co2IH.
_ 2. Q03Iasa oNTHM2IbEad ADXATEXTYDE CACTEME, BKICUACHSH =CC-
MIUECKAS, &BHAUMOHHME U APYyTHe NJaTECDME C IACTIHINICHHEMI! IaTuM-
Kamu, oéecnemabnmw HafJoneHNe 32 paaIfuH:MHI cGexraMz 8 coTu-
YECKOM U DALHOLNANA30HaX COeNTPa JSJAeKTDOMAETZHTHOTD MBAYYEHAS ¢
MBKCMaDHEMY KOHTDACTEMHA, BHCOKONPOUSBCIMTS R ENe BNUMCIANTEJSbELS
KOMILISKCH OCPaCCTHY WHCODMAITA, [DOTDAMMEC-RITCDATMIYSCMDS cfec-

3. Tposegey aHas CYORCTIYRDEN KOCMAYSCKSA yESCDMAIND! 10
pasaMysEM 06BeKTaM HaOINEeHMd, DaCTOJCNSHHHX 3 CKeaze Ha Cyme X
arMocepe ¥ NPOBeCHM 3KCOEDUMEHTH B [a3.LINHHX AKBATCDUSX OKEeaHa,
Hag paafzwmwm YUSCTKaMM CYWM ¥ B arMocgere IR YTOUHEHUA STOX
HEGCDMALIH. '

4. OCYmEeCTBIeHA paspaloTKa CHCTEM ¥ UX GTISJBHHX COCTABHEX
yacTed. '

5. [poBegeHH ZSMOHCTPALMORHHE HATYDHHEe HCONTAHMA C UCICIB30-
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IEPBOOUEPENHHE OEJM HABJKMEHMT DPCEKTA GEES,

3 pamKax npoexta GEES GYAyT NDCBEeNeHN SHOMeDMMENTATBEHS Aco-
JCLOBEHAS XADAKTEDHCTAK MOZCTAIAKEEN MOBEDXRCCTA U atMocteps ©
e ZB0 REMOHCTDALMY BOBMOXHOCTEN 33POKOCMIYECKHX CHCTEM NG ONpers-
JGHITO NApAMETPOS AHOMAIMA B OKDY¥aKmEe! Cpele BHABANEHX MDUDOINHEMH
¥ aNTPONOTeHHEEMY JaKkTopaMit JeMOHCTDAalMCHHHE :4cn‘=rrasza.§ ToxmmE mo-
vasaTs PPEKTUBECCTD NOCTPOSHAA A3POKOCMULECKH CUCTeM IIa peme-
HUA 0OCOGC BAXHHX 3a0aY B 00IACTYM OKeaHOJOT¥H!, IiADCJCTZ, 'Mefrec-

POJOray, KIMMATOJCIAM,6e300aCH30CTA CTDAH - YUACTHMKOB OTCSKTAE.

i. &mmswmmmmmmm

3ajaua 1.1. JcclenoBaB®e B3aUMOASNCTBAR OKS2HA ¥ arMocdeph B
3CHAY aKTHBHOIC 3HEProolMeHz.
Temb: Tocepoenue (MaMuUecKAX MoZeJed fTendc- A

praroofMesa MEXNY OKeaEOM i aTmocdepoi.

3anaya 1.2. MccheloBaHwe NPOCTDAHCTBEHEON CTDYKTYDH MOPCKOrQ



B3agava 1.3,

Sagaua 1. 4.

2. 3amauM B

3anava 2. 1.
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BOJESHMA, M3MEpeEMe NIOMANM ¥ TeMNepaTypH no-
BePXHOCTL -

feas: CupefeleEMe IDABKIl ¥ CHSDOCTH TEUEHXR,
Da3MEDCE M CKOPOCTER IBUMPHIA DUETOR, MEAHITOZ,
BUXDeY, BCNCEOPCTOB CHHONTHGSCKOro Macmrabos,
CKOPOCTY CDHIIOBEDXHOCTHOIG BETDA.

ficcoei0BaRMe B3AMMOJERCTEUT SCTECTBEEENY TZIDC-
GU3MYECKHX NMPOLECCOB C MODCKOA NOBEDXHOCTHI.
Tear: [bayuesyue JaHEMX INA CCEJAEYMT MONEISH
B3aMMOJeACTRUA SEYTDEEHUX BOIX C MCDCHMM

BOJLHeHeM

Jccnefosanre CHONPOAYKTABECCTI OKeaHa, 3arpasHe-

Ml MODEeR OpraMMuecxumMA ¥ ZedTIHMM IJeHvaMid.

lems: oiyuesue JAHHHY O 3a@rps3HeHSX oMeakz Hed-
TeNDOJyKTaMy A CTOKAMY ODONBECICTB, COCTOAHKS
me;b(POBHX 80B AKTUBHOTO PHOCJCBCTBA U UCTKYCTEBEHHEX
coopyXeEMA (OPTOB, KYPOPTHABX 30H, HeSTAHEX II2THODM

“HT.8).

06JACTM METEOPOAOrMH K KDAMATOI0IMOL

YiccleficBaHAe JMHAMMKM OGJEUHCIO MOKDOB2.

fem: OmpefeleHHe BepXEER I'DaHMLH OCIAYHOTO HOKPOBA,
CKODOCTH® PacOpOCTpaHeHMs OOIAKOB, BJAro- ¥ BOJO-
COfepXaERe, TOMIMHH, amb0erno.



Zanaua 2.1. Jccaencsauue FasOBEX M 23D03CBHE KOMIOHSHT aT-
McedepH. ' '
Dear: DodyyeHHe M Co3Z2HMe Jakxka JaHHEX o
BECGTHOMy DACOPeZeNSHMIC o HCEUSHTDRITM BORIHOTC
napa, YTISKHCIOTO rasa, GCEcH:, a3ocTHed CoemymHe-

ga, xacpdropueTrada ¥ EpyTd.
3. 3azauy B COJRCTH GEZCMCTHOCTH

2anaya 3.1, HCCISIORAKMe AHOMADIT  MCDCKCR  NCESDLEOCTH,
CEYCICEISHELY SCTECTRSHEEMY A MCORYCTESHEEMU
Ebammesmwﬁ ‘deﬁcﬁ CpeZel
Teap: PaspaloTKa A CO3A2KNE JISHUSCKAX MOZeded

aNOMEIMA YODCKOA CpefH, BHOESARHIK IEAMEHNEM

OOTpYyXSHEHY [CIZBOIREEX X HBI3CIHEX CG'béi‘ZTOE.

éanaqa 3. 2. MYecaenopaie Qoaoso-neneaoﬁ'oc,cu‘aﬂosm g3 aKea-
TopUSX MHDCEOTO OKeaza.
"Hexs: PaspaSoTia ¥HGODMAIDIOHHEYX MoTelex €00 xus
' cozJaHud a3pOKOCMUUECKOX CHACTEMH nnc'rammcﬁzéoro '

3CHIMPOBAHAR.

Sajauva 3.3. MccraezopaHME CTPYKTYDH MOBEDXHOCTHMX CRelOB AEBH-
HyIHMXCAd NOKBORHHX ¥ HANBCZHEKX OCTBEKTOE.
Hems: Coafiade AATOPUTMCB KiazccAPHKAaIMY COBEKTOB
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STAITHCCTL PAECT.

CTCCOHY JOrOBApUSELTCE O DO3TANHOM BEGIOAKSHMM DatCT, KOTODHE
6yayT BLOCJHEHH B HAIDABACHUYM PEaM3aAlMM A3DCKCCMHYECKO! CUCTEMH
IMCTEHLUOEHCTO 30ZIYMpCEaEMd. Ha HauaTHsX 3TagaX padoTH hpopata-
TERAKTCA A 2HATMBADYITCH BO3MONHME ZTbTeDHAT/BHME BADUAITH HOCT-
. DOl CHCTEM C FUESTOM ZOIMOXHOF 2XOHCMMU 2
HCTIOAb3CBaKHeM CYMPCTRYELNErO HAYUHO-TeYHINeCHOTs 3alleda 3  YBCTA
ABHAIGICHENY ¥  KOCMUYECKAX HoCUTeJe? ¥ MAaTEoDM, WHQOPMALMOHHHX

HaTWSIKCE, CHCTeM § Oporpawmd ofpaboTd LaHx:HX. o Ie3yIBTATIM

DECCMOTDEEAR BCEX  BADHANTOR ¥ ISMOHCTLAILIOHHMX MCCIeIOBAHMA Ha
HocJaeNyemMX sTanax IEN0 HROMETA 1 RTA CCRFCRATION 20872KT 230CKCC-

MUUECKY® CACTEMY,  MDORORAT JeMCHCTDRUMCHHES SKCHSDUMEHTH 1 3KC-
nIyaTaiuo. SKCNepUMEHTANbEHe [aHHHe, TOJYUeHKHe B MpoUecce DasoTH
CcHCTEMH, PACcHPOCTDAHALTCS Ha KOMeDYecKCc] ocunBe, COTeMH $uEaRCHpC-
BaHUS Kaxioro aTana JCNNMEN ONpeleSThCs 3 KOHL: Npemsiymero 3Ta-

na.

Pafora Haj npoekToM GEES NPOBOZUTCA [0 CJASIYOIMM 3TalaM

1 un arTan - BupafoTKAa Wosmemmu GEES ¥ npeseH- - 3-4 KB. 93
TalMA OpoeKTa

2-0on aran - [lpoBeficHKe UACTHHX IKCHEDMMEHTAMBHHX - 4 K3. g4 r.

-

-,
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HCCJAeNOBAHMR C CYWECTBYNIMMU CHCTE
MaMH
Pazpaoria CACTSMHOI'Q NPOEKTa &3po-
KOCMAYECKOR CACTEMH
Cosfadie aPMAITICHUEN Y KCCMAeCHMX
KOMTISKSOR ————
I'poBeZeEne JeMOHCTDAUAOEHEY 3IRChe-
PHMSHTOB
HoMMepuecKas SHCHORYATAIMA CHCTSMH

&7 T
(yroudsaTed)
2CCC r.
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OEMEE VEQOPMAITER

fpM BLMOJESH#M NpOrDEMME SFCHSPUMEHTEI:HEX PacoT MeXIy AMe-

26T OCYEFCTEAATRCA GCIE

pUK2ECECH ¥ Poccyickoft CTopoHaMu O

¥
IBYXCTODCHEAY AHPODMEIMCHEH®  COOMeH B DaMHEX COBMECTHMN SXCRED%-

ST e

MEHTCE. [A9 OGECHSTEHUR SCEMSCTIROOTY MESCIMGISH: CTCpCHH paspata-

THBAT ¥ MCNOJB3YIT OAKHAKOBHE MHTEPOEZCH Zai CToCpamesysd, Xpane-
HAS ¥ GOpaCOTAM METCDMaiMA. TCATOMY 3 DaMKeX nroexTa GEIS ¢ Lemp

COKpAMEHAT CDOKOB CC3I2xHi ASLOKCCMIUECKTSH < My LeJecccdpacEn.

I0ATVD

UCHCABSCEAHHE DOCCHMCHCH M aMEDUKaHCKCA SINSpaiy P

ONT HakclJIe:sHs® [pA JZe‘I;HHX SPZCZQ;.H‘}'EEX He, HaYeabIAY STa~
max AoJuked OWTH MCOCAE3CBAH ODHU COS'HS.E}!H"/I SRCOSYaTa IcCae e
EMX ICKOJZEHMMA cucTeMH. JUIf STOTD COSZIE.E’I;CS CCBMeCTHAA rpynia dia-

HUADOB&HMA ¥ YOpaBIEEHA.
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OLOEHKA CTOMCCTY

OHIO XCMETA [CpoM3Relda I[IPEABApPUTEDHYC  CLEHKY  CTOMMOCTH

gpcexta GEZD GpM KCTCPCA FmiT2lUCh CAeIYHIMs SCHORHRE NOJACKSHAI:

- CTGHMMCCTD pazspalCTKZ4 ¥ CO3akdAd To{EiuecHui CDeECTZ,

062CIeUMBANIMK BHLICJHEE®E  TpeCOBEHMA TIXZXSCHOTO 3aladMA Ha
poexT B UeJoy,

- CTCHMOCTh  JpCReZREMd  BHCCZPHMEHTaTLHEA patoT C© yusTOM
NPUSJSUSHUA KOCMAYECH LIATPOPM, ABUAIMICEEHK HICYTeJER, OYHKTOE
OpieMa # o6pasOTKA MEQOPMAIMA, BXKICUAT TEXHiuecHle M2LECCHOmEXHHe,
baapa:omy ApcrpaMicrs ofecHsueEMA U JOLGAHKTSILHNA CLSHCT3 CBA3HY,

- CTOMMOCTD paspacoTicy OporpaMMbl 3KCISpIMEATOB,

- CTOMMCCTD pafoT KoomepaUyy, HOpK3JIeKasCA HE OTISIBEEX
3Tanax paboTh,

- CTOMMOCTD YSTOTOBIEHNA HECKOBKMX KOMIA-XTCB &35apaTypH,

- fegTeJbHOCTH COBMECTHOA TPYHNH KOODMARAIMM A NIAHUDOBAHNA
B N2D#CE paspaloTKdA NpOeKTa. '

C yueTOM . BHIE K3JOMSHEOIO CTOMMOCTD IpOERKTA MOMET COCTABUT:
or 115 po 190 MLLDOEOB JoXLiapoB CIA. 3Ta oueHke #ABJGeTCd
ApeIBapUTeJbHOR ¥ MOXET WBMEHATHCA KAK B CTOLGHY yBEMMUSEMA - LpH
YCJOBMM BHABIEHMS JONOJHMTeIBLHWX Dacxojos, Tak X B CTOPOHY
yMEHDbIEHU - npH §CIOBMH ONTHMETHEGTO NCOOJb30BAHUA
HAYUHC- TEXHHUECKOTO # TEXHOJOTMYECKOro 3ajeis, EAKONISHHOTO 3

ITHIIO HOMETA.
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ATTACHMENT 12
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SPALE RESEARCH INSTITUTE
ACADEMY OF SCIENCES, RUSSIA

. Applisd Space Physics Department

Moscow, 117810, G§P=7, Profsoyusnaya 04/32,
FAX (7)0%E 333-10-56,
Phone 393-52-79, Telex 421498 STAR 8U

FAX Numbar: 187 &3 70

TO: B,Rexethalexr, DARNAUKA, 1ISA
Robin Armani, Bdudapest, Hungary

octobar 21, 1993

Deayr Douglas, Daar Robin,

2 resaived Douglas PAX October 19,1993,

1, I agree with all "genaoral sorm" in I.3. Eapecialy 1'd like to
note that according tu "Gor-Chesnomyrdin Space cCommerce
Agrsament! market sellings from Russia are limited by cost (frem
below!) and in nunbers. Do investigate, pleass, this agreement in
detail, Sinos this agresment is existing, it will be bettar to
work through Russian space progran With using American money,
batter through ISMA-IRI with participation Mr.Porter in l6MA at
£lrst step, and next - to establish "Geospace Foundation" with
Nr.Porter as the Prssident, and Douglas &s the Vice~Presidsnt.
This reundation will ooliact money from private and governmental
organizsations and work in Russia through I8MA-IKI and other
similar structures.

In suoh frames coste can be like you want,

2. US~TM can bs launched by Russian sstellite during next twe
vears by cost lass than é0M (lnoluding launch).

3. Us-TM can be installed on spesisl Almaz together with 2-3
freguency SAR and mov-radiometers by cost 180N (including launch)
in 3 years.

4. Russian satellite with BAR of 3 or 10 om wave length (with the
same rosolutien as ERE-1 but less swath) ocan be launched in naxt
two years by cost 60N (including launch). .

5. To BtArt "the etudy progress’ and to make it in 2-3 month it
ie necessary to get not less 200K, it will depand on particular
datails of your requirements and organisations whioch 1 can draw
into suah work.

6. Wavea lengths chosen for Almas-iB SARs according to our
recomandations ars optimal for several tasks:

a) soil moisture, structures of vegetation and forest can be
better determinated by SAR=10 and 70 em; .

») oil seaps and sliaks on watsr surface -~ SAR-] and 10 om;

c) internal ocean phensmenn, botSOR mapping = BAR 10 and 70 om;

d) geolegical survey, undersurface wate? datection, and mapping -
SAR"70 and 10 om;

s) determination of Wind velogitysdirection, sea-surface
tamperature sna thickness of oil sepots - by radiometer
(multibeam) at & and 0,8 om (laster with polarimetar), and
polarimeter-spectronater 0,8; ),8; 2,35 onm.

7. Global spsce menitoring of Environment according te “Gor-
chernomyrain Agresment" will be realised by state seructurest
NASA, NOAA, Russian Acadamy of Beiencss, Russian Space Agency, ve
and Russian "Ministry" of environmental protection.
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8. I think it vwlll bo much much better i€ you and My.Porter -
invizo ma (with Znna) in neut two wook to viasit USA (wa havg US-
vioaol). I bepe that togoshorp Mr.Pewter both of you and soms
othors We 60R in one-two wock to find eptimal plan for ocur
coeporation on cpace and ecologiacal problem. .

Sincorgoly yours
7 V.Etkin
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&2 HINO numochoas

HAYHHO-TIPOHIBOACTBEHHOE

OBLEAUHEHHE To : Mr. Douglas Rekenthaler
MALIKHOCTPOEINS RTA Corporation

143952, Mocxosexan ova,rPeyron, yalarzpuns 33 President
MAKC: (095) 302.28-01

N [V T o 1937 Fax: €301 ) 83¢ - 6250

Dear Douglas,

Thnnk ou very auch for the deta;led cumments and information
about the scope of the existing 1n your country opinions
concerning the remote sensing erLrams continuation.

In this letter 1t would like to tell you qur view, first of
all in regard to the third part of ygur %ax 5ated October

19,93,
ve'think i gosTible to consider the variant of creation of a
sate

conmercia ite on the base of the aAlmaz platform with
coulgibutian af bn

n this case, participagion of the parties could be as
ollows:

Russia

GeppTEEiarm Rt RS RSARERSEEN SRl

novement cTntrol

Eﬁermoregg Xtion

onboard automatics
telemetry

Remote sen s1n and data tranﬁmxssiun systems:
goe-fregugncg

ector
onbaa evice {o; radar data sxntheszs
senrc ¢ uxsmen or data transhission via

-sa
$a87ss ata transmission channe! equipment

- wide-swath
USA

The spacecraft cogglﬁg;g :§§¥ems of Landsat-type
- equ men etcggnnel for data transmission to
- taﬁl §r or cgr%elatlon of signals coming from
%sth i?esensors

ata collector.
such variant corresponds to prices and terms indicated by
¥ shall be pleased if these data are of use for you.

Respectfully yours jéﬁf /é///
pagel a./Shirokov
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NOVEM.BE\R 17, 1993

MR. DOUGLAS REKENTHALER
PRESIDENT AND CEO

RTA CORPORATION

3400 JENNINGS CHAPEL ROAD
WOODBINE, MD 21797 USA
FAX: 1-703-418-8262

AND

MS. ROBIN ARMANI
MANAGING DIRECTOR
VITRO-SAAS, LTD.

MAGYAR U. 36

H-1093 BUDAPEST, HUNGARY
FAX: 36=1-266-9225

DEAR COLLEAGUES:

I AM APOLOGIZING FOR MY T0O LATE ANSWER TO YOUR FAXES OF
NOVEMBER 2, BUT CONVENTIONAL RUSSIAN NOVEMBER VACATIONS
ALONG WITH PREPARING ARD BEGINNING MY VISIT TO ITALY
INTERFER ME TO MANAGE GIVING APPROPRIATE .COMMENTS TO YOUR
IMPORTANT PRESENTATION AT THE SENATE COMMITTEE.

HOWEVER IF IT POSSIBLE AND MAY BE USEFUL IN FUTURE I WOULD
. LIKE TO PROPOSE TO YOU ONE THING IN ORDER TO MAINTAIN
EXISTING AMERICAN DOMINAKNCE IN THE PIELD OF REMOTE SENSING.
IT WILL BE QUITE NATURAL TO SEEK FOR A GOVERNAMENTAL
ASSISTANCE TO SUPPORT THE COOPERATION HAVING ORGANIZED YET
BY YOU IN THE FORMER SOVIET UNION HAVING IN MIND BOTH THE
TECHNOLOGIES DEVELOPED IN RUSSIA BEFORE AND A FUTURE
PROSPECTIVE MARKET IN TBIS COUNTRY FOR THR RELEVANT
PRODUCTION. EUROPEAN EXTENSION OF THIS COOPERATION CAN BE
FIXED IN THE LIMITS OF A GENBRAL NETWORKING PROGRAM WITH
PARTICIPATION OF KEY WESTERN AND BASTERN SPECIALISTS
INCLUDING BUSINESSMEN. I THINK THAT YOU HAVE SIMILAR IDEAS
BUT WE SBOULD HARRY TO FILL THE VACUUM SINCE SEVERAL PURE
EUROPEAN PROJECTS ARE R(OW STARTING.

YOURS SINCERELY,
/g—' S LA

KONSTANTIN I. VOLIAK
INTERNATIONAL PROGRAMS
HYDROPHYSICS COUNCIL
RUSSIAN ACADEMY OF SCIENCES
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STATEMENT OF ROBIN ARMANI, MANAGING DIRECTOR,
VITRO-SAAS KFT

Ms. ARMANI. Mr. Chairman, thank you.

As you know, I am the Director of an American-Hungarian joint
venture corporation, and so I have quite a different perspective,
being a small company and being based in Europe. I have had to
make both a conceptual and a cultural leap to establish this com-
pany and to compete in Europe. I went to Europe from a back-
ground that included time in DOD. And I went to Europe looking
at the systems market, the software market, and the scientific ap-
plication market, including but not limited to remote sensing.

When I went to may first European remote sensing conference in
Hungary, I expected to teach. Instead, I was taught.

From my perspective, having been both a user and an applier
here and now serving the European market from Hungary, I think
that Europe in general appreciates commercial imagery and remote
sensing in a way that we in the United States do not. The Amer-
ican view has always been and remains as you hear today, from
the national systems perspective. Historically, these commercial
sensors like LANDSAT have been viewed as competitive and not
complementary to our national systems. This has hindered our po-
sition in what is a growing and very important future market.

The different types of imagery under discussion today of course
are complementary. The power and the synergy in this information
comes when they are integrated. And as Mr. Araki pointed to one
technology, the Geographic Information System area, this is the fu-
ture market: the integration of different data sources to get the an-
swer.

The commercial customers in Europe are not so much focused on
what kind of image or what the resolution of the images is. They
have questions—land resource questions, environmental ques-
tions—and they need an answer. They want the most bang for
their buck. And it is through these technologies, integration tech-
nologies using sources, some of which are behind you today, that
they get these answers. In my view, the market will be dominated
not by companies who focus overly on the data or the imagery
sources, but on companies who focus on supporting these informa-
tion requirements.

You have a few product samples behind you, Senator. I have
been impressed by the advanced nature of the applications I saw,
particularly in Hungary and Russia. I would like to point just to
one of them, which is behind you and also in the written testimony:
it is a topographic image map produced by the Hungarian Remote
Sensing Center in 1987. This was during the COCOM era, a time
when our own applications were as restricted as the technology we
were seeking to protect. I was very surprised to see the level of ca-
pability, knowing they had no Sun Workstations, only PCs on
which to do this work. But they were doing it. And their work
today is equally excellent.

Let me look briefly at the three segments of the commercial im-
agery market, because I was asked to address the European mar-
ket specifically. In terms of multispectral imagery, of course, we
hold a tremendous market share with LANDSAT imagery. This has
been, for 21 years, our biggest market share. It is an important
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‘market. It is used in Europe and in Asia for many applications, in-
cluding resource applications. It is. particularly important for a re-
gional view. - ‘

Radar imagery, on the other hand, as you know, Europe, Canada,
Japan, and Russia have invested significantly in commercial radar
systems. This is an area where we are not playing today. The Rus-
sians in particular have taken a different approach both to the sen-
sors and to the processing of the data—an approach which they
claim is superior to our own for both military and for resource ap-
plications. I have at least one customer in Europe—in Western Eu-
rope—who is buying that Russian technology because he and we
are convinced that it is superior for a particular application, which
is the detection of water in deep underground locations in a desert '
environment. : .

In terms of the panchromatic imagery, of course there is a mar-
ket for higher resolution data, because today our applications are
limited to what can be done with SPOT, for example, at 10 meters,
to sharpen LANDSAT imagery. Higher resolution imagery is espe-
cially important for cartographic applications because of the posi-
tional accuracy. - .

My colleagues in Europe tell me that only 17% of the world is
mapped at the scale of 1:25,000, and the reason there is such a def-
icit 1s in part because the cost of flying the aerial photography is
so prohibitive that it just doesn’t pay to update these sources. We
could contribute, of course, with higher resolution data.

We need to recognize, of course, that Russia is already in that
market with two meter data from their national systems. I have an
example of that data to my right, to your left—Gary Sojka is point-
ing to that—which a German company has processed as a digital
orthophoto. The Russians have made a point to let.us know that
they are re-sampling their national imagery. This is far less than
its potential, of course. They are talking about the release of two
foot imagery in the context of the U.S. decision on commercial im-
agery. If we decide to release our national imagery, then of course
they will re-sample their imagery differently. : .

Now we need to also note that the Russian two meter imagery
is not selling well now. This may be partly due to the poor market-
ing and the distribution problems. But it also could reflect some-
thing about the price of the data and the readiness of the market
to absorb it. - :

There is a business lesson in the Russian experience that we
need to look at before we consider our own commercial systems or
the viability of our own national data. Price and the ability to de-
liver the product to the customer is critical. It is more critical than
the resolution of the data. And it is something that we have to be
prepared to do, whether we do it commercially or whether the gov-
ernment has a role. We have to be able to keep pace with the mar-
ket, consider the response—if, for example, the Russians release
more capable data—to remain competitive. In short, if we are going
to do it, we have to do it right and to succeed.

I was asked to address the European strengths and intentions in
the commercial remote sensing market. I see five or so strengths.
Europe, like the Canadians, have targeted space technology as a
_strategic area for the future. They have a comprehensive space pol-
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icy and a long term plan that includes earth observation. And this
policy that specifically includes a strong industrial policy that is
targeted on making their industry—the European industry and of
course the Canadian industry in the case of RADARSAT—competi-
tive on the world market. They have a global focus. They are grow-
ing a new generation of users throughout the world.

At one conference I attended in the Netherlands, there were over
a thousand representatives from 79 nations. The participating
countries spanned the continents and included China, Iran, Libya,
other countries in Africa, the Far East and South America.

Russia has made some overtures that are unprecedented for us
in terms of offering joint remote sensing programs. They have of-
fered to jointly develop our next generation remote sensing systems
at a capability starting with a LANDSAT 6 look-alike and adding
different capabilities up to a combination of a LANDSAT 6 with a
three frequency imaging radar, which they believe they could
launch in two to three years, for between 60 and $150 million.

One of the important questions I received was how we can assure
U.S. dominance of the commercial imagery market while protecting
our security interests. I think we first have to recognize that we
are not pre-eminent in commercial remote sensing today, particu-
larly when we look at the application and the ability to integrate
the multiple data types. I think we have to get back in the game,
re-establish our leadership. But we can probably do it best through
a policy of inclusion and not of direct competition. In other words,
I would like to grow the remote sensing pie instead of cutting it
into smaller slices and fighting over those slices with the French,
the Japanese, the Russians and so on.

I have some specific recommendations in my written testimony,
which include that the United States should create and fund a joint
integrated remote sensing program with the participation of U.S.
industry and government and with Russian industry and govern-
ment. I think we might also consider inviting Europe and the Japa-
nese to participate, perhaps in terms of building the duplicate pro-
gram we need to be sure we succeed.

It is essential that we maintain LANDSAT data continuity and
add capability. This is our market today and this is an area where
we risk losing our market if we don’t act to restore program integ-
rity and to replace LANDSAT 6.

We also need to shift our focus from sensor design to data use.
The Europeans have changed their focus under the pressure of
budget reductions. We require similar budget action. _

We need to revitalize our exploitation and application tech-
nologies. These are a little bit stagnant. Today they are too expen-
sive to compete in Europe and they are somewhat limited in pro-
duction capabilities.

To summarize, I have had an exceptional opportunity to witness
and work in the European environment, and I see them very com-
mitted to establishing space leadership. They have plans, policies,
budget commitment, high level support. They have got their infra-
structure built already. They have included industry in a key role.
They have developed their own global market by training students
from the Third World. They have it all, right down to glossy adver-
tising brochures that clearly state the mission, which is to support
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global environmental monitoring and sustainable development, and
specifically to promote growth of the European industrial base.

Thank you. '

Senator KERREY of Nebraska. I appreciate all the testimony.

I guess to open, I would like to have the three American rep-
resentatives—Martin and Itek and Lockheed, if he could respond.
I mean, I hear in Ms. Armani’s testimony a kind of a wake up call.
But I would'be curious and very interested to know how you re-
spond to the brief description that she has provided as almost a
doctrinal thesis as a part of the testimony. I would be very inter-
ested to know how you respond, particularly whether or not you
feel some urgency-—increased urgency. You may already have had
this information, but I would like to know whether or not you see
this as a significant competitive challenge.

Mr. TEETS. I'd be glad to start, and I would say yes. I see it as
a very significant competitive challenge. As I mentioned to you ear-
lier, we have a joint venture company call EOSAT, which is in the
process of distributing and marketing commercially data from
LANDSAT. And it is imperative that the LANDSAT data stream
have continuity and that we continue to be able to market it.

The competition from foreign sources is severe. And I think there
is a certain time critically to get on with moving forward with solid
policy that would allow us to exploit our inherent advantage we
currently have with respect to the technology that the United
States possesses. :

Senator KERREY of Nebraska. Mr. Frey, Mr. Araki?

" Mr. FREY. Yes, I would like to generally agree with that. I am
reminded of an example I sometimes use that often when you hear
the computer industry analyzed, IBM is thought to have estab-
lished a very dominant position in mainframes and then lost the
future by defending that position as technology and applications -
moved forward. I am afraid that could happen to us here. We have
the mainframe. We are the best. We have the best technology in
the world.

" But we seem to be creating—we seem to be adopting the “defend
the status quo” mentality that if we can just keep things the way
they are, they've been pretty good for us. And you know, I think
in effect we are building a protected market barrier, a trade tariff
if you will, around the world, only its a reverse one. We are protect-
ing our competitors from competition from us while they catch up.
And when I listened to Dr. Armani, I hear what is going on in Eu-
rope and much of that is new to me. You know, I just sense this
technology becoming disseminated and moving forward on all
fronts, while we tend to maintain this national system view of it.

Senator KERREY of Nebraska. Do you hear in Dr. Armani’s testi-
mony an opportunity about to be lost? I mean, do you—

Mr. FREY. Yes, I do. Yes, I do. I had that feeling before I heard
that testimony. But I hear some more dimensions of that in her
testimony. :

Senator KERREY of Nebraska. You were particularly concerned
and eloquent about the potential for government competition and
how the government, if we were to do things incorrectly, could
snuff out the private sector’s both interest and opportunity.
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Dr. Armani, on the other hand, seemed to described a very spe-
cific way not only to eliminate the competition, but eliminate the
potential for the government competing, but to do it in a way that
requires initially more collaboration. It would appear to require an
explicit collaboration from the beginning in order to sort out and
avoid the kind of competitive efforts that I must say I fear may
occur if that collaborative effort doesn’t begin rather quickly.

Mr. FrEY. I think there has got to be a collaborative element. We
have encouraged in the draft implementation directive prepared
and the government agrees that the government ought to be an en-
thusiastic partner and-supporter of what industry is doing here.

Senator KERREY of Nebraska. Don’t we have to explicitly have to
say how that is going to occur? I mean, it is almost counterintuitive
to say that in order to avoid having the government compete with
me, I need the government more involved as a partner to begin
with. Doesn’t that require us, if in fact that is the case, to explicitly
define what that partnership is going to be, and try to put the de-
tails of the partnership together rather quickly?

Mr. FREY. Yes, it does. I think, and I wasn’t very articulate on
that point, but I think if we don’t very well understand what role
the government is going to play, industry can’t find a role, and I
thlink it will be most effective for this country if it is a collaborative
role.

The French—when I call on certain foreign customers that have
shown an interest in this, we go with the story that says here’s
what we’d like to do for you, but we can’t talk to you more about
it until we get an export license for data. We are followed into that
country by the French, who come with their government and
pledge government support for their industry in that area. And I
think this is an area where there is going to have to be govern-
ment-industry collaboration.

I was talking with Mr. Jeff Grant, one of the members of the gov-
ernment community today, who is thinking along those same lines,
and we have not been able to articulate, I think, a sufficiently de-
tailed architecture for that so far.

Senator KERREY of Nebraska. But you think the draft policy has
reasonable constraints?

Mr. FREY. Yes.

Senator KERREY of Nebraska. That the DCI's draft policy has
reasonable constraints in place. All four of you agree with that?

Mr. FREY. Well, let me qualify that. The policy, it needs to be dif-
ferentiated from the implementation directive that followed the pol-
icy. I think the implementation directive that’s been prepared in
conjunction with industry defines reasonable constraints. I think it
could be more articulate on the collaboration issue, but it does call
for collaboration.

Mr. TeETS. I think the policy provides a good framework from
which we can proceed, but what we need are clearly defined poli-
cies and procedures, licensing arrangements, etc., that will allow
technology, which has up to now been unable to be made available
to the commercial market. We need the clear procedure, the clear
definition of what it is that the United States government wants
to protect and what is available to be put into the commercial mar-
ketplace.
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Senator KERREY of Nebraska. I must say my own sense of it is
given the divided nature of responsibility over technology in the
U.S. government, that unless we force an explicit partnership,
we're not likely to see one occur. I mean, if we simply get involved
in a debate of whether or not we’re going to reassign regulatory au-
thority to the Department of Commerce or maintain the status quo,
it seems to me that that’s not the kind of argument that we ought
to be engaging in. That the more important question is whether or
not we are going to have an explicit partnership between the U.S.
government and the private sector, some kind of a direct effort to
promote the development of these industries.

Mr. ARAKI. I would like to make a comment on the segments of
market that require government interaction and segments of mar-
ket that clearly should be pursued by private enterprise. I break
this market into three categories. The first category is defense and
national security. - The second category is° geographic
informaticlearly on a track that is going to lead to that. And it is
a terrible time for us to give up leadership in this industry, I think.

Could I also comment on your security concern? :

Senator KERREY of Nebraska. Yes. o

Mr. FREY. I have given that a lot of thought, and I think that
at the one meter level is without concern. And I know there’s other
views of that. But it is without concern for several reasons. First,
one meter class data is going to be available from the French and
the Russians and others. Secondly, one meter class data is not real-
ly indicative of the capabilities of the United States in either quan-
tity or quality, I understand. And thirdly, I think just the general
availability of imagery. :

I think maybe one of the lessons of the Cold War is that Open
Skies isn’t a terribly bad idea from a security standpoint. If we pro-
vide those systems, we retain some measure of control that we
don’t retain if we allow foreign competitors to become the leaders
in providing those systems. I think the way to protect security is
to be the provider. :

Senator KERREY of Nebraska. I tend to agree with you and I am
anxious to hear what the Administration witnesses have to say on
that. And I for one appreciate very much all four of you providing
very thoughtful testimony. I think it is an extremely important
area both from the standpoint of maintaining our technological
edge for security reasons, and from the standpoint of making. sure
that we do the second most important thing that people are asking
for that I hear all the time which it create increased job opportuni-
ties in America. And I think there is—obviously there is tremen-
dous employment opportunity and job opportunities. I would add
the third that I am trying to provoke some response to as well, and
that is that I think it is exceedingly difficult for citizens to make
decisions today. It is very hard to make decisions, given the com-
plexity of most of the issues.

And I know that when again, when I am briefed on Somalia or
Haiti or wherever else it is, my staff, either because they assume
I am illiterate or because they assume that I learn faster with vis-
ual images, do it with visual. They don’t provide me with 500 pages
of text. I think we have somewhere in this mix a vervy nowerful new
tool that would help citizens make decisions.
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Chairman DECONCINI. Senator, thank you for handling and
chairing this. I appreciate it very much.

I would like to ask just a couple of quick questions. Sorry to keep
you so long. But Mr. Araki, I understand that your company has
this one meter capability right now, is that correct?

Mr. ARAKI. We are getting ready to build one as soon as we get
the license.

Chairman DECONCINI. Now do you have any estimates of what
the market is for this?

Mr. ARAKI. The one meter market, as we estimate it to be today-
and a lot of it is in the aerial domain—is about $1.7 billion annu-
ally. And we are looking forward to a market which will grow into
- the $2 billion plus area.

Chairman DECONCINI. Now, Ms. Armani, do you have customers
that would use this?

Ms. ARMANI. There are certainly customers for high resolution
data. As Mr. Araki pointed out though, the market is sized now by
the aerial photography market. You can’t just carry those numbers
over because the costs involved of course in flying an aircraft are
different. And what the customers will buy is going to depend on
the information content for the price.

Chairman DECONCINI. Well, what about this type of imagery,
this type of photograph? I mean, a one meter?

Ms. ARMANI. It depends on the application and the price.

Chairman DECONCINI. Is there a market?

Ms. ARMANI. There certainly is a market, particularly in cartog-
raphy, for that kind of product.

Chairman DECONCINI. Along that line, is resolution extremely
important to your customers?

Ms. ARMANI. Resolution is less important to my customers than
the answer to their questions. Their questions involve complex is-
sues like the environment. What are the changes caused by the
construction of the dam on the Danube? Are the farms drying up?
Are the wetlands drying up? They are less interested in whether
I use LANDSAT of whatever resolutionue the license.

Chairman DECONCINI. And Mr. Araki, do you feel that they are
moving as fast as they can, or would you like to see it expedited?

Mr. Araki. He would like to—we would like to see it moved

hCh.’;\irman DEConCINI. How long has your application been
there?

Mr. AraKI. It has been over 120 days now.

Chairman DECONCINI. So you are due an answer under those
guidelines as I recall.

Mr. ARAKI. Yes.

Chairman DECoONCINI. Well, I thank you very much for your tes-
timony. It is extremely helpful. I share the concerns that Senator
Kerrey pointed out about the protection of this, but it also is clear
to me that we need to be competitive, and there’s got to be a way
to protect our national security and yet make as much of this that
is not going to jeopardize our national security as available as pos-
sible. There is such a volume as I understand from talking to some
of you and reading some of your testimony. Thank you for your tes-
timony this morning. :

Mr. AraKI. Thank you.

84-837 0 - 95 - 7
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Mr. FREY. Thank you.

Ms. ARMANI. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. TEETS. Thank you.

[The witnesses are excused.]

(Pause.]

Chairman DECONCINI. Our next witness will be R. James Wool-
sey, the Director of Central Intelligence.

And right after that, we’ll have Mr. James Baker, Under Sec-
retary of Commerce for ‘Oceans and Atmosphere; Mr. Barry Horton,
Principal Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense—they’ll all join us
at this time at the witness table—and Michael Newlin, Ambas-
sador for Export issues.

[Pause.] .

Chairman DECONCINI. Director Woolsey, thank -you for being
with us today, and I understand that your schedule requires that
you leave after your statement and that you prefer not to go into
questions. Let me just comment that I hope you can be as frank
and as open with us as you were with some of the news shows that
I have heard you are on, escorting people through the CIA, which
I wholly support. I think it is very, very important that the public
know more about your agency and I believe there are many, many
venues in which you can do that without Jeopardlzmg our national
security.

I need to ask you questions on the subject matter, which I had
an opportunity to do in the closed session, because I am very con-
cerned about the implementation and the rule making and the pro-
cedures. You are moving along with your leadership, and I com-
pliment you for addressing this, as you told us you would do, both
at your confirmation hearing and in the June closed hearings. You
have kept your word and moved forward. I just want to encourage
the Agency and the other agencies involved here to continue this .
progress and move toward the procedures so that some of these li-
censes may be approved. I think it is very, very important.

And having said that, I will yield to you now for your statement.

[The prepared statement of Director Woolsey follows:]

STATEMENT BY DIRECTOR OF CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE R. JAMES WOOLSEY

I welcome this opportunity to update the Committee on the Intelligence Commu-
nity’s efforts, in conjunction with our colleagues in other agencies, to support resolu-
tion of the foreign satellite sales issue. Over the summer, the Intelligence Commu-
nity has been involved with developing concepts for managing reconnaissance pro-
liferation while underscoring the policy I approved in June.

Let me briefly. review the Intelligence Community’s position on this comphcated
issue.

First, of course, I intend to fulfill my statutory responsibility to protect intel-
ligence sources and methods. This requires a clear understanding about what needs
protection and what does not. As I am sure you are aware, over the past several
months the Intelligence Community has made important strides toward establishing
procedures to support release of intelligence products or technology. For example,
we no longer maintain a blanket opposition to the release of some substantive data
and will consider the release of certain US originated technology for use by some
foreign governments. By the same token, our efforts to protect what still needs pro-
tection must not diminish.

Second, the Community must retain the ability to provide unique imagery-based
information to US policymakers and military consumers. We must maintain our
edge in satellite reconnaissance—including capability, capacity, and technological in-
novation. This last item is key if we are to leave ourselves in position to address
new, emerging problems.
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Third, the on-going imagery relationships that we maintain with many of our al-
lies are an important part of overall US foreign policy. Although these relationships
evolve over time, it is critical and in our best interest to manage any proposed
changes.

Two key points are apparent.

First, the foreign interest in satellite technology and products is real. Over time,
the list of credible suppliers who have the capability to develop, sell, and exploit sat-
ellite collection technology and product has increased. Foreign capabilities need not
equal ours to offer a product that meets some customer needs and also has signifi-
cant national-security effects. For example, the one-meter imagery now being pro-
posed for sale commercially would provide a great deal of information on the activi-
ties of a potential adversary. When used in conjunction with accurate positioning
data, it can be used for targeting. The US role in contributing to this capability
being available to any user, at any time, with or without the consent of the US Gov-
ernment must be carefully considered.

Second, the United States remains preeminent in remote sensing. We have sub-
stantial potential to exert leverage on the market in ways that simultaneously pro-
tect this country’s national-security interests and create some increased opportuni-
ties for our US industry. The Intelligence Community shares the Committee’s con-
cerns over the US industrial base. Our US capability today is the direct result of
a 40-year partnership between the Intelligence Community and the private sector.
Because of resource cutbacks, we are struggling to ensure our continued techno-
logical superiority. This problem concerns us greatly. Admiral Studeman and I have
been investigating a number of options in an attempt to balance the needs of the
Intelligence Community, the US industrial base, and the long-term policy interests
of the United States. These options are not yet fully developed.

We are working to identify those capabilities that are so sensitive that the Com-
munity must retain final authority over their use, those which are less sensitive but
still require Intelligence Community involvement in any decision, and those which
are so widely available that Community input is not necessary. We are exploring
different ways of bringing US capabilities to bear in the international market, while
protecting US security interests and maintaining a robust intelligence collection ca-
pability. Meanwhile, Intelligence Community policy allows us to make recommenda-
tions on the various commercial applications now before the government.

In sum, this issue makes new demands on the full government—executive, legisla-
tive, and judicial branches—to balance opportunities, challenges, and responsibil-
ities that are often in conflict with each other. We all accept the need to push this
country’s technological prowess forward in the world commercial market. However,
we must at the same time protect those intelligence sources and methods that still
need protecting, avoid increasing the risk to US and allied forces, keep relations
with other countries on an even keel, and preserve our edge in intelligence collection
capability. This on-going process involves many participants across our government.

We have demonstrated in the past the ability to work together across organiza-
tional boundaries. The successes of the past, coupled with our mutual desire to pro-
tect the interests of the United States, including US industry, suggest that a bal-
anced approach to this issue is achievable.

STATEMENT OF R. JAMES WOOLSEY, DIRECTOR OF CENTRAL
INTELLIGENCE

Director WooLsSEY. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I appreciate your
kindness in this and many other things. And of course, at any time
I am available to answer questions on this in Executive Session.

I welcome this opportunity to update the Committee on the Intel-
ligence Community’s efforts in conjunction with our colleagues in
other agencies to support resolution of the foreign satellite sales
issue.

Over the summer, the Intelligence Community has been invelved
with developing concepts for managing reconnaissance proliferation
while underscoring the policy that I approved for the Community
in June.

Let me briefly review the Intelligence Community’s position on
this complicated issue.
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First, of course, I intend to fulfill my statutory responsibility to
protect intelligence sources and methods. This requires a clear un-
derstanding about what needs protection and what does not. As I
am sure you.are aware, over the past several months the Intel-
ligence Community has made important strides towards establish-
ing procedures to support release of intelligence products or tech-
nology. For example, we no longer maintain a blanket opposition
to the release of some substantive data and will consider the re-
lease of certain U.S. originated technology for use by some—I re-
peat, some foreign governments. By the same token, our efforts to
protect what still needs protection must not diminish. o

Second, the Community must retain the ability to provide unique
imagery based information to U.S. policymakers and to military
consumers. We must maintain our edge in satellite reconnaissance,
including capability, capacity, and technological innovation. This
last item is key if we are to leave ourselves in a position to address
new and emerging problems. _ ' . ,

Third, the on-going imagery relationships that we maintain with
many of our allies are an important part of overall U.S. foreign pol-
icy. Although these relationships evolvé over time, it is critical and
in our best interests to manage any proposed changes.

Two key points are apparent. First, the foreign interest in sat-
ellite technology and products is real. Over time, the list of credible
suppliers who have the capability to develop, sell, and exploit sat-
ellite collection technology and product has increased. Foreign ca-
pabilities need not equal ours to offer a product that meets some
customer needs and also has significant national security effects.
For example, the one meter imagery now being proposed for sale
commercially would provide a great deal of information on the ac-
tivities of a potential adversary. When used in conjunction with ac-
curate positioning data, it can be used for targeting. ' :

The U.S. role in contributing to this capability being available to
any user at any time, with or without the consent of the U.S. gov-
~ ernment, must be carefully considered, to put it mildly.

Second, the United States remains pre-eminent in remote sens-
ing. We have substantial potential to exert leverage on the market
in ways that simultaneously protect this country’s national security
interests and create some increased opportunities for U.S. industry.
The Intelligence Community shares the Committee’s concerns over
the U.S. industrial base. Qur U.S. capability today is a direct result
of a 40 year partnership between the Intelligence Community and
the private sector. Because of resource cutbacks, we are struggling
to ensure our continued technological superiority. This problem
concerns us greatly.

. I might add parenthetically here, Mr. Chairman, a year ago last

summer when I chaired a review for then-Director Gates of the sat-
ellite reconnaissance capability for the country, my panel spent a
great deal of time focusing on the importance of the industrial base
and .conferring with the relative parts of the aerospace industry on
* this important subject. It is something—it is an obligation—that I
and the other members of the Intelligence Community who work
on this issue take very seriously. .

Admiral Studeman, the Deputy Director of Central Intelligence,
and I have been investigating a number of options in an attempt
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to balance the needs of the Intelligence Community, the U.S. indus-
trial base, and the long term policy interests of the United States.
These options are not yet fully developed. We are working to iden-
tify those capabilities that are so sensitive that the Community
must retain final authority ovér their use; those that are less sen-
sitive but still requiring Intelligence Community involvement in
any decision; and those which are so widely available that Commu-
nity input is not really necessary. We are exploring different ways
of bringing U.S. capabilities to bear in the International market,
while protecting U.S. security interests in maintaining a robust in-
telligence collection capability.

Meanwhile, Intelligence Community policy allows us to make rec-
ommendations on the various commercial applications now before
the government, and we are doing that in each case now, Mr.
Chairman.

In sum, this issue makes new demands on the full government—
Executive, Legislative, and even Judicial branches—to balance op-
portunities, challenges and responsibilities that are often in conflict
with each other. We all accept the need to push this country’s tech-
nological prowess forward in the world commercial market. How-
ever, we must at the same time protect those intelligence sources
and methods that still need protecting, avoid increasing the risk to
U.S. and allied forces, keep relations with other countries on an
even keel, and preserve our edge in intelligence collection. This on-
going process involves many participants across our government.
Three central ones other than the Intelligence Community are rep-
resented at this table.

We have demonstrated in the past the ability to work together
across organizational boundaries. The successes of the past, cou-
pled with our mutual desire to.protect the interests of the United
States, including U.S. industry, suggests that a balanced approach
to this issue is achievable.

-Chairman DECONCINI. Director Woolsey, thank you. I am not
going to ask any questions in accordance with your request. I am
going to state, however, that I appreciate your being here today
and also urge you to devote the time and efforts and energy to see
that the new policy and procedures are carried out, and I have no
doubt that you will meet the maximum responsibility of your direc-
torship to protect the security of the United States. Having said
that, I am really at the point that I feel that we need to move on
this; it needs a higher priority. I hope my concerns will be dispelled
by the other witnesses before us here today, that they will testify
that everything is being done that possibly can be done and that
there is no action that can be taken that hasn’t been taken because
of time and restraints and national security concerns. I have a feel-
ing, and much of it comes from industry, that more could be done
to move along on these licenses that are pending and implement
the procedures that you have set forth. However, I understand it
is new and there is some trial and error and caution here. I urge
you to continue your leadership in that area. And I will yield to the
Ranking Member, Senator Warner.

Vice Chairman WARNER. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. First I ten-
der to you and others my apology for being late. We had the De-
fense Authorization Bill—that is another hat I wear here.
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I join in the comments made by the Chairman and point out that
I joined last year with Senator Kerrey in putting the amendment
on the intelligence bill which led, I think, to much of the develop-
ments we are listening to today. And I would say also, Director
Woolsey, that I would hope that you would view this policy state-
ment that you have just given in much the same context that the
Department of Defense is now viewing its responsibility to preserve
America’s industrial in, say, the heavy technologies industries, pri-
marily submarine building and shipbuilding. -

Here is an industrial base that has contributed to—candidly in
my judgment—the success of the Cold War policy. And we know
not when we may have to turn to them with the same degree of
intensity as we did during that period. Nevertheless, I think we
can view this policy as in the nature of preserving an industrial
base for future contingencies that might face this nation.

Director WOOLSEY. Thank you, Mr. Chairman and Senator War-
ner. I agree with what you said. We will continue to work hard
with our colleagues in the Executive branch on this extremely im-
portant and, I might say, also extremely complex and difficult sub-
ject, and of course, either I or experts from the Community are
available at any time to answer questions on these issues in Execu-
tive Session.

Chairman DECONCINI. Thank you, Director; we appreciate your
being here. . ‘

Director WOOLSEY. Thank you.

Chairman DECONCINI. Ambassador Newlin, thank you for your
patience in waiting for us. You may proceed with your statement.

STATEMENT OF MICHAEL H. NEWLIN, ACTING DEPUTY AS-
SISTANT SECRETARY, BUREAU OF POLITICAL-MILITARY AF-
FAIRS, DEPARTMENT OF STATE

Ambassador NEWLIN. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman, Sen-
ator Warner. I am pleased to have the opportunity to discuss the
issue of reconnaissance satellite transfers, and give you an update

" on the Administration’s efforts to develop a broad policy on this im-
portant subject.

The Department of State has been working in conjunction with
other agencies to formulate a policy on the transfer of reconnais-
sance satellites. Such a policy will enable us to apply consistent cri-
teria to individual transfer requests, thereby assuring that U.S.
policy interests are served. A central issue is the extent and nature
of United States involvement, either official or commercial, in for-
eign satellite reconnaissance programs.

I would like to begin, with your permission, by providing the
Committee with a brief background, followed by a discussion of the
foreign policy and national security challenges faced by the Depart-
ment and the Administration in developing this new policy.

The United States operates space-bound reconnaissance systems
for intelligence and military purposes. These systems are among
the most valuable United States national security assets because of
their unique capabilities to collect data for military and intelligence
purposes.

For many years, only the United States and the Soviet Union
possessed sophisticated reconnaissance space systems. Now, other
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nations throughout the world are seeking to acquire their own ca-
pability through indigenous efforts, direct purchases, and coopera-
tive activities. Many countries have discovered the value of these
capabilities, especially after seeing how the United States forces in-
tegrated products and data derived from reconnaissance space sys-
tems into military operations during the Persian Gulf War. In addi-
tion, global diffusion of this technology has led other countries to
undertake projects to build their own systems for military and ci-
vilian purposes.

Many countries also have access to imagery products through
commercial services such as LANDSAT. Moreover, Russia and
France through its SPOT system are currently selling imagery of
much higher quality than is available through LANDSAT. Al-
though of substantially lesser quality and timeliness than U.S.
space reconnaissance systems, this imagery could have military
and intelligence utility. Private U.S. firms also plan to build and
operate remote sensing space systems and sell imagery on the open
market. These private systems would have substantially better
ground resolution than is currently available in civilian systems.

The growing number of nations seeking to acquire satellite recon-
naissance capabilities, and the increased availability of high-qual-
ity commercial imagery poses potentially more sophisticated
threats to United States national security interests. In. developing
a policy which addresses these new realities and safeguards U.S.
national security, serious issues needed to be resolved. More spe-
cifically, we review how transfers of reconnaissance space capabili-
ties would affect U.S. forces, foreign policy, multilateral control ef-
forts, intelligence relationships, and of course, the U.S. industrial
base. I would like to briefly touch on these issues.

First is military implications. United States, allied, and friendly
nations’ forces may have to revise or alter their military strategy
and operations to be able to protect themselves against space re-
connaissance capabilities. Providing such a capability to a country
could affect regional balances of power and, if not properly man-
aged, could also create friction between the United States and some
of our military partners. However, in certain circumstances, ex-
ports and other forms of cooperation could lead to greater inter-
operability with allied or coalition forces greater access to foreign
technology, and new and improved security relationships.

Second is diplomatic consequences. Transfers of satellite recon-
naissance capabilities could require a carefully integrated foreign
policy strategy and appropriate diplomatic consultations. Relations
with a recipient country may need to be adjusted and diplomatic
measures may be necessary to assuage concerns among U.S.
friends and allies. If properly managed, the United States could use
transfers to strengthen alliances and strategic friendships. Satellite
reconnaissance systems and imagery products could, in some cases,
have a stabilizing effect in some regions. Arms control and con-
fidence building measures could be facilitated by the ability to
monitor and verify other countries’ military activities. However, the
introduction into a region of such systems could also be destabiliz-
ing.

Third is the impact transfers would have on multilateral efforts
to control the spread of this capability. Managed exports will only
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work in a multilateral approach to controls. Some foreign producers
may not share United States foreign policy and security concerns,
and may be inclined to transfer such capabilities to nations un-
friendly to the United States. I believe that it would be essential
to approach other potential suppliers of remote sensing space capa-
bilities to discuss and develop multilateral export controls.

Fourth, Mr. Chairman, is the effect on U.S. intelligence relation-
ships. The sale of such systems, technology or product by the Unit-
ed States would mean a significant degree of cooperation in other
countries’ programs. Sales could lead to potential new intelligence
relationships, although it could strain others. Moreover, a more for-
ward-leaning policy could open the door for cooperative measures,
building on existing intelligence-sharing arrangements.

_Finally, we looked at our domestic industrial base. The United
States satellite industrial base is undergoing significant restructur-
ing because of reduced expenditures in U.S. programs. Exports of
satellite reconnaissance capabilities can help sustain the industrial
baseé needed for our national security requirements.

Lastly, Mr. Chairman, I would like to touch on the ongoing policy
review. The Administration has undertaken an in-depth review of
transferring satellite reconnaissance capabilities. The fundamental
goal of this review is to balance foreign policy and national security
concerns about the spread of satellite reconnaissance capabilities
with opportunities to support U.S. foreign policy, national security,
and economic objectives in order to advance overall United States
national interests. We are awaiting a Deputies Committee meeting
on this issue, which will hopefully result in the adoption of a broad
policy. With a broad policy in place, we will be able to process out-
standing license applications, and deal effectively with new re-
quests.

This concludes my statement, Mr. Chairman. I'll be glad to an-
swer questions. :

Chairman DECONCINI. Mr. Newlin, I am just going to take the
Chairman’s prerogative here and ask you a question, as I am going
to have to leave in about 15 minutes. As you probably gathered
from my opening statement, I feel strongly about the need for our
government to move forward as quickly as possible in adopting
changes to the current licensing process on the sale of satellite im-
agery and systems. Nevertheless, I fully understand the pressures
on and the workload of the new Administration and the fact that,
at least on this particular issue, little if anything had been done
before this year to change the current process. I am told that DOD
and CIA have set in place a set of criteria—and I will ask General
Horton to confirm that—for recommending for or against the sale.
But the State Department has not, as you mentioned.

What I would like to know is, if that is true, why can’t you go
ahead and do this? Will the State Department finalize its position
and ‘?.HOW the government to reach some consensus on such cri-
teria? .

Ambassador NEWLIN. That is the object of the policy review, Mr.
Chairman. I agree completely with your statement that we have
not been able to grapple with the idea of formulating a govern-
mentwide policy on the sale of satellites.
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Chairman DECONCINI. What is holding the policy review up? Can
you give me your opinion?

Ambassador NEWLIN. It is now as a result of intensive negotia-
tions that have taken place within the various departments and
agencies, I would date this from about the time of the June hear-
ings here and the important announcement that was made by Di-
rector Woolsey at that time. That then I would say unlocked, cre-
ated a new situation within the government. Before that, quite
frankly, there was no use even discussing the—there were discus-
sions. Industry would come to us and say we would like to sell a
certain thing or we would like to enter this, and we had to tell
them quite frankly the position of the United States Government
is that we will not do that. That is all prior.

We are now, I would say that the situation has fundamentally
changed and the various departments that are here today at the
table are coming together. I think it is fair to say that we have a
high degree of consensus on the policy. It is now I think has been
taken as far as it can at the level that I represent, and it is going
to be now escalated to the senior policy level at the deputies. And
I am hopeful that that will result in a policy. The policy, once it
is adopted, will, as I say, permit us to address these individual
questions.

Chairman DECONCINI. What is your—and this may be an unfair
question because it is going to be out of your hands, so to speak,
but what is your best guess on when the State Department will be
able to make a decision on, say, a license like Litton Itek to sell
a satellite to a friendly foreign government. I mean, it has been al-
most two years since that application was submitted. What is your
best guess, without pinning you down or committing you that that
is when it is going to happen? I am just seeking some kind of idea
for the Congressional side of when is this going to come about.

Ambassador NEWLIN. I would say when this policy has been
enunciated and has been adopted, there will have to be, of course,
as has been recognized before, there will have to be certain proce-
dures that we will have to follow, but hopefully in such cases as
this one, this would enable us to deal with this application very,
very soon. I can’t tell you when the policy will

Chairman DECONCINI. You don’t have any guesstimate? You
don’t know if in your best guess you think it is six months or two
months or two years or what?

Ambassador NEWLIN. [—we discussed this before coming up here
and it is my personal hope—please don’t hold me to this——

Chairman DECONCINI. I will not hold you to it; I promise I grant
you total immunity. [General laughter.]

I am truly looking for what your personal opinion is on it, realiz-
ing that it is not your decision.

Ambassador NEWLIN. That’s right. On that basis I would say I
hope to have a policy adopted and we would be started on imple-
mentation before the end of this year.

Vice Chairman WARNER. If I could just superimpose my observa-
tion, the taxpayers are meeting the payroll of the policymakers. In-
dustry is meeting the payroll of their highly skilled workforce. And
there are two different bottom lines. And the industry has a term
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limit on their bottom line. Unfortunately, taxpayers don’t get a
strong enough voice on their bottom line in my judgment.

But we’re going to—some of us are going to get a little tougher
around here. There are means by which to hold up nominations, do
a lot of other things, flush out a policy decision.-And I am prepared
to join with those to make that happen.

Just pass that back in a friendly way. Thank you very much.

Chairman DECONCINI. Well, Senator Warner, let me tell you, I
hate to get into that area, but I feel the same way. I am extremely
disappointed and extremely frustrated. That is one of the purposes
of these hearings, to try to find out just when, if ever, we are gomg
to see some of these sales.

Now we’ll go on to the next witness.

Dr. Baker.

Vice Chairman WARNER. We thank you, Mr. Ambassador, for a
very candid appraisal and your personal opinion.

Chairman DECONCINI. And Dr. Baker, while you are in your
statement, I haven’t read your statement, but I am going to ask
you that question if I am still here, about when the Commerce De-
partment hopes to make a decision on the license to Lockheed.

Vice Chairman WARNER. Well, Mr. Chairman, given the fact that
you are about to leave and we join in the same question, let’s just
put it right now, and if you have to depart, they can go ahead with
their testimony.

Chairman DECONCINI. Yes, I think that is a good idea, unless it
is in your statement, Dr. Baker. Maybe you could answer that for
us.

Dr. BAKER. Let me say, Chairman DeConcini, thank you for that
opportunity. I agree with Ambassador Newlin. I think that we will
have, thanks to your leadership and push and thanks to the fact
that we have, I think, some real action for the first time under this
Administration in this topic, within the next two or three months
we should expect that.

Chairman DECoNCINI. That is encouraging.

Dr. BAKER. Let me also say that we are making a special focus
to look at those applications like the one by Lockheed so that we
don’t necessarily have to have all agreement on every aspect of a
broad policy, but we can move to the extent that we can on the spe-
cific license as soon as possible.

Chairman DECONCINL On some of the ones that are pending. It
is only fair, is it not——

Dr. BAKER. Absolutely.

Chairman DECONCINI [continuing]. For them to be glven some
priority given that they have been there for a long time.

Dr. BAKER. I wanted to point that out.

Chairman DECONCINI. Let me interrupt you, too, if I can. Who
g:ar‘l) tell me who ultimately makes this policy?. Who signs the pol-
icy?

Dr. BAKER. This kind of policy would be made by the President.

Chairman DECONCINI. The President will sign an Executive
Order of some nature, is that what w1ll happen——

Dr. BAKER. That’s nght

Chairman DECONCINI. And who is going to recommend—who is
the last group that sends the recommendation to the President?
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\l/(ice Chairman WARNER. It would have to be the NSC, Tony
Lake.

Dr. BAKER. The NSC.

Chairman DECONCINI. That would be Mr. Lake.

Dr. BAKER. With the Deputies meeting.

Chairman DECONCINI. And that is where it is, Ambassador
Newlin, now, from your standpoint?

Ambassador NEWLIN. Yes, sir.

Chairman DECONCINI. It is at NSC?

Ambassador NEWLIN. It is above my pay grade, sir.

Chairman DECONCINI. Thank you. And Dr. Baker, excuse me for
interrupting you and asking the questions ahead of time, but that
is very helpful, and I am going to have to leave.

Dr. BAKER. Not at all. Thank you.

Chairman DECONCINI. Thank you. Please proceed with your
statement.

[The prepared statement of Dr. Baker follows:]

TESTIMONY OF DR. D. JAMES BAKER, UNDER SECRETARY FOR OCEANS AND ATMOS-
PHERE, NATIONAL OCEANIC AND ATMOSPHERIC ADMINISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF
COMMERCE

Mr. Chairman and Members of the Committee: I am pleased to testify before this
Committee on the Department of Commerce’s activities related to the licensing of
private remote-sensing space systems. I believe that this activity is important to the
national and economic security of the United States and the development of a global
commercial imagery market.

The Department of Commerce has had the authority to license private remote-
sensing space systems since the passage of the Land Remote-Sensing Commer-
cialization Act of 1984. It retained this authority under the Land Remote Sensing
Policy Act of 1992, which repealed the 1984 Act. The Department has authorized
the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) to grant licenses for
the operation of remote-sensing systems by domestic companies. The export of
ground station technology is licensed by agencies other than NOAA.

Since the passage of the Land Remote Sensing Policy Act of 1992, NOAA has re-
ceived four license applications to operate private remote-sensing space systems.
These applications were from WorldView Imaging Corporation, Earth Observation
Satellite Company (EOSAT), Lockheed Missiles and Space Company, and Orbital
Sciences Corporation. We have issued licenses to WorlgV'ew and EOSAT, and are
currently processing the license applications from Lockheed and Orbital Sciences.
We expect to receive additional applications in the near future.

NOAA published regulations for this licensing process in July 1987. These regula-
tions primarily set forth the procedures an applicant should follow to apply for a
license but did not significantly define the substantial licensing criteria specified in
the 1984 Act. We are in the process of revising these regulations to make them con-
sistent with the licensing provisions of the 1992 Act. The new regulations will also
add some definition to the revised licensing criteria, particularly with respect to na-
tional security provisions, as discussed below. These regulations have been reviewed
preliminarily by the relevant agencies including the Departments of Defense and
State, NASA and the ICA and we anticipate publishing a Notice of Proposed Rule-
making in the Federal Register upon completion of the preliminary review and a
formal Administration review. It is important to note that the application process
remains unchanged and will continue to be as “user friendly” as possible.

Under the 1992 Act, potential licensees must demonstrate to United States Gov-
ernment satisfaction that they will operate their system in a manner that preserves
the national security and observes the international obligations of the United
States. Further, they must make unenhanced data from their system available to
the government of a sensed state and to the National Satellite Land Remote Sens-
ing Archives. And, they are required to notify us of any agreements they intend to
enter with foreign nations or entities.

The 1992 Act includes a significant change to the previous licensing provisions
with respect to data availability; namely, the relaxing of the requirement that all
operators, even if funded solely by private investors, must make their unenhanced
data available to all users on a nondiscriminatory basis. While we encourage appli-
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cants to adhere to a nondiscriminatory data policy to promote the broadest possible
use of the data, we recognize the rights of the operator of a privately funded system
to develop a data policy based on market considerations. We credit this change in
the 1992 Act to the private sector’s increased interest in the commercial remote-
sensing imagery market.

In reviewing a license application, NOAA is required by law to consult with the
Department of Defense on all matters dealing with national security, and with the
Department of State for all matters affecting international obligations. These agen-
cies provide the conditions to be included in a license necessary to meet the concerns
in their respective areas of responsibility. NOAA also coordinates with the intel-
ligence community on these issues. When this information is concluded, NOAA in-
corporates these terms and conditions and issues the license. We believe that the
Government can satisfactorily resolve national security and international policy con-
cerns through conditions in a license rather than-by denying it, except possibly in
the case of systems with ground resolution of better than one meter. Even for these
systems, the Government shall make every effort to resolve these concerns by condi-
tioning rather than denying the license. .

We believe that conditions in a license for national security and foreign policy pur-
poses should be the least burdensome possible to a licenseg operator. For example,
operations should be restricted only during defined periods; and restrictions should
be limited to the smallest area affected and to the shortest period of time consistent
with the given situation. Furthermore, once a license is issued with the appropriate
restrictions, the Government should not impose additional restrictions in other li-
censing processes (e.g., on the export of the data and images that would create an-
other layer of licensing). ]

The commercial sale of high resolution images from space is a rapidly growing
and potentially significant sector. According to the Office of Air axicf Space Com-
merce in the Department of Commerce, U.S. companies currently lead the world in
remote-control. It would be unwise to impose on our own,companies restrictions that
do not apply to foreign competitors. . .

The technology is rapidly emerging to provide imagery data at resolutions as low
as 1 meter through commercial sources. Over the next few years, systems capable
of providing such data could be flown by foreign nations or foreign commercial enti-
ties. Licensing the operations of such systems, rather than having them licensed by
and operated in foreign nations provides the United States needed control over
these systems to protect its national security and economic interests. In addition,
it will establish our leadership in the international commercial imagery market.

By giving U.S. companies the flexibility to offer products of greater quality than
those. of their foreign rivals, it allows them to meet the future commercial demand
for images. In granting licenses for sophisticated and effective domestic systems,
and maintaining export control, we will foster economic:development as well as
serve and protect the citizens of the United States.

The Department will be participating in a senior-level interagency review of the
national ]f)olicies concerning remote-sensing space capabilities. Further the Depart-
ment will seek early resolution of the issues that apply to its licensing responsibil-
ities. :

Mr. Chairman, this concludes my testimony. I would be pleased to respond to any
questions. -

STATEMENT OF DR. D. JAMES BAKER, UNDER SECRETARY
FOR OCEANS AND ATMOSPHERE, NATIONAL OCEANIC AND
ATMOSPHERIC ADMINISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF COM-
MERCE ' .

Dr. BAKER. Thank you Chairman DeConcini and Senator War-
ner. Thank you for your leadership on this issue. This general ac--
tivity is important to both the national and economic security of
the United States and the development of a global commercial im- -
agery market.

The Department of Commerce has had ‘the authority to license
private remote-sensing space systems since the passage of the Land
Remote-Sensing Commercialization Act of 1984. It retained this au-
thority under that Act of 1992, which repealed the 1984 Act. The
Department has authorized the National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration, NOAA, which I head, to grant licenses for the op-
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eration of remote-sensing systems by domestic companies. The ex-
po(x)‘t AOAf ground station technology is licensed by agencies other than
N .

Since the passage of the Land Remote Sensing Policy Act of
1992, we have received four license applications to operate private
remote-sensing space systems. These applications were from
WorldView Imaging Corporation, Earth Observation Satellite Com-
pany, EOSAT, Lockheed Missiles and Space Company, and Orbital
Sciences Corporation. We have issued licenses to WorldView and
EOSAT, and as you know, are currently processing the license ap-
plications from Lockheed and Orbital Sciences. We expect to re-
ceive additional applications in the near future.

We published regulations for this licensing process in July 1987.
The regulations primarily set forth the procedures an applicant
should follow to apply for a license but did not significantly define
the substantial licensing criteria that was specified in the 1984 Act.
We are currently in the process of revising these regulations to
make them consistent with the licensing provisions of the 1992 Act.
These regulations will add some definition to the revised licensing
criteria, particularly with respect to national security provisions.
These regulations have been given a preliminary review by the rel-
evant agencies including the Departments of Defense and State,
NASA and the CIA and we anticipate publishing a Notice of Pro-
posed Rulemaking in the Federal Register on completion of the pre-
liminary review and a formal Administration review. It is impor-
tant to note that the application process remains unchanged and
will continue to be as “user friendly” as possible.

Under the 1992 Act, potential licensees must demonstrate to
United States Government satisfaction that they will operate their
system in a manner that preserves the national security and ob-
serves the international obligations of the United States. Further,
they must make unenhanced a raw data from their systems avail-
able to the governments of sensed states and to the National Sat-
ellite Remote Sensing Archives. And, they are required to notify us
of any agreements they intend to enter with foreign nations or enti-
ties.

The 1992 Act includes a significant change to the previous licens-
ing provisions with respect to data availability; namely, the relax-
ing of the requirement that all operators, even if funded solely by
private investors, must make their unenhanced data available to
all users on a nondiscriminatory basis. While we encourage appli-
cants to adhere to a nondiscriminatory data policy to promote the
broadest possible use of the data, we recognize the rights of an op-
erator of a privately funded system to develop a data policy based
on market considerations. We credit this change in the 1992 Act to
the private sector’s increased interest in the commercial remote-
sensing imagery market.

In reviewing a license application, we are required by law to con-
sult with the Department of Defense on all matters dealing with
national security, and with the Department of State for all matters
affecting international obligations. We also coordinate with the in-
telligence community on these issues. When this information is
gathered, NOAA incorporates these terms and conditions and is-
sues the license. We believe that the Government can satisfactorily
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resolve national security and international policy concerns through
conditions in a license rather than denying it, except possibly in
the case of systems with ground resolution of better than one
meter. Even for those systems, the Government shall make every
effort to resolve these concerns by conditioning rather than denying
the license.

We believe that conditions in a license for national security and
foreign policy purposes should be the least burdensome possible to
.a licensed operator. For example, operations should be restricted
only during defined periods; and restrictions should be limited to
the smallest area affected and to the shortest period of time con-
sistent with the given national security situation. Furthermore,
once a license is issued with the appropriate restrictions, the Gov-
ernment should not impose additional restrictions in other licens-
ing processes—for example, on export of data or imaging that
would create another layer of licensing. )

The commercial sale of high resolution images from space is a
rapidly growing and potentially significant sector. According to the
Office of Air and Space Commerce in the Department of Commerce,
U.S. companies currently lead the world in remote-sensing tech-
nology, and some who are considering entering this market esti-
mate the market potential for such images to be in the neighbor-
hood of $5 billion, with projected growth to $15 billion by the end
of the decade. The commercial applications, both in this country
and in many emerging markets abroad, for fast, accurate images
include infrastructure management, city planning, mapping, min-
eral exploration, land and water use, taxation, agriculture and for-
estry management, flood control, fire prevention, and a host of
other uses. We see this as a conceptual leap, taking imagery to-
gether with the new national information infrastructure and put-
ting this together for cities and counties and individual users to
use in a whole new way of doing business. And as was mentioned
in the other panel, the connections with the GIS—the Geographical
Information Systems—is an enormous new potential for this sys-
tem.

However, the spatial resolution of data now commercially avail-
able raises legitimate national security concerns and questions re- .
garding what kind of restrictions should be appropriately placed on
U.S. operators that are facing foreign competition capable of selling
comparable imagery. The SPOT Image Corporation of France cur-
rently has the capability of 10 and 20 meter commercial resolution,
and the new Russian institute that is being privatized, NOP
Energia, is now marketing images in this country with 2 meter res-
olution. Therefore, any commercial remote-sensing policy that this
country adopts must balance our legitimate national security needs
with our need to promote and extend our economic lead in an area
where we already have a technological edge. We should not impose
restrictions on our companies with regard to the acquisition or dis-
tribution of data that are otherwise known or generally available
from similar foreign non-governmental systems with comparable
capabilities over which the U.S. has no control. It would be unwise
to impose on our own companies restrictions that do not apply to
foreign competitors.
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The technology is rapidly emerging to provide imagery data at
resolutions as low as 1 meter through commercial sources. Over the
next few years, systems capable of providing such data could be
flown by foreign nations or foreign commercial entities. Licensing
the operations of such systems, rather than having them licensed
by and operated in foreign nations provides the United States
needed control over these systems to protect its national security
and economic interests. In addition, it will establish our leadership
in the international commercial imagery market.

By giving U.S. companies the flexibility to offer products of great-
er quality than those of their foreign rivals, it allows them to meet
the future commercial demand for images. In granting licenses for
sophisticated and effective domestic systems, and maintaining ex-
port control, we will foster economic development as well as serve
and protect the citizens of the United States.

The Department will be participating in the senior-level inter-
agency review of the national policies concerning remote-sensing
space capabilities. Further, we will seek early resolution of the is-
sues that apply to its licensing responsibilities.

Secretary Brown has a strong commitment to promoting and
helping U.S. industry. This is one way for us to build partnerships
and we are looking forward to doing this.

Mr. Chairman, this concludes my testimony.

Vice Chairman WARNER. I want to indicate that all witnesses are
requested to submit for the record any additional information they
wish to offer, particularly concerning conditions placed on operat-
ing licenses. That is both to this panel; and previous panels.

Mr. Horton, I thought I woulg lead off with a few questions to
you first, and that is, can you give us a timeline on where the rest
of the world is rapidly moving towards taking over this $15 billion
market that Mr. Baker described?

[The prepared statement of Mr. Horton follows:]

STATEMENT BY FRANK B. “BARRY” HORTON III, PRINCIPAL DEPUTY ASSISTANT SEC-
RETARY OF DEFENSE FOR COMMAND, CONTROL, COMMUNICATIONS, AND INTEL-
LIGENCE

Mr. Chairman and Members of the Committee: I appreciate the opportunity to ap-
ggar before the Committee today. Dr. Perry and Mr. Paige send their regrets at

ing unable to be present. You will recall that Mr. Paige testified before this com-
mittee last June 10 on essentially the same subject as is being considered today—
the sale or transfer to foreign governments or other foreign entities of U.S. made
or produced remote sensing systems, technology, or products.

As Mr. Paige related to you then, the commercial sale of medium resolution im-
agery from space systems produced by U.S. contractors is of intense interest to the
Department of Defense. The subject also relates to a wide variety of interests be-
yond Defense. In fact, from the Administration’s broad perspective, as can be seen
by our representation here today, national defense, foreign policy, intelligence, and
commercial interests will all be affected by the U.S. policy concerning the sale of
such imagery. .

In our evaluation of this matter, we have found that it is more important for us
to keep a broader perspective than to consider only commercial sale of imagery.
Such sale, which can proceed in accordance with the Land Remote Sensing Policy
Act of 1992, is but a piece of the broad subject of foreign acquisition of, or access
to, imaging remote sensing space capabilities. (In this context, we consider imaging
remote sensing space capabilities to refer to all remote sensing systems, technology,
products, and data providing utility for military and intelligence applications.) Our
approach to the question of sale must be integrated with our approach to: (a) ex-
ports by U.S. companies of remote sensing systems and major components for such
systems; (b) intelligence cooperation programs, which take place under government-



180

to-government agreement; (c) potential declassification of imagery from U.S. classi-
fied space systems; and (d) any discussions the United States might have with for-
eign governments about their approach to these same topics. We also believe our
policies must cover foreign access for the complete range of imagery remote sensing
space capabilities (such as diiferent levels of image resolution); the lowest levels of
capabilities will likely pose few problems for foreign acquisition, while the most ad-
vanced levels will only be available for government-to-government cooperative pro-
grams. Further, our policies must consider the degree of control of output we wish
to wield. For example, other things being equal, we would look to increase our con-
trol as we moved from peace through crisis to conflict in areas or issues impinged
upon by the item or product being licensed.

The Administration is currently developing a national policy on the general sub-
ject of foreign acquisition of, or access to, remote sensing space capabilities. This
policy will integrate all of these topics. As the Administration and Congress work
together to consider our future course on this subject, we need to continue to assure
that all these various issues are fully addressed. For my part here today, I will focus
primarily on the defense issues. . :

Remote sensing space capabilities are increasingly available in the international
commercial marketplace. Foreign acquisition of, or access to, such capabilities can-
not be denied solely through U.S. export controls. Furthermore, there are substan-
tial potential benefits for the United States in supporting foreign sales or other
transfers of capabilities produced in the United States: there are obvious benefits
for U.S. industry, where DoD is particularly concerned that the major industry in-
volved here is a key part of the defense industrial base; if the United States estab-
lishes a strong presence in this market, we can take the lead in guiding and shaping
the market’s evolution, allowing us to understand the development of foreign capa-
bilities better and helping us to avoid the most significant potential problems; when
foreign sales take place in the context of government-to-government agreements, we
could enhance existing security relationships with our allies and friends, and could
develop new relationships. -

In tﬁe Department of Defense we are concerned with foreign access to remote
sensing space capabilities primarily because of the wide spread military and intel-
ligence utility of those capabilities. In fact, many foreign nations recognize the value
ofg imagery from space systems and are seeking access to such imagery through' in-
digenous efforts, purchases of goods and services, and cooperative efforts. The pro-
liferation of such capabilities could increase the susceptibility of forces of the United
States, as well as those of Allied and friendly nations, to enhanced foreign intel-
ligence collection. This, in turn, could increase the vunerability of those forces and
reduce their effectiveness. These concerns are heightened when the spread of foreign
remote sensing space capabilities is combined with the proliferation of weapons of
mass destruction, missile technology for delivery systems, and advanced conven-
tional systems.

After weighing these various factors, we have concluded that the United States
should support carefully managed exports and other measures to transfer remote
sensing space capabilities produced in the United States to foreign recipients. The
process for carefully managing these exports and other measures should be built on
a case-by-case review of requests for transfers of systems (including major sub-
systems), where the same process could apply for transfers to both foreign govern-
ments and foreign private entities. As a part of this review, DoD will take certain
considerations into account, some of which may result in limitations. Among these
considerations are the following: The effect of any transfer on the balance of military
power in the region; its affect on our relationships with our allies, both within and
outside the region; the potential for unwanted transfer of sensitive U.S. technology;
the nature of controls which the recipient is willing to accept on the dissemination
of products and data from the remote sensing system (including limiting any adver-
sary’s access and supporting assured U.S. access in the event of crisis or conflict);
whether a government-to-government agreement might be needed with the host gov-
ernment to help protect our national security interests; and the extent to which we
might need to develop additional countermeasures (e.g., changes in strategy, doc-
trine, organization, training, equipment, and operations and other appropriate coun-
termeasures) to deal with the potential military implications of the transfer.

- Exports and other transfers of different types of remote sensing space capabilities
pose different problems for us. Thus, we see a range of alternatives for possible re-
sponse to requests for transfer. Our preference in most situations would be to offer
products and data from U.S. remote sensing systems (commercial systems or U.S.
Government sytems, depending on the circumstances) to meet the foreign need.
Next, we would be willing to transfer whole systems or major subsystems; for ‘this
alternative, we favor the sale or transfer of so-called turn key systems (complete
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systems ready to use). Our least preferred approach is sale or transfer of sensitive
technology, because it would assist foreign nations or entities in attaining autono-
mous capabilities. The sale or transfer of sensitive technology should be considered
only in exceptional cases, and then made available only through a government-to-
government agreement.

Before I close, I would like to address the decision making process within the Ad-
ministration on subjects related to today’s hearing. The Committee is interested in
how DoD contributes to setting criteria for licensing of such sales and about the
DoD role in the license decision process. DoD participates in several processes with-
in the Executive Branch which are related to possible commercial sale or other
transfer of space imagerty:

(1) The Department of Commerce oversees a process for reviewing license applica-
tions to operate commercial remote sensing space systems in accordance with the
Land Remote Sensing Policy Act of 1992. DoD has participated in reviewing all such
applications. Furthermore, that Act specifically makes the Secretary of Defense re-
sponsible for determining the conditions for acceptable system operation that are
necessary to meet U.S. national security concerns.

(2) The Department of State oversees a process for reviewing export license appli-
cations for items specified on the U.S. Munitions List (USML). This list includes cer-
tain remote sensing space capabilities. By statute, DoD participates in reviewing all
such licenses.

(3) The Department of Commerce oversees a process for reviewing export license
applications for items specified on the Commodity Controls List (CCL). T?nis list also
includes certain remote sensing space capabilities. By agreement between the two
gelplyartments, DoD participates in reviewing those licenses which involve such capa-

ilities.

(4) The Department of State has overseen a process for reviewing the USML to
identify dual-use items that can be transferred to the CCL (if the transfer would
not jeopardize national security). Certain remote sensing space capabilities are
among those dual-use items. DoD has participated in this review process from its
inception.

(5) DoD has 1part:icipated with the Intelligence Community in recent months to
draft a national policy covering foreign acquisition of, or access to, remote sensing
space capabilities. The NSC Staff is manag’ini the process to prepare for the Depu-
ties Committee to address the draft policy in the near future.

Mr. Chairman and Members of the Committee:

While commercial sales and other transfers of medium resolution imagery from
remote sensing space systems poses certain risks for the United States, overall na-
tional interests are best served by allowing carefully managed sales and other trans-
fers. The Department of Defense expects to continue working with other agencies
of the Executive Branch, as a% ropriate, to assure that these sales and other trans-
fers proceed in a manner which, in fact, support overall U.S. national objectives.

STATEMENT OF FRANK B. “BARRY” HORTON III, PRINCIPAL
DEPUTY ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE FOR COM-
MAND, CONTROL, COMMUNICATIONS, AND INTELLIGENCE

Dr. HORTON. Also described, of course, by the industry witnesses
as well. I would associate myself with the general thrust of the
comments both of the previous witnesses on the government panel
as well as with the industrial panel, that we see an acceleration
among the industrial powers of the West and of Asia and the
Former Soviet Union, and their ability to compete with the United
States at least with the kinds of resolutions we are talking about
here for U.S. industry to possibly offer under license to commercial
users. So there is an increased——

Vice Chairman WARNER. You have restated the question. Now
let’s have the answer. What’s the timeline? We know they are out
there. We can hear them running in the distance. How long before
they are here? Is much of what we are debating today is just ren-
dered neutral.

Dr. HORTON. Some of it is here already, as has been pointed out
with Russia being willing to release some of its imagery that it has
acquired through national technical means at the two meter level.
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We see the French with the HELIOS system in the mid 90’s being
able to offer in the one meter level if that system comes about in
that timeframe with that kind of capability. And there is no reason
to doubt that they wouldn’t have that capability. The schedule may
slip a bit depending on the ability of France to be able to under-
write the cost of that system, and so on.

So we are within the two to five year period in which we will
have direct competition. o ,

Vice Chairman WARNER. And if our government is successful in
enunciating a policy to give a clear guidance to our industrial base,

have we still got a little time left that’ll be on our side?

"~ Dr: HORTON. A little time left but time is short and it is time to
get on with it and we are getting on with it, Senator.

Vice Chairman WARNER. Have you expressed those views in the
interagency conferences? I presume you have been a participant.

Dr. HORTON. The Department of Defense has been represented
certainly and has expressed those views.

Vice Chairman WARNER. Are you working on any policy by which
you will possibly go into your archives and sell some classified ma-
terial, or declassify some material for——

Dr. HorToN. There is an on-going study within. the Intelligence
Community on that subject, but I would defer to the DCI and his
witnesses to elaborate on that. That study is not yet complete.

Vice Chairman WARNER. Wouldn’t that be a joint study with
DOD and- :

Dr. HorTON. It is a joint study with DOD as we are part of the
Intelligence Community, certainly. ’

Vice Chairman WARNER. And is that study likely to terminate
and reach some conclusion at about the same time as the major
thrust is—— ‘ )

Dr. HORTON. In a matter of a few months, certainly. As was indi-
cated, we are expecting that we might have a national policy on the
subject at hand in that same time frame. '

Vice Chairman WARNER. And do you have a timeline on the
enunciation of that policy as consistent with that of Ambassador
Newlin? . : o . '

Dr. HORTON. I express the same personal hope that he has that
in the next month or two that we might, have that policy.

Vice Chairman WARNER. That is a little shorter, I think, than
Mr. Newlin’s. : S

Dr. HORTON. By the end of the year. : :

Vice Chairman WARNER. All right. Well, that’s good.

Why don’t you proceed then with your, other statement?

Dr. HORTON. Thank you, Senator Warner. '

I am certainly happy to be here before the Committee. This is my
first appearance in my current capacity as Principal Deputy Assist-
ant Secretary of Defense for C3l, but is not my first time to meet
with this Committee, its Members and its staff. In the past I have
met with you while on active duty in the Air Force. I just retired
this past summer. And it is my pleasure and privilege to be here
today and talk to this very important subject.

Dr. Perry, the Deputy Secretary of Defense, and Mr. Paige, the
Assistant Secretary for C3l, send their regrets at being unable to
be present here today. : :
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My oral statement will be brief, since I have separately prov1ded
a longer statement for the record——

Vice Chairman WARNER. If I can interrupt you. In my conversa-
tion with Dr. Perry, whom I know very well and over many, many
years, I think he is a strong supporter of the direction which we
are moving.

Dr. HORTON. Yes, sir, he certainly is

Vice Chairman WARNER. All right.

Dr. HORTON. You’'ll recall that when Mr. Paige testified before
this Committee last June, on the 10th, on essentially the same sub-
ject as being considered today, i.e., the sale or transfer to foreign
governments or other foreign entities of U.S. made or produced re-
mote sensing systems, technology or products, that he outlined
where we are attempting to go. And in summary, since then the
Defense Department has been moving forward over the past sev-
eral months on a program that is much as Mr. Paige described to
you in June, developing and defending policy positions and making
recommendations on individual license applications.

Some of the decisions involved are still tentative, as indicated by
some of the previous witnesses, and are waiting approval of a new
national policy that is still in the process of being made final, and
we have had some discussion of that already.

As is evident by the various witnesses appearing before you
today, the topic of this hearing involves responsibilities of the De-
partment of State and Commerce and the Director of Central Intel-
ligence, as well as those at the Department of Defense. And I will
only be discussing the Defense role.

Protection of our national security is of course the basic Defense
Department responsibility, and that, in turn of course, includes
continuing recognition of the need to maintain a U.S. industrial
base that is adequate to sustain our national security. How these
two matters interact is the focus of my comments here today.

On the one hand, we are concerned with the proliferation of re-
mote sensing systems and foreign access to imagery from space,
primarily because of the potential military utility of such imagery.
The proliferation of foreign military forces having access to high
quality imagery could increase potential risks and vulnerabilities of
U.S. military forces, as well as those of allied and friendly nations.
Increased vulnerability could equate in turn to increased costs and
reduced effectiveness to our own forces.

Our concerns about the spread of foreign based imagery capabili-
ties is heightened by the recognition that we live in a world that
is faced by the threat of proliferation of the weapons of mass de-
struction, of high technology conventional weapons, and of the ad-
vancement of missile and aircraft technology for delivery of such
weapons.

On the other hand, we know that remote sensing capabilities are
becoming increasingly available in the international commercial
marketplace, as we have just talked about. Foreign acquisition of
or access to such capabilities cannot be denied solely through U.S.
export controls. Recognition of this situation has led us to carefully
consider potential benefits that could come to the United States
from active U.S. participation in this international market.
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Weighing the factors involved, the Defense Department has con-
cluded that the United States should support, but carefully man-
age, arrangements for the export, on a commercial basis, of remote
sensing systems, selected U.S. technology, and imagery products It
is our conclusion that the process for government approval should
be based on a case by case review of implications for national secu-
rity arising from the licensing of such exports.

To elaborate, the Department of Defense position can be charac-
terized as follows. Reconnaissance systems and satellites are
among the most sensitive U.S. military related technologies be-
cause of their unique capabilities to monitor events and influence
the effectiveness of military forces around the world. More and
more nations have discovered the value of these remote sensing
systems, especially after seeing . how U.S. troops integrated imagery
data from space into military operations effectively during the Per-
sian Gulf War. Some of these nations have expressed interest in ac-
quiring their own systems and imagery. Our past practice was to
refuse to permit commercial export of remote sensing systems of ei-
ther high or medium resolution imagery. Now we have conducted
an in depth review on this issue, spurred not only by foreign inter-
ests, but also by the recognition that declining U.S. military budg-
ets could put at risk the health of the elements of the U.S. indus-
trial base involved with remote sensing matters. And of course,
also spurred on by the interest of this Committee.

The Defense Department has concluded that in certain cases——

Vice Chairman WARNER. Let me stop you on that point, because
we have to make a major decision and it is going to be made on
the Floor when the Defense Authorization Bill is passed. It is
whether or not. to continue in operation a submarine base and to
build possibly a third type of submarine, which is questionable to
our national security needs. There is no comparable question about
the need for this industrial base in our national security scheme
today, tomorrow, or in the future. So it is the clearest of all indus-
trial base cases, this one that is before us today, and that is why
you have got to move and move expeditiously.

Dr. HORTON. I agree with you sir.

The Department of Defense has concluded that in certaln cases,
when current and future national security would not be put at
undue risk, it would be in the national interest to allow transfers
or sales of remote sensing systems, non-sensitive technology, or im-
agery products of up to and including medium resolution.. This
would permit a graduated and tailored U.S. response to express
foreign needs and support the health of the U.S. industrial base.
As you pointed out, Senator, an extremely important, perhaps the
most important in many ways, part of that industrial base.

We recognize that risks would be involved, but consider that
these risks are manageable. When we propose to make these risks
and to manage these risks is to calibrate what we agree to license.
in relation to the degree of control we are able to exert over the
result. Thus a preference for licensing product and then turnkey
systems and lastly and probably least frequently, specific items of
technology. And further, we would anticipate some increasing de-
gree of control of output as we move from peace through crisis to
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conflict in areas where imagery would put important U.S. interests
directly at risk.

Such flexible responses would not only better support U.S. indus-
tries than past policies, we believe, but would also assist the Unit-
ed States in maintaining its present predominant position in this
field of such military importance. It is our hope that a flexible re-
sponse program will help us maintain friendly relations with na-
tions whose support we value. And by our participation in overseas
developments, we should be able to enhance our influence on shap-
ing what otherwise might become militarily troublesome develop-
ments. By being responsive to legitimate U.S. industry needs, we’ll
be acting to preserve the U.S. industrial base.

These are matters which are admittedly easier to talk about than
to put into effect, but we are bending every effort to put them into
effect today.

We will never forget the protection of U.S. national security is
the basic DOD responsibility. But we also recognize that a healthy
economy is essential to that security. Thus we will support on a
flexible basis those actions we consider reasonable, acknowledging
that what the Defense Department does must be fully mindful of
the responsibilities of other government organizations in the field
of foreign policy, commercial activities, and intelligence.

That concludes my formal statement and I would be glad to an-
swer any questions.

Vice Chairman WARNER. I would like just to make an observa-
tion and I am going to turn over the Chairmanship to the man who
probably has been the most significant leader in this effort, Senator
Kerrey.

But I judge that when the Administration makes this policy de-
termination and it will then lead to another hearing, I think, Sen-
ator, of this Committee, to assess that policy in view of the needs
of the industry, and to determine whether the industry feels that
that policy has met its specific needs. And therefore, if there is a
meeting between the industrial base and the policy of the DOD,
then the matter will move forward. If it doesn’t, and there is a sig-
nificant number of us here in the Congress who feel that the gov-
ernment policy has fallen short, we may have to go to a legislative
route to see that it is done.

Senator Kerrey, we thank you for joining us. Again, I acknowl-
edge, as did the Chairman before you arrived, of your leadership
on this matter. We thank you.

Senator KERREY of Nebraska. Thank you, Senator.

I know we still have three of the earlier witnesses are here and
if there are ways to pull the chairs up so we can get a small discus-
sion here at the tail end of this, I know Mr. Frey, you are obviously
}sltill here, Mr. Araki is here. I don’t know if Dr. Armani is still

ere.

What I would like to do, Mr. Frey and Mr. Araki and Dr.
Armani, give you an opportunity to respond to what you have
heard. It seems to me that the Administration is making a state-
ment of saying that they recognize the policy needs to be changed,
and then they are in the process of changing that policy. And I
would like to give you an opportunity to respond as to whether or
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not you think they are heading in the right direction. Knowing that
you almost have to say yes in order to——

Mr. FREY. I certainly wouldn’t want to make a flat no to that
statement. I think there is progress. I have to confess, I am some-
what disappointed in the progress since the last hearing. I think
at the last hearing a step was made forward where the DCI did an-
nounce his intent to do something different, which he described as
forward leaning in the foxhole. Eventually we are going to have to
get out of the foxhole and fight, and you know, I know this is a
very complex issue, but we seem to be re-airing the same set of
concerns over and over. It is not entirely clear to me that we are
converging. In some of my discussions with government people out-
side of this hearing I feel better in some regards. I know there is
a lot of very good people with very legitimate concerns in this area,
working very hard on it. Sometimes I despair whether we are ever
going to get to the end of the process.

Vice Chairman WARNER, I think you have gotten some reassur-
ance today from those of us here on the Senate Intelligence panel.
And there are many colleagues who are not on this Committee who
share the views of those of us who are. So I hope— don’t carry de-
“spair.

Mr. FREY. I was very encouraged by——

Senator KERREY of Nebraska. Leave the despair to us.

Mr. FREY. I am very encouraged by the view of the Committee
and I think it is just an ideal example of the government working,
because you folks sit in a different perspective than any of us and
can bring some sense of balance to this and some sense of perspec- *
tive that the world is changing. We have our own parochial views
in industry. I am very concerned about saving some people’s jobs.
That may not be the most important thing in the world for this
country, particularly the number of jobs. '

Vice Chairman WARNER. I think it is. I think jobs are, and I
mentioned clearly that your payroll is your business, you've got to
meet it. Taxpayers are paying for the policymakers.

Senator KERREY of Nebraska. Mr. Araki. '

Mr. ARAKI. The only comment I would like to add to Mr. Frey’s
is that I believe that the fundamental policies pertaining to levels
of performance and types of operating characteristics are permis-
sible for commercial remote sensing have been established between
industry and the government through the process that we have
gone through since the last hearing.

It seems to me that what remains to be done, if I can speak in
general, is a final discussion among all of the agencies in the gov-
ernment to coalesce on a common position. So I think that I am
hopeful that as the meetings that are currently scheduled in the
near term can come together and establish an agreement which
will allow industry to obtain the licenses that are necessary.

Vice Chairman WARNER. So you have received some encourage-
ment today. o :

Mr. AraxI. I have received some encouragement.

Ms. ARMANL Senator Kerrey, Senator Warner, as you know, I
have not applied for a license yet to build or operate a satellite, but
I do have some views based on what is happening in Europe and
Russia. And that is related to what Senator Kerrey said earlier
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about partnership. There is a very close partnership between the
government and industry in Europe. They work together hand in
glove. If you go to Russia and go to their national imagery center,
on one side the business card reads chief of national imagery cen-
ter, on the other, it reads distributor of the following commercial
technologies, which happen to be INTERGRAF. That is how close
it is in the East.

But the West is not far behind. You will find the CEOs and the
ministers working together to secure jobs for their industry. I think
it is critically important that we move forward. I think we have to
do something about the LANDSAT 6 situation to recover our lead
in that area.

And government concerns about the security implications are
very important, of course. But there is another side to that that
hasn’t been addressed, and that is what are the intelligence and
national security implications of our failure to understand what
you can do with the Japanese data, for example, which is very close
to LANDSAT, except it has certain technical differences. I think we
have got to better understand what the competition is doing, if you
will, as well as going forward with our own programs.

Senator KERREY of Nebraska. Well, let me just, for your own in-
formation, declare how I see this thing. I mean, I see first of all,
that we have developed this technical capacity as a consequence of
the United States policymakers needing to know certain informa-
tion in order to make strategic and tactical decisions. And without
that information it is awful hard to make the decision. We may
still louse up the decision, but we aren’t going to be able to say we
loused it up because we didn’t know. And particularly at an age
where proliferation has become a very big and frightening issue,
and an age where narco-trafficking is also a very big and difficult
issue, where we have different kinds of considerations.

In addition to a continuing strategic concern, we also have the
need to make sure that we have the tactical capacity to provide
battlefield commanders with the best that they can possibly have
in order to be able to fight whatever wars this nation may end up
having to fight.

And we have a different set of responsibilities, in short, than
France and Russia have. With all due respect to the French and
all due respect to the Russians, our responsibilities are much dif-
ferent, both in the world and here at home.

So I think it is very important to put that piece out there be-
cause as Senator Warner alluded to, the effort to make sure that
we keep that technological edge, I think is at risk, frankly. I mean,
I think it is at much greater risk today than it probably was four
years ago. So that is issue number one and I think we always have
to keep that out there, because that is the most important piece of
business.

The second thing I would say is that there are obviously jobs at
stake here. And I—you know, one cannot disconnect one from the
other. There are real jobs at stake and there are tremendous job
opportunities here. And we shouldn’t lose them. And we have got
to, I think, move with all deliberate speed to develop the proce-
dures under which we can maintain the first and do the second.
And I emphasize with all deliberate speed.
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I do not think this is similar—although they resemble one an-
other, I do not think this is s‘milar to the very difficult decision
that the Administration just had to make in regards the allowance
of exportation-of computers. The change in that policy. that oc-
curred in October is in some ways similar, but I think the similar-
ity ends in relatively short order. _

There is a real urgency to do this in my judgment, or we are
going to lose jobs. Listening to what the Europeans are doing, it
is not going to be long before we find. ourselves saying once again
we missed an opportunity. So this is not one where delay is ad-
vised. : '

Last thing that I see as you may have gathered a couple of times
here, in a government of, by, and for the people, our capacity. to
make decisions rests upon not just the ability to inform 536 people
who happen to get elected and serve in both the Congress and the
White House, but our capacity to make a decision rests upon the
citizens acquiring information and making good decisions as a con-
sequence. - - ’

And so I see a third area very closely connected to.the second,
where the informing and educating of our citizens is possible as a
consequence of this technology. And I don’t want to deny the citi-
zens the opportunity to take advantage of that, particularly since
they have made the investment to begin with. And that is not to
say that I want the government to do the sorts of things that you
all have described as being essentially competing with the private
sector and making it difficult for the private sector to develop. 1
mean, I think we can separate that out in the second effort if we
move with all deliberate speed.

I just—I see 120 million households out there, citizen households,
and this technology allows me to go right into their household and
deliver information, or at least make information available. And as
I indicated in my opening statement, we spend tens of billions of
dollars already on an annual basis at the state and federal level
trying to assemble this information for the citizen. Unfortunately,
it is not in very useful form, and it seems to me that we have in
this imaging area the potential to be able to change that.

So I see this as a very, very important issue, for strategic rea-
sons, for tactical reasons, for the security of the United States of
America and the Free World. I also see it as very important for our
desire, strong desire to produce jobs in America, particularly higher
paying jobs, because most of the jobs you are talking about in these
industries are apt to be higher paying jobs. .

And lastly I see it as very important because I believe the citi-
zens’ capacity to make good decisions, informed decision, is at risk,
unless we change the way that we make information available to
the people of this country. .

So I appreciate the witnesses coming forward. I assure you that
the Committee is going to be moving on this again and working
with the Administration and making sure that this policy gets set
down right. A

Vice Chairman WARNER. In other words, one word, we'’re going
to dominate this industry, come hell or high water.

Thank you. . .

Senator KERREY of Nebraska. Thank you.
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[Thereupon, at 1:39 o’clock p.m., the Committee was recessed.]

PREPARED STATEMENT OF DR. WALTER S. SCOTT, CHAIRMAN OF THE BOARD,
WORLDVIEW IMAGING CORPORATION

Mr. Chairman and other distinguished members of the Committee, it is a pleasure
and an honor to have the opportunity to comment on commercial remote sensing.
1 will offer my observations on two areas: the licensing of commercial remote sens-
ing systems, and the impact of a release of U.S. Government archival imagery on
the commercial remote sensing industry.

I would like to take a moment to introduce you to WorldView Imaging Corpora-
tion. WorldView was founded roughly two years ago with the objective of being the
first information services business to be a profitable supplier of satellite imagery to
rapidly growing markets such as Geographic Information Systems, mapping, re-
source management and environmental monitoring. We were enabled by the tre-
mendous advances in small satellite technology that have moved the cost of space
remote sensing within reach of private capital sources. We were encouraged by a
changing world and the growth of our target markets. Our receipt of the first pri-
vate space remote sensing system license issued under the 1992 Land Remote Sens-
ing Policy Act was instrumental in enabling us to raise venture capital financing.

WorldView is building a pair of lightweight satellites to collect its digital earth
imagery, and is in the process of creating an electronic ordering and distribution
network to put this imagery in the hands of customers quickly. Our ability to build
these satellites affordably is a direct result of technological advances over the fpast
decade under the sponsorship of SDIO (now BMDO), DARPA, and other parts of the
DoD. WorldView is thus an excellent example of “dual-use” technology fulfilling the
objectives of defense conversion.

WorldView’s satellites will provide our customers with high-resolution (3-meter
panchromatic and 15-meter multispectral) over head digital images of any place on
the planet. These images will offer resolution that is 3x—10x better than any com-
mercial satellite imagery available today, and will be more current and less expen-
sive than aerial photography. WorldView has begun the process of applying for a
license to offer 1-meter resolution imagery.

The first WorldView satellite launch is planned for 1995, and with the second
launch to follow within one year. In light of the unfortunate loss of Landsat 6, the
launch of WorldView’s satellites should help ensure that, during the gap before the
launch of Landsat 7, the U.S. retains worldwide remote sensing leadership.

WorldView is a new information bridge between remote sensing and Geographic
Information Systems (GIS). The U.S. currently enjoys a leadership position in the
heavily competed GIS market worldwide (currently a $5 billion per year industry,
projected to grow to $15 billion by the end of the decade). The raw d)z,:ta that fuels
GIS growth is derived mainly from aerial photography taken by local sources world-
wide, a $2+ billion market. WorldView will be the first commercial satellite system
that can provide imagery on a global basis that is competitive with local aerial pho-
tography suppliers. Our projections show that WorldView will be able to compete
directly for several billion dollars in revenues now mostly out of the reach of U.S.
firms.

A significant step for WorldView was forming a strategic partnership with CTA
Incorporated and its subsidiary Defense Systems Inc (DSI). As part of this partner-
ship, DSI—which has built and launched 19 successful lightweight satellites to
date—will build the first two WorldView satellite buses. CTA is also an investor in
WorldView. While the downturn in defense spending has created difficult times for
the aerospace industry, CTA has helped ensure its future by this investment in com-
mercial space.

WorldView is also backed by investments from the established Silicon Valley ven-
ture capital firms of Burr, Egan, Deleage and Co. and Technology Venture Investors
(TV1). The two firms manage over $1 billion of investment capital and have financed
many of the most successful high technology companies in the U.S.1

LICENSING OF REMOTE SENSING SYSTEMS

On the whole, the experience of WorldView in applying for and receiving its re-
mote sensing license has been a good one. During the review of our application, the
Departments of Commerce, Defense and State identified a number of issues and
concerns, provided us with an opportunity to address these, and worked with us to

l‘)including Microsoft, Sun Microsystems, Tandem, Compaq, Federal Express, Genentech, and
others
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find solutions. We have a continuing dialog with representatives of these Depart-
ments, and expect to continue to work closely with them as we move forward with
implementation of our remote sensing system in accordance with the provisions of
our license.

As the first to experience the review process, we feel it worked well. As we move
forward with our plans for a l-meter resolution system, we hope that the review
process will not undergo changes that will interfere with its demonstrated ability
to effect a proper balance between the goals of fostering U.S. international economic
competitiveness and protecting national security.

RELEASE OF U.S. GOVERNMENT ARCHIVAL IMAGERY

We understand that the U.S. Government is contemplating a policy that would
allow the release of high-resolution imagery from its archives. The arguments of-
fered in support of this proposal range from the need of the environmental research
community fl())r baseline data, to the increased openness of the post cold war world,
to the desire of the Government to recognize additional revenue.

While understanding these arguments, WorldView cannot help but view any re-
lease of imagery as a threat to the existence of the newly emerging U.S. commercial
remote sensing industry. It places government in a position of competing directly
with industry, an action counter to existing U.S. national space Policy.2 ‘Given
strong government encouragement of defense conversion—and specifically of com-
mercial remote sensing, as evidenced by the 1992 Land Remote Sensing Policy Act—
government action to compete with businesses resulting from this defense conver-
sion telegraphs a lack of policy stability to both potential customers and investors.
At a time when U.S. industry has the potential to dominate a multi-billion dollar
world market in commercial remote sensing, release of archival data by the U.S.
Government would have a chilling effect on private investment, delaying the devel-
opment and growth of a U.S. remote sensing industry and paving the way for for-
eign competitors such as France, Russia, and Japan to dominate the world market.

WorldView would recommend against allowing any release of high-resolution Gov-
ernment archival overhead imagery into the marketplace. If an outright restriction
proves to be infeasible, then such imagery should at a minimum be released under
severe restrictions, e.g., only imagery older than ten years should be considered for
release, and this archival image data should be provided only for scientific research,
with criminal penalties for its redistribution similar to those applied to software pi-
racy. Since the bulk of the revenues of the commercial remote sensing industry will
initially come from newly collected imagery, releasing only old Government data will
have less of an impact on the industry. By restricting the recipients of this data to
be accredited researchers, the commercial customer base of the remote sensing in-
dustry will not be undercut.

As the commercial remote sensing industry begins to build its own archive of im-
agery, it is in the interest of the industry to make this archival imagery readily
available to the scientific community, as this is an excellent way of helping develop
new applications for the data. This parallels the efforts in the computer industry
to make technology readily available to universities. WorldView is already pursuing
cooperative projects with several research institutions, and intends to make selected
imagery available at little or no cost to researchers as part of these projects. In the
long term, we feel that these cooperative efforts can be combined, for example, with
data vouchers provided to researchers by their Government sponsors, to address the
:lleeds of the scientific community for data without harm to the remote sensing in-

ustry.

Thank you for the opportunity to express my views.

2National Space Policy, approved by the President, specify that “Governmental Space Sectors
shall purchase commercially available space goeds and services to the fullest extent feasible and
shall not conduct. activities with potential commercial applications that preclude or deter com-
mercial space activities except for national security or public safety reasons.” (November 2, 1989
U.S. National Space Policy).
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