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Recognizing that a “weapon in outer space” means any device placed in outer space specially
produced to eliminate, damage, or disrupt the normal function of objects in outer space or on the
Earth and its air, as well as to eliminate population or the biosphere,

Deeply concerned by the increasing threat of the militarization and weaponization of outer space
as well as its effects on multilateral growth and innovation,

Reaffirming the pre-existing laws and principles of the Outer Space Treaty as a basis for future
international discussion and negotiation,

Recalling paragraph 80 of UN resolution S-10/2 which states that in order to prevent an arms
race in outer space, further measures should be taken and appropriate international negotiations
be held,

Strongly emphasizing that space war should never be fought and cannot be won,

Further reaffirming the importance of national sovereignty for all member-states,

Aware of the preexisting presence of military technology in outer space from many different
nations,

1. Strongly affirms the importance of the prevention of the ever-increasing threat of an arms
race occurring in outer space,

a. Preventing the weaponization of outer space and a possible arms race is crucial in
safeguarding exploration,

b. Member states should support the negotiation of a treaty on space arms control
which will prevent the placement of weapons in outer space and the threat of
force through legally-binding measures:

i. If reasonable terms are negotiated, then a legally binding instrument to
prevent the placement of weapons in outer space will greatly increase
security,

ii. Discussions through the Open Ended Working Group on Reducing Space
Threats (OEWG) can be used to further negotiate the implementation of a
treaty on space arms control,

1. All member-states are encouraged to share their perspectives and
positions in the above discussions,

iii. Member states should continue discussions pertaining to Prevention of an
Arms Race in Outer Space (PAROS) and the draft treaty of the Prevention



of the Placement of Weapons in Outer Space, the Threat or Use of Force
against Outer Space Objects (PPWT),

1. The draft treaty of the PPWT provides a solid basis for
negotiations about the prevention of weapons in outer space and
the use or threat of force against space objects,

a. All countries should contribute to negotiations in order to
find a reasonable solution,

2. Further discussions about PAROS can be done through the
re-establishment of a Group of Governmental Experts (GGE) on
the topic,

a. GGE’s can facilitate substantial talk about the scope and
particulars about PAROS,

c. Transparency and confidence building measures (TCBMs) can be used
supplementally to legally-binding arms control measures,

i. Examples of TCBMs include, but are not limited to,
1. Space facility visits,
2. Policies and intentions,
3. Space security dialogue and exchanges on national space policies,

ii. The implementation of TCBMs should be voluntary for each member state
but highly encouraged,

2. Encourages the establishment of the Association of Technical Experts on an Outer Space
Legal Instrument (ATELIOS), which will be comprised of members from multiple
member-states in order to discuss a future legal instrument on outer space arms control,

a. ATELIOS will work to discuss certain aspects of a future legal instrument
including,

i. The definition of the legal instrument,
ii. The scope of a legal instrument,

iii. The proposed methods of verification of a legal instrument,
b. ATELIOS should work closely with the First Committee and in parallel with the

OEWG on Reducing Space Threats,
3. Emphasizes the distinction between militarization and weaponization of space,

a. Militarization of space has occurred since soon after the very first satellite placed
in Earth’s orbit,

i. Defined by the usage of technology that can be used for military purposes
but cannot directly cause harm or destruction in space,

1. This includes military used communications, gps, missile & plane
guidance, weather, and imagine satellites,

ii. It is a normalized and irreversible change to the military climate of Earth,
1. Attempts to demilitarize space would lead to the usage of ASATs

to remove military satellites from space, possibly creating debris
that could be damaging or destructive to satellites in Earth’s orbit,
likely leading to space debris entering Earth’s atmosphere and
impacting nations to which the satellite destroyed was foreign to,



iii. Space militarization is not directly harmful to cooperative efforts in space,
and does not jeopardize the safety of other nations satellites,

b. Weaponization of space is an unexplored frontier, and should remain as such,
i. For the purposes of this resolution, weaponization of space is defined by

the implementation of destructive technologies in space, either with the
potential to harm other the properties, lands, or peoples of other nations,

ii. There would be no consequences in its restrictions as there are no
weaponized satellites in space,

iii. Space weaponization directly threatens other nations in space, causing
strife in international relations and cooperations within outer space

4. Urges member-states to join the initiative on No First Placement of Weapons in Outer
Space (NFP),

a. If a commitment to the NFP TCBM is taken by all member states, then
international confidence and transparency will help ensure the preservation of
weapons from outer space,

b. Although the NFP should be emphasized, member states should continue to abide
by and implement other TCBM’s,

5. Calls for the immediate suspension of confrontation and interference actions in outer
space,

a. The suspension of the stated actions will be executed on a voluntary state-by-state
basis,

i. The safety and security of outer space will only be fully realized if these
actions are suspended,

b. Suspending these actions will curtail actions that threaten international security in
outer space,

c. Examples of these actions include,
i. Unrestrained research, development, deployment of missile defense

systems,
1. The deployment of missile interceptors in space should be

particularly focused on,
ii. Space based tests of technology that have the capacity to endanger other

country’s spacecraft,
iii. Rendezvous proximity operations (RPOs) that are meant to cause damage

or threaten another spacecraft,
6. Further recommends member states to develop national space debris mitigation policies

and regulations,
a. Mitigating space debris is essential for reducing collisions in outer space,
b. Possible examples of these policies could include,

i. Strengthening space traffic control by adding additional non-interfering
sensors solely for the purpose of tracking space debris,

ii. Increasing the capacity of near-earth object monitoring, cataloging,
warning, and response,

iii. Creating a database to monitor and track space debris,
1. A database will allow space debris monitoring systems to be more

capable in collision warnings and response,



c. Old and dysfunctional space technology also contributes to space junk, especially
when they are removed in a destructive manner,

i. Member states are recommended to use non-destructive methods of
removing dated or old technology, such as, but not limited to,

1. Slow the orbit of the satellite so it falls down to Earth,
2. Physically pull it towards Earth.


