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Letter from President Jaramillo  

Greetings delegates,  

As president of this committee it is a pleasure to welcome you to SAMUN VIII. I will be                  

presiding the first committee of the general assembly, DISEC. It is an honor for me to be                 

able to preside the 8th edition of SAMUN and I’m devoted to honor this committee by                

assuring a calm and respectful atmosphere throughout the whole model. SAMUN encourages            

teamwork, hard work, compromise, among other relevant items. And these behaviors will be             

rewarded by the chair. I expect a fluid, well-prepared, and respectful group of delegates who               

are willing to bring up solutions in the most efficient way. Finally if any of you have any                  

doubts whatsoever, don't hesitate to contact me.  

Thanks for your attention and I’ll see you at SAMUN VIII. 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

Letter from President De Las Salas:  

 

Dear delegates,  

As President of the DISEC committee for Samun VIII, I would like to first thank all of you                  

for joining President Jaramillo and I in this enriching and exciting experience. What you will               

learn in this committee will not only nurture your knowledge about international safety, but it               

will also teach you about the power that dialogue, compromise, and resourcefulness have             

when used to resolve conflicts. This is about more than just stating a country's position; this is                 

about defending a nation and its decisions as a whole. This is your opportunity to exploit your                 

full potential. Delegates, this experience will not be easy, you must be prepared to face real                

issues that all States are currently going through, and to handle them with the utmost               

determination. The key to success is to believe in yourself. As your President, I expect you to                 

be well prepared and to maintain diplomacy and coherence at all times.  

Remember delegates, it’s your time.  

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

Introduction to DISEC 

The Disarmament and International Security Committee, also known as DISEC, is the First             

Committee in the United Nations General Assembly. This committee handles all issues related to              

disarmament and threats to peace that pose challenges to the international community. DISEC             

attempts to come up with effective solutions that suit all nations in order to protect and preserve                 

international security.   

Topic A: The Consequences and Regulation of the Use of Drones for            

Warfare 

Introduction 

Over the last few years, there has been a rapid increase of the usage of unmanned aerial vehicles, also                   

known as UAVs or drones. UAVs are aircraft with no human pilots aboard, and are commonly                

controlled by remote pilots. These aircrafts range in size, and can be used for various objectives.                

However, in the DISEC committee, we will       

be solely focusing on drones that are used for         

military and surveillance purposes. 

 

Drones have undeniably advanced since they      

were first introduced, and they currently play       

 



 

 

 

a very important role in many countries’ militaries. They present various advantages and             

disadvantages. UAVs have managed to facilitate surveillance and attacks made by countries to other              

nations who could pose a threat to their security. They allow countries to perform attacks without                

actually stepping on enemy territory or sending troops. For some countries this has proven way more                

effective than sending armies. On the other hand, despite of the “accuracy” and modern technology               

presented by these drones, it is well known that many nations cannot always guarantee the location of                 

the drone strike targets, which puts the lives of civilians and bystanders at risk. Their use also has                  

some ethical implications that have caused great criticism; some say that drones “make it too easy” to                 

enter into warfare, facilitating the future use of force and military action to solve conflicts. Also, many                 

experts express that the risk of attacking innocent civilians and soldiers may also increase as more                

autonomous drones are developed.  

 

Currently, there is a lack of legislations that set boundaries for drone usage. Although DISEC may not                 

impose reglementations on unwilling countries, a standard must be set were countries can work              

towards finding an equilibrium between civilian safety and military interests 

Glossary 

UAVs: Unmanned Aerial Vehicles, also known as drones. 

HRL: Human Rights Law 

IHL: International Humanitarian 

Background 

 



 

 

 

History and Development of Drones 

 

Drones have been present in history for a long time. The exact origin of the drone is not easy to                    

pinpoint; but the idea of an unmanned aerial vehicle trails back to 1849, when Venice was attacked by                  

200 unmanned bomb-filled   

balloons sent by the Austrians.     

However, the first unmanned    

aerial vehicles were built    

during World War I. These     

early models were launched by     

catapult or flown using radio     

control. In 1915, British arm forces used aerial imagery to capture skyview maps of the German                1

trench modifications and improvements that were made during that time. This marked the beginning              

of the usage of aerial imagery for coordinated operations. Thanks to aerial mapping, artillery on the                

ground possessed more advanced and accurate knowledge of the enemy's territory. In spite of the               

investigations and tests that were conducted, none of the prototypes that were constructed passed the               

testing phase. For more than a decade after the end of World War I, development of UAVs declined                  

sharply worldwide. By the mid-to-late 1930s, new UAVs emerged as an important combat training              

tool ; It was only in the very beginning of World War II, that remotely controlled aerial vehicles were                  2

1 A Brief History of Drones. (n.d.). Retrieved February 17, 2018, from            
https://www.iwm.org.uk/history/a-brief-history-of-drones 
2 Spies that Fly. (n.d.). Retrieved February 18, 2018, from http://www.pbs.org/wgbh/nova/spiesfly/uavs.html 

 



 

 

 

used as weapons. During World War II, Nazi Germany's innovative V-1 demonstrated the formidable              

threat a UAV could pose in combat. In 1935 both Britain and the United States produced                

radio-controlled aircrafts, which were used as targets for training purposes. 

 

Reconnaissance UAVs were first deployed on a large scale in the Vietnam War. Drones also               

began to be used in a range of new roles, such as acting as decoys in combat, launching                  

missiles against fixed targets and dropping leaflets for psychological operations. (IWM Staff,            

2018, A Brief History of Drones) 

 

After the Vietnam War, many other nations began to experiment with unmanned aerial technology.              

New and innovative prototypes became more sophisticated. They upgraded characteristics such as the             

ability to maintain greater heights and better endurance. During the 1980s, Israel started             

manufacturing its own UAVs. These drones were made for surveillance; they allowed the Israeli              

government to observe and keep an eye on nearby countries. These drones continued to be upgraded                

and bettered, they proved to be an effective surveillance tool , and as a result, they were endorsed and                   

taken up by many other nations. Because of this, Israel became one of the largest drone exporters. 

General Overview of the Current Situation 

Over the past few years, drones have become much more effective and sophisticated. More drone               

strikes are being completed by groups and countries, and many nations seek to develop their own                

UAV arsenals. Some countries are not willing to invest in a drone manufacturing program, so they                

 



 

 

 

rather purchase drones from another country. Because of this, countries like the United States of               

America and Israel, have positioned themselves as some of the top UAV exporters.  

 

When conducting any kind of attack, civilian lives must be kept as a priority. However, during drone                 

strikes, the lives of innocent bystanders are often neglected. Data regarding the number of casualties               

and victims of drone strikes are oftentimes inaccurate estimations, and the identities of these victims               

may also be unknown  

 

Maritza Chan, Minister Counselor of the Permanent Mission of Costa Rica, who hosted a United               

Nations event with the purpose of discussing military drones for The First Committee of the UN                

General Assembly (DISEC), explained that: 

 

“The deployment of armed drones has increased, and that large numbers of drone             

assassinations have been carried out in secrecy, killing many civilians. It is essential to not               

only clarify the legal policies, but also to not lose sight of the human perspective. Drone                

strikes are framed as low-cost and risk-free, but they only shift the risk to innocent civilians.” 

 

Currently, rules and norms regarding UAVs are vague and may seem contradictory. There is a lack of                 

transparency on decisions that are made regarding the strikes. Also, the legal framework that supports               

the attacks is not clear. For example, some member states have alleged that targeted strikes have been                 

made as a response to a continued and imminent threat to their populations, when capture is not                 

possible; however, these allegations have not been backed up by neither explanations of the nature of                

 



 

 

 

the threat, or other key details. Because of this, there has been an increment of the risk of illegal                   

drone usage, and a large possibility of drones being sold to illegal armed groups. 

 

Currently, UAVs are subject to the “law of hostilities” which states that “The parties to the conflict                 

must at all times distinguish between civilians and combatants. Attacks may only be directed against               

combatants. Attacks must not be directed against civilians .” However, it is a difficult task for UAVs                3

to accurately account for civilians in an area. It is also complicated to tell if someone was definitely                  

killed by a drone, which makes it additionally difficult to enforce this norm 

Subtopic A: The Usage of Military Drones for Targeted Killings 

One of the most relevant issues regarding UAVs, is the use of these military drones for targeted                 

murders. A targeted killing in military operations is the use of lethal force against an individual                

selected human being who is not in the physical custody of the targeting entity, with the intent,                 

premeditation, and deliberation to kill. Targeted strikes may be done by using armed drones. These               4

targeted strikes are possible due to the lethal precision of military UAVs. These drones possess               

uncomparable abilities to stalk targets for hours, guaranteeing a correct location of said target. Under               

human rights law (HRL), targeted killings are almost never lawful, as “it is never permissible for                

killing to be the sole objective of an operation.” taking into account that no one shall be arbitrarily                  5

deprived of life; therefore, forbidding the use of lethal force without lawful reasons.  6

3 ICRC. “Rule 1. The Principle of Distinction between Civilians and Combatants.” Customary IHL. N.d. Web.                
Feb 16, 2014. <http://www.icrc.org/customary-ihl/eng/print/v1_cha_chapter1_rule1> 
4 Compare N. Melzer, ‘Targeted Killings in Operational Law Perspective’, in T. D. Gill & D. Fleck (eds), The                   
Handbook of the International Law of Military Operations (2010), 277-278.  
5 Alston-report, supra note 3, para. 33.  
6 International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights, 23 March 1976, 999 U.N.T.S. 171.  

 



 

 

 

 

Targeted drone killings that take place under the framework of human rights law will, in general, not                 

be justifiable. According to the framework of international humanitarian law, the legality of the              

operation can be ensured if the target is a combatant or a person directly participating in the hostilities                  

(This group includes all members of the armed forces of a (State) party to that conflict).  

 

It is not the drone that raises legal issues. It is the way the strikes are conducted. Taking into account                    

that a killing is only legal to prevent a concrete and imminent threat to life, and, additionally, if there                   

is no other, non-lethal means of preventing that threat to life. The problem is that in the majority of                   7

the operations conducted by States, most of the targets are not members of armed forces, and are                 

therefore not combatants. This has caused the deaths of civilians, and many States have argued for the                 

reasons why these deaths can be justified, or they have not disclosed information regarding the issue.                

This is why States must determine in which cases military drones may be used for targeted killings. 

7 McCann and Others v. United Kingdom, ECHR (1995), No.18984/91, para. 145; Human Rights Committee,               
General Comment No. 6, UN Doc HRI/GEN/1/Rev.1 at 6 (1994), para. 3; Concluding Observations of the                
Human Rights Committee: Israel, UN Doc CCPR/CO/78/ISR (21 August 2003), para. 15; Alston-report, supra              
note 3, para. 32; N. Melzer, Targeted Killings in International Law (2008), 59.  

 
 

 
 

 



 

 

 

Subtopic B: The Increasing Use of UAVs by Non-State Armed Groups or            

Individuals 

Throughout history, nations have been known for being able to effectively keep fissile material for               

highly dangerous explosive devices out of the hands of non-State armed groups or individuals with               

hostile intentions. However, for the majority of other military technologies, the non-proliferation            

record is not so good. And UAVs are unlikely to be an exception. In this context, it is feasible that                    

non-State armed groups could misuse dual-use technologies. For example, cellular networks for            

control functions for drones, or 3D printers for producing replacement parts or offensive             

modifications for military UAVs. Recently, various non-State actors, such as Daesh, or ISIS, have              8

embraced the strategic value of using drones during armed conflict and other types of operations.  

 

Highly sophisticated military UAVs require considerable technical and logistical support in order to             

function. Consequently, also taking into account that this fundamental technical support is likely to be               

beyond non-State armed groups’ capacitie, non-state armed groups are unlikely to be able to make               

significant use of these sophisticated military drones even if, in principle, they could acquire them.               

Because of this, non-State actors are likely instead to try to exploit smaller, slower but increasingly                

omnipresent commercial or other types of UAVs, which they might be able to deploy in significant                

numbers. This means that even though non-State armed groups or individuals don't have access to the                

8 Study on Armed Unmanned Aerial Vehicles – UNODA. (n.d.). Retrieved March 09, 2018, from               
https://www.un.org/disarmament/publications/more/drones-study/ 

 



 

 

 

most intricate and refined UAVs, they do possess functional UAVs that could prove to be largely                

powerful in number.  

 

The increased usage of military drones by non-state actors is very worrisome for the international               

community. There are various strategies that could be used in order to threaten nations’ security; for                

example, instead of attacking a single target, non-State armed groups might opt for simultaneously              

deploying various military UAVs against multiple targets, increasing the possibility of a successful             

attempt. By attacking or interfering with critical infrastructure at a key moment (for instance,              

electrical power lines or substations, or aircraft approach paths to airports), well-orchestrated            

non-State actors might temporarily cause widespread societal disruption, overwhelm of cial response            

capacity and conceivably cause embarrassment to the authorities or even some loss of life (a               

passenger jet crash, for instance). These actions could prove to have severe consequences for regional               9

and international stability.  

Subtopic C: Measures for Increasing Transparency, Accountability, and        

Regulation of the Use of Military UAVs 

 

When managing and using lethal force, or mechanisms that facilitate the use of it, such as armed                 

UAVs, transparency is critical. It allows an independent review and analysis of the lawfulness of               

operations. It also grants accountability for the victims of said lethal force. It determines if the                

fatalities were victims of violations of international law. Transparency is also a fundamental tool for               

9  The author is indebted to Dr. Alexandre Vautravers for this point. 

 



 

 

 

governments; it allows them to identify and address civilian casualties and those who were wounded.               

It also enables the public to be well informed about the policy choices taken by their own government;                  

those that involve life or death decisions. While transparency can enhance the legitimacy of              

government actions,  secrecy, by contrast, heightens existing concerns and creates new ones.   10

  

Ben Emmerson, UN special rapporteur on human rights and counterterrorism has expressed that “the              

single greatest obstacle to an evaluation of the civilian impact of drone strikes is lack of transparency,                 

which makes it extremely difficult to assess claims of precision targeting objectively.” Also, the              

United Nations has established the following: 

 

Transparency measures have been recognized as a means by which Governments can share             

information with the aim of creating mutual understanding and trust, reducing misperceptions            

and miscalculations and thereby helping both to prevent military confrontation and to foster             

regional and global stability.  11

 

The importance of transparency can not be doubted. However, many member States have had a               

tendency to be very secretive about operations involving UAVs. This lack of transparency has had               

negative consequences on the whole international community. There is a need of transparency on              

10 NGO Statement on Reported Changes to U.S. Policy on Use of Armed Drones and Other Lethal Force. (2018,                   
March 07). Retrieved March 08, 2018, from       
https://www.hrw.org/news/2018/03/07/ngo-statement-reported-changes-us-policy-use-armed-drones-and-other-l
ethal-force 
11 A/68/189, para. 20. See also Official Records of the General Assembly, Fifteenth 
Special Session, Supplement No. 3 (A/S-15/3), para. 41. 
 

 



 

 

 

both the policy and the legal justifications regarding military UAVs. Member States must propose              

ways in which transparency may be increased. 

Questions 

1. How can countries be held accountable for civilian deaths caused by military            

UAVs?  

2. Should countries use drones in targeted killings?  

3. Has your delegation been directly affected by drone attacks? 

4. Have any major events regarding drone warfare taken place within your country? 

5. Which countries or groups have been responsible for drone attacks that have harmed             

civilians? 

6. To what extent should drones be allowed in warfare? 

7. What measures should  be taken to increase transparency in the use of military drones?  

8. Which countries are the main exporters and importers of military drones? 

9. Is there any delegation who is using military drones in a reckless manner? Is it putting the                 

lives of civilians at risk?  

 

 

Recommended Links 

For more information about drone importers and exporters, locations of known drone attacks, etc:              

https://www.newamerica.org/in-depth/world-of-drones/1-introduction-how-we-became-world-drones/ 

 

https://www.newamerica.org/in-depth/world-of-drones/1-introduction-how-we-became-world-drones/


 

 

 

 

UN discussions about military UAV’S:     

https://www.un.org/disarmament/update/discussing-drones-at-the-un-headquarters-2/ 

https://www.un.org/disarmament/update/the-drone-dialogues-new-challenges-for-states-on-armed-dro

nes-use-and-proliferation/ 

 

For a detailed study on military drones:       

https://www.un.org/disarmament/publications/more/drones-study/ 

 

For more useful sources of information, check the reference section of the guide.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

https://www.un.org/disarmament/update/discussing-drones-at-the-un-headquarters-2/
https://www.un.org/disarmament/update/the-drone-dialogues-new-challenges-for-states-on-armed-drones-use-and-proliferation/
https://www.un.org/disarmament/update/the-drone-dialogues-new-challenges-for-states-on-armed-drones-use-and-proliferation/
https://www.un.org/disarmament/publications/more/drones-study/


 

 

 

Topic B: Countries Weapon Race to Control  Outer Space 

Introduction  

Militarization of outer space could be explained as the movement of weapons in order for an specific                 

nation to achieve control of outer space. For every place in existence there is an individual attempting                 

to make profit out of it, and outer space is no exception. Nations want to exploit its seemingly                  

unending resources; therefore, they rush towards outer space as fast as they can. But there is another                 

reason behind this interest; if a nation holds control of outer space it would as a result hold control of                    

the world. 

Satellites can spy on other countries and give crucial information on the fellow countries activities                

whether is it performing illegal activities, building a nuclear arsenal. It may also give countries a                

powerful advantage thanks to the ability of predicting and observing the other countries movements. 

Background 

The Outer Space Treaty represents the basic legal framework of international space law. Among its               

principles, it bars states party to the treaty from placing weapons of mass destruction in orbit of Earth,                  

installing them on the Moon or any other celestial body, or otherwise stationing them in outer space. It                  

exclusively limits the use of the Moon and other celestial bodies to peaceful purposes as stated in                 

Article I “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” .It expressly prohibits               

 



 

 

 

their use for testing weapons of any kind, conducting military maneuvers, or establishing military              

bases, installations, and fortification as stated in Article IV “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 manoeuvres 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” 

However, the Treaty does not prohibit the placement of conventional weapons in orbit and thus some                 

highly destructive attack strategies such as kinetic bombardment are still potentially allowable. The             

treaty explicitly forbids any government from claiming a celestial resource such as the Moon or a                

planet. Article II of the Treaty states that "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". However, the State that launches a space object retains jurisdiction and control over                

that object. The State is also liable for damages caused by their space object.  

 

History 

The Space Race refers to the 20th-century competition between two Cold War rivals, the Soviet               

Union (USSR) and the United States (US), for dominance in spaceflight capability. It had its origins                

 



 

 

 

in the missile-based nuclear arms race between the two nations that occurred following World War II,                

aided by captured German missile technology and personnel from the Aggregate program. The             

technological superiority required for such dominance was seen as necessary for national security, and              

symbolic of ideological superiority. The Space Race spawned pioneering efforts to launch artificial             

satellites, uncrewed space probes of the Moon, Venus, and Mars, and human spaceflight in low Earth                

orbit and to the Moon. 

The Space Race began on August 2, 1955, when the Soviet Union responded to the US announcement                 

four days earlier of intent to launch artificial satellites for the International Geophysical Year, by               

declaring they would also launch a satellite "in the near future". The Soviet Union beat the US to this,                   

with the October 4, 1957, orbiting of Sputnik 1, and later beat the US to the first human in space, Yuri                     

Gagarin, on April 12, 1961. The "race" peaked with the July 20, 1969, US landing of the first humans                   

on the Moon with Apollo 11. The USSR tried but failed crewed lunar missions, and eventually                

canceled them and concentrated on Earth orbital space stations. 

The problem started with the arm race between the United States of America and the Russian                

Federation. Since the first satellites went into orbit, it was evident that these would provide the critical                 

advantage in the outcome of the war. So both countries started rushing towards the production of said                 

satellites, since this period on this race has not stop and it has being damaging the earth’s stratosphere                  

by overloading it with space debris  

 

 



 

 

 

As this are caused by satellites being put into orbit and left there abandoned. It is a major risk that                     

should be addressed as a side effect of countries pushing each other to control earth’s orbit.These                

actions endanger spaceships, other satellites, and more importantly; the international space station. 

 

Current Situation 

There are several problems regarding this topic which include the amount of debris that is orbiting the                 

earth. Satellites travel at a tremendous speed, this in addition to the great amount of them orbiting the                  

stratosphere has as a result the increased risk of one colliding. When satellites do collide with each                 

other, it triggers a chain reaction in which satellites will keep on colliding and getting bigger.  

Another issue when considering this topic, is that the tensions between countries will rise thanks to                

the invasive nature that this system has. It creates a feeling of being watched on civilians and on                  

nations. 

Subtopic A: Use of Satellites as a Measure of Spying Other Countries 

A reconnaissance satellite or spy satellite, is a satellital artifact used for observation, communication              

of intelligence purposes. The first generation type (i.e., “Corona history” “Corona program”and            

Zenit) took photographs, then ejected canisters of photographic film which would descend to earth.              

Corona capsules were retrieved in mid-air as they floated down on parachutes. Later, spacecraft had               

digital imaging systems and downloaded the images via encrypted radio links. But as technology              

advanced, new ways of retrieving this information were developed, allowing governments to keep             

 



 

 

 

track of what the satellite is seeing at any given time. On 16 March 1955, the United States Air Force                    

officially ordered the development of an advanced reconnaissance satellite to provide continuous            

surveillance of "preselected areas of the Earth" in order "to determine the status of a potential enemy’s                 

war-making capability".  

These satellites were used for several reasons after it was developed, these objectives include:  

● High resolution photography (IMINT): Which used satellites to analyze the terrain via            

satellite imaging. It was first done by over flying a designated zone in an airplane which                

scouted the zone and transmitted the information to the government in question. 

● Measurement and Signature Intelligence (MASINT): This technology consisted in the use of            

satellites to track, detect, identify or describe fixed or dynamic target sources. Other             

intelligences with this same purpose are radar intelligence, acoustic intelligence, nuclear           

intelligence, etc.  

Two important distinctions between MASINT and other intelligence systems are the maturity and             

diversity of the component systems. MASINT technologies are both immature and diverse. The R&D              

support emphasis that has characterized past MASINT collection and processing is shifting with the              

fielding of modern weapons systems. 

Communications eavesdropping (SIGINT): Signals intelligence (SIGINT) is the gathering of          

intelligence by intercepting signals, both from communication between people, or signals emitted by             

electronic devices not used specifically for communication As sensitive information is often            

encrypted, signals intelligence in turn involves the use of cryptanalysis to decipher the messages.              

Traffic analysis is the study of who is signaling whom and in what quantity is also used to derive                   

 



 

 

 

information. A great example of this was the machine created by the Nazi Germany prior to the                 

creation of the United nations during the second world war. It was labeled by the United States as the                   

“enigma code” and it consisted of the heavy encryption of signals in messages sent to order attacks or                  

to transmit valuable information. 

● Monitoring of nuclear test ban compliance (see National Technical Means): The           

Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty (CTBT) is a multilateral treaty that bans all nuclear            

explosions, for both civilian and military purposes, in all environments. It was adopted by the               

United Nations General Assembly on 10 September 1996, but has not entered into force, as               

eight specific states have not ratified the treaty. The PTBT has been seen as a step towards the                  

Nuclear Non-proliferation Treaty (NPT) of 1968, which directly made reference to the            

PTBT.[34] Under the NPT, non-nuclear weapon states were prohibited from possessing,           

manufacturing, and acquiring nuclear weapons or other nuclear explosive devices. All           

signatories, including nuclear weapon states, were committed to the goal of total nuclear             

disarmament. However, India, Pakistan, and Israel have declined to sign the NPT on grounds              

that such a treaty is fundamentally discriminatory as it places limitations on states that do not                

have nuclear weapons while making no efforts to curb weapons development by declared             

nuclear weapons states Between the Trinity nuclear test of 16 July 1945 and the signing of the                 

Partial Test Ban Treaty (PTBT) on 5 August 1963, 499 nuclear tests were conducted.[4]              

Much of the impetus for the PTBT, the precursor to the CTBT, was rising public concern                

surrounding the size and resulting nuclear fallout from underwater and atmospheric nuclear            

tests, particularly tests of powerful thermonuclear weapons (hydrogen bomb) 

 



 

 

 

Subtopic B: Potential Implementation of Satellital Weapons in Earth's Orbit and           

Measures to Prevent it  

Space weapons are weapons used in space warfare. They include weapons that can attack              

space systems in orbit (i.e. anti satellite weapons), attack targets on the earth from space or                

disable missiles travelling through space. In the course of the militarisation of space, such              

weapons were developed mainly by the contesting superpowers during the Cold War/, and             

some remain under development today.  

There are two main  types of  weapons involved in space warfare, these are: 

Earth to space weapons: Anti-satellite weapons, which are primarily surface-to-space and           

air-to-space missiles, have been developed by the United States, the USSR/Russia, and the             

People’s republic of China. Multiple test firings have been done with recent Chinese and U.S               

test program that destroy an orbiting satellite. In general use of explosive and kinetic kill               

systems is limited to relatively low altitude due to space debris issues and so as to avoid                 

leaving debris from launch in orbit. enemy ICBMs. The defensive system was nicknamed             

Star Wars, after the movie, by its detractors. Some concepts of the system included Brilliant               

pebbles, which were Kinetic Kill Vehicles, essentially small rockets launched from satellites            

toward their targets (a warhead, warhead bus, or even an upper stage of an ICBM). Other                

 



 

 

 

aspects included satellites in orbit carrying powerful lasers or particle beams. When a missile              

launch was detected, the satellite would fire at the missile (or warheads) and destroy it.  

Space to earth weapons: 

Orbital weaponry 

Orbital weaponry is any weapon that is in orbit around a large body such as a planet or moon. As of                     

September 2017, there are no known operative orbital weapons systems, but several nations have              

deployed orbital surveillance networks to observe other nations or armed forces. Several orbital             

weaponry systems were designed by the United States and the Soviet union during the Cold War. 

 

 

Orbital bombardment 

 

Orbital bombardment is the act of attacking targets on a planet, moon or other astronomical object                

from orbit around the object, rather than from an aircraft, or a platform beyond orbit. It has been                  

proposed as a means of attack for several weapons systems concepts, including kinetic bombardment              

and as a nuclear delivery system. 

 

During the Cold War, the Soviet Union deployed a Fractional Orbital Bombardment System from              

1968 to 1983. Using this system, a nuclear warhead could be placed in low Earth orbit, and later                  

deorbited to hit any location on the Earth's surface. While the Soviets deployed a working version of                 

the system, they were forbidden by the Outer Space Treaty to place live warheads in space. Since this                  

was banned, countries developed alternate ways to introduce weaponry to earth’s orbit, so a new               

 



 

 

 

system called kinetic bombardment was proposed. Kinetic bombardment systems consisted of large            

tungsten rods that were depleted from space into a specific location in earth and the damage caused by                  

this weapon came from kinetic energy. Orbital bombardment systems with conventional warheads are             

permitted under the terms of SALT II. Strategic arms limitation talks (SALT) were two rounds of                

bilateral conferences and corresponding international treaties involving the United States and the            

Soviet Union, the Cold War superpowers, on the issue of arms control. The two rounds of talks and                  

agreements were SALT I and SALT II. SALT II was a series of talks between United States and                  

Soviet negotiators from 1972 to 1979 which sought to curtail the manufacture of strategic nuclear               

weapons. It was a continuation of the SALT I talks and was led by representatives from both                 

countries. SALT II was the first nuclear arms treaty which assumed real reductions in strategic forces                

to 2,250 of all categories of delivery vehicles on both sides. 

 

Questions 

1. Why are some countries against other countries putting their satellites into orbit? 

2. What are some possible side effects of countries sending satellites to outer space? 

3. What advantage(s) may the control of outer space bring to a country? 

4. How is your country affected by this? 

5. What is the main goal of the SALT II and what kinds of weapons does it potentially allow? 
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