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Fower, in the objective sense,
is the value most prized among
states and the basis of attaining
and protecting all other values.
Other values, such as resources,
energy, wealth, prestige and so on
are directly dependent upon power,
and upon states seen to be
exercising it to protect or advance
their interests. Clarification of
the lepnal status of the property
rights claimed among states in outer
space discloses the policy link
between private and public law.
concern pf states extends beyond
their inherent stakes in property.
Such claims impute intluence, power
and prestipne among states, and
ensure those claims by the
resources, including energy that is
a part of those resources. KEu space
presents a separate, overriding '
chalilenge: states that make these
claims and seek to entorce them must
also be the master of the relevant
technolonies for this purpose.

Aside from property as a claim to
resources, as a claim to energy, as
a challenge to technologies, and as
a claim to power and inttuence,
property in the territorial sense
becomes a claim tor sovereignty,
exclusive controls and strategic
advantage. Such:a claim extends to
the supplemental claim to torce
others out of arenas exclusively

the
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held. fMost ot these claims cannot
be explored in depth in this
inquiry, and many are clearly
specuiative i1n nature. sSuch
widened claims using the vocabuliary
of the jurists speak ot the critical
value of power, the subterranean
ciaims of states to exclusive
control, gurisdiction and authority
over property and territory.

Most importantly, the
implications associated in the legal
crder with the rights to property
reach to the perceptions of states
concerning their security. HRecause
security 1s associated with the
bases of power, to be invoked or
protected, thecse claims involvang
and linking property, territory and
security march together. HAside trom
cliaims ot this nature are those
asspclated with the rapidly
advancing civil and mititary
technologres: these instruments of
power and policy are promoted Dby
propecrty becaunse technologles
yenerally eddress property rights,
tangible or intangilble.

PlotUbsiud

bxclusive claiwms to property
coupled with a relentless advance 1n
the power—based technologies ot
gxploltation and use necessarily
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lead to power, and to the claims of
states to the exclusive authority
they identify with "sovereignty."
Froperty rights in municipal law
protecting the interests of the
citizen or resident also establish
their claims to the governance of
the social order: rights to
property - both for simple occupancy
and for production - and the
citizens’ rights to govern
themselves go hand in hand. And
the legal theory of property rights
in outer space, encompassing
primarily the claims of states, is a
theory that is correct only if 1t
embodies the sovereign claims of
states. A "“revolutionary change” in
this perspective would require a
new, and revolutionary alignment of
states, presumably, and exclusively,
under the jurisdiction and control
of a global public order. Hence the
1967 Outer Space Principles Treaty
anticipates at the first stage of
the space age a collective, orderly
change swept on under the
operational principles of
cooperation. |

fi major problem that we face
in participating in the law making
processes and in seeking our legal
precedents and experience for
effective and economical future
regqulation, is to give law its
operational basis. The ciaims tor
prestige and pover aside, the jurist
concerned with global order looks to
a standard of reasonableness as a
principle balancing opposing claims
and counterclaims. At present, we
have no reliable set of principles
and practices that balances, on an
interdisciplinary basis, the status
guo among states as to their power
against the dynamic teatures that
come 1n terms ot an advancing
competition tor rescources and power
and the reach tor the technologies
that give the claims their support.
We cannot predict the direction or
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velocity of change even i1 . we are
given guidance by closer ties to
reilable trends.

ihe lepgal status ot property
Tights 1n space 15 not spelled out
in detail or in comprehensive
conceptual tramework, and much nust
be invoked trom general principles
of law applicable to property 1n
terms ot terrestrial claims. States
necessarily engender an array of
responsibilities, and these increase
as they engage in increasing numbers
of activities. Launching satellites
leads to a responsibility and
liabiiity to those that might be
harmed. Maneuvering satellites
create responsibilites for their
OWners Or possessors. fhey must
meet the pervasive standards of the
utmost due care as the activities
move toward more hazardous levels.
Satellites are danpgerous objects and
liability for their harm is a
general principle of law. [he
activities ot satellites, similarly
establish an obligation or
responsibility for harm consistent
again with the standards of due
care, 50 that negligence, accidents,
and even untforeseen harmtul
incidents are subjected: to general
principies ot law. All.of these
activities are regulated primarily
through the shared patterns of
expectation ot behavior, tolerances
in behavior and distinctions of what
is permissible, and through the
claims and tolerances that enter
inte this process of clain. the
outcome is customary international
law a matter tnat 1s established
enly with great dirficulty and care.

the HMajor freaties ot Uuter
gggggii Witat are the sources of
the law o1 property rights, aside
troem the customary 1nternational law
or the principles often adopted as a
part o1 the yeneration ot that faw?
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The primary treaties relating to
outer space are multilateral
treaties and are inténded to become
the law of outer space for all
s’cates.a The expectation arises
that all space active states will
become parties to the treaties, and
participants in giving them strength
and effectiveness. The first of the
major treaties, that i1s those that
are constitutive, or constitutional,
in nature is the treaty on
principles governing activities in
outer space, dated January 27, 1967,
closely parallelling the resolutions
adopted in the General Assembly in
1367. To reduce repetition,
reference in this paper to space or
outer space is intended to be a
reference to the moon and other
celestial bodies.

The first of the principles in
this treaty raises the question of
property. Article I declares
declares in pertinent part that the
"exploration and use of outer space,
including the moon ard other
celestial bodies, shall be carried
out for the benefit and in the A
interests of all countries." This
principle is vague and ambiguous and
it is meaningless until we have the
state practice to give us the
precision and the leval of
interactive tolerances in state
behavicr that we need. tor example,
claims among states regarding
sovereignty become confusing in
light of the first two Articles of
this lreaty. Tlhere is no language
that insists with abscliute clarity
that states are forbidden sovereign
rights that do not tall within the
notion of '"national appropriation.”
Frinciples of law, in general, give
us & symbolic and economical grasp
of general, shared expectations of
law, but they need the exercise ot
aunthority and control to reach out
and apply as law. Hut 1n gquestion:
Are the activities mentioned to be
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regulated by states? ‘Are they to be
the subject of reports amonpg the
states? Hre there actidvities not
covered by the language "exploration
and use?"

Follow on principles appear in

‘Article il bamming claims of states

to “wnaticonal appropriation by claim
of sovereignty, by means of use or

-geccupation, or by any other means.”

drticle i1l supports the notion that
the activities, necessarily
including those relating to
property, tall in a regime of
cooperation, primarily aimed at
achieving the objectives of the UN-
Charter, including in particular
"maintaining international peace and
security."” Hrticle L[II of this
treaty preserves the right of self
defense, transterred to customary
international law Lbut not the whole
of customary international lawi.
Article 91 is necessarily included
in Article 1lI, so that actions in
celf detense in space, or for that
matter terrestrially are not
prohibited assuming that in
resorting to force the standards
under internationa!l law are met.

Hrticle Vi introduces the
adoption ot regulatory standards and
principles in terms of tunction, so
that various functions we associate
with our claims to property
inciuding the p05595510h, ownership
and use may be reguitated. The tact
that such regulations of functions
does occur in the various treaties
on outer space 1s evidence ot the
intended, nyrowlng expectations ot
the reach ot property viyhts.
Heticle VI lmposes  "international
respongibility Tor national
activities 1 outer space,’ and the
subsequent articles i1ndicate how the
responsible participants are Lo be
1dentitied. Hrticle 1A rerterring to
the exploration ang use ot outer
space,. restates the principle -of
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cooperation and mutual assistance,
and the duty to protect the
environment, i.e., "to avoid their
harmful contamination and also
adverse changes in the environment
of the earth, resulting trom the
introduction of extraterrestrial
matter.." This provision plants the
seeds for developing the appropriate
space law for the environment and
for maintaining it free of
pollution, contamination, and
"harmful materials” of all kinds.
Environmental law, in turn, is
closely associated with how the
legal status of property is to be
regulated. :

1t is evident that with the
expanding perspectives about the law
relating to the environment that
this provision will require
amendment and refinement in future
efforts to regulate the activities
that may cause environmental harm.
The continuing appearance of more
hazardous activities and hazardous
substances can be expected, and with
this appearance the growing demand
among states in outer space to
ensure full protection against harm
caused by those engaged in using
theivr "property" or space objects in
space. Domestic regulation by
numerous states furnish the
principles to be invoked.

The Agreement on the Kescue of
fAstronauts does not address property
rights except for strengthening the
linkages of responsibility to the
launching states. Future amendments
to this Agreement might look to the
problem of liability, Llinking the
Agreement with that problem and its
resolution.

Articles A-1, RA-¢ and A-Z! are
among the provisionslof the
Convention on Intermational
Liability tor Damage Laused by upace
Ubjects, March g4, 19/&, that are
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pertinent to the legal 'status of
property rights. Hetween them they
cover with greater clarification
what constitutes a space object,
impose important standards of
liabilaty upon states launching
space objects, and in H.l provide
turther content to the ‘law relating
to the matter ot dangerous
activities and space objects. This
Convention is a set of procedures
intended to ease states through
alternative dispute measures that
might enable them to improve their
cooperative arrangements and fulfill
their responsibilities ‘where damage
is caused.

The Convention clearly implies
that those engaged in space are
introducing objects that involve a
property interest. They may be
acting in behalf of the launching
state, or states, or in behalf of
individual or joint enterprise
involiving satellites. The general
principles of law that might be
adopted for further precision in
future treaties or internationail
agreements can be taken from general
state practice as the current legal
basis for determining and allocating
that responsibility and the
tiability for damage. ihe
implication here 1s that
responsibiiity for harm and the
imposition of liability that flows
from the possession or use of
property is identitied, and that
standards tor assessing harm are
measured by the degree ot danger,
risk or threat to others, and by the
foreseeability ot harm arising trom
the property and 1ts use. fhis
Convention does not create a
mandatory, specitic set of
procedures, but makes alternatives
and options avarlable, and 1ncludes
the opticn ot negotlatiun.

The Lonvention oé Kegistation
or Ubjects Launched into buter
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Space, January 14, 1973, provides a
regime for identifying objects
launched into space, and for setting
forth the technical data and details
relating to the objects launched.
Registrtion presupposes that states
have a property interest in their
space objects, will maintain them
under effective control, and where
responsible for harm or damage, will
promptly pay compensation or aftord
other corrective relief as might be
imposed through community
procedures. 1t establishes how that
interest is to be identified in
terms of the technical features of
the space object and 1ts launching.
In doing these things, it gives us a
more precise conception of the
nature of space property, i.e., as
property that is regulated closely
to prevent harm, interference of
states in their activities, and so
on.

The Agreement Governing the
Activities of States on the PMoon and
other Celestial Bodies, December 5,
1973, has not been widely ratified:
major states like the United States
and Russia have not become party.
The Moon Treaty has a number of
provisions addressing: property,
primarily in the context of the
trade, commerce and production
associated with property. The
Treaty was an attempt to fill some
of the gaps relating to activities
involving the moon and other
celestial bodies, including some
involving the property claims and
uses of space objects, which are a
torm of property expressed in terms
of property claims. Hs with the
other treaties, the Foon Treaty
preserves the application ot the
Charter of the UM, and 1ts supremacy
over other treaties that might be
inconsistent with 1t, and it also
includes the more ambiguous
beclaration on Principles ot
International Law Concerning

Friendly Relations and Cooperation,
adopted by the General Assembly on
¢4 October 197d4. This declaration
is ambiguous because it purports to
be international law formulated as a
grouping ot general principles, but
because the principles are vague and
lack the substance essential for
enforcement, the law making effort
that would make such principles
cerve as law await ftuture state
practice.

~ The Moon Treaty has additional
ambiguities that call for
clarification before it will become
a desirable instrument of control or
regulation. Kut some of its
detailed provisions indicate the
direction states were moving in
establishing a regulatory regime and
its controls about what the owner or
possessor 15 to be permitted to do
with his property on the moon and
other celestial bodies. They call
for example tor greater protections
of the environment, ctarification of
the activities to be regulated under
international Law with regard to
launching and personnel, the right

of states to establish manned and
unmanned stations on the moon, with
‘the implication that states will
thereby have the protections needed

tor their property in these

stations, the spelling ocut ot

cooperative measures with regard to
common core problems such as those

reiating to the health and well
‘being ot personmel on the moon.

This array of provisions and others
to be mentioned below suggest that
through the details states are

gradually telling each othev what 1s

property, what Cthey can or canntt do
with it, and who makes the decisions
about these matters.

“the deltailed provisions o]

Mrticle 11 intreducing che ambilguous
notion or a "common heritage of

makind, " 1S girven some precislon 1n
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the Moon Treaty because this
principle is specifically limited to
its iapplication to the fMpoon Treaty.
The common heritage notion is
described as the notion that "finds
its expression in the provisions of
this Agreement Li.e., the Moon
Treatyl and in particular in
paragraph 5 of this article." The
directive in fArticle 11 that simply
declares that states are to conduct
their property-related activities
under "an international regime.”

A literal reading of the
provisions that set up the
international regime indicate
clearly that the drafters of the
provisions expected to establish
tollective enterprise, ousting the
market control and market forces.
The stumbling block arose because
this regime with trends bent toward
collective exploitation of resources
from space will necessarily promote
cartels among nations and their
productive or industrial entities,
and these cartels will control
prices, the amount of goods
produced, and even the use of the
goods. They would reduce, or even
eliminate, competition as a major
market factor. Article 11 ()
reads: ‘

9. States Farties to
this Agreement hereby
undertake to establish
an internatipnal regame,
including appropriate
procedures, to govern
the exploitation of the
natural resources of tne
moon as such
exploitation i1s about to
become teasible. This
provision shall be
implemented 1n
accordance with Hrticle
18 of this Hygreement.

The anticipated international
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regime 1s a regime of cooperation,
collective in outlook. This
anticipated regime would overturn
past practice, turning back the
global movement toward a marhket
oriented regyime, and away from what
15 expected with productive
property. Faragraph 7 1ndicates
what has been done: ’

/. The main purposes of
_ the international regime
to be established shall

include: (a) ‘the
orderly and sare
development of the
natural resources of the
moon; (b} the rational
management of those
resources; (c) the
expansion of
opportunities in the use
of those resocurces; (d)
and equitable sharing by
all States Farties in
the benefits derived
from those resources,
whereby the interests
and needs of the
developing countries as
well as the efforts of
those countries which
have contributed either
directly or indirectly
to the exploration of
the moon, shall be yiven
special consideration.

Froperty rights are also
covered 1n the other provisions of
the FMoon Jreaty. These include the
retention of jurisdiction and
control by states over property and
persormel, the development ©f the
notions ot international
responsibiiity, as set torth in
Hrticle 14, the provisions tor
cooperation and compatibiriity in the
conduct ot enterprisory activities,
and so on. We are now witnessing
tite gradual strengthenivyg ot
regqulatory powers vested under the
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outer space treaties, with the
relevant participants in the
regulatory network extending to
space active states, the United
Mations and its Secretary-General.

FUTURE WURK. Future work on
the treaties relating to ocuter space
can be discerned already. Hfside
from the treaties discussed here
there 'are numerous treaties
applicable to activities
terrestrially that can be invoked to
reach the wider range of state
activities and applied with regard
to those activities. These need to
be brought together and made
accessible for easy retrieval in
order to avoid the chaotic’
conditions that might occur if
bilateral or non-constitutive
treaties are negotiated without
careful alignment with the public
law of space. Treaties already in
force that can be transferred to
regulate activities in space include
the UN Charter, along with the
countless apreements running the
gamut of state activity. Future
efforts and stuwdy are.needed in this
ATea. International organizations
and. institutions can be scrutinized
to determnine the possibility ot
extending their control or |
jurisdiction or regulatory ‘powers
into space even though they were
designed with terrestrial regulation
in view.

For the immediate pericd ahead
we can anticipate that the major
space powers and those most
comprehensively in command ot the
technologies pertinent to ocuter
space are the states that will take
the lead in adopting additional
treaties, or in providing amendments
and retinements to the treaties we
have. Monetheless, we .can expect
that such eftorts like surveys are
likely to be launched by the United
Nations and its committees concerned
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with ocuter space to determine what
matters or gaps in the existing law

is troubling to states. This'would
lead to a "small" state "collective"
effort, similar to those found some

decades ago when the Charter of
tcongmic Duties was put forward.
such surveys will puide the treaties
and agreements that may be needed,
and even to tie urgency ot
negotiating those instruments.
General prfinciples of law to .be.
applied by future treaties or:
international instruments
addressingf outer space can be taken
trom the municipal legal systems or
from other treaties and :
international agreements. A most
important, on-going tdsk might be to
consider the possibilites or
potential situations and potential
crises that might, in the future,
lead states to disputes, and -to - -
invoking the use of force:  1lf these
can be identitied, and i1f measures
can be taken to reduce:their
eruption, a major step will have
been taken to avoid the use of "
military force in space. -

RECOMMENDAT TUNS. Among the
specific recommendations that might
be made with regard to this subject
these should be included:

{a) claritication and the

- quieting of controversies over
ambiguous or contentitious
principles such as the “common
heritage - of mankind,” (b)
the preparation of an updated
research report to bring up to
date the Kkeport. .ot Leon Lipson
and Wicholas katzenbach,
entitied "Keport to the
Hational Hmeronautics and bpace
Hamintsteation on the Law ot
v ter Space” (published by the
Hier1can Mar Foundation, July
13ui) sy (c)  the cunsideratiuon
o1 amendments Lo tne outer
space trealties such as the
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Moon Treaty to eliminate its
interference with the right of
states and of the rights of
their citizens freely to enjoy
and pursue their activities in
outer space in a congenial
setting for the market
economy; (d) the
determination of normative
principles and standards and
an assessment of whether they
can provide useful criteria
and guidelines for the future
activities in spacej; (e) the
monitoring of developments of
agreements and international
instruments affecting space to
determine whether such
instruments need amending or
refinements, or even
replacement; (f) the
identification of areas where
rules of the road can be
adopted to prevent harm or
damage from space activities
or inter-state interference;
(g) the design of working
drafts and supplementary
opinions to ease the adoption
of alternative dispute
measures to resolve
differences in a spirit of
cooperation among staties or
their enterprises conducted in
space; (h) the increased use
of research, development and
testing activities that are
shared among states as to the
work performed and the
benefits to be enjoyed in
Joint or reciprocating
tnerprise in space.

CONCLUDING OHSERVAI LUNS. By
way of briet overview, the legal
rights to property established among
states in the global community are
major factors upon which states rely
in controlling or extending ‘theiwr
claims to control, exercise'!
sovereignty, and intluence in
general.. States detend themselves,
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their citizens and the property
under their jurisdiction and
control. i{he initiation of the use
of force is in large measure a
matter tor each state to determine
for itself so that future actions
taken to restrict, provide
guidelines for determining the:
initiation ot war, or to guide the
war-makivng decisions will be of
increasing'importance tor regimes of
deterrence or prevention as we gain
further technological control aver
the .weapons of the tuture.

How does the element of
property and property rights apply
in this area? Setting aside the
competition over property and the
ambiguities over proprietary rights
treated as property, it is evident
that when the competition is over
strategic locations of sites or
objects in space, or over large
deposits of resources and energy
easily accessible, or over the .more
habitable locations in space that
competition might lead to disputes
as they have in the past, and to
warfare. Competition for locations
in space by the same token to
enhance the strategic position . of
military forces terrestrially may
lead to military conflicts and’
disputes with regard to terrestrial
contlicts, aided or supported by
activities 1n space.

Because states may detend
themselves by recourse to military
torce wherever they are opposing
each other, a major recommendation
ot this paper is to tind the means
to reduce the cpportunities tor
exclusive claims over property or
territorial property that might be
the subject of competition. 1Inis,
apparently, 1is what che treaties on
outer space attempt, even though
they are have not Lke dratted
deliberately tor this purpose.
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The conceptual framework for
looking at the rights of states in
outer space is currently framed
under traditional perspectives,
i.e., under the perspectives ot
states that consider the exclusive
claims and rights to activities and
property are paramount, We can
choose to regulate under this
framework with little change to the
framework. Or we can examine the
more complex task of looking into a
public order that we might draft in
detail to cover the activities of
space in the future. This second
alternative calls for the promotion
of new perspectives among states
about cooperation, sharing rights
and benefits, and so on. Rut the
choice between the two, or a mixture
of the two, will determine the
future law and legal rights of
property as part of that law.

It is apparent that the claims
of states to property extend to
claims that reach natural objects
and the resources they contain,
including asteroids, planets, and so
on, as well as to manmade objects.
The claims of states are largely
dependent upon their control or
mastery, of the applicable or
relevant technologies and the
deference afforded to them and their
claims for controls over how ouyter
space is to be regulated in view
especially of the major changes in
the applicable technolepgies. Outer
space activities are activities that
entail great costs. Thece costs are
incurred for achieving controls and
mastery over the relevant
technologies, but lead to the
expectations among the space active
states that they will receive major
benefits or rewards for their
etforts. Mot the least of these 21s
control over the regime and
regulation of activities 1n space.
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International law, regulating
the activities and relations among
states, is in many respects a "soft"
law, or law that 1s subject to
ditferences ranging from nuances and
subtleties to major and opposing
claims amdng those who interpret and
apply it.  Unly through a continued
practice among states will these be
problems of uncertainty with regard
to the relevant law and its
applications be overcome, and a hard
law established for the maintenance
ot international peace and security
and the promotion of human rights
chaped into force. The primary
need, it seems, aside from draw1ng
up the norms and norm guided
practices is the assurance that
states live up in good faith to
their commitments and pursue them to

"achieve common social goals.4

br. Harry H. Almond, Jr.
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l.Mumerous treaties, aside from those cited in this paper, have
functional regulatian, gr legislative impacts, affecting or
regulating property rights involved in outer space. Yee for such
documents, Committee Frint, 99th Cong. &d Sess., SPACE LAW,
December 1978, U.8. Govt Heint. Uft., Washington. The page numbers
given below are taken from this Preint. Amony  the Tunctional
elements . that might be mentioned are tnose concerning the
regulation againgt harmful interference in the telecommunications
conventions Lpn 1403 8ly 833 H7 the responsibilities for
maintaining rational use with a superticial resemblance to Hrticle
11 of the Moon Treaty Lsee p.8&li; the property allocations in terms
of radio frequencies, the advancing control through the sequence of
regulations, the problems inveolving reserved orbitsy and the duty
to provide ftor a rational: use of space tor radio freguencies and
communications; other treaties provide similar impacts. Special
attention should be given the emphasis in U.5. legislation upon
promoting science and technology in the Comsat Lepisiation, p.%4l
et seq., and upon the environment, pollution, coOntamination, health
care, peaceful uses of space, and the national security.

2. The treaties referred to in this paper: The UM Charter, entered
into force on October 24, 1945, UNTS Vol. 957 p. 1433 Treaty on
Frinciples Governing the Activities of States in the Exploration
and Use of Outer Space including the Moon and other Celestial
Bodies, entered into force on Uctober 1@, 1967, UNMTS Vol. &1@,
p.2683; Agreement on the KRescue of Astronauts, the Return of
Astronauts and the Return of Ubjects launched into Uuter Space,
entered into tforce on December 3, 13968, USNIS Vol. 672, p.ll9;
Convention on International Liability for Damage caused by $Space
Objects, Entered into force on September 1, 1972, UNGA Res. #2777
(XXVI) fAnnex, of November: 29, 13713 Convention on Registration of
Objects launched into Outer Space, entered intoe force on September
15, 1976, UNGA Res. 3239 ((XIXX) Anwnex, of November 12, 19743
Agreement Governing the Activities of States on the Moon and other
Celestial Kodies, entered into ftorce on July 1z, 1384, UNGA Kes.
34/68 Annex, of December %, 19/9. The paper does not consider the
numerous, bilateral agreeménts, and only reters, by implication to
the major treaties creating such institutions as INMARKSAT, and to
the International Telecommunications Lonvention (entered into torce
for the United States Qpril 7, 1976. fLAYS 8570 . This Convention
containg provisions for allocating frequencies and radio bands
among states, and these provisions involve a property anterest.
The Convention alse repgulates such freguencies as property. They
are not to be the source of harmful intevterence — a matter that 1¢
of the nature of repulated property.

3. One major tuture  event miyht bring states together,
notwithstanding tneir difrerences in wealth and anTluence. Lt a
major space object - whether manmade, or an object such s
asteroid, or other natural: object - were to threaten the earth, the
costs and technologies . tor daverting the space object, or
disintegrating it, would be very great. We could anticipate a véry

a oemet,
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large public support worldwideée tor immediate acdtion regardless of
cost to overcome this threat, for shared and cooperative effarts on
a great scale with regard to the technolopgies and funds involved,
and so on. This is the major problem of space debris presently
being considered by the members of the lnr.

4, The texts concerning oubter space and i1ts conceptual problems
ATe NUMerous. fAmonyg them, with substantial bibliographies, are
those of Christol, THE MODERN IMTERMATIUMAL LAW OF OWiIER SHACE,
Fergamon:  Mew York, 198&5 Lipson and Katzenbach, THE LAW OF OUTER
SFACE [Ribliography, up to 1961, needs revision to the present
date, to complete the "data bkank” at general disposall, Hmerican
Rar Foundation: Chicango, 19613 Benko, de Graaff and Heijnen, SHACE
LAY IN THE UNITED NATLIONS, HMNigjghoff: bordrecht, 19853 Lay and
Taubenfeld, THE LAW RELATING TO ACTIVIIIES "OF FMaNM  In SPACE,
American  Rar Foundation: Chicago, 1976 Lcontains major
bibliography, but not up to datel;. HMchoungal and Associates,
STUDIES IN WORLD FLURLIC ORDER, Yale Univ. Fress: Mew Haven, Conn.
1968 [contains essay of dMcbDougal and Lipson on outer spacels;
McDougal et al, THE PURLIC ORDER OF OUTER SPACE, Yale Univ Fress:
HNew Haven 1388.
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