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Introduction 

The Lawfare in OuterSpace Series is an invitation for discussions on the ‘laws of war’ in outer space. The series 

will touch upon topics including but not limited to the concept of peace, criminalization of aggression, definition 

of weapons in space, and the right to self-defense from a human rights perspective. 

 

*** 

 

Humanity lives in an exciting and terrifying time - one where we are gradually moving from the exploration to 

the exploitation of outer space. Presently, several nations rely heavily on space activities and infrastructure as a 

means of ensuring the socio-economic prosperity and safeguarding national security.  

 

The increasingly affordable, and ease of access, to space has transformed the domain into one where there are 

many new space actors, including nation states, civil society organizations, and private entities. Geo-political and 

economic pressures are changing the way in which humanity explores and uses space. Humanity stands in a 

unique position with regards to our relationship to outer space, which is today increasingly transforming into a 

strategic battleground - one divided between competing nation states and private entities. This new paradigm 

requires, more than any time since the dawn of human spaceflight, that human activities in space remain 

peaceful. 

 

Amidst the growing militarization of outer space, the relevance and utility of human rights as observed within 

the Right to Peace (RTP) exist as a means conducive to the maintenance of peace and stability across the final 

frontier. This paper introduces the relationship between space law and human rights law and makes a case for 

the recognition of RTP as a guiding principle for human activities in space. 

 

Space and Humanity 

The Outer Space Treaty1 (OST) exists as a product of the post-World War II period, alongside the ‘Twin 

covenants'2 of 1966 which incorporated the 1948 Universal Declaration of Human Rights (UDHR) into treaty 

form. Horrified by the degree of human suffering and atrocities, international leaders resolved to ensure that 

the blatant disregard and contempt for human rights evident during the war would never again be repeated,3 

‘to save succeeding generations from the scourge of war.’4  

 

 

 
1 Treaty on Principles governing the Activities of States in the Exploration and Use of Outer Space, including the Moon and Other 

Celestial Bodies, 610 UNTS 205 (1967) (Outer Space Treaty) 
2 International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights, 999 UNTS 171 (1966) (ICCPR); International Covenant on Economic, Social and 

Cultural Rights, 993UNTS 3 (1966) (JESCR). 
3 Preamble,  UN General Assembly, Universal Declaration of Human Rights, 10 December 1948, 217 A (III), available at: 

https://www.refworld.org/docid/3ae6b3712c.html [accessed 3 June 2020] 
4 Preamble, United Nations, Charter of the United Nations, 24 October 1945, 1 UNTS XVI, available at: 

https://www.refworld.org/docid/3ae6b3930.html [accessed 3 June 2020] 
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It is evident that the prevailing sentiments of the time played a monumental role in shaping the development of 

the new post-WW2 international system and its legal framework. The preamble of the OST recognizes the 

common interest of all mankind in the exploration and use of outer space, and believes that all outer space 

activities should be conducted for the benefit of all peoples irrespective of the degree of their economic or 

scientific development.  

 

Looking ahead, the future of humanity among the stars is inextricably tied to the safe and sustainable exploration 

and use of outer space for peaceful purposes, in a manner which acknowledges the common interests of 

humanity. Although seemingly independent, international human rights law and international space law ‘are 

interrelated aspects of a common plane.’5  

 

In recognition of the expanding scope of space activities - from the past, in the present, and towards the future 

- it is argued “...that mankind - humanity - is a legal beneficiary of the exploration and exploitation of space.”6 

Jus humanitatis is the law of, and for, humanity. It is not traditional international law, which governs 

international relations among and between states, but rather the law of the human race as a whole - the fourth 

dimension of political reality. Space law has been a positive contributor to the identification of that dimension, 

wherein the OST speaks not only of states, nations, and the international community, but also of mankind and 

peoples.7 

 

If humanity is to reap the benefits of exploration and the use of outer space as intended by the founders and 

drafters of the OST, the fundamental rights of humans as a collective needs to be interfaced with our evolving 

activities in outer space. 

 

The Human Right to Peace 

Peace represents the founding purpose of all modern international law as a condition precedent for the full and 

proper enjoyment of all other human rights, both individual and collective. RTP falls within the category of third 

generation human rights,8 along with the rights to development and safe environment, one referenced in the 

text of the UDHR and grounded in the fundamental principles of international law set forth in the UN Charter.  

 

The notion of peace mentioned under the UDHR is provided under the Preamble, in reference to recognizing the 

innate relationship between human rights and peace – where human rights serves as the foundation to “justice 

and peace in the world.” Additionally, the notion of peace is referenced under Article 26 in relation to the right 

to education, where the primary activities of the United Nations are highlighted as directed to the “maintenance 

of peace.” 9 

 

 
5 C. CHRISTOL, 'Human Rights in Outer Space' [1968] Impact of Aerospace Science and Technology on Law and Government 

Conference.  
6 George S Robinson and Harold M White, Envoys of Mankind (Smithsonian Institution Press 1986) at 244. 
7 Ibid, at 245.  
8 'International Humanitarian Law And Human Rights Law - ICRC' (Icrc.org) 

<https://www.icrc.org/en/doc/resources/documents/article/other/57jmrt.htm> accessed 3 June 2020.  
9 ‘The Universal Declaration of Human Rights’ <https://www.un.org/en/universal-declaration-human-rights/> accessed 15 June 2020. 
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Further, the RTP is advanced as a means to achieving the foundational objectives of the UN Charter as cited in 

Article 1 of the UN Charter, summarily the maintenance of international peace and security, promotion of human 

rights, and international cooperation for economic, social, and cultural development.  

 

In a 1978 UN Resolution10 the recognized subjects of the RTP were individuals, States, and humankind. This 

contention would be further developed and established under the 1984 Right to Peace Declaration and 

subsequent UN resolutions, espousing the view that the conception of RTP here advanced is reserved to all 

“peoples” as a sacred right. Thus, this right has been interpreted as placing the needs of the collective as 

predominant over that of the individual, and rejecting the use of force or intervention.11 

 

In 2016, the UN General Assembly adopted the Declaration on the Right to Peace,12 reinforcing the contention 

that “Everyone has the right to enjoy peace such that all human rights are promoted and protected and 

development is fully realized.” Noting the voting record in adopting this declaration - 131 votes for, 34 against, 

19 abstentions - this declaration may not represent the collective consensus of the international community. 

Regardless, this landmark declaration brought to the fore the relationship between RTP and the realization of 

all other human rights, wherein RTP represents a foundational right13 necessary to the full enjoyment and 

realization of all other human rights. The 2016 declaration serves as a reminder of humanity’s collective history, 

and recognition of the need to draw upon the lessons of our past for the benefit of our future.  

 

While it may be countered that these documents as declarations,14 rather than resolutions, serve as mere 

interpretations or restatements of the law and have no tangible legal effect, their contents in relation to the RTP 

have influenced the customary practice of states as opinio juris. This is highlighted in where the continuing 

presence of RTP has contributed to the development of related international principles governing state 

interactions - including that of the Responsibility to Protect (R2P) doctrine,15 and consensus16 surrounding the 

criminalization of the unlawful use of force as the corollary of the RTP. It is therefore a valid conclusion that RTP 

will continue to be intertwined into international customary law, and may one day rise to the level of jus cogens 

through its eventual acceptance by the international community as a non-derogable right. 

 

Within the context of the 21st century the RTP must be viewed as an essential element in governing interactions 

between states, and in guaranteeing sustainable access to, and use of, outer space. The absence of a conflict-

 

 
10 United Nations General Assembly Resolution 33/73: Declaration on the Preparation of Societies for Life in Peace, UN Doc 

A/RES/33/73, GAOR 33rd Session Supp 45, 55 
11 'Peace, Right To, International Protection' (Oxford Public International Law) 

<https://opil.ouplaw.com/view/10.1093/law:epil/9780199231690/law-9780199231690-e858> accessed 3 June 2020. 
12 UN General Assembly, Declaration on the Right to Peace : resolution adopted by the General Assembly, 2 February 2017, 

A/RES/71/189, available at: https://www.refworld.org/docid/589c72134.html [accessed 22 May 2020] 
13  Cecilia M Bailliet and Kjetil Mujezinović Larsen, Promoting Peace through International Law (Oxford University Press 2015) at 59. 
14  The Legal Effects of Resolutions of the UN Security Council and General Assembly in the Jurisprudence of the ICJ, 

<https://academic.oup.com/ejil/article/16/5/879/496072> accessed 3 June 2020. 
15 Rao, P., 2017. Peace as a Human Right. [online] Available at: 

<https://www.researchgate.net/publication/317870102_Peace_as_a_Human_Right> [Accessed 3 June 2020].  
16 Schabas, W., 2017. The Human Right to Peace. [online] Harvardilj.org. Available at: <https://harvardilj.org/2017/04/the-human-right-

to-peace/> accessed 3 June 2020. 

https://academic.oup.com/ejil/article/16/5/879/496072
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free, peaceful outer space environment, may seriously impede or jeopardize any benefits which may be derived 

from space and space applications.17  

 

Si vis parcem, para bellum 

Human activities in outer space have always been militarized. Beginning from the Cold War, the primary purpose 

behind the development of space-accessible launch vehicles was tied to the development of nuclear weapons 

delivery systems. 18  Further, space technologies and assets have been notably utilized across terrestrial conflicts 

since the 1991 Persian Gulf War.19   

 

Consequently, today a network of assets, owned by both State and private parties and embodying space 

technologies and infrastructure, is used in the global management of public and private goods and services. As 

more stakeholders engage in space activities, the intended cooperative use of space faces challenges. In the face 

of commercialization there has emerged a gradual progression towards the competitive use of space - a 

circumstance from which conflicts are bound to arise. 

 

The extent of dependency on space assets or services is such that any disruption to the functioning of these 

assets or services, may seriously impact and impair critical terrestrial infrastructure sectors - including energy, 

communication, transportation, financial services, and even daily utilities. The dependence on space activities, 

by relying on space assets, is the very reason why the latter presents an attractive target to potential adversaries. 

Attacks on space assets can range from non-kinetic cyberattacks to the use of physical projectiles, as highlighted 

through recent ASAT tests conducted by China, India20, and Russia21. This increasingly hostile threat landscape 

in space presents a national security vulnerability, that necessitates a State’s actions to defend itself during times 

of hostilities. 

 

Militaries developing space capabilities are naturally met with those that develop counter capabilities. A 

progression toward the mantra of ‘If you want peace, prepare for war’ has been adopted by many space-faring 

nations. Since 2019, the international community has seen a slew of announcements by States gearing for 

conflicts in outer space. Although many space faring nations, including Russia22 and China,23 have had specialized 

space units within their military forces, it was the U.S announcement of its intention to establish a Space Force 

 

 
17 Ram S. Jakhu, Kuan-Wei Chen and Bayar Goswami, 'Threats to Peaceful Purposes of Outer Space: Politics and Law' (2020) 18 

Astropolitics. 
18 Oberg, J., 2007. Weaponization of Space: Who’s To Blame? [online] Thespacereview.com. Available at: 

<https://www.thespacereview.com/article/976/1> [Accessed 3 June 2020]. 
19 Larry Greenemeier, 'GPS and the World's First "Space War"' (Scientific American, 2016) 

<https://www.scientificamerican.com/article/gps-and-the-world-s-first-space-war/> accessed 3 June 2020. 
20 Secure World Foundation, 'Global Counterspace Capabilities: An Open Source Assessment' (2020) 

<https://swfound.org/media/206970/swf_counterspace2020_electronic_final.pdf> accessed 3 June 2020. 
21 Ankit Panda, 'US Space Command: Russia Tested Direct Ascent Anti-Satellite Weapon' (Thediplomat.com, 2020) 

<https://thediplomat.com/2020/04/us-space-command-russia-tested-direct-ascent-anti-satellite-weapon/> accessed 3 June 2020. 
22 Space Policy & Industry in CIS Countries, Vol. 1, ‘Space Industries and Markets in Russia and Other Countries of the Former Soviet 

Union' (Euroconsult 1993). 
23 John Costello and Joe McReynolds, 'China’s Strategic Support Force: A Force for a New Era' (NDU, 2018) 

<https://ndupress.ndu.edu/Portals/68/Documents/stratperspective/china/china-perspectives_13.pdf> accessed 3 June 2020. 
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in its February 2019 Space Policy Directive 4 24 which created a distinct ripple effect across the international 

order.  

 

India followed suit in May 2019 announcing the creation of a Defense Space Agency. France thereafter 

announced25 its plans to establish its own space force in July 2019, with its Defence Minister pointing out that 

while France did not intend to start an arms race in space they do intend to conduct ‘reasoned arsenalization’ – 

with confusion ensuing from this vague statement. In September 2019, Japan announced the creation of its 

intention to form a Space Self Defence Force.26 Finally, in November 2019, NATO agreed to recognize space as a 

new operational domain for NATO alongside air, land, sea and cyber27 - which was affirmed in December 2019. 

  

It is evident that the developing geopolitical environment in outer space has become mired in distrust and 

competition as states race to out-compete each other, protect their national interests, and position themselves 

on this new strategic high-ground. Amidst this chaotic environment, jus in bello specialis for outer space should 

draw lessons from our attempts for peace in the past. The recognition of the RTP as a unifying human rights 

principle must guide the evolving nature of conflict and cooperation across this domain - encouraging peaceful 

co-existence over mutual distrust. 

  

Peaceful Purposes 

In 1958, the first UN General Assembly Resolution on space outlined that space should be used solely for 

‘peaceful purposes.’28 Various UN General Assembly resolutions29 referred to the ‘peaceful uses of outer space'. 

The 1963 Declaration of Legal Principles Governing the Activities of States in the Exploration and Use of Outer 

Space30 mentioned the desire ‘to contribute to broad international co-operation in the scientific as well as in the 

legal aspects of exploration and use of outer space for peaceful purposes.’31  

 

In the OST, however, the term ‘peaceful purposes’ is explicitly found only in its Preamble, and in relation to the 

use of the Moon and other celestial bodies in Article IV para 2. The intent behind the use of the phrase ‘peaceful 

purpose’ is to limit the military uses of outer space in relation to the freedom of exploration and use of outer 

space. 32  A literal interpretation of Article IV however shows that ‘States are entitled to use the whole of outer 

 

 
24'Text Of Space Policy Directive-4: Establishment of The United States Space Force | The White House' (The White House, 2019) 

<https://www.whitehouse.gov/presidential-actions/text-space-policy-directive-4-establishment-united-states-space-force/> accessed 3 

June 2020. 
25 Joshua Posaner and Saim Saeed, 'France Lists Laser Weapons, Surveillance Satellites in Space Defense Plan' (POLITICO, 2019) 

<https://www.politico.eu/article/france-lists-lasers-weapons-surveillance-satellites-in-space-defense-plan/> accessed 3 June 2020. 
26'Abe Says Japan's ASDF May Evolve into 'Air and Space' Defense Force | The Japan Times' (The Japan Times, 2019) 

<https://www.japantimes.co.jp/news/2019/09/17/national/politics-diplomacy/abe-says-japans-asdf-may-evolve-air-space-defense-force/> 

accessed 3 June 2020. 
27 'Foreign Ministers Take Decisions to Adapt NATO, Recognize Space as an Operational Domain' (NATO, 2019) 

<https://www.nato.int/cps/en/natohq/news_171028.htm> accessed 3 June 2020. 
28 UN Doc.A/Res/1348 (XIII), Dec 13, 1958.  
29 Resolution 1348 (XIII) of 13 December 1959, Resolution 1472 (XIV) of 12 December 1959, Resolution 1721 (XVI) of 20 December 

1961, and Resolution 1802 (XVII) of 19 December 1962 
30 United Nations General Assembly Resolution 1962 (XVIII) of 13 December 1963 
31 Id, para 4.  
32 Stephan Hobe et al., Cologne Commentary on Space Law: Outer Space Treaty, Volume 1 (BWV Verlag, 2017) at 288. 
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space for military purposes bar the stationing of nuclear weapons and Weapons of Mass Destruction.’33 Further, 

ambiguity in the term ‘peaceful purpose’ gives ‘...States a great deal of wiggle room and is a term that is often 

reinterpreted as the nature of activity in space domain changes.’34  

 

There are broadly two camps in the international space law community based on how they interpret the phrase 

‘peaceful purpose’: one led by the U.S where it is interpreted to mean ‘non-aggressive’ and the others who 

interpret it to mean ‘non-military’.35 The consequences of adopting the interpretation of ‘non-aggressive’ over 

‘non-military’ has more serious consequences today than before as States are vying to protect their national 

security interests in and through space.  

 

The UN Conference on Disarmament36 has for decades cautioned the international community against an arms 

race in outer space. The UNGA has also passed several resolutions towards this end to promote transparency 

and confidence building measures37, and draw recommendations for an international legally binding instrument 

on the prevention of an arms race in outer space, including, inter alia, on the prevention of the placement of 

weapons in outer space.38 A common ground is yet to be found. Although these resolutions are not legally 

binding, they reflect the consensus of the States on the peaceful use of outer space. 

 

Space law does not exist in its own void. It is embedded in international law.  According to Article III of the OST, 

States shall carry activities in space in accordance to international law. Consequently, debates around the nature 

of peaceful purposes have over the years drawn references to Articles 2(1), 2(4), and 51 of the UN Charter. For 

example, it is argued by some that there is enough justification that the measures to maintain peace and security, 

include activities as those proposed by different countries in creating their space forces: a move from passive 

military activities, to active military activities in outer space. If that is the case, there is still ambiguity around 

which international law principles will apply and how they will be applicable in the unique context of outer space. 

Prof. Bin Cheng warns about the auto interpretation of sensitive issues such as the military use of outer space, 

calling them ‘...subjective, volatile, and highly susceptible to the effect of power and to abuse’.39  

 

While the principles of international humanitarian law, international criminal law, and international human 

rights law can be transposed to regulation of outer space, there is a need for international law to evolve along 

with the evolution of human activities in space, in order to be relevant. Judge Manfred Lachs observed that 

under Article III of the OST, ‘… the obligation to conform with the Charter … implies not only the provisions of 

international law as defined by it but also all those that have grown as a result of the further development of 

the United Nations and subjected to a new and more up-to date interpretation.’40 Pursuant there to, 

 

 
33 Bin Cheng, Studies in International Space Law, (Clarenden, 1997) at 518. 
34 Tanja.M.Zwaan, Mahulena.Hofmann, Introduction to Space Law, 4th Edition, (Wolters Kluwer, 2019) at 68.  
35 supra note 32, at 22 and 82.  
36 'Where Global Solutions Are Shaped For You | Disarmament | Conference on Disarmament' <https://www.unog.ch/CD> accessed 3 

June 2020. 
37 Beginning in 2005 with UNGA Resolution A/RES/60/66. 
38 Beginning in 2017 with UNGA Resolution A/RES/72/250 
39 Supra 32, at 524. 
40 M Lachs, The Law of Outer Space: An experience in Contemporary Law-making, (Sijthoff, Leiden 1972) at 15.  
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international efforts are being made to address the various questions that arise in the application of general 

international law to outer space, particularly in terms of its military use. This includes: 

 

a) The Manual on International Law Applicable to Military Uses of Outer Space (MILAMOS)41 

- Seeking to clarify the fundamental rules applicable to the military use of outer space in 

time of peace, including challenges to peace. 

 

b) The Woomera Manual42 - Seeking to develop a manual that objectively articulates and 

clarifies existing international law applicable to military space operations.  

 

c) The Tallinn Manual43 - Clarifying the application of international law to cyber operations 

across all domains. 

These manuals aim to fill the gap in existing laws by providing an authoritative reference although they are not 

endorsed by States. The emergence of these military manuals, seeking to disseminate international 

humanitarian law, 44 may also play an important role in the ongoing refinement of RTP as an essential human 

right.  

 

Where the OST does not provide a comprehensive regime covering all aspects of the military uses of outer space, 

it has served as an important corollary to the RTP given its intent to conduct activities in outer space in a peaceful 

manner and introduce arms control measures to some extent.  

 

The recognition of the RTP in relation to space activities is necessary for two reasons: A) To conduct activities in 

space in a safe and sustainable manner now and for the future; and B) to ensure that space activities are not 

used to propagate human rights abuses terrestrially, and perhaps even in space in the future. For example, the 

RTP may influence the use of space technologies/applications in the enforcement of terrestrial human rights 

obligations.  

 

This has been demonstrated in the use of surveillance satellites to expose human rights violations in Burundi in 

2015, whereby satellite imagery revealed the government’s creation of a mass grave to bury victims killed by 

police. 45 Likewise, satellites have also been used as a means of precluding human rights violations and in the 

enforcement of human rights. This was highlighted during the War in Donbass in the Ukraine, where in 2014 

 

 
41 'Manual on International Law Applicable to Military Uses of Outer Space' <https://www.mcgill.ca/milamos/> accessed 3 June 2020. 
42 'The Woomera Manual' <https://law.adelaide.edu.au/woomera/> accessed 3 June 2020. 
43 'Tallinn Manual 2.0' (Cambridge University Press, 2017) <https://ccdcoe.org/research/tallinn-manual/> accessed 3 June 2020. 
44 'Military Law of War Manuals In the 21St Century | U.S. Mission to International Organizations in Geneva' 

<https://geneva.usmission.gov/ihlmanuals/> accessed 3 June 2020. 
45Naomi Larsson, 'How Satellites Are Being Used To Expose Human Rights Abuses' (The Guardian, 2016) 

<https://www.theguardian.com/global-development-professionals-network/2016/apr/04/how-satellites-are-being-used-to-expose-human-

rights-abuses> accessed 3 June 2020. 
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imagery and testimony gathered by Amnesty International refuted the Kremlin’s assertion of their non-

involvement in the conflict. 46 

 

International law has mostly developed as a reaction to world events. Proactive development of the law is 

constrained by arguments that we may not be able to foresee everything, that we do not know enough about 

technology, or that we do not know enough about what else humanity can create and achieve. As valid as these 

arguments are, they should not be the limiting factors for crystallizing the principle that we need a RTP in space 

for humanity’s future in space. 

  

Conclusion 

In today’s world where our daily activities are intrinsically tied to space-based technologies and infrastructure, 

it is foreseeable that conflicts in space can lead to human rights violations, both terrestrially and in outer space.  

Further, space as a domain for human activities is not reserved for a few. In the spirit of the OST, it is inclusive 

and should benefit humankind. 

 

Any meaningful discussion about humanity’s future in relation to space, must consider a conducive environment 

that preserves human rights. This is possible only when space continues to be used for ‘peaceful purposes’ and 

when humanity’s collective RTP is recognized as a governing principle in the conduct of activities in space. The 

codification of RTP into international law, particularly space law, can provide stability and certainty surrounding 

human activities in outer space. Further, continuing support by the international community in the development 

of jurisprudence surrounding RTP and its means for enforcement, will facilitate its stature as a fundamental 

collective human right conducive to the promotion, protection and development of subsidiary and associated 

human rights values and principles across the final frontier. 

 

The need for this discussion is amplified in the climate of increasing militarization of space. A reluctance by the 

international community to recognize the gravity of RTP amid the growing militarization and perhaps even 

weaponization of outer space may result in an increasingly unsustainable, competitive, and anarchic 

environment in outer space - characterized by discord and disrespect for the rule of law.  

 

It thus falls upon the international community to recognize the folly of competition and conflict in outer space, 

and act to safeguard humanity’s future among the stars. While reliance on the principles of jus in bello is 

necessary, extending its predominantly terrestrial relevance to outer space cannot and will not be sufficient to 

tackle future challenges. The debate around what is meant by the use of outer space for ‘peaceful purposes’ 

must be settled with certainty; towards this purpose, there is a need to exercise political will, act to build mutual 

trust, and strongly reiterate the common understanding that space is for all. Presently, leadership in the use of 

RTP as a guiding beacon to ensure humanity’s future is more important than establishing dominance in space.  

 

 

 
46Steven Livingston, 'Satellite Imagery Augments Power and Responsibility of Human Rights Groups' (2016) 

<https://www.brookings.edu/blog/techtank/2016/06/23/satellite-imagery-augments-power-and-responsibility-of-human-rights-groups/> 

accessed 3 June 2020. 
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In a report of the 2019 UNCOPUOS meeting, it was expressed that “tasks of preventing conflicts in outer space 

and preserving outer space for peaceful purposes had become more relevant than ever and that there was a 

lack of measures undertaken by states in that regard”47. It is imperative that States show a clear political will 

now to preserve space as a safe, sustainable, and peaceful domain rather than a theatre for war. Borrowing 

Andrew Carnegie’s words48 ‘These vast armaments on land and water are being defended as a means, not to 

wage war, but to prevent war.... there is a safer way ... it requires only the consent and the good-will of the 

governments. Today they say .... If you want peace, prepare for war. [We say on] behalf of the people: Si vis 

pacem, para pactum, if you want peace, agree to keep the peace’.   

 

 
47 United Nations General Assembly Report of the Committee on the Peaceful Uses of Outer Space, UN Doc A/74/20(2019), para 51. 
48 Speech at the National Arbitration and Peace Congress of 1907, referenced in 'Si Vis Pacem, Para Bellum' 

<https://www.encyclopediabritannia.org/index.php/Si_vis_pacem, _para_bellum> accessed 3 June 2020. 
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