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. Treaty of 1967 

The Treaty of 1967 on "Ile Principles Governing the Activities of 
Suzea in the Exploration and Use of Outer Space, Including the lkloon nnd 
Cr  Celestial Bodies",  sied on 27  January, 1967, cannot be considered 
as a ffiz...,- 1 answer to the problern  of the exploration and use of outer space, 
even less when the international comtntmity is questioning  all the terms of 
L.:err:at-tonal law which v:ere elaborated when the developing countries 
could not co= on adequate scientific advice and were thus not able to ob-
serve and evaluate the omission.s, contradictions and consequences of the 
proposzls which were prepared with great ability by the industrialized 
pewers for their ovm benefit. 

There is no valid or satisfactory definition of outer space whic:h rnay 
be ad-vanced to support the argument that the geostationary orbit is 	. 
eluded in the outer space. The legal affairs sub-coramission which 1.s 
deper.dent on the United  Nations Commission  on the Use of Outer Space. for 
Peaceful Purposes, has been worldng for a long  Ume  on a clefinition. of 
°leer space, however, to date; there has been no agreement in this re- 

Therefore, it is imperative to elaboi-t-Lte a juridical definition of out-
er space, without -,,vhich the implementa.tion of the Treaty of 1967 is only 
a way to give recopition to the presence of the states that  are  alrea .dy 
traing the geostadonary orbit. Under the narne df-a so-called non-na-
tional eppropriation, what was actually developed was technological par-
ezion of the orbit, which is simply a national appropriation, and this roue: 
h./e denounced by the equatorial countries. The ex-perience>s -observed up to 
the present and the development foreseeable for the corning years bring to 
11711 the obvious omissions- of the Treaty of 1967 which force the equator-
ial  states to c/airn the exclusion  of the geostationary orbit. 

The lack of definition of outer space in the Treaty of 1967, v.-hich has 
already been referred to, implies that Article II should not apply to gen:- 
stationary orbit and therefore does not affect the right of the equatorial 

• states that have already ratified the Treaty. 

5. Diplomatic and Political Action 

While Article 2 of the aforementioned Treat-y does not establish an 
express exception regarding the synchronous geostationary orbit, as an 
ir.:egral element of the territory  of  equatorial states,-  the countries that 
have not ratified the Treaty should refrain from undertaking any procedtire 
that allows the enforcement of provisions whose juridical omission has 
alreedy been denounced . 


