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limitation analogous to the range of guns, actual or conventional,
be applied; for the misehief of bodies falling by accident or de-
sign froin aýn airship (flot to speak of a whole wreck) only in-
creases 3vith the hcight froin which they drop. Military dangers,
too, are obviou8. And " in fact, States have always cxercused
sovereignty over the air so fair as they have %vanted te) dol so.-

As to municipal law, dominion ''usque ad cacluin'' is recog.
nized by the better opinion biere, and b)y the law of znost coun-
tries, though soinetiine.4 with a. restriction on the annexed reine-
dial riglits deterinitied hy the limiit of effective occupation or
ýsubstanDtial iterest. VIere an individual owncr's riglits are,
there niust aiso the publlic sovereignty o? hîs Statte be. Then,
if the air is free, wby is it îîot free at a handred feet above
ground. or ten, or five t And what- abhout freedomn to land9

The niost plausible eonter-suiggestion is -overeignty Iiiiiited
by a righit of innocent patssage. Il niiighit b)e expedient to estab-
lish such at righit hyv eonvenition, but iii faet, the law of nations
does net reeognize anyý corresponding positive riglbt on land.
Thein thiere is the proposai of Iiiîniting Staite control over iieriail
navigation to a vertical zone of skiy 1.50l0 inetres. Butt ''it seoins
impossible to draw any real distinction betwecn differcnt zones
of air spacc": we inay add that nobody kznow.s what the Iiiinits
of acrial navigation wvill ultinmatelv b.

Further. and this appears to be a fatal objection, the doctrine
of "'free air" would a.llow. belligerent air-vessels to fly et wvill
over the territory of iieutril States. Even ac.rial warfiire above
neutral ground could bie forlbi(dcn only by special convention.
In fact, tbe "'free air'" tbeory %wilI uiot workç without exceptions

jof sucli exteit aus to mnake the rie, abisurd, and it is siici'e to
admit State overeignty et onece.-Laii- QuarterIy.


