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Topic A: Preventing Space Militarization
	 On	October	4th,	1957,	the	Soviet	Union	successfully	launched	mankind’s	first	
satellite into space. This satellite, Sputnik, had one job - produce regular radio pulses to 
provide scientists with invaluable data on the atmosphere and function of satellites. It 
orbited Earth 1440 times in total.

 More than sixty years later, over 2,000 operational satellites are in orbit around 
Earth, providing a wealth of services to humanity. They form the backbone of our 
society, the “infrastructure of our infrastructure.” Satellites provide critical timing data 
to	global	financial	institutions,	strategic	data	to	militaries,	data	services	to	telecoms.	
If all satellites were to vanish suddenly, society could very well collapse. Thus, as I 
read that militaries around the world were already preparing for space to become the 
next	warfighting	domain,	developing	anti-satellite	technology	and	orbital	weaponry,	I	
became very concerned. 

 Space militarization is by no means a new issue, nor is it one we can prevent from 
happening. Almost every developed country’s military already relies on space. However, 
we can attempt to regulate the extent to which militaries co-opt space. Currently, the 
only legally binding treaty that mentions space militarization, and is agreed upon by all 
space-faring nations, is the Outer Space Treaty (OST) of 1967. The OST prohibits nuclear 
weapons from being placed in orbit and all weapons from being placed on the moon 
and extraterrestrial bodies. However, it deliberately omits any other details, meaning 
placing conventional weapons in space is legal. 

 Although this has not yet occurred, many governments have started research and 
development of new technologies pertaining to space weaponry. And, scarily enough; 
countries have already developed ways to disrupt and even destroy current satellites, 
sabotaging military communications and possibly civilian populations. Four countries 
have successfully tested anti-satellite missiles, and there are reports of scattered satellite 
hacking and jamming. Additionally, more and more players continue to enter the so-
called space race, including more unpredictable governments like Iran or North Korea. 
These new players have been secretive in their capabilities and are less predictable in 
their actions.
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	 To	begin	researching	your	country’s	position,	you	can	first	examine	your	country’s	
space	program’s	sophistication	to	see	how	much	the	issue	matters	to	you.	Some	
questions	you	can	ask	are	what	the	main	tasks	performed	by	your	space	possessions,	
if	any,	are,	how	important	these	services	are	to	your	national	security	or	key	
developmental	goals,	if	space	weaponry	is	being	developed	at	all,	etc.	Your	country’s	
technological	sophistication	is	also	relevant	as	it	provides	resources	for	you	to	offer	
research-sharing	for	more	favorable	deals.	You	can	also	research	your	relations	(both	
historically	and	in	terms	of	similar	power)	with	other	countries	to	determine	possible	
blocs.	
Historically,	some	things	you	should	explore	are	the	handful	of	treaties	that	have	
already	been	proposed	at	the	UN	to	prevent	a	space	arms	race	-	most	notably,	the	
PAROS	Treaty	from	the	Conference	on	Disarmament,	the	2008	“Space	Code	of	
Conduct”	EU	Proposal,	and	the	2008	China-Russia	PPWT	Treaty.	Most	importantly,	
however,	you	should	try	to	understand	why	all	of	these	treaties	failed	to	garner	
significant	support,	and	thus	remain	stalled.

	 I’ve	chosen	this	topic	because	it	is	vital	for	us	to	understand	the	significance	of	
our	space	infrastructure,	how	damaging	a	space	arms	race	can	be	for	our	society,	and	
the	importance	of	global	cooperation	for	the	future	peaceful	use	of	space.	War	has	
already	cost	us	enough	on	Earth;	we	should	try	our	hardest	to	ensure	that	it	does	not	
spread	to	space	as	well.		

Topic B: Addressing Space Inequality
Although	preventing	further	militarization	of	space	is	the	most	immediate	issue,	
after	it’s	resolution,	we	will	still	have	a	critical,	fundamental	issue	to	deal	with.	
Billions	around	the	world	live	under	governments	with	limited	or	even	nonexistent	
space	capabilities.	Does	this	mean	they	are	automatically	exempt	from	the	valuable	
resources	and	benefits	space	can	offer	us?	Shouldn’t	humanity	as	a	whole,	not	just	the	
select	privileged	few	of	first	world	nations,	be	able	to	reap	the	rewards	of	outer	space?	
     
	 Unfortunately,	not	all	nations	share	such	a	selfless	sentiment.	Only	in	the	past	
few	years	did	the	governments	of	the	United	States	and	Luxembourg	pass	laws	
“permitting”	their	citizens	to	entrepreneur	and	exploit	resources	in	outer	space,	as	if	
simply	revoking	protections	on	a	national	forest.	This	is	without	regard	for	international	
law	or	the	interests	of	their	allies	and	the	world.	International	treaties	declare	outer	
space	a	“global	resource,”	permitting	everyone	access,	and	seemingly	evening	the	
playing	field.	Of	course,	this	is	by	no	means	applicable	as,	nor	should	it	be	seen	as	
an	act	of	equity.	Being	able	to	exploit	the	“global	resource”	of	space	requires	states	
to	independently	have	a	multitude	of	resources,	including	technology,	research,	
rockets,	and	a	massive	amount	of	money	to	fund	it	all.	These	requirements	are	why	
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the number of countries with access to space is extremely limited, and the developed 
world dominates the airspace. 

 With the stark nature of global inequality today, addressing this issue is 
fundamental in ensuring it is not exacerbated further. The opportunity to reap the 
massive benefits space can provide must not be solely determined by the economic 
or technological level of a country. It is important to ensure programs and rules are 
established that allow resources to be distributed between countries, all while still 
respecting the sovereignty of individual parties.

 With the Asteroid Act passed in the U.S., we must also consider the role 
of private corporations, and how they should be regulated in regards to space 
exploitation. With even small asteroids containing billions to trillions of dollars worth 
of minerals, care must be taken to ensure profits do not remain in the hands of large, 
capitalist corporations. Although asteroid mining with present-day technology is cost-
ineffective, costs have gone down by a factor of a hundred since decades ago. It is 
not implausible to state that in the next decade or two, the break-even point will be 
reached, and then, a mad dash for the stars will begin. 

 To begin researching, you should determine the level of advancement of your 
country’s space program in comparison to other nations. This is important to base your 
country’s fundamental view towards inequality in space. Areas of concern can range 
from technology to social inequality. The technological development of a country 
determines how accessible outer space is, and how they would feel about a treaty 
that promotes greater equality. Possible ways to bring greater global equality should 
be explored, especially in terms of resource allocation, monetary aid, and technology 
sharing. Then, determine how such concepts can be applied to space exploration and 
resource exploitation, and how your country might respond to such ideas. Research 
into social inequality, such as promoting the engagement of women in space-related 
industries, is also a way of considering the broader implications of space exploration 
on human society. Promoting global equality for the shared benefit of all is the 
main theme of this topic, and relevant treaties may be the critical factors in pushing 
humanity into a new era of global prosperity and peace.


