A. Uniqueness: Outer Space Treaty has filled a void for since 1967
Bulletin of the Atomic Scientists. 1985
The l967 Outer Space treaty is central to the legal regime. Ratiﬁed by over I00 nations, including the United States, the Treaty establishes outer space as a zone to be treated differently by the international community with respect to international law than had previously been done with newly discovered territories or environments. Article ll of the Treaty clearly deﬁnes outer space as “nor subject to national appropriation by claim of sovereignty“- unlike the territories colonized by the Europeans from the sixteenth to nine-teenth centuries. The Treaty does. However, deal only inconclusively with the militarization of outer space. Although the preamble and the General Assembly resolutions leading up to it set out the lofty principle of use for peaceful purposes, Article lV.2 singles out only “the moon and other celestial bodies“ for use “exclusively for peaceful purposes.” The one concrete limitation on general military activities in outer space found in Article lV.l, prohibits the emplacement in orbit of “objects carrying nuclear weapons or any other kinds of weapons of mass destruction.” Nonetheless, the Treaty stands as a widely supported affirmation of the basic principles of peaceful purposes and international cooperation in space which, in light of numerous recent General Assembly resolutions linking it with the militarism of outer span: generally, might form the basis of a binding norm of international law. At the very least, therefore, if Reagan's Strategic Defense Initiative (SDI) is interpreted by the international community as involving no peaceful uses of outer space, it might violate the spirit of the Treaty. This point is only reinforced by public statements and testimony of key Administration officials such as Robert S. Cooper, who told the House Anned Services Committee last year: 

Plan violates the treaty in one or more of the following ways:
Proclaimed by U.S. President October 10, 1967

TREATY ON PRINCIPLES GOVERNING THE ACTIVITIES OF STATES IN THE EXPLORATION AND USE OF OUTER SPACE, INCLUDING THE MOON AND OTHER CELESTIAL BODIES

http://www.fas.org/nuke/control/ost/text/space1.htm 
Link: Violation 1-The exploration and use of outer space, including the moon and other celestial bodies, shall be carried out for the benefit and in the interests of all countries, irrespective of their degree of economic or scientific development, and shall be the province of all mankind. Outer space, including the moon and other celestial bodies, shall be free for exploration and use by all States without discrimination of any kind, on a basis of equality and in accordance with international law, and there shall be free access to all areas of celestial bodies. There shall be freedom of scientific investigation in outer space, including the moon and other celestial bodies, and States shall facilitate and encourage international co-operation in such investigation.
Link: Violation 2- Outer space, including the moon and other celestial bodies, is not subject to national appropriation by claim of sovereignty, by means of use or occupation, or by any other means.

Link: Violation 3- States Parties to the Treaty shall carry on activities in the exploration and use of outer space, including the moon and other celestial bodies, in accordance with international law, including the Charter of the United Nations, in the interest of maintaining international peace and security and promoting international co-operation and understanding.

Link: Violation 4- States Parties to the Treaty undertake not to place in orbit around the Earth any objects carrying nuclear weapons or any other kinds of weapons of mass destruction, install such weapons on celestial bodies, or station such weapons in outer space in any other manner. The Moon and other celestial bodies shall be used by all States Parties to the Treaty exclusively for peaceful purposes. The establishment of military bases, installations and fortifications, the testing of any type of weapons and the conduct of military maneuvers on celestial bodies shall be forbidden. The use of military personnel for scientific research or for any other peaceful purposes shall not be prohibited. The use of any equipment or facility necessary for peaceful exploration of the Moon and other celestial bodies shall also not be prohibited.

Link: Violation 5- States Parties to the Treaty shall regard astronauts as envoys of mankind in outer space and shall render to them all possible assistance in the event of accident, distress, or emergency landing on the territory of another State Party or on the high seas. When astronauts make such a landing, they shall be safely and promptly returned to the State of registry of their space vehicle. In carrying on activities in outer space and on celestial bodies, the astronauts of one State Party shall render all possible assistance to the astronauts of other States Parties.  States Parties to the Treaty shall immediately inform the other States Parties to the Treaty or the Secretary-General of the United Nations of any phenomena they discover in outer space, including the Moon and other celestial bodies, which could constitute a danger to the life or health of astronauts.

Link: Violation 6- States Parties to the Treaty shall bear international responsibility for national activities in outer space, including the Moon and other celestial bodies, whether such activities are carried on by governmental agencies or by non-governmental entities, and for assuring that national activities are carried out in conformity with the provisions set forth in the present Treaty. The activities of non-governmental entities in outer space, including the Moon and other celestial bodies, shall require authorization and continuing supervision by the appropriate State Party to the Treaty. When activities are carried on in outer space, including the Moon and other celestial bodies, by an international organization, responsibility for compliance with this Treaty shall be borne both by the international organization and by the States Parties to the Treaty participating in such organization.

Link: Violation 7- Each State Party to the Treaty that launches or procures the launching of an object into outer space, including the Moon and other celestial bodies, and each State Party from whose territory or facility an object is launched, is internationally liable for damage to another State Party to the Treaty or to its natural or juridical persons by such object or its component parts on the Earth, in air space or in outer space, including the Moon and other celestial bodies.

Link: Violation 8- A State Party to the Treaty on whose registry an object launched into outer space is carried shall retain jurisdiction and control over such object, and over any personnel thereof, while in outer space or on a celestial body. Ownership of objects launched into outer space, including objects landed or constructed on a celestial body, and of their component parts, is not affected by their presence in outer space or on a celestial body or by their return to the Earth. Such objects or component parts found beyond the limits of the State Party to the Treaty on whose registry they are carried shall be returned to that State Party, which shall, upon request, furnish identifying data prior to their return.

Link: Violation 9- In the exploration and use of outer space, including the Moon and other celestial bodies, States Parties to the Treaty shall be guided by the principle of co-operation and mutual assistance and shall conduct all their activities in outer space, including the Moon and other celestial bodies, with due regard to the corresponding interests of all other States Parties to the Treaty. 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. If a State Party to the Treaty has reason to believe that an activity or experiment planned by it or its nationals in outer space, including the Moon and other celestial bodies, would cause potentially harmful interference with activities of other States Parties in the peaceful exploration and use of outer space, including the Moon and other celestial bodies, it shall undertake appropriate international consultations before proceeding with any such activity or experiment. A State Party to the Treaty which has reason to believe that an activity or experiment planned by another State Party in outer space, including the Moon and other celestial bodies, would cause potentially harmful interference with activities in the peaceful exploration and use of outer space, including the Moon and other celestial bodies, may request consultation concerning the activity or experiment.

Link: Violation 20- In order to promote international co-operation in the exploration and use of outer space, including the Moon and other celestial bodies, in conformity with the purposes of this Treaty, the States Parties to the Treaty shall consider on a basis of equality any requests by other States Parties to the Treaty to be afforded an opportunity to observe the flight of space objects launched by those States.

Link: Violation 21- In order to promote international co-operation in the peaceful exploration and use of outer space, States Parties to the Treaty conducting activities in outer space, including the Moon and other celestial bodies, agree to inform the Secretary-General of the United Nations as well as the public and the international scientific community, to the greatest extent feasible and practicable, of the nature, conduct, locations and results of such activities. On receiving the said information, the Secretary-General of the United Nations should be prepared to disseminate it immediately and effectively.

Link: Violation 22- All stations, installations, equipment and space vehicles on the Moon and other celestial bodies shall be open to representatives of other States Parties to the Treaty on a basis of reciprocity. Such representatives shall give reasonable advance notice of a projected visit, in order that appropriate consultations may be held and that maximum precautions may be taken to assure safety and to avoid interference with normal operations in the facility to be visited.

Space Junk Link
 The plan violates international law

Dunstan , Szoka 9 [James and Berin, practices space and technology law at Garvey Schubert Barer., and

Senior Fellow at The Progress & Freedom Foundation, a Director of the Space Frontier Foundation,

"Beware of space junk: Global Warming isn’t the only major environmental problem"

http://spacefrontier.org/2009/12/20/beware-of-space-junk-global-warming-isnt-the-only-majorenvironmental-

problem/]

Better tracking data would be required to maximize the effectiveness of debris removal prizes. Since much

of that data is classified, only a trusted intermediary could get American and Russian defense officials to

work together. But the largest obstacle is legal: While maritime law encourages the cleanup of abandoned

vessels as hazards to navigation, space law discourages debris remediation by failing to recognize debris as

abandoned property, and making it difficult to transfer ownership of, and liability for, objects in space—

even junk. By adapting maritime precedents, space law could make orbital debris removal feasible, once the

right economic incentives are in place. Entrepreneurs may even find ways to recycle and reuse on orbit the

nearly 2,000 metric tons of space debris, which includes ultra-high grade aerospace aluminum and other

precious metals.

Internal Link:
International law promotes the cooperation necessary to prevent nuclear war, environmental degradation, and economic decline
R. A. MULLERSON, Head of the Department of International Law at the Institute of State and Law of the

Academy of Sciences of the USSR, July 1989, The American Journal of International Law, 83 A.J.I.L. 494,

p. 495

In spite of different class approaches to social problems and different schools of thought, there is only one

worldwide science of international law. New global problems challenging humanity -- the threat of nuclear

holocaust, environmental crises, economic difficulties of the “Third World” -- can be solved only by all

states acting together, by the common efforts of all nations. In the contemporary world, interests and values

common to all mankind must prevail over the interests of single nations, parties or social classes. Moreover,

I think that nowadays values and interests common to all mankind cannot be contrary to the interests of

individual states. Avoidance of nuclear holocaust, disarmament, the resolution of environmental problems

and mutually beneficial cooperation between nations in all fields of human activity are in the interest of all.

Too often, when statesmen or politicians speak of the national interest and justify their actions by the

notion of national interest, they are not talking about genuine national interest but, rather, about the self interest

of certain influential groups.

Debris is considered the property of the launching nation – the plan violates international law

Dunstan and Werb, 9, [James and Bob, Expert in space law with over 25 years of experience, and

Chairman of the Board and co-founder the Space Frontier Foundation "Legal and Economics Implications

of Orbital Debris Removal: Comments of the Space Frontier Foundation"

http://www.scribd.com/doc/23379988/Legal-and-Economics-Implications-of-Orbital-Debris-Removal]

Current interpretations of international law have led both public and private space operators to ignore the

orbital debris problem and act as a serious barrier to any program of ODR. Maritime and admiralty law

seem to offer a path out of the conundrum. In addition, without adopting one of several possible

mechanisms for liability mitigation, it is improbable that anyone will be willing to engage in an ODR

program. Indeed, the legal and diplomatic issues may well prove to be the “long pole” in the ODR “tent”

that must be solved before a set of technical solutions can be developed.

Responsibility must be taken on account of the breach of the Outer space treaty by the country 

 Julian Hermida Legal Basis for a National Space Legislation 2004 http://www.julianhermida.com/algoma/intlawreadingsspacelaw.pdf
 In general, international responsibility for national activities in outer space is inserted within the principles of international state responsibility discussed above. However, with respect to the attribution rules it deviates drastically from the general norms of international state responsibility. In this regard, article VI of the Outer Space Treaty prescribes that “States Parties to the Treaty shall bear international responsibility for national activities in outer space, including the moon and other celestial bodies, whether such activities are carried on by governmental agencies or by non-governmental entities, and for assuring that national activities are carried out in conformity with the provisions set forth in the present Treaty.” Thus, unlike general International Law the Outer Space Treaty attributes international responsibility to States for national activities in outer space carried on not only by governmental agencies but also by non-governmental entities, i.e., private firms and individuals. This has been considered to be a revolutionary advancement of the doctrine of international state responsibility, for under the attribution rules contained in the Outer Space Treaty the acts and omissions of non governmental entities are considered to be acts imputable to the State as if they were their own acts. As has been put forward by Bin Cheng, international state responsibility in the outer space field arises the moment a breach of an international obligation is produced and not when the State is seen to have failed in its duty to prevent or repress such breach, for the State is immediately accountable for the breach on the international plane as if it itself had breached the international obligation. 

In light of the above, the question remains as to which state will actually bear international responsibility for their national activities. The most effective interpretation of […] „national activities‟ may be made in light of the interrelation of the doctrines of jurisdiction and international responsibility. 
