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ABSTRACT
Ever since a man walked into a notary public office in Pittsburgh in 1936, declaring all the property known as planet, islands-of-space and other matter, supposedly known as A.D Lindsay archapellago, to belong to him, the rate at which individuals, organisations and even States are laying claim of ownership to all or part of outer space have been on the increase. This is despite the provision of Article II of the Outer Space Treaty 1967 which tries to make the environment of the outer space property of all mankind. It is the intention of this paper to assess the relevant international law on the outer space in respect of ownership of outer space in order to ascertain the claimant’s authority in its ownership claim and how such claims have been dealt with. In doing so, this paper adopts doctrinal method of legal research. It defines what outer space is in order to find the dividing line between outer space and airspace in order to specify the areas in which claims of ownership are being made. It also discusses some of the claims seen so far as regards individual, corporate and state claims of ownership of the portions of this environment. It further addresses the provision of the basic space regimes to determine the attitude of these regimes to such claims. At the end, the paper comes up with recommendations that can cater for the lacunas identified in the space Treaties which leads to such abuse of claims.
Space Law, Outer Space, Ownership, Right, 	Individual, Claims

1.0 INTRODUCTION
The 1957 space travel by the Soviet Union and United States opened up the prospect of outer space exploration. These two States started what is now known as space race in 1957 and since then they must have lost count on the number of Satellites launched into outer space. As these exploration and exploitation continue, Nations from different part of the world came to realise that some legal regimes have to be put in place to regulate human activities in this pristine environment especially at the end of the Second World War. The first attempt at developing Space regimes resulted in the Partial Test Ban Treaty of 1963[footnoteRef:3] which was adopted mainly to ban the use and test of Nuclear weapons in the environment. These legal regimes on the environment of space have grown and so far, there basically six major Laws on Outer space. That is; [3:  	Entered into force on 10th Oct, 1963. often called “Partial Test Ban Treaty (PTBT), Limited Test Ban 	Treaty (LTBT) OR Nuclear Test Ban Treaty (NTBT)”] 

1. “Treaty Banning Nuclear Weapon Tests in the Atmosphere  in Outer Space and Under Water often called the Partial Test Ban Treaty or Nuclear Test Ban Treaty of 1963”[footnoteRef:4] [4: 	 Entered into force on 10 October,1963] 

2. “Outer Space Treaty of 1967”[footnoteRef:5] [5:    	“Treaty on Principles Governing the Activities of States in the Exploration and Use of Outer Space, 	including the Moon and Other Celestial Bodies (the "Outer Space Treaty”, adopted by the General 	Assembly in its resolution 2222 (XXI)), opened for signature on 27 January 1967, entered into force on 10 	October 	1967] 

3. “Convention on International Liability for Damage Caused by Space Objects 1972”[footnoteRef:6] [6:  	“The Convention on International Liability For Damage Caused By Space Objects (the Liability 	Convention” adopted by the General Assembly In Its Resolution 2777 (XXVI)) Opened For Signature 	On 29 March 1972, entered Into force On 1 September 1972] 

4. “Convention on Registration of objects launched into outer space (1975)”[footnoteRef:7] [7:  	“The Convention On Registration Of Objects Launched Into Outer Space (The Registration 	Convention)” adopted 	by the General Assembly in its Resolution 3235 (Xxix)), opened for 	signature on 14 January 1975 	and entered into force on 15 September 1976] 

5. “Agreement on the Rescue of Astronauts, the Return of Astronauts and the Return of Objects Launched into Outer Space 1968”[footnoteRef:8] [8:  	“The Agreement on the Rescue of Astronauts, the Return of Astronauts and the Return of Objects 	Launched into Outer Space (the "Rescue Agreement)”, adopted by the General Assembly in its 	Resolution 	2345 (XXII)), opened for signature on 22 April 1968, entered into force on 3 	December 1968.] 

6.     Agreement Governing the Activities of States on the Moon and Other   Celestial Bodies 1979[footnoteRef:9] [9:  	The Agreement Governing the Activities of States on the Moon and Other Celestial Bodies (the "Moon Agreement", adopted by the General Assembly in its resolution 34/68), opened for signature on 18 December 1979, entered into force on 11 July 1984.] 

These laws regulates several aspect of man’s explorative and exploitative nature in Outer Space which include the registration of object launched in Space, the rescue of Astronauts, compensation in the event of damage caused as a result of space activities and the freedom given to man to explore the utility of space for the benefit of mankind. This paper will streamline itself and focus on the particular space regime on the ownership (to a portion or whole) of space. 
To achieve its purpose, this paper is divided into five (5) parts. While part 1 gives the general introduction, it affords the reader the basic foundation of the concept of outer space and its use. It further identifies some International regimes regulating space activities. Part 2 defines Outer Space in order to identify the spatial boundary and limitation i.e the demarcation between air space and outer space. Part 3 goes ahead to discuss issues of various claims of ownership in Outer Space. It identifies some corporate, individual and State claims on Outer space. Part 4 then discusses the attitude of the space regimes towards any claim of ownership of outer space. This is achieved by identifying some provisions relating to ownership claims in outer space as well as the inadequacies of these provisions which is conceived as the reasons for its abuse. Finally, part 5 suggested some conceived solutions or recommendation to the lacunas identified in part 4, while concluding. 


2.0 THE BOUNDARY OF OUTER SPACE
Before delving into the ownership right in space, it is pertinent to define or rather ascertain the boundary of this environment. Outer space can be defined as any region of Space beyond limits determined with reference to the boundaries of a celestial body or system, especially (a) the region of space immediately beyond Earth’s atmosphere (b) Interplanetary or interstellar Space.[footnoteRef:10] According to Fraser, space is defined by the point at which the Earth’s atmosphere ends and the vacuum of space takes over. The first official definition of Space came from the National Advisory Committee for Aeronautics[footnoteRef:11] who decided on the point where atmospheric pressure was less than one pond per square foot which was the altitude that Airplane control surfaces could no longer be used and corresponded roughly 50miles or 81 Kilometres[footnoteRef:12] followed by the calculation by an aerospace Engineer Theodore Von Karman that above an altitude of 100 Km, the atmosphere would be so that an Aircraft would need to be traveling at orbital velocity to derive any lift which is later known and adopted as the Karman Line[footnoteRef:13] This environment immediately precedes the Air space and the two areas are governed by different regimes. Airspace is under sovereign jurisdiction of the state beneath it while outer space is free for all.  [10:  	American Heritage Dictionary of English Language, 5th Edition 2013. 	www.freedictionary.com/outer>accessed on 12 Sept 2018]  [11:  	The predecessor to the National Aeronautics and Space Administration]  [12:  	Fraser C. “How High is Space?” July 25, 2013  www.howhighisspace >accessed on 16 September 2018]  [13:  	By the world Airsports Federation] 

Abound are controversies as to the actual delimitation of outer space and airspace[footnoteRef:14] i.e where does Outer Space begin? According to Scott,[footnoteRef:15] defining exactly where Airspace ends and Outer Space begins has proven problematic and proposals have ranged from 80km to 100km.[footnoteRef:16] In fact, the controversies that linger on the issue of the definition and delimitation of Outer Space have found its way into how Outer Space is being defined in the National Laws of Some States. For example, the United States of America’s National Aeronautics and Space Act[footnoteRef:17] defines Outer Space as the areas outside the Earth’s atmosphere, while the South Africa’s National Space Law[footnoteRef:18] defines Space as the space above the surface of the Earth from a height at which it is in practice possible to operate an object in an orbit around the Earth. This definition seem to read the mind of the Soviet Union in proposing the establishment of a legal boundary at an altitude of 100km based on the theory that an Aircraft, as the main subject matter of most International and Local Air Law, would never be able to reach such altitude in view of their dependency, for purposes of lift, upon a density of air not available in those regions. Also, space objects orbiting the earth would not descend below such an altitude, as the atmosphere would be dense for staying up in their orbit, the attendant atmospheric drag no longer being compensated by the centrifugal forces resulting from their velocity.  This proposal seem to be unaware of the provision of Article 2 of the Jordan Civil Aviation Act which defines an aircraft as any machine whose continuous flight in aerospace is derived from air and other reactions above the surface of the Earth[footnoteRef:19] [14:  	Glenn Reynolds & Roberts Merges, “Outer Space: Problems of Law and Policy” (1997) Second Edition. 	Pg.11-24  & 77-83. (Colorado, Westview Press) ISBN 00-8133-1802-5]  [15:  	Virgiliu P. “Unreal Estate- The Men Who Sold the Moon.” (2006) Cornwal,UK: Exposure ISBN 1-	84685-	095-9< http://www.virgiliupop.com> accessed 23 May 2018]  [16:  	Ibid. ]  [17:  	National Aeronautics and Space Act 1958 (As amended)]  [18:  	Section 1 Space affairs Act 84 of 1993, Assented to 23rd June 1993]  [19:  	Article 2 Jordan Civil Aviation Act No.1 of 2007] 

Pertinent to point out a recurring issue that kept resonating in the above definitions i.e ‘at the point where the atmosphere ends’ Now where does the atmosphere end that we can safely agree that the outer space begins at a particular borderline? The issue of spatial delimitation has become a burning issue at the International level and Space law scholars. Frans G. Von Der Dunk[footnoteRef:20] in his work, The Sky Is The Limit- But Where Does It End, also pointed out the fact that many experts have discussed where outer space begins (often as part of the broader issue of the definition of outer space) ever since the first unmanned artificial satellite[footnoteRef:21] orbit into space which has posed the vexing question as to whether individual states could exercise their well-established sovereignty over the airspace above their territories to prohibit man-made space objects to be present above such territories. The quick formalisation of one of the fundamental rules of International space law, that outer space itself remained outside any sovereignty as a terra/res communis,[footnoteRef:22] seemed to reinforce the need to establish a clear boundary between the two areas subject to regimes with such fundamental differences. Precedents could be derived from the discussion on the law of the sea. The 1958 Treaties negotiated in Geneva dealt with the demarcation of territorial seas (where the sovereignty of the coastal states applied comprehensively, with the exception of the framed 'right of innocent passage') versus high seas which were basically open to all states and regulated only at the international level.[footnoteRef:23] [20:  	Frans G.V. The Sky is the Limit- But Where Does it End (2005) Space and Telecommunications Law 	Program Faculty Publication. Paper 34. Proceedings of the Forty-First Colloquium on the Law of Outer 	Space 84-94(2005) & the 56th International Astronautical Congress of the International Astronautical 	Federation the International Academy of Astronautics and the International Institute of Space Law, 	2005.]  [21:  	Sputnik 1 by the Soviet Union on October 4 1957 <http://www.nasa.gov/imagegallery/image	_features_924.html accessed 28 March, 2019.]  [22:  	Outer Space Treaty, Article I& II establishes the cardinal principle of Common Heritage whereby 	Outer 	Space is not subject to National appropriation.]  [23:  	Convention on the Territorial Sea and Contaguous zone 1958, Article 1,2,14,15,16 & 17 (came into force 	Sept 10, 1964). Also Convention on the High Seas 1958 Article 1&2 (came into force Sept 30, 1962)  ] 

3.0 OWNERSHIP CLAIM
Ownership is part of human nature and as well part of life. It is in the human nature to want to own even irrelevant things. However claiming does not mean owning, its just to certify that a claim is being made. To legally own something, mere expression of intention to own (animus) is not enough, what is key is the actual possession (corpus).[footnoteRef:24] It is pertinent to start with the analysis of some Claims of ownership to the whole or part of outer space before identifying the attitude of the International legal regimes on space towards ownership claim to the environment of Space. [24:  	Virgiliu P. Unreal Estate- The men who sold the moon. (2006) : Exposure ISBN 1-84685-095-9 (United 	Kingdom, Diggory Press)] 

James Thomas Mangan is one of the many[footnoteRef:25] that has laid claim of ownership to the whole of Outer Space. He is the founder of Nation of Celestial Space[footnoteRef:26] nicknamed Celestia, with this, he laid claim to everything in Space. He even invited many States to give him official recognition and applied for membership of the United Nations in 1948, which was rejected. In 1957, he fought with the USSR and the United States for the launch of Sputnik[footnoteRef:27] and that such a lunch amounted to trespassing especially that the United States did not obtain his permission before sending surveyor cameras to the moon in 1966. Upon his death he willed the control of this Country to his children.[footnoteRef:28] [25:  	Glenn Reynolds & Roberts Merges, “Outer Space: Problems of Law and Policy” (1997) Second Edition. 	  	(Colorado, Westview Press) Pp.173-177]  [26:  	Created in Evergreen Park,Illinois in 1949 ]  [27:  	The first artificial Satellite launched in space on the 4th of October 1957]  [28:  	Glenn Reynolds & Roberts Merges, Outer Space: Problems of Law and Policy (1997) Second Edition. 	Pp.173-177] 

Also in 1980, an American named Denis Hope made a “Declaration of Ownership” to the moon, registered a company known as Lunar embassy and started selling off acres in the moon.[footnoteRef:29] According to Denis he wanted to be known as the “Omnipitant ruler of the lighted surface” He once sent $55,000 storage and littering bill to the United States, USSR and the United Nations. So far the numbers of moon-buyers have risen to 3.6 millions in 181 countries including members of the royal families in six countries and two former presidents.[footnoteRef:30] [29:  	Virgiliu P. “Unreal Estate- The Men Who Sold the Moon.” (2006) (United Kingdom, Diggory Press) 	Exposure ISBN 1-84685-	095-9< http://www.virgiliupop.com> accessed 23 May 2018
]  [30:  	Ibid ] 

Again in 1997, Adam Ismail, Mustafa Khalil, and Abdullah Al-Umari sued the National Aeronautics and Space Agency (NASA) for ‘the act’ of landing its pathfinder on the Mars as trespass.[footnoteRef:31] These Claimants filed a law suit with the Yemeni Prosecutor general linking their authority to the claim as inheritance from their ancestors 3,000 years ago according to mythologies of the ancient Sabaean and Himyaritic civilizations. This suit was dismissed [31:  	Goran Blazeski “3 Yemenis sue NASA for trespassing on Mars: They say they inherited it 3000 year 	ago”Vintage News < https://www.google.com/amp/s/www.thevintagenews.com > accessed 28 March, 	2019] 

Also in 2004, an American named Gregory Nemitz registered a claim to a part of the outer space called the Asteroid Eros, this spurred NASA[footnoteRef:32] to go and investigate the asteroid. Thereafter, Gregory sent a letter to NASA instructing it to pay a parking fee of $20 for landing the satellite on his property.[footnoteRef:33] [32:  	United States National Aeronautics and Space Administration.]  [33:  	Nemitz V. NASA (2005) Appellate case No.04-16223] 

In 2012, some International Business tycoon including Larry Page and Eric Schmitz[footnoteRef:34] registered their intention to send a robotic spacecraft to Outer space in order to mine precious metals from asteroid and bring them back to earth for business purpose. According to them such business will add Trillion to the global Gross Domestic Product.[footnoteRef:35] [34:  	Adam M; Space Cases: The Weirdest Legal Claims in Outer Space.< 	http://www.wired.com/2012/06/space-cases/ >accessed 15 February 2018]  [35:  	Natelie W, ‘Does Asteroid Minning Violate Space Law?’ April 2012 <http:// m.livesscience.com/33864-	asteroid-mining-space-law.html>accessed 26 September. 2018] 


4.0 INTERNATIONAL SPACE LAW AND OWNERSHIP CLAIM: RESOLVING THE DISPUTE.
As noted earlier, Outer Space is purely regulated by International law even though some States have deemed it fit to put in place National laws to complement the available International space law in respect of their respective space activities[footnoteRef:36]. The framework on ownership of outer space is mainly the outer space Treaty of 1967 and the Moon Treaty 1979. The Outer Space Treaty headed off territorial dispute by barring outer space and celestial bodies from all national appropriation. The provision goes thus: [36: 	 For example the South Africa’s Space Affairs Act 1993 [No. 84 of 1993] G 14917, Jordan’s Civil Aviation 	Act No.1 of 2007 and the United States of America’s National Aeronautics and Space Act 1958] 

“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”[footnoteRef:37] [37:   	Outer Space Treaty 1967, Article II of the ] 

From the above provision no State or individual is allowed to lay claim of ownership to outer space, whether as a whole or any part thereof. Rather, what is encouraged is the peaceful use of the resources of this environment for the benefit of all mankind and not even for selfish use.
Hence, 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. The environment is free for exploration and use by all States without discrimination of any kind, on a basis of equality and in accordance with international law with free access to all areas of celestial bodies. Also there is 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. While barring ownership claim, the only access to the use of Space is encouraged to be for the benefit of all.[footnoteRef:38] [38:  	Article I & II Outer Space Treaty 1967 http://www.unoosa.org/oosa/en/ourwork/spacelaw/treaties/ 	accessed 28 March 2019] 

It is therefore a concern where investors derive the rights to form the intention of mining precious minerals in space for business purposes and the excitement to add trillion to the Global GDP (who would this investment favour in the actual sense).[footnoteRef:39] [39:  	Natelie W, ‘Does Asteroid Minning Violate Space Law?’ April 2012 <http:// m.livesscience.com/33864-	asteroid-mining-space-law.html>accessed 26 September. 2018] 

In 1979, the United Nations Passed the Moon Treaty which is regarded to have closed all the loophole in the subtle provision of the Outer Space Treaty. The Moon Treaty, by it provisions bans private property claims altogether which is still frowned at by many States. The provision is regarded as steps taken too far and responsible for its unpopular assent as many States refused to ratify the Treaty. According to the provision of Article 11 (3)

“Neither the surface nor the subsurface of the moon, nor any part thereof or natural resources in place, shall become property of any State, international intergovernmental or non-governmental organization, national organization or non-governmental entity or of any natural person. The placement of personnel, space vehicles, equipment, facilities, stations and installations on or below the surface of the moon, including structures connected with its surface or subsurface, shall not create a right of ownership over the surface or the subsurface of the moon or any areas thereof. The foregoing provisions are without prejudice to the international regime referred to in paragraph 5 of this article.”  (underlining mine)
 
This provision, in trying to cover basic, specifically mentioned actors of space and its celestial bodies who would ordinarily want to own or claim portions of this area.  While the outer space leaves room for speculation on individual rignt to claim ownership of portions of space, the moon treaty specifically names these actors i.e State, Individual, international intergovernmental or non-governmental organization, national organization or non-governmental entity. It further provides that the mere fact that a space station or any other property is placed on the surface of the environment does not attribute or confer ownership of the portion of such part or surface on the launcher.
However, the provision of these two Treaties on the banning of ownership claim in respect of any part of Outer Space and its Celestial bodies does not affect ownership of man-made-properties launched or placed in Space and Celestial bodies’ i.e space stations, spacecrafts and Satellites. Ownership of such property still remains in the owner despite the fact that it is in an unowned environment. Therefore a private space hotel remains a private property even while in orbit and subject to the applicable national law to which the owner belongs. Also each module of International Space Station is the territory of the State to which it belongs to, hence, the Laws of the country to which the module belongs to is applicable to all the activities that are carried out there whether such activities are inventions or acts of crimes.[footnoteRef:40] Laws of the responsible country govern the issues of property rights over privately owned and launched space object.[footnoteRef:41] A typical example can be drawn from the presence the United States of American’s Embassy on the Nigerian soil. [40:  	This rule is based on the principle of extra-territorial jurisdiction applicable to ships and other vessels in 	high seas and individual satellites launched into outer space.]  [41:  	Catherine D; who owns Outer Space? Engineering and Technology (2010) Magazine Vol.5 Issue 	11<http://eandt.theiet.org/magazine/2010/who-owns-outer-space.cfm> accessed 19 September 2018] 

Furthermore, the non-appropriation of any part of Outer Space and its celestial bodies is applicable to all the resources it possessed.[footnoteRef:42] These resources already contribute billions to the terrestrial economy.[footnoteRef:43] For example, the geostationary orbit is the point in outer space directly above the equator where a satellite orbits at the same rate as the earth turns therefore allows a fixed antenna to maintain a link with a satellite.[footnoteRef:44] Also natural resources like asteroids known to be rich in valuable elements such as neodymium,[footnoteRef:45] scandium,[footnoteRef:46] yttrium,[footnoteRef:47] iridium,[footnoteRef:48] platinum[footnoteRef:49] and palladium[footnoteRef:50] which are regarded as limited and rare resources on earth are present in Outer Space. The Moon is also blessed with concentration of precious metals including aluminium, titanium and rare elements. These resources has been held to be capable of sustaining trillions of people until the sun dies[footnoteRef:51] [42:  	This has definitely did not stopped the equatorial nations to claim ownership of the geostationary part of the 	orbit, this manifested in the 1976 Bogota declaration. Though this claim has received international criticism 	and is being ignored.]  [43:  	Lewis J.S, Mining the sky: Untold Riches from the Asteroids, Comets, and Planets. (1997) Perseus 	Publishing ISBN 0-201-328194-4]  [44:  	 Access to this portion of outer space is regulated by the International Telecommunications Union (ITU)]  [45:  	“A bright , silvery, reactive element of the lanthanide series, found in the mineral monazite and 	bastnaessite and use for colouring glass, for doping laser and crystals and in materials with strong, 	permanent magneticproperties that make them useful for computer and audio equipmet”< American 	Heritage Dictionary of English Language fifth Edition, 2016 	>http://www.yourdictionary.com>accessed 	13 June 2018]  [46:  	“A rare light silvery-white-metallic element occurring in minute quantities in numerous minerals.” 	Collins 	Dictionary 2012 Digital Edition <http://www.dictionary.com/browse/scandium >accessed 13 	June 2018]  [47:  	An element used to boost the strength of magnesium and aluminum alloys. American Heritage 	Dictionary of English Language fifth Edition, 2016<http://www.thefreeedictionary.com/yttrim> 	accessed 	13 June 	2018]  [48:  	An element used to boost the strength of magnesium and aluminum alloys. American Heritage 	Dictionary of English Language fifth Edition, 2016<http://www.thefreeedictionary.com/yttrim> 	accessed 	13 June 	2018]  [49:  	“A heavy precious metallic element; grey-white and resistant to corroding; occurs in some nickel and 	copper ores and is also found native in some deposit” Vocabulary.com Dictionary 	<http://www.vocabulary.com/dictionary/platinum> accessed 13 June 2018]  [50:  	“A rare metallic element of the platinum group, silver-white, ductile and malleable, harder and fusing 	more readily than Platinum: Used chiefly as a catalyst and in dental and other alloys” Dictionary.com 	<http://www.dictionary.com/browse/palladium> accessed 13 June 2018]  [51:  	Lewis J.S, mining the sky: Untold Riches from the Asteroids, Comets, and Planets. (1997) P-12] 

Undoubted, with the combined provisions of Article II of the Outer Space Treaty and Article 11 of the Moon Treaty, issue of ownership is as regards claims on portions or whole of the environment of space. This ownership does not affect the carrying out of space activities such as launching of Satellite or scientific investigation. This can be extended to the mining of the available natural resources. The only question would then be “who owns the mined resources” as in practice, activities involving appropriation like mining may violate the principle of non-appropriation.
This question can be put to rest by the provision of the Moon Treaty that specifically included resources in barring acts of claims of ownership. The outer space Treaty is silent regarding the ownership of space resources but since the provision of the Moon Treaty is also applicable to Outer space, then such lacuna may be said to have been filled up by Article 11 of the Moon Treaty.
These two regimes have declared the outer space “the common heritage of mankind” which goes to suggest equal access to outer space. Hence, where one is allowed to use a portion of space for mining of resources, it may hinder the other from the use of such portion and invariable whittle down the principle of common access to the use of space as enshrined in the space regimes.
From the provisions of the Outer space Treaty and The moon Treaty on the ownership of outer space, it can be safely deduced that any claim of ownership to any piece of outer state cannot stand. One would then wonder why the there has been series of cases on claims of ownership despite the provisions of this Laws. In fact many claimant have gone ahead to sell portions of outer space which has been declared property of commons. What then is the faith of buyers whose sellers have no title to the parcel of space sold? Evidently, there is no way to sustain or be vested title where one acquires from an untitled seller.
5.0   CONCLUSSION/RECOMENDATION
Outer space and its celestial bodies is not subject to appropriation by any means by a State, individual international intergovernmental or non-governmental organization, national organization or non-governmental entity or of any natural person, rather, it is a common property. But one cannot help wonder that despite this well established rules, individual are still seen walking back and forth court houses to assert their own right to either a portion or the whole of the outer space environment. With this incessant mockery of the administration of justice, where in spite of the knowledge that one cannot have but still want to try and see, even haven seen other tried and fail, then there must be a problem somewhere. 
It maybe reasoned that this law just like any other international law without effective sanctions or enforcement mechanism has failed to compel its adherence, or that the general public it not aware of this provisions. It hereby recommended that;
a) The provisions of Outer Space Treaty and Moon Treaty be amended to the effect that claims of ownership of outer space be treated as a criminal act with necessary and effective sanctions on the violators.
b) This Provision on prevention of ownership claim should be brought to the awareness of the public with the attendant consequences in the event of any violations
c) A special court be created solely for the purpose of resolving space dispute particular dispute relating to ownership claim as arbitration cannot be deemed to be an effective means of settling ownership Dispute or
d) In the alternative. Ownership dispute should not even be entertained as subject of litigation in the law court. That is, no right of audience.
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