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Art ic le IX of t he Outer Space Treaty is one 

of those provisions which feature many 

d i f ferent concepts and mechanisms mixed 

toge ther in t he text . It is somet ime 

di f f icul t t o de te rmina te t o wh ich extent all 

those concepts and mechanisms must be 

read as f o r m i n g a who le , or just as a list of 

w ishfu l th ink ing s ta tements f r o m wh ich 

States part ies should select the best they 

can achieve. This is a shame since the said 

concepts and mechanisms are o f ten much 

more impor tan t than w h a t the Outer 

Space Treaty make t h e m look like. For 

instance, t he concept of Planetary 

Protect ion has been a key-principle in 

explorat ion activit ies dur ing the Space Era. 

The Concept of Space Environment 

instance, the w o r d 'environnement has 

not always been the exact t ranslat ion o f 

its English h o m o n y m . There are several 

def in i t ions of the t e r m , each of t h e m 

having its o w n scope and range of 

s igni f icat ion. Ma in d ic t ionar ies 1 provide us 

w i t h a def in i t ion which seems t o match 

the concept we are deal ing w i t h here : 

Environment is the whole set ofbiotic 
(living) or non-biotic elements surrounding 
an individual or a species, which forms its 
living frame and provides him with the 
resources necessary for its survival. 
Reading this def in i t ion, one wou ld rather 

def ine ou ter space as an an t i -env i ronment 

w i t h respect t o t he human species: its 

host i l i ty towards human life, the necessity 

for human beings to expor t in ou ter space 

the resources and condi t ions necessary fo r 

the i r survival, are factors which t e n d t o 

disquali fy ou ter space as part o f the 

'env i ronment ' . 

That being said, t he fact tha t our p lanet 

and its a tmosphere are not only 

sur rounded by outer space bu t are 

def in i te ly part of it, as the result o f 

cosmological and astrophysical 

phenomena, should make us consider 

ou ter space at least as an indirect part of 

Planetary pro tec t ion is a part icular 

recogni t ion of the existence of a Space 
Environment. Such a denomina t ion wou ld 

make it easy t o draw a parallel w i t h the 

env i ronment as we know it on Earth, 

subject to policies and regulat ions and to 

big polit ical concerns. But f i rst of all, in 

o rder t o make the concept o f 'space 

env i ronment ' acceptable, we must come 

back on w h a t 'environment' actual ly 

means. 

To def ine the concept o f ' env i ronment ' is 

certainly not an easy task. In French, fo r 

1 Merr iam Webster : « (1) the circumstances, 

objects, or conditions by which one is surrounded 
(2) a) : the complex of physical, chemical, and biotic 
factors (as climate, soil, and living things) that act 
upon an organism or an ecological community and 
ultimately determine its form and survival b) ; the 
aggregate of social and cultural conditions that 
influence the life of an individual or community. 
Larousse: « (1) Ensemble des éléments (biotiques 
ou abiotiques) qui entourent un individu ou une 
espèce et dont certains contribuent directement à 
subvenir à ses besoins. (2) Ensemble des éléments 
objectifs (qualité de l'air, bruit, etc.) et subjectifs 
(beauté d'un paysage, qualité d'un site, etc.) 
constituant le cadre de vie d'un individu. » 
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our env i ronment , or as a 'para-
environment'2. 

But the concept of 'space env i ronment ' 

has ano ther purpose: it is t o describe the 

in teract ions b e t w e e n natural phenomena 

and condi t ions as w e can observe t h e m in 

ou te r space or on celestial bodies. The 

interest o f such a concept can be related 

t o the expectat ion o f a possible human 

presence in extra- terrestr ia l areas in the 

fu tu re , or t o t he potent ia l existence or 

appearance of extra- terrestr ia l life in such 

areas. At the end of a more phi losophical 

ref lect ion, one could even consider t he 

concept of ' env i ronmen t ' w i t h o u t any 

re lat ion t o any kind of l i fe, but fo r t he sake 

of t he preservat ion of ou te r space as such. 

Existing Provisions of Space Environment 
Law 

Envi ronmenta l concerns have g rown 

toge ther w i t h the awareness of the 

env i ronmenta l real i ty and the threats and 

risks caused by its degradat ion due t o 

human activi t ies. The idea tha t the 

env i ronmen t is v ic t im of human behaviour 

even before tha t the human being 

becomes v ic t im of t he env i ronment , is a 

key t r igger ing t h o u g h t in the deve lopment 

o f Env i ronment Law. Therefore, the 

concept of 'space env i ronment ' appears 

clearer, as sustained by the wil l ingness t o 

mi t igate h u m a n activit ies w i t h a potent ia l 

harmfu l ef fect on ou te r space's natural 

features. 

An Evolution through a Developing Space 
Law 

In 1967, t he concept of Planetary 

Protect ion appears fo r the f i rst t i m e in an 

in ternat ional t reaty. Absent f r o m 

Resolut ion 1962 of the Uni ted Nat ions 

General Assembly 3 (at least under an 

explicit f o r m ) , t h e idea t h a t human 

explorat ion might cause ha rm e i ther by 

the contaminat ion of extra- terrestr ia l 

env i ronmenta l (export con tamina t ion) or 

by the contaminat ion of the Earth's 

env i ronment itself ( impor t con tamina t ion) 

shows how aware the space c o m m u n i t y 

was of the potent ia l risk and hazard 

related t o the deve lopment o f space 

activit ies. 

States Parties to the Treaty shall 
pursue studies of outer space, 
including the Moon and other celestial 
bodies, and conduct exploration of 
them so as to avoid their harmful 
contamination and also adverse 
changes in the environment of the 
Earth resulting from the introduction 
of extraterrestrial matter and, where 
necessary, shall adopt appropriate 
measures for this purpose.4 

For the f irst t ime , extra- terrestr ia l 

env i ronment is considered fo r itself and 

not fo r t he indirect impact it may have on 

the human ecological sphere. 

Nevertheless, it is remarkable tha t 

celestial bodies and ou te r space in general 

are only pro tec ted f r o m con tamina t ion , 

whi le the ear th env i ronment should be 

kept f ree f r o m any adverse change. Once 

again, this can be explained by t h e h u m a n -

or iented vision according t o which the real 

2 On this discussion, see the very interesting 

article: Is Space an Environment?, by Saara Reiman, 

in Space Policy 25 (2009), pp. 81-87. 

3 Declaration of Legal Principles governing the 
Activities of States in the Exploration and Use of 
Outer Space, adopted on December 13,1963 in 
Resolution 1962 (XVIII). This instrument features 

however the principle of non-interference. 
4 Article IX Outer Space Treaty (excerpt) 
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concern is t o avoid the cor rup t ion of t he 

object of scientif ic research, rather than 

safeguard a w o r l d where the probabi l i ty o f 

life is likely vo id . 

In 1979, the M o o n Agreement wi l l f u r the r 

develop the concept o f Planetary 

Protect ion, wh ich is dedicated its o w n 

paragraph. 

In exploring and using the Moon, 
States Parties shall take measures to 
prevent the disruption of the existing 
balance of its environment, whether 
by introducing adverse changes in that 
environment, by its harmful 
contamination through the 
introduction of extra-environmental 
matter or otherwise. States Parties 
shall also take measures to avoid 
harmfully affecting the environment of 
the Earth through the introduction of 
extraterrestrial matter or otherwise.5 

Planetary Protect ion pr inc ip le . 6 This is 

likely supposed t o cont r ibu te t o the 

enhancement o f the practices and the 

def in i t ion o f c o m m o n standards 

applicable t o all missions. 

It is wel l known tha t t he M o o n Agreement 

has not reached a level o f par t ic ipat ion 

wh ich al lows its mechanisms and 

procedures t o become general legal 

norms. But t he Planetary Protect ion 

concept has fo l l owed its o w n path though 

the scientif ic c o m m u n i t y and among 

policy makers. This is obvious consider ing 

the impor tance of ethical and pol i t ical 

d imensions in 'space env i ronment ' policy 

( including Planetary Pro tec t ion) 7 . 

General Environment Policies and Space 
Environment Policies 

One notices the extension of t he concept 

o f ' env i ronment ' t o t he Celestial Bodies. It 

is also remarkable t h a t t he M o o n 

Agreement postulates the existence of an 

env i ronmenta l balance on those celestial 

bodies and the possibil i ty fo r human 

activit ies t o d isrupt it, a fact tha t may 

seem obvious nowadays, but wh ich has 

not always been accepted even as far as 

the earth 's env i ronment is concerned: see 

fo r instance the long-last ing belief tha t the 

ocean could serve as a waste deposi t 

w i t h o u t signif icantly af fect ing nature and 

human heal th. 

Ano ther interest ing mechanism foreseen 

by the M o o n Agreement is the feedback 

in fo rmat ion due by State Parties t o the 

Uni ted Nations Secretary General on the i r 

measures for the imp lementa t ion of the 

5 Article 7, §1, Moon Agreement. According to Art. 

1, §2, of the Agreement, the term « Moon » 

designates the Moon as well as all any celestial 

body of the Solar System. 

The Four Dimensions of an Environment 
Policy 

The concerns tha t usually call fo r t he 

deve lopment of an env i ronment policy, 

including a dedicated legal and regulatory 

f r a m e w o r k are of various natures. 

6 See Article 7, §2, Moon Agreement 
7 See notably A. Ducrocq, Ethique spatiale, in Air & 
Cosmos/Aviation Magazine International, n°1687, 

January 22,1999 (on the contamination f rom 

imported samples); UNESCO/COMEST, The Ethics 

of Outer Space, A Policy Document, (working 
document), Paris 2004 

(http://www.unesco.org/shs/ethics); Vienna 

Declaration "The Space Millenium", as adopted at 
the UNISPACE III Conference, on July 30,1999, and 

in particular its section 1, (c), as published on 

ht tp: / /www.unoosa.org; L.M. Covert, 

Multinational and Ethical Issues in Manned-Space 
Strategy, in Space Policy 18 (2002), pp. 151-156; 

M. Williamson, Space Ethics and Protection of the 
Space Environment, in Space Policy 19 (2003), pp. 

47-52; L. Billings, How Shall We Live in Space? 
Culture, Law and Ethics in Spacefaring Society, in 
Space Policy 22 (2006), pp. 249-255. 
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1° Those concerns can be related t o 

human hea l th , at local, regional or global 

scale. Due t o its di rect and harsh impact 

on individuals, t he heal th factor (namely 

t h e percept ion tha t one may have of the 

impact o f an act iv i ty or a p h e n o m e n o n on 

one's o w n physical integr i ty) certainly 

remains as the greatest mot iva t ion fo r a 

h u m a n group t o act against its o w n 

behaviour and habits. 

2° Sociological concerns also stand at the 

f irst r o w w h e n it comes t o assess the 

necessity o f an env i ronment policy. A 

sound env i ronmen t is a fac tor of social 

o rder and a cond i t ion fo r social stabi l i ty 

and deve lopment . This has been 

expressed th rough the def in i t ion of t he 

concept o f Envi ronmenta l Justice, as 

in tegrated in var ious nat ional 

env i ronmenta l pol ic ies 8 . The deve lopment 

o f env i ronmenta l awareness dur ing the 

t w o last decades has also pe rmi t ted to 

in tegrate ecology in to economy and vice 
versa. 

3° Ecology has moved f r o m an economical 

concern towards an economical so lut ion, 

sharing w i t h economy the concept o f 

Sustainable Deve lopment . 

4° Finally, t he need t o take in to account 

super ior considerat ions of mora l , rel igious 

or phi losophical nature, has led t o give 

env i ronmen t an ethical d imens ion. 

Having ident i f ied w h a t we w o u l d present 

as the fou r d imensions of an env i ronment 

policy ( the heal th d imens ion, the 

sociological d imens ion, the economical 

d imens ion and the ethical d imension) , a 

parallel can be d r a w n be tween the 

deve lopmen t of general env i ronment law 

and the deve lopment of space 

See notably the definition and use of this concept 

by the US Environmental Protection Agency 

(http:/ /www.epa.gov/environmental just ice/ index. 

html), by the US Department of Transportation 

(ht tp: / /www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/ej2000.ht 

m). 

env i ronment law. Indeed, it is our bel ief 

tha t t he phenomenon of the deve lopmen t 

of env i ronment law at various scales ( f rom 

local t o global) is deeply connected w i t h 

those four d imensions. As law is t he result 

of a polit ical process based on society's 

concerns of various natures (economical , 

sociological, mater ia l , mora l , rel igious, 

etc.), the sensit ivi ty o f those concerns 

combined w i t h the degree and the w i d t h 

of the awareness of the publ ic is a 

condi t ion fo r the deve lopment o f a new 

branch of law, just as it has been the case 

so far for env i ronment law. Now, the 

quest ion is: can space env i ronmen t law 

benef i t f r o m the same th rus t and pol i t ical 

act ivism as those tha t character ize 

ecologism nowadays? 

Relation between Space Law and 
Environment Law 

From a legal point o f v iew, the subject ion 

of space law t o general in ternat ional law is 

a key considerat ion. This subject ion is 

stated as a general pr inciple by Art ic le III 

o f the Outer Space Treaty, bu t it can easily 

be deducted f r o m the general pr inciples o f 

law (space law being a lexspecialis w i t h 

regard to in ternat ional law). Therefore , 

one must assume tha t general 

env i ronment law being par t of 

in ternat ional law, it applies t o ou te r space 

t o the extent tha t it is not subject t o 

specific rules and tha t such appl icat ion is 

not prevented by logical d is rupt ion (i.e. 

you can' t p ro tect t he fauna or f lora on 

Mars) , nor technical infeasibi l i t ies (i.e. 

env i ronmenta l impact assessment of 

activit ies t o be per fo rmed on an u n k n o w n 

celestial bodies). 

But it is t rue tha t exist ing space 

env i ronment provisions already features 

the same mechanisms and procedures as 

those establ ished by general e n v i r o n m e n t 

law. 
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For instance, according to the principles 

tha t lay under the Planetary Protect ion 

concept , States must adopt measures in 

order to guarantee the pro tec t ion of an 

env i ronment f r o m elements belonging t o 

another env i ronment . This non-

contaminat ion pr inciple (which, t o some 

extent , may be seen as a part icular 

appl icat ion of t he non- in ter ference 

principle) is present in t he Convent ion on 

Biological Diversity, done in Rio de Janeiro, 

on June 5 ,1992 . This ins t ruments recalls 

the pr inciple according t o which the 

exercise by a State o f its sovereign right t o 

exploi t its nat ional natural resources must 

not cause any harm to another State's 

env i ronment or t o t he env i ronment in 

areas outside any nat ional jur isd ic t ion. 

This fo rmu la t i on seeks to t e m p e r the 

s t rong s ta tements which can be found in 

the UNGA resolut ion 1803 (XVII) of 

December 14 ,1962 , on the Permanent 

Sovereignty over Natural resources and 

f r o m which the not ion of Env i ronment is 

qui te absent 9 . 

The 1992 Convent ion on Biodiversity 

adopts an approach similar t o the phrasing 

of Art ic le IX of the Outer Space Treaty, t o 

t he extent tha t it covers the conservat ion 

of biological mater ia l bo th in situ and ex 
situ.10 It is n o t e w o r t h y tha t t he 

Convent ion establishes a regime of 

p ro tec t ion of t he env i ronment for the 

sake of the so called 'b iodiversi ty ' itself 

and where in human beings are not the 

direct beneficiaries of tha t p ro tec t ion . On 

the o ther hand, biological diversi ty 

somet imes requires active in tervent ion in 

order t o keep the fragi le balance be tween 

cohabi t ing species. This i l lustrates the 

di f ference be tween 'p ro tec t ion ' and 

9 This can easily be explained by the fact that in the 

de-colonization context, limitations of the 

developing States' sovereignty on their natural 

resources, even justif ied by environmental 

concerns, would have been considered as a 

manifestation of economic imperialism. 
1 0 See in particular Art. 8, (h), and Art. 9, (d). 

' p reservat ion ' . Whi le a p ro tec t ion policy 

may just i fy such in tervent ion fo r the sake 

of t he species itself, preservat ion relies on 

the absence of such in tervent ion in order 

not t o in ter fere w i t h the env i ronment and 

its inherent and natural regulat ion, in tha t 

sense, it wou ld be more correct to speak 

about Planetary Preservation. 
Another example of in ternat ional law 

ins t rument fea tur ing an obl igat ion o f non -

con tamina t ion is the Protocol on 

Envi ronmenta l Protect ion to the Antarct ic 

Treaty, done in Madr id on October 4, 

1991 . In part icular, Art icle 4 of its Annex II 

on the pro tec t ion of fauna and f lora deals 

w i t h the rules appl icable to the 

in t roduc t ion of non- indigenous species on 

the Antarct ic soil. 

The subject ion t o in ternat ional law also 

requires to take in to account the who le 

set of sources of in ternat ional law, 

including the relevant jur isprudence. This 

extension, as highl ighted by Prof. Dr. 

Sergio Marchis io, al lows t o subject space 

activit ies to the general pr inciple of the 

du ty of cont ro l and prevent ive act ion as 

recalled by the Internat ional Court o f 

Justice in its j udgemen t on the case of 

Projected Dam of Gabc ikovo-Nagymaros 1 1 . 

This principle has a part icular resonance in 

ou ter space: the fact tha t the explorat ion 

of celestial bodies is character ized by the 

qu i te poor knowledge we have about 

t h e m , compared w i t h terrestr ia l areas, t he 

fact tha t the possibi l i ty and the probabi l i ty 

of extra- terrestr ia l life is still an issue 

subject t o huge scientif ic controversies, all 

those uncertaint ies makes the duty o f 

1 1 Case concerning the Gabcikovo-Nagymaros 

Project (Hungary v. Slovakia) (Judgement) (1997) 

IG Rep. 7, mentioned by Prof. Dr. Sergio Marchisio 

in its commentary of Article IX of the Outer Space 

Treaty, in Cologne Commentary on Space Law, 
Volume 1: Outer Space Treaty, ed.: S. Hobe, B. 
Schmidt-Tedd, K-U. Schrogl, Carl Heymanns Verlag, 

2009, pp. 177-178. 
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precaut ion even more signif icant in the 

exp lorat ion and use of ou te r space. 

The Elements of a Space Environment 

Policy 

W i t h regard t o the cur rent - and 

somet imes crit ical - issues tha t space 

activi t ies are fac ing, one can ident i fy t h ree 

major domains o f space env i ronmen t 

policy: 

• Planetary Protect ion 

• Orbi ta l Space System Protect ion 

• Protect ion against Near-Earth 

Ob jec ts 1 2 

A f o u r t h doma in may possibly be added in 

t he fu tu re : t he Celestial Bodies' resources 

management and sustainable exp lo i ta t ion, 

wh ich goes far beyond the Planetary 

Protect ion and involves natural resources 

management policy. 

Planetary Protect ion is already 

imp lemen ted th rough mission 

requ i rements based on in ternat ional 

standards and guidel ines, such as the 

COSPAR Planetary Protect ion Pol icy 1 3 . As 

previously m e n t i o n e d , th is policy 

essential ly aims at prevent ing the 

con tamina t ion of extra- terrestr ia l 

e n v i r o n m e n t in order t o respond to 

scientific r e q u i r e m e n t s 1 4 . 

Considering w h e t h e r this e lement is or 

could become a engine fo r t he 

deve lopment o f a space e n v i r o n m e n t law, 

is a di f f icul t issue. If we refer back t o the 

four d imensions of env i ronmenta l pol icy 

we have highl ighted above, we do not see 

h o w Planetary Protect ion w o u l d become a 

subject of enough impor tance t o just i fy 

hard law response f r o m t h e in ternat iona l 

commun i t y . It has nei ther direct nor 

remote impact on human life (except 

possibly on fu tu re ast ronauts or space 

set t lements inhabi tants) and the impact of 

human activit ies on the celestial bodies ' 

env i ronmenta l is hard t o de te rmine . This 

concern remains thus fo r t he responsible 

of space missions. 

The s i tuat ion is qu i te d i f fe rent w h e n it 

comes t o the Orbi tal Space Systems 

Protect ion. First of all, ear th orbi ts are an 

actual natural resource of huge 

impor tance in the global economy. 

Secondly, the prob lemat ic o f space debris 

has reached a crit ical level wh ich has 

made policy makers and general publ ic 

aware of this issue. Here, env i ronmenta l 

concern is in direct re lat ion w i t h an 

economic area where substant ial interests 

are at stake. The dynamic behind the 

deve lopment of policies and legal rules in 

the f ie ld o f the sustainable management 

o f orbi ta l activit ies is t he re fo re very 

d i f fe rent than the mot i va t ion behind 

Planetary Protect ion. The economical 

d imension should const i tu te a dr iv ing 

force in the search fo r compromise 

solut ions at in ternat ional level. The 

adopt ion of technical standards and 

references, already on a vo lun tary basis, 

might be the star t ing po in t o f a regulatory 

f r a m e w o r k wh ich could eventual ly evolve 

th rough its ' legal izat ion' under specific 

principles of t he ou ter space t reat ies. The 

l iabil i ty fo r faul t fo r the damage caused in 

(http://cosparhq.cnes.fr/Scistr/PPPolicy%2820-

July-08%29.pdf). 

1 2 Although Near-Earth Objects are traditionally 

included as a component of Planetary Protection, 

we would prefer, for the purpose of this paper, to 

consider it as a separate subject since the 

preservation of Celestial Bodies' environment is a 

very different issue than the protection of human 

life on Earth. 
1 3 Cf. dedicated presentations and papers. 
1 4 Cf. policy statement in the preamble of the 

COSPAR Planetary Protection Policy, as adopted on 
October 20, 2002 and subsequently amended 
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outer space could be one of the vectors 

th rough wh ich those soft law provisions 

are at tached a mandatory effect. 

As far as the Protect ion against Near-Earth 

Objects is concerned, a l though it 

const i tu tes an actual probabi l i ty , its 

percept ion by the general publ ic is tha t it 

still belongs t o 'science f ic t ion ' ra ther than 

it const i tutes a pending th reat . Still, the 

quest ion is at the agenda of UNCOPUOS 

and o ther in ternat ional space 

organizat ions. Coordinat ion of nat ional 

ef for ts as wel l as the fo rmu la t ion o f a 

clear policy in case such event wou ld 

occur is certainly not dispensable. But if 

w e have a closer look at the tracks which 

have been highl ighted in the Associat ion 

o f Space Explorer 's repor t o f 2008 on 

Near-Earth Ob jec ts 1 5 , w e can ident i fy open 

issues related t o the scheme of 

act ions/decisions t o be taken. And these 

scheme is similar t o the one current ly 

debated in the f r a m e w o r k o f global 

c l imate change. The ASE's repor t f i rst calls 

fo r t he set t ing up of a dedicated legal 

mechanism, t o assess the th rea t and t o 

manage global commun ica t ion about i t 1 6 . 

This is certainly an issue in c o m m o n w i t h 

all ma jor natural threats. We know h o w 

sensit ive the quest ion of t he credibi l i ty 

and the legit imacy of scientif ic warnings 

can be. Communica t ion management is 

also a key-issue in order t o f ind the r ight 

balance be tween on the one hand, the 

fundamenta l r ight to in fo rmat ion and the 

f r e e d o m of speech and, on the o ther 

hand, the necessity t o avoid confusion, 

ambigui ty or i r rat ional behaviour. 

The sharing of (national) detect ion and 

mi t igat ion capacities is also at stake. W h o 

wi l l decide on w h a t t o do? Could nat ional 

ini t iat ives be prevented by a in ternat ional 

coord inated response? Once again, the 

parallel w i t h c l imate change is relevant, 

where the behaviour o f some States can 

have regional or global harmfu l effects. 

The ref lect ion on Near-Earth Objects is 

certainly mi r ror ing the controversies w e 

see in env i ronmenta l policy's domains. 

Conclusion 

The compar ison be tween the cur rent legal 

f r a m e w o r k pro tect ing ou te r space as a 

c o m m o n global natural resource, and the 

set of laws and regulat ions govern ing 

env i ronment in general , must not be 

l imi ted to juxtaposing the texts and 

highl ight ing similari t ies or di f ferences. It 

also requires to analyze the perspect ive o f 

deve lopment of those legal f rameworks . 

Their history, just as the i r evo lu t ion in the 

fu tu re , is guided by lines o f force, pro-

act ivi ty, tensions be tween human 

yearning fo r a bet ter qual i ty of life and 

more actual and immedia te interests, such 

as commerc ia l business. 

The concept of 'space env i ronmen t ' is 

very convenient for t he purpose of 

encompassing a number of issues related 

t o the negative effects o f human activit ies 

in ou te r space. But beyond this 

convenience and apart f r o m some 

similari t ies in the way tha t an inst i tut ional 

response to those issues is sought, we 

cannot qual i fy t h e m as 'env i ronmenta l 

issues'. Planetary Protect ion is about 

preservat ion of scientif ic areas, Orbi tal 

Space Systems Protect ion is about 

safeguarding economical interests of 

space operators (much more than 

pro tect ing human life on the surface of 

t he Earth). Protect ion f r o m Near-Earth 

Objects is about giving terrestr ia l life a 

shield against a very specific type of 

th reat . Those issues are not 

env i ronmenta l issues like, for instance, t he 

1 5 See http://www.space-explorers.org : Asteroids 
Threat: A Call for Global Response (2008) 
1 6 See the ASE Report, Appendix III, p. 45. 

This article from International Institute of Space Law is published by Eleven international publishing and made available to anonieme bezoeker

http://www.space-explorers.org


pro tec t ion of oceans, of the rain forest , of 

still wa te r , of fer t i le soil, o f a tmosphere, 

etc., any area or e lement wh ich provides 

human beings w i t h living resources or 
vital conditions, and const i tu tes the who le 

or par t o f an eco-system. 

This vision should certainly no t be 

in te rp re ted as a cynical one, d imin ishing 

the impor tance and the urgency of t he 

space issues. To the cont rary , t he u l t imate 

mean ing of our considerat ions is to 

highl ight wh ich interests and which actors 

are, t oday as w e wr i te , expected t o play 

an ef fect ive role in the i r so lut ion. 

The best incent ive fo r work ing towards a 

be t te r sustainabi l i ty of space activit ies 

remains the i r harmfu l impact on big 

business ventures. M o n e y calls fo r money 

and the early champions of space ecology 

are likely t o be the space operators 

themselves or the space scientists. This 

supposes a large part of self-regulation in 

space activi t ies. 

W e must no t be concerned about causing 

harm to ou te r space. It wi l l destroy us 

much quicker than w e w o u l d destroy it. 

W e should be concerned about causing 

harm t o ourselves by wast ing the 

considerable and wonder fu l wea l th we 

have received f r o m M o t h e r Nature. 
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