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CHAPTER - [

INTRODUCTION

If one were to point to the most important features that
characterize the international scene today the issues that would
come first to one's mind would be poverty, hunger, disease,un-
employment and illiteracy that prevade a large portion of the globe.
Depending on one's perspective the ‘scenario may be described in
diferent terminologies. Some may call it 'backwardness' while others
would prefer to describe it as 'lack of development' or'under-develop-
ment', 'mal-development', and there may be others who would

explain these probles as being the bye-products of development.

Neverthelss, the facts remain what they are.

According to various United Nations estimatesl. Glose to
1 billion people live below poverty line, 780 million others are
mal-nourished, 850 million ar'e' illiterate, 1.5 billion have absolutely
no access to medical facilities, an equally large numbeer is un-
employed are over 1 billion of them are not adequately housed.
If it is the developing nation which are primarily prey to the
aforesaid problems of 'backwardness', the developed industrialised
countries have their own kind of problems of uncontrolled develop-
ment. For instance, problems of pollution and other environmental
hazards, of urban slums and crime, of depleting conventional sources

of energy and other raw materials,of excess of manufactured goods,of fast

The United Nations Organisation periodically carries such survey studies. The
present data is taken from the Final Document of the International Conference
on the Relationship between Disarmament and Development held in New York during
August-September, 1987 (A/CONF/130/PC/1-10/Addl.2 dated Ist May, 1987.)



2.

developing new technologies, of industrial recession, of cracking
social order. and failing welfare systems have made even th deve-
loped nations exhausted and frustrated. Today both the developed
and developing nations find themselves entangled in a vicious spiral

where these problems have become both the cause as well as conse-

quence of present stalemate.

The single most imp‘orbtant reasons for our failure to deal
with the crises has been lack of an internatinnalist approach in
all our efforts in this regard. Despite 40 years of United Natiions!
existance, the National interest continues to be most important deter-
minant of all nations' policies and as a result the national leaders
have invariably failed__' to agree upon long-term measures of inter-
national co-o 3ration. Bullying, wooing and other clandestine acti-
vities are fast becoming instruments of foreign policy which should
ideally: be based on yardsticks of independence and objectvity
éhd should strive for international peace and development.
But what we actually have 1is increasing developmental gap between
and within the nations and the consequent strains, social tensions

and strife, making it all the more difficult to resolve the crises

of development.

While the developing countries are presently under the
debt burden of over 1 trillian US ‘dollars. the developed nations
cling to their short-term measures of protectionism and are doing

everything to keep prices of imports from developing countries



at their lowest minimum. The total outflow from the developing
countries in the form of debt-servicing and debt amortization
has increased to such an extent that it is now larger than the
gross inflow from developed nations - including medium and
long-term capital inflow. Over and above this the western nations,
of late, have also resorted to withdrawing from various inter-
national organisations meant for providing development aid. For
examplez, the World Bank capital flows have declined sharply
and at the same time commercial loans have also been shrinking.
The credit of International Development Assocociation (IDA) declined
from its peak of 3.8 billion US dollars in 1980 to § 3.0 billion
in 1985. SimlIlarly the Special Drawing Rights of the International
Monetary Fund (IMF) which stood at SDR 14.1 billion in 1983
fell sharply to SDR 8.1 billion in 1984 and SDR 4.2 billion
in 1985, Other commercial loans have been increasingly confined
to allied nations of bilateral or multilateral defence arrangements
and for other nations these carry extremely high interest rates
and other attached strings. The economic assistance from deve-
loped nations today include large quantities of military hardware
and developmental aid is reducing day by day. It only shows
that donor/lending countries do not have any concern for the
plight of developing countries. Their economic assistance and
other trade agreements are all geared to the profit motive.
This has only further worsened the situation and thus nearly
3/4th of the world population continues to 1live in poverty,

illiteracy, squalor, pain, disease and ignorance.

2. The United Nations General Assembly Document No.A/CONF/130/PC/INF/17 dated

12th May, 1986; Page 6, Para 11, All these data are without adjustment for
inflation during this period.
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Now it is against this background of distorted world
development and uncertain economic future that we will try
to understand the other most important feature that character-
izes international scene today : the uncontrolled arms build-
up and the consequent difficulties of disarmament. It remains
an inconclusive question as to which of thesevtwo phenomena
- Development or Disamament - is more important and should
receive foremost attention. It has now been accepted by the
international community3 that both of these have an intrinsic
relationship wherein each one reinforces the other. Neither

of these problems can be understood nor can they be resolved

in isolation from one another.

Our world today literally stands on the brink of
a nuclear disaster. The lethality and precision of modern
~weapon systems have reached such fantastic heights that the
super powers today can annihilate any place in this globe
just within a matter of minutes and they can do so to the
exactness of few meters. This is not all. They have gained
the capacity to eliminate life from this planet and they can
do it several times over. Unlimited money, talent.and raw
materials are being wasted upon achieving fantasies of 'Star-
wars' and other nuclear counter-measures There are over

50,000 nuclear warheads today lying in various arsenals while

The United Nations Conference on the Relationship between Disarmament and Develop-
ment held during August-September, 1987 was the first occasion where all the
member-states, except United States, endorsed the fact that such a relationship
does exist and that it has an important bearing on the

international system
and global economy.



only a small number can destroy our civilization.

From an economic angle this arms race is not only
eating away large quantities of our rare and scarce reswrcves
which would otherwise be available for developmental needs.
It also increases the feeling of insecurity among nations which
further heightens the arms race. Also, such a tension-ridden
international environment hampers free trade among nations.
It is a well—established fact that rivalary between the Eastern
and the Western blocs has been the greatest hurdle in achieving

the twin goals of Disarmament and Development.

The world today spends an exhorbitant sum of 1
trillion US dollars on producing armaments every year. This
is not merely a waste of resources but it creates further
difficulties in our lives by creating various big and small
security threats, The production and trade of armaments fur-

ther explains how this has distorted world development.

The five nuclear weapons states - USSR, USA, UK,
France and China - happen to be permanent members of the
Security Council. But nearly 90 per cent of the nuclear wea-
pons are those owned by just the two super powers who po-
ssess the most modern weapon-systems and other advanced
technologies. Exactly the same scenario is to be seen in the
field of world development. Barring the exception of Japan

and West Germany - living under US nuclear umbrella - these
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nuclear  weapouns-prodicing countrics  arce  also economically
the most powerful. It is economic strategies of these few
countries that decide the fate of over 160 big and small nations.
These few nations virtually dictate the terms of economic
planning and development in other countries which may be
done either through international developmental aid institutions
or via bilateral aid and trade agreements. The fact that they
stand at the peak of weapons technology has been the most
important element in positioning them on the top of economic
development which is achieved partly by exploiting the weaker
nations. Over 75 per cent of all conventional weapons are
produced in these countries and then exported all over the
world at exhorbitant prices. They also use their arms exports
for planting their advisers and technicians in developing
countries thereby controlling the latters' national policies,
and moulding them to suit their own interests. The Western
countries are particularly known for planting their Multi-Nation-
al Corporations in other countries on highly favourable terms
to themselves and thereby controlling the raw materials of
these dependent countries. These rich nations are also known
for dumping obsolete weapons and out-dated technologies in
these countries thus generating various local chain reactions
and sparking conflicts and strife among these developing nations,
further delaying their achieving minimum standards of living'
for their people. Nearly 1/3rd of the countries of the Third
World are today governed Dby military rulers who are often
more or less puppets of one of these great powers. Even

the United Nations Organisation represents these very distortions



of international life. The five nuclear power have the excep-

tional veto power in the Security Council.

However, with the increasing awareness among the
peoples of developing countries, the emergence of new nation
states and the rise of the Non-aligned group, these distortions
in the international scene have been challenged. These coun-
tries have staked their claims on developmental aid and have
put forward various explanations as to how this would even-
tually benefit the developed nations as well. The realisation
has come to stay among developing countries that the arms
build-up of the industrialised nations has a direct bearing
on their own developmental process; that both these pheno-
mena camnot be isolated from one another and cannot be locali-

sed to certain regions,

II

The whole structure and functioning of the United
Nations presents a vivid picture of an edifice raised to achieve
the goals of disarmament and development. It may be seen
from the speeches of various leaders towards the end of
the Second World War that all of them wanted peace despera-
tely. The ghost of that unending war was so frightening that

even the use of of two atomic bombs was considered justi-

fied.

The United Nations Organisation, therefore, from its
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very inception implicitly recognised the inherent linkage bet-

ween disarmament and development. For example, the Preamble
of the United Nations Charter expresses clearly its determi-
nation "to save succeeding generations from the scourage of
war" and "to promote social progress and better standards
of life in larger freedom". The Preamble further declares
its intention "to employ international machinery for the promo-
tion of the economic and social advancement of all péoples".
Similarly Article 26 of the Charter refers to the "establish-
ment and maintenance of international peace and security with
the least diversion for armaments of world's human and econo-
mic resources". Article 55 seeks to achieve "higher standards
of living, full employment and conditions of economic and
social progrvess and ‘development" with a view to creating
"the conditions of stability and well-being." Similarly, the
Charter had envisaged Economic and Social Council (ECOSOC)
that was expected to mobilize the like-minded forces, bring
them under UN banner and thereby help fasten and facilitate

the process of world development.

The Charter has also suggested a number of concrete
steps towards achieving the wultimate goals of disarmament
and development. For instance, Article 11(1) directs the Gen-
eral Assembly to consider the general principles of co-opera-
tion in the maintenance of international peace and security
and authorises it to make recommendations to the member
states regarding the general principles governing disarmament

and regulation of armaments. Similarly, Article 47(1) provides
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for the establishment of a Military Staff Committee which
among other things is expected to assist the Security Council
in the regulation of armaments and possible steps towards

disarmament.

Soon after its. inception, the member states had,
on 26th January 1946, set up the United Nations Atomic Energy
Commission which was inter-alia expected to achieve "elimina-
tion from national armaments and atomic weapons and all other
major weapons adaptable to mass destruction". In February,
1947 another Commission on Conventional Armaments was estab-
lished and later on January 11, 1952 both these organisations
were merged to form the United Nations' Disarmament Commi-
ssion. Later on a full-fledged Department on Disarmament
Affairs was cfeated under the United Nations. Various commi-
ttees and commissions have since been set-up and various
studies have been conducted on disarmament. The Department
of Disarmament preiodically convens regions and international
conferences on these issues. Three special sessions of the
U.N. General Assembly devoted to disarmament have been
held. Similarly, the United Nations have successfully piloted
various international agreements banning, controlling and regula-
ting various kinds of armamenté and their use in space, on

ground, underground or on sea etc.

Unlike disarmament, the United Nations efforts in
the field of world development have been much more signifi-

cant. The Economic and Social Council (EC0OSOC) is the nodal



organisation in this regard. Apart from co-ordinating various
functions, it 1is also responsible for convening conferences
and drafting conventions. It also makes recommendations to
the General Assembly, Article 55 of the United Nations Charter
enjoins upon ECOSOC the responsibility of inter alia finding
"solutions of international economic, social, health and related
problems and international cultural and educational coopera-
tion..." Today a large number of specialised agencies like
UNESCO, IMF, WHO etc., are doing a commendable work under
the supervision and guidance of ECOSOC. Some extremely suc-
cessful undertakings of ECOSOC may include launching of UNICEF,
the United Nations Refugee Fund, the Technical Assistance
Board, the United Nations Relief and Works Agency and its

Special Fund for Economic Development.

The United Nations Organisation has been convening
various kinds of Conferences to bring to international public
consciousness some of the emerging major issues requiring
concerted action by member Governments and the international
community as a whole. The issues thus focussed are food,
drinking water, human settlements, | desertification, role of
women, trade and commerce, science and technology, law of
the sea, industrialization, population, unemployment, health,

environmental and agrarian reforms etc.

All these United Nations Conferences have a direct
bearing on various aspects of world development and have

been particularly helpful for developing countries. Since the
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beginning of the 1970s these countries have denounced the
existing Bretton Woouds system of management of world economy
and have staked their claims for equality in all international
monetary and financial institutions which presently are under
the control of a few rich nations. They have used their nu-
merical strength in piloting through the General Assembly
var'ibus resolutions seeking establishment of a New Interna-
tional Economic Or‘der‘.4 These aspirations of developing
countries have been further strengthened by the support given
to them by various intellectuals and statesmen from the Indus-
trialised World. Moreover, the United Nations Organisation
has also been focussing on specific issues by des_;ignating
decades of Development or of Disarmament; it has been simi-
larly designating specific years as years of Peace or of Shelter

for the Homeless.

The question that might be raised at this juncture
is that if the World body's striving towards achieving goals
of disarmament and ‘:dé’velopment has been so vigorous why
is it that it has to readjust its targets? Why it goes on
calling every decade as First...Second...or Third Decade
on Disarmament or Development? One might remind us of
over 250 major and minor international conflicts .that have
occured during the UN existence. There are the famines and
other natural calamities and diseases which have occured
during these decade. In fact unless these questions are confron-
ted the study of success and failures of the United Nations

in implementing its programmes on disarmament and development

4. During April-May, 1974 the Sixth Special Session of the General Assembly had
passed a Resolution for the establishment of a New International Economic Order.
Later in December, 1974 the General Assembly adopted a Charter of Economic
Rights and duties of States which spoke vehemently for developing countries.The

two commissions headed by Olof Palme and Willy Brandt had also supported the
view points of the developing countries.
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shall remain incomplete.

III

The most important failure of the United Nations has
been the fact that during these four decades of its existance
its member-states have been reluctant to recognise and appre-
ciate the vital and intrinsic relationship between the twin
phenomena of disarmament and development. They have been
directing their efforts on these two issues as two separate
goals having no bearing, whatsoever, on each other. Accord-

ingly all their efforts have been suffering from short-sighted-

ness and narrow perspective.

The Charter of the United Nations guarantees the sove-
reign equality of all its member states. At that level it pus
a country like St. Marino on equal footing with the U.S.S.R.
With wvast disparity of size and economic and military power,
it is difficult to obtain a general consensus on issues like
disarmament and development which impinge on vital aspects
of distribution of global power. The documents emerging from
the United Nations are therefore diluted by the action of

obtaining the lowest common denominator.

The second basic handicap of the United Nations Orga-
nisation is that its funétioniong has been dominated by a
few rich industrialised countries, These countries have a

vested interest in maintaining the status quo and thereby
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sustaining their leadership in economic and military spheres.
These countries have been reluctant tu accept any underlying
linkage between disarmament and development Dbecause they
are beneficiaries from the existing from the distribution of
military and economic power. The developing countries which
want to alter the existing status are constrained by the respon-
sibilities of nation-building and aspirations of rapid develop-
ment. Added to this is the widespread poverty and illiterary
in these countries. All this facilitates the rich industrialised
nations' attempts to perpetuate their dominance in theAwor'ld.
Despite their cause being just and their arguments being more
authentic, the developing cduntries have the disadvantages

of being greatly dependent in crucial areas on the assistance

of the forces of status quo.

Most of the research work on the relationship between
disarmament and developlﬁent has been done in these rich
industrialised countries - particularly in the United States.
Also invariably all major research projects on this subject
have been financed by various foundations controlled by indus-
trialists and weapon system producers. These countries have
patronised large work forces of intellectuals and scientists
who have invariably been preaching that process of world
development should not be delayed if the process of disarma-
ment is slow. While paying homage to the goals of disarmament
and development, these intellectuals ‘treat these two goals
as distinct and separate. There has been a tendency to treat

the threats to national s: ecurity as primarily military and
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and to discuss the problems of glubal ccoonomy as sumething
unrelated to security issues. And the influence of these forces
was such that it took the United Nations nearly twenty-five
tears to conduct its first study on the relationship between

disarmament and development.

Although the United Nations Organisation has been per-
iodically updating its reports concerning the economic and
social consequences of the arms race, these reports are con-
fined to enumerating the resources that are being wasted toO-
wards production of armaments and which could otherwise
have been utilised for productive purposes. But, as the follow-
‘ing Chapters will explain, the relationship between disarma-
ment and development is not all that simple. Even the first
study conducted under the title Disarmament and Development
was sub-titled "Disarmament and Development : Report of
the Group of Experts on the Economic and Social Consequences
of Disarmament.ns_ However, 1its most important contribution
was a detailed study of how r‘esourcés devoted to arms produc-
tion could be employed for civilian products (Please see
Annexure I). The net result was that although this report
repeated the old arguments about disarmament and develop-
ment being separate, yet it took a great lead in initiating

study of other aspects of this intricate relationship.

The most important study on this relationship was

the report by a Group of Experts which was chaired by

the then Swedish Ambassador to the United Nations, Ms Inga

5, The United Nations General Assembly Document No.ST/ECA/174, Sales No.Es73.IX.1
dated 11th August, 1972,
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Thorsson.6 This was the first and the last report to be
so comprehensive and so sraightforward in its survey. All
the studies that followed this report show appreciation of
this relationship even if this issue may not be central to
their subject of investigation. In fact Ms Inga Thorsson has
been the person responsible for the crusade to establish
this relationship between disarmament and development. In
general the issue has received the backing of all the Third
World Countries and their sympathisers in the developed
’nations. India has played a leading role in all thése efforts

and Indian experts have made their contribution in the field

of disarmament and development.

The United Nations that had considered the issue of
disarmament and development as 'fundamentally separate',
now agrees that both these issues Have an intrinsic relation-
ship and both have to be carried together. This has been
achieved by the untiring efforts of many years. If the year
1971 saw the formation of the first group to investigate the
relationship between disarmament and development, the year
1987 saw the United Nations convening a Conference on the
relationship between these two goals as was recommended
by these Experts. It was at this conference that over 155
nations states, except the United States, agreed, for the
first-time at their highest political level, that there does
exist an intrinsic and a multi-dimensional relationship between
disarmament and development. It is a matter of great pride

that this Conference was presided over by India and that

6. The United Nations' General Assembly Document No.A/36/356 dated 5th October, 1981,
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it succeeded in achieving concensus on its Final Document.

This marks completion of an era.

In the following chapters we will make an attempt
to study various United Nations' efforts since 1971 that made

it possible to agree on the Document of 1987.



CHAPTER 1II

ALVA MYRDAL REPORT, 1971-72

Resolution No0.2685 (XXV) of the United Nations General

Assembly had requested the Secretary General to appoint a panel
of Experts in consultation with advisers as he may deem necessary.
This Group of Experts was expected to "formulate suggestions for
the guidance of member states, the specialised Agencies of United
Nations and the International.Atomic Energy Agency as well as other
organisations of the United Nations system, with a view to establishing
a link between the Disarmament Decade and the second UN Development
Decade." The Group was also expected to "propose measures for
the mobilisation of World public opinion in support of the link between
Disarmament and Development and thus encourage intensifying negotia-

tions aimed at progress towards general and complete disarmament

under effective International Control."

As authorised,‘ the Secretary General selected a Group

of Experts from amongst ..Cl].:"cbuntries and this committee was headed
by the well-known Swedish Ambassador Ms. Alva Myrdal. This Group
held two sessions at Geneva, one from 13th to 17th March and the
other from 3lst July to 1lth August in 1972, Its report popularly
known as ALVA MYRDAL REPORT was submitted to the Secretary-General

on llth August, 1972, This was later adopted by the General Assembly

without vote.

While examining the linkage between disarmament and
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development, this group of Experts had before it the just concluded
and updated United Nations report entitled "ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL
CONSEQUENCES OF THE ARMS RACE AND OF MILITARY EXPENDITURES"
which had already explicitly concluded that "International suspicions
and fears...damage the economic and social well being of the world
by impeding exchanges between peoples whether these be of trade
and flow of capital or of knowledge and technical know-how" and
that therefofe "'If there were no arms race, trade and other exchan-
ges would almost be cer'féinly be easier."1 It had further underlined
that a "halt in the arms race and significant reduction in military
expenditures would help the social and economic development of
all countries and would increase the possibilities of providing addi-
tional aid to developing countries"z. Going a step. further than
the previous UN studies, this Group of Experts declared that "Dis-
armament would contribute to economic and social development through
the promotion of peace and relaxation of International tensions as
well as thrqugh the release of resources for the peaceful uses"a.

Thus it made the argument further explicit.

While the Group of Experts endorsed the conventional
views held by preceding reports - that disarmament and develop-
ment were of the greatest importance to the world community; that
fundamentally they stand separately from one another; that the

UN should seek each one in 1its own right regardless of pace of

1. The United Nations' General Assembly Document No.E.72.1X.6 Dated December,
1971, Para 95.

2. Ibid.Para 120.

The United Nations General Assembly Document No.ST/ECA/174; Sales No.E.73.IX.1
dated 11th August, 1972; Chapter III; Para 22.
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progress in approaching the other - it also made a few general
statements which were called "points of departure"4. These

points are: -

"a) The main motive for pursuing disarmament is to avoid
war and all its fearful consequences, to strengthen peace

and security throughout the world and to foster a climate
of understanding and cooperation. The achievement of

these aims would create a very favourable condition for
development.

"b) In the post-world-war period, and particuarly in recent
years, as a result of the negotiations within the frame-
work of the United Nations, in the committees of disarma-
ment as also between Governments, certain treaties and
agreements for limiting the arms race, for reducing interna-
tional tension and for improving the potential climate
have been concluded and brought into effect. However,
Disarmament agreements have not yet led to any reduction
in military expenditures. '

"c) In striving by the adoption of measures for disarmament,
to ‘avoid war and to strengthen peace throughout the world,
countries unquestionably also take into account great econo-
mic possibilities. implicit in disarmament through the
re-direction of resources to goals of peaceful development.

This is a matter of great importance to all countries,
developed and developing alike.

"d) The problem of achieving disarmament and making rapid
progress with economic and social development, as well
as the problems of generating more and more aid for
developing countries are essentially political. Disarmament
will come only if people change the direction of politics
which have led to arms race. For example if they reject
external policies of intervention; -if they reject interna-
tional competition for power and prestige expressed
through military might. More aid, and other measures
aimed at helping the developing countries will come only
if people to a greater degree adopt and act upon inter-
nationalist values - the equality of man; the creed to
eliminate poverty: mass unemployment, disease, hunger
and illiteracy; the desirability of bringing the benefits
of science and technology to everyone.

4. The United Nations General Assembly Document No.ST/ECA/174; Sales No.E.73.IX.1

dated 11th August, 1974; Page 1, Para 3,
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"e) There are two separate political objectives - disarmament
and development - and two sets of political motives ......

linked to each other because the enormous - -amount of resour-
ces wasted in the arms race might be utilised to facili-
tate development and progress.

"f) The blatant contrast between this waste of resources and
the unfilled needs of development can be used to help
rouse the public opinion in favour of effective disarma-

ment and in favour of achievement of further progress
in development, particularly of developing countries.

"g) The employment of resources released by disarmament,
especially for development purpose is not likely to take
place spontaneously; it will require concerted action on
the part of Governments of the countries concerned, both
developed and developing. Such a shift will be one of
the major means through which the change in political
ends would be expressed." :

As regards the issues of conversion of assets from Military to

Civilian Sector the Group agreed with the conclusions reached
in various preceding investigations. It believed that '"there
would be no insgperable technical difficulties in ensuring the
redeployment of released resources for peaceful uses."5 The trans-
fer to the peaceful uses of resources used in each country for
production of destructive weapons will obviously bring about
greater satisfaction of civilian needs. Therefore, the resources
which were to be released in the process of disarmament, which
the Group called ‘'disarmament dividend", were expected to be
"redirected to raise the standards of living and to promote faster
growth, in particular through higher expenditures in fixed invest-

. . . s 6
ment and in education and training of manpower..

5. The United Nations General Assembly Document No.ST/ECA/174 Sales No.E.73.IX.1
Dated 11th August, 1974, Chapter 1, Page 3, Para 3.
6. Ibid Chapter 3, Page 11, Para 26.
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Dealing with the problems of conversion of existing mili-

tary installations and manpower to civilian purposes, the Group
referred to the often quoted experience of the Second World War.
It may be recalled that in the process of demobilisations a great
number of military installations were converted for civilian use
and manpower re-employed without creating any social unheavles.
In the United States alone during 1945-48 some ten million persons
were released from armed forces and the defence budget declined
nearly by 40 billion dollars. Similarly defence-related employ-
ment in industry fell from 12 million persons in 1945 to lessy
than 1 million in 1946. In the United Kingdom 7 million persons
were demobilised within 16 months of the end of thé war. In
neither country, however, did unemployment in the imme.diate
post-war period exceed 4 per cent. The experience of the Soviet
Union was similarly positive. Citing this example, when many
civilian industries were successfully converted to produce war
necessities and later disbanded on the close of the war equally
successfully without causing any social unrest or economic decline,
the report emphasized that "most of the resources released by

disarmament, total or partial, would be readily transferable

iy
»% R
QWN‘ However, it also underlined that in case "some other resources

R

for example nuclear weapons plants and military aircrafts and

missiles' plants which may not be readily transferable - some
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alternative civil uses may be found for them"7. In fact the inge-

nuity and resourcefulness displayed during and after the Second

World War in converting facilities to serve military purposes
and vice versa was extremely impressive and one can at least

hope that conversion from military to civilian purposes would

not be an impossible task.

g

The Group of Experts had also studied the cases of trans-
fer of specific resources that may be released in the process
of disarmament. (Please see Annexui“e I). In this regard they

had put forward four hypothesis which are briefly given below: -

a) Comprehensive Test Ban:
Even if two thousand tonnes of fossil materials could
be released through a comprehensive Test Ban Treaty,
it would be enough for the initial replacement of fuel
over their useful.life for the installed capacity of about
ten thousand - electrical megawatts of thermal reactors
or an installed capacity of 500,000 -electrical megawatts
of Fast Breeder Reactors.

b) Chemical Weapons Disarmament:
Chemical disarmament could release many vital chemicals
which may be wuseful for ecologically acceptable pest-
control and texcological resarch.

c) Demilitarisation of the Sea:

Apart from improving the environment for sea trade it
would be more economic and efficient utilisation and mana-
gement of world's common heritage and wealth available
in the oceans. In case all exploration and research was
done under some international authority it would be of
tremendous help to the developing countries.

The United Nations General Asssembly Document No.ST/ECA/174;Sales No.E.73.IX.1
dated !1th August, 1974; Chapter 111, Page 14 Para 37,38.
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d) Elimination of Foreign Bases:

Apart from releasing the economic burden of the countries
maintaining military troops and installations abroad and
in reducing tensions in areas where such basis were in
existence, their removal would improve the balance of
payments amongst the concerned countries. In the short
run there might be, of course, some reduction in the
foreign exchange earnings of countries hosting foreign
troops; but this would soon outweigh the change in the
political conditions.

The Group also noted that "many developing countries
import their arms from abroad. Although many of these arms
are provided as aid or on easy terms, disarmament would still
release significant fof'ei:gn exchange resources which could be

used for the import of investment goods veryv necessary for growth.,

One measure suggested by the Group for the transition

from partial masures to general and complete disarmament was
an 'agréement to limit and reduce the military bﬁdgets." Accor-
ding to the Group, "without comprehensive overall economic limi-
tations of this kind, arms limitations agreements expressed in
terms of numbers of specific types of weapons cannct prevent
an arms race in the form of expenditure or the development and
production of entirely new kinds of weapons hot covered by exis-
ting .';1greements."9 Deriving from 'this argument the Group cate-
gorically denounced th existing disarmament treaties thus: "So
far, in the field of disarmament several important international
agreements on certain types of arms have been reached. They
may have forstalled increases in the military spending but they

have not reduced it."10

8. The United Nations General Assembly Document No.ST/ECA/174,Sales No.E.73.IX.1
Dated 11th August, 1974; Page 12; Para 31.

9. The United Nations General Assembly Document No.ST/ECA/174; Sales No.E.73.IX.1
dated 11th August, 1974, Chapter I; Page 6 Para 10.

10. Ibid Page 4, Para 6.
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Thus we find that the Alva Myrdal Report, which was
the first United Nati’vo‘ns'_{ official study on the relationship between
disarmament and development, was not able to explore all the
aspect of this intricate linkage. Though the Group had done
excellent studiles on the issues of conversion, their final Report
tip-toed only traditional approach of showing arms race as an
unbearable economic burden. The central focus of this Group
remained on showing how disarmament would release additional
resources which would be utilised fer‘ bridging the developmental
gap within and between various countries. This explains how

the Group gave top priority to reductions in military budgets.

It was, however, left for later studies to prove that

in the conditions of continuous technological progress, mere ins-
pection and regulation of military expenditures gives only wrong
impression of reality. In view of the weapon improvements even
a policy of zero-net investment will lead to constant increase

in the destructive power of their military products.

The group discussed in detail the problems of develop-

ing countries. It deplored the fact that economic aid from the
developed industrialised nations was being increasingly oversha-
dowed by transfers of military hardware which in turn give

r ise to poverty and militarism among developing countries.

The reduction and limitations on military spending was

the first step to be taken so that the basic requirements for

increasing the rate of economic growth are met. The Group noted
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that "..... with few special exception, the developing countries
cannot be realistically expected to be able to provide from its
domestic savings alone sufficient investment to attain the necessary
rate of economic growth" and therefore "some of them will need
foreign technical and financial assistance."11 Accordingly it
was suggested that as the "disarmament is accomplished the amount
of military aid granted by the developed countries should, instead
of being merely suppressed, be used for the expansion of economic

aid to developing Countr'ies."12

Chapters IV and V of the Report were devoted to the

Group's second most important function - the responsibility "to
propose measures for mobilisation of world public opinion in

support of the link between disarmament and development".

It was proposed that a United Nations Conference to deal

with various aspects of this 'linkage' be convened in which
all the Countfies should participate on an equal footing. The
Report underlined that "If an agreement is reached on holding
a World Disarmament Conference, and if the Conference is held,
this would facilitate the mobilisation of public opinion; and the
Group hopés that such-.a Conference would enable all countries,
~on the equal footing, to compare ideas concerning every aspect

of disarmament". 13

11. The United Nations General Assembly Document No.ST/ECA/174; Sales No.E.73.IX.1
dated 11th August, 1974;Chapter I1I,Page 8;Para.l!7. '

12. Ibid Chapter I1I; Page 2, Para.32.

13. The United Nations General Assembly Document No.ST/ECA/174; Sales No.E.73.IX.1
Dated 11th August, 1974; Chapter IV;Page 18; Para 46.
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The blatant contrast between the waste of resources on

armaments and the great unfilled needs of social and economic
development had to be constantly brought to the attention of
the international community. Regular publication of the glaring
discrepancies between world's expenditures for armaments and
those for aid to poorer nations as also between other military
and civilian expenditures was suggested. The Group proposed
that ~ "In particular the . Secretary-General should endeavour to
include, in his periodic reports to the Economic and Social Council
and General Assembly on the economic and social consequences
of disarmament and of arms race, statisticsvfor each country,
as far as they can be available, showing in addition to military
expenditures and th.eivr,_im‘pact on social and economic development,
developmental aid give'h and r‘eceived".14 The Group also reques-
téd the media-men and the intellectuals of the world to "draw
attention to the tremendous inherent potentialities of redirecting
military research and development towards developmental objecti-

ves.. ."15

Though it took the United Nations nearly 17 years to
convene the kind of International Conference proposed by this
Group of Experts, their Study's primary importance lies in being
a foundation-stone that for the first time had challenged the

traditional theories e.g. Morganthau's National Interest or his

Power-Struggle theory. It for the first time had emphasised
that Security was not an individual problem. It is an inter-
14, The United Nations General Assembly Documents No.ST/ECA/174; Sales No.E.73.1X.

1 Chapter 1V; Page 20, Para 50.
15. Ibid Page 21 Para 56 (g)
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national problem and therefore must have only international solutic
No nation can find security by sealing its borders. The influence
of this Study is vivid in the various conferences and studies

that followed 'it.

In 1974, for example, another Group of Experts had submi-

tted their Report entitled "Reduction in Military Budgets of
States Permanent Members of the Security Council by Ten Per
cent and Utilization of the Part of Funds Thus Saved to Provide
Assistance to Developing Countries". These efforts were given
further impetus when in 1977 the-Groups of Experts appointed
to update the UN Report on the Economic and Social Consequence
of Arms Race and Military Expenditures specifically concluded
that the "development at an acceptable rate would be hard if
not impossible to reconcile with a continuation of arms race"
and proposed that the disarmament efforts should be so designoed

that the '"close connection between disarmament and development

gets full recognition."16

In the year 1978 the United Nations convened a Special

Session of the General Assembly on Disarmament. The Final Docu-
ment of this Session once again underlined the emerging truth

of the "close relationship between disarmament and development”.

- - A

R R e S T ~ ; T st Be-emhly Par-

16. The United Nations General Assembly Document No.A/32/88; Sales No.E.78.I1X.1.pp73,74.

and 17.
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It said: "The progress in the former would help greatly in
the realization of later." It further said, “The hundreds of
billions of dollars spent annually on the manufacture and improve-
ment of weapons are in sombre and drastic contrast to the want

and poverty in which the 2/3rd of the world live."17

.

Thus we find that by the end of 1970s the ground-work
had already been accomplished and it was appropriate time for
-the United Nations to appoint another Group of Experts whose
Study was to prove a historic milestone in the efforts of world
community for establishing the linkage between disarmament and
development. This Group was headed by famous Swedish amba-
ssador Ms. Inga Thorsson and its Report is now popularly known

as Inga Thorsson Reort.

17. The Final Document of the Tenth Special Session of the General Assembly Para 16

and 17,



CHAPTER III
INGA THORSSON REPORT

On 5th October, 1981, the Secretary-General of the
United Nations submitted a report entitled "STUDY ON THE RELATION-

SHIP BETWEEN DISARMAMENT AND DEVELOPMENT" to the General
Assembly at its 36th Session. The study had been done by a
group of Governmental Experts from 27 Member-States chaired by
Ms. Thorsson. The Group had been set up by the Secretary General
in accordance with a request from the General Assembly.1 At
its next session the Generai Asselp’diy adopted Resolution 37/84
in which it inter alia urged the Member-—States to consider the
appropridte measures in accordance with the relevant recommen-
dations of Inga Thorsson Report. This Resolution also determined
that the question of re-allocation and conversion of resources relea-
sed through disarma'fn‘éhf measures from military to civilian pur-
poses should be included in the provisional agenda of the General
Assembly at intervals to be. decided upon, starting with the 40th

-regular session.

This report is the most comprehensive work covering

almost every aspect of the relationship between disarmament and
development. It was the first attempt "to investigate systemati-
cally and in depth the range of relationships between the prospects
for balanced and sustainable global economic and social development

on the one hand and disarmament on the other...."2 It was an

1. The Final Document of the General Assembly's Tenth Special Session, Para 94,
2. The United Nations General Assembly Document No.A/36/356 dated 5th October, 1981,.
Page 12, Para 21,
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"investigation into the contribution that disarmament could make
towards facilitating the changes and adjustments needed to put
the global economy on path of sustainable growth and development."
The Group was also confident that their work gmil "enhance the
cljmate and political will for disarmament efforts by clarifying

, . 3
their economic and social costs and benefits."

The Group, to begin with, rejected the conventional
views on this relationship which believed in issuing moral appeals
that "it is wrong to squander resources on armaments while the
basic needs of so many people remain unmet" and in putting forward
"the dramatic contrast between armament expenditures and unmet
needs," or in showing that "for whatever reasons a state of over
armament existed so that some reallocation of resources could be
accomplished without raising concerns .about secufity".

The Group felt that that desirable and necessary reordefing of
global priorities in resource allocations had not taken place.

According to this Group therefore "one could conclude that regre-
ttably, this -broadly moral and logical argument for encouraging
disarmament for the sake of development has not in itself been
sufficiently .compelling to outweigh the concerns with military
security."4 During the“‘ last 30. years of the existence of the United
Nations, there had been no lack of attempts to establish fhis
linkage between disar‘mament. and development. There had been
in fact many. General Assembly resolutions, reports and various

conferences and special sessions concerning these issues. However,

3. The United Nations General Assembly Document No.A/36/356 dated 5th October, 1981;
Page 14, Para 30,
4, 1bid Page 17, Para 40.



31.

the Inga Thorson Group found that all these exhortions called
upon morality only which could not outweigh the national security
concerns. Such moral appeals in view of the Group had no hope
of being heard in future where human-kind "confronted with new
technological, economic and social challenges that were being made

further difficult by unabated arms r‘ace."5

However, the Group noted that "more recently there

have been changes from these (conventional)'views". It discussed
various emerging arguments about the relationship. It cited exam-
~ples of United Nations ;document No.ST/ECA/174 (Alva Myrdal report)
which had shown a 'perceptible' distinction by trying to establish
that bthere.. "exists a deep incompatibility between the arms race
and the economic and 'V""sbjc':"i_al ‘needs and aspirations of the peoples
of the world." The Group also saw the emerging trends where
"systematic attention (was being) paid to the proposals for agree-
ments on the reduction of military budgets. Various UN - studies
referred to in the last Chapter had lent support to these arguments.
The Alva Myrdal Report itelf had rejected all existing disarmment
agreevments as having at best only "f.orestalled" "military expendi-
tures without effecting any actual reductions of- military budgets."
Similarly some more recent investigations had been cited as having
done detailed and specific studies on various issues of conversion
and possibilities of re-employment of resources released by dis-

armament. From these Inga Thorsson Group thus concluded that

5. The United Nations General Assembly Document No.A/36/356 dated 5th October, 1981;
Page 14; Para 31.
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"since the process of arms accumulation and of development both
require large scale human and material resources and since resources
are limited, the pursuit for either tends to deprive the other."6

That is to say that both are in a competitive relationship and

the world does not have the option of choosing both of them.

The Concept of Security:

Discussing various aspects of National Security that

had been compelling nations to neglect the moral appeals of the
conventional approach, the Group underlined that military security
was in itself a narrow and out-dated view of national security.
Security according to the Group was a concept "wider than that
of military security alone. . Econofnic_as .well as social aspects
of this problem are of great importance. Moreover the spectrum
of factors which may aggrevate the threats to security and their
relative urgency is not static but subjéct to continual evolitionary
change. This being the case the central . political functions at
both national and international levels is to continuously assess
whether the ‘available human and material resources are being
disposed in a rational inénner‘ given the known and foreseable

threats and challenges to security."7

At this juncture the Group examined the emerging,
primary and inter-related challenges to international security.
In the coming decades according to this Group "international peace

and security are no longer threatened exclusively by the competition

6. The United Nations General Assembly Document No.A/36/356 dated 5th October, 1981;
Page 15; Para 31,

7. lbid Page 19, Para 43.
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between East and West although their competition in armaments

can be considered the greatest threat to peace and security.

Rather the Group thought "it has become apparent that the future
security for all the nations will be challenged by factors as decli-
ning prospects of economic growth, by varieties of physical limi-
tations and by tensions arising from the increasingly inequitable

distribution of world wealth.

Similarly the Group felt that it may be that at indivi-
dual 1level "security from external attack and internal disorder
is (regarded as) an essential pre-requisite for sustained deve-
lopment" but from the "global standpoint the attempts by the States
individually to provide for their military security can result
in widespread frustration and is now widely acknowledged to have
done so."8 With the increasing interactions and interdependence
among nations the security of one lies in the security of all.
Armed defence is only an expression of deeper political differences
among States and instead of solving any issues it only further

complicates them.

Emerging intense specialisation and secrecy in the
area of national defence are -other two major challenges to interna-
tional peace.. The long lead-time and gestation period of weapon
systems compel a nation to "focus its attention not so much on
the capabilities of the weapons the opponent already has but on

the capabilities of those he.might be able to deploy 5 or 10 years

8. ' The United Nations General Assembly Document No.A/36/356 dated Sth October, 1981;
Page 20, Para 45.
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in future.9 All this only intensifies commitments to military invest-

ments to attain more destructive and yet fail-safe defence.

Equally threatening is the increasing capability and

sophistication of conventional‘ weapons, particularly because th 3y
are often over-looked as less imminent danger to international
peace. Economically also these weapons consume as much as
80 percent of the total world expenditure on armaments. According
to the Group the multitudes of arms races and regional and local
conflicts which have been made feasible by those conventional
weapons have caused great.destruction of men and material. Besides,

these races and conflicts "amount to a continuous fluctuations with

10

the supreme danger - the risk of escalation to the nuclear level."

Non-Military Aspects of Security:

According to this Group, military. threats were however
only one aspect of national security. There were also various
other major non-military threats to international peace and security.
The non-military threats as explained in the report included "the
pronounced and almost universal drop in average rates of economic
growth, looking scarcities of many vital raw-materials and commo-
dities, mounting concern over the long term effects of an environmen-
tal degradation and pursuasive demands for a more just and equita-

ble distribution of world's wealth and oppor‘tunity'.'11

The juxta-position of prevailing economic habits and

rates of population growth, with supplies of energy, raw-materials

9. The United Nation General Assembly Document No.A/36/356 dated 5th October, 1981;
Page 21, Para 47.

10. Ibid Page 25 Para 57.
11. lbid Page 26, Para 60.
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food and the capacity of the environment to withstand abuse had
already revealed a host of internal inconsistancies. The Group
felt that the "world is on a course . that cannot be sustained,"
and that "the changes that these physical constraints dictate are
so far reaching and will take so long to effect (that) even under
optimum conditions, we must consider taking the first steps to

be an immediate prior‘ity.12

The Group had done detailed and comprehensive studies
on the role of land iﬁaﬁstrial capacity, raw-materials énd the
research' and develbpment activity in the existing military build-
up and the possibilities of ‘their' conversion to civilian sector.
However, their data had its limitations e.g.: non-availabili.ty
of data, distortions in the available data, difficulties of applying
common definitions and classifications to the data from different
countries etc. The Group itself expressed the view that data
on the "Utilization of air, water and space for military purposes

is not adequately documented."13

Labour:

The Military consumes only able bodied, educated
and skilled labour who may be serving as airmen, sailors, soldiers,
beaucrats, scientists, engineers or general wofkers. Most of these
men, except highly specialised scieritists could easily be employed
in the civilian sector. Besides, governments can also regulate

military consumption of civilian gobds as after all these consumers

12, The United Nations General Assembly Document No.A/36/356 dated 5th October, 1981,
Page 26, Para 61,
13. Ibid Page 46, Para 108.
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even after their transfer to civilian sector continue to be part

of society.

Industrial Production

Apart from few industries which may be producing
artillary shells or those manufacturing tanks most of other indus-
tries supply to both military and civilian customers though in
case of former the varient might often reflect more stringent requir-
ments as regards quality, precision and reliability. However,
with increasing specialisation the military industries are becoming

less ‘and “less relevant to civilian needs.

0il and Minerals:

Military demands for oil and minerals has been increa-
sing faster_ than demands from the non-military sector. When
the research in altrnative resources of energy is extremely slow
military consumption o‘fvvmpé,troleum has reached 75 per cent of its
total - fuel consumption. Such a dependence has to be treated in
face of the fact that most of these oils and minerals are geogra-
phically concentrated in certain areas and that man-made proble‘ms
like 'political rifts can cause discontinuities in supply lines which

may have very dangerous consequences.

Land:

Owing to the increase in the size of standing armies
and particularly due to the rapid rp ace of technological impro-

vements in the range and speed of weapon-systems as also due
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to the increase in the number of countries owning these weapons,
the military demand for land has been in'creasing constantly.

However; the supply of land remaihs the same. Apart from few
landscapes, particularly nuclear test sites, which have been seri-

ously degraded, most of land will be equally useful for civilian

pursuits.

Research and Development:

With the extraordinary pace of change in weapons tech-
nology, which has often raced lahead of strategy and tactics, the
bifurcation of civilian and military technologies has widened further.
Though military R and D might have few civilian spin-offs, but
that serves no justification. These sources should be directly

employed to civilian research.

Pointin_g to these inherent handicaps of international

systems where military demand fovr resources is rising uncontrolled
as more armaments create more insecurity and more insecurity
necessitates more armaments, the report said that "the fact remains,
however, that at the international lie\‘/el. there exists, no automatic
market mechanism whereby the existence of unmet economic and
social heeds is transformed into a claim on resources devoted

to armaments';"14 Thus the growing mismatch amongst ever inceasing

“human needs, man's capa'city to exploit earth's resources - both
renewable and non-renewable - and earth's capacity to bear with
such an abuse are only further intensifying the crises. "The

common sense demands",said ° the Report "that nations coordinate

14. The United Nations General Assembly Document No.A/36/356 dated 5th October, 1981;
Page 19, Para 41.
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their efforts on both sides of scale to achieve a sustainable balance,
that is, to both increase the efficiency of economic activity and
to adjust economic and social habits and consumption pattern to

. (s . e 15
conform with resource scarcities and ecological limitations."

However, the Group disclosed that "describing the nega-

tive effects of the global military efforts as socially harmful,
economically unjustifiable, politically counter-productive, ecologically
hazarduous and morally intolerable has by ﬁow become a familiar
theme...." And the fact that déspite "these repeated warnings
a seemingly endless arms race continues to consume massive volumes
of human, material and financial' resources..... cannot be attributed

to the lack of political volition."16

"The political volition itself"
the Group felt, "is both a factor and a consequence of its economic
environment which is beginning to show unmistakable signs of unpre-

cedented strain accumulated under the past patterns of source

of utilisation.” 17

The wuncontrolled and unprecedented arms build-up obvi-
ously have a great bearing on our uncertain economic prospects
and such an uncertainity reinforces only needed for more armaments.
These crises of an unprecedented waste have to be seen in the
~ background of é simple known 'féct .that most of our vital energy
sources énd other important minerals are scarce and exhaustible.
And even in this kind of cases where no such immediate physical
limits -are in sight it does not préclude man-made conditions of

scarcity. ‘For example, most of mineral resources are geographically

15. The United Nations General Assembly Document No.A.36/356 dated 5th October, 1981;
Page 29, Para 70.

16. Ibid Page 73, Para 173, -

17. lbid Page 73, Para 170.
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concentrated in few parts of the globe and often these areas -

particularly in case of industrial raw-materials - are not the centres
of productions from those minerals. Often centres of consumptions
may still .be} different. Thus these "economic and physical scarcities
in the world full of"dé‘glared and undeclared conflicts can easily
result in military and other confrontations leading to pressures
for incurring new forms of additional allocations for military acti-
vities."18 Resources of the Persian Gulf can be cited as an example
-as to why the Indian ocean is so heavily militarized today.

According to Global 2000 Report, the potential conflict over fresh
water alone is underscored by the fact that out of the two hundredv
major river basins of the world, ‘148 are shared by two countries
and 52 are shared by three to ten countries. Disarmament therefore

is an absolute imperative for human survival.

The Report underlined thét most of the future projections
of the developmental process "admit the urgency of meeting the
twin challenge of alleviating absolute poverty and providing gainful
employment to the growing labour force...... Poverty and unemploy-
ment are universally known invitations for social unrest and political
instability."19 The Report suggested that since all the "military
expenditures are Government expenditure any reduction in these
expenditures may, on the one hand, promote Government consumption
and investment for overall economic - and social development, on
the other hand, as a result of tax reductions private consumption

and investment may also be promoted."20

The United Nations General Assembly Document No.A/36/356 dated 5th October,
1981,. Page. 74, Para 177.

19. Ibid, Page 78 Para 185.
20. Ibid Page 76, Para 181,
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The 1Inga Thorsson Group's Report had specifically

examined in detail the prospects of disarmament in the developing
countries. It explained that "for many developing countries in
the early stages of their national independence the concern for
survival constitues a major consideration to their national military
outléys." But the "purely economic costs of their weapon imports
are made heavier by the political burdens of absorbing a large
number of technical personnél...with the explicit political inhibi-
tions that fhe importing cbuntry could not use these weapons un-
less its military and political objectives were at least endorsed,,
if not shared, by the::’suppliei‘ c:ountry.21 Similarly a higher degree
of vulnerability to such‘v. political and cultural peneterations by
weapon supplying nations isb characterized by the emergence of
export- enclaves, patterns of uneven development, creating social

tension and political unrest.

For these developing countries, the report felt "the
short term consequences of reduction in their military outlays
may be less clear-cut" as countries providing military aid may
not spontaneously convert it into economic aid. Also for some
of them, especially those with unutilized and under utilized resour-
ces", the resources constraint may hot be felt so ‘soon. But all
these efforts will have great "catalytic effects which may eventua-
lly produce a global politico-strategic climate more conducive
to military restraints."m' Conversion of released military insta-

llations and manpower in case of developing countries will also

21, The United Nations General Assembly Document No.A/36/356 dated 5th October, 1981;

Page 92 Para 219,
22, 1Ibid Page 100; Para 232.
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be easier as these are not highly specialised or uniquelly meant
for weapon “echnology . alone.  Also the report felt that "conversion
and redeplcyment is not phenomena associated uniquelly with disar-
mament..,.’actors of production (even otherwise) must respond
continuously to the development of new production techniques phasing

out the old ones...."z3

Disarmament Fund Development:.

As early as 1955, the .establishment of an International
Fund for Development and Mutual Assistance was proposed by French
Prime Minister Edgar Faure. The proposed Fund was to be part
of a comprehensive 'draft agreement on the financial supervision
of disarmament and allocation for peaceful purposes of thé funds

made available by the Disarmament Commission in Geneva'.

In March, 1956, the Soviet Union proposed that a special
fund for assistance to developing countries be established to be
financed through military budget reductions. In 1969 Brazil submi-
tted a working paper to the Eighteen Nation Disarmament Committee
in Geneva entitled "Application of Savings on Military Expenditures"
which called for the establishment of an International Conversion
and Economic Development Fund. In 1973 the General Assembly
adopted at the initiative of the Soviet Union a resolution calling
for a 10 per cent reduction of the military budgets of States per-
manent members of the Security Council and the allocation of 10

per cent of funds thus saved for the social and economic develop-

ment in the developing countries.

23. The United Nations General Assembly Document No.A/36/356 dated 5th October, 1981,
Page 109; Para 245.
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A number of similar proposals were made at the 10th

Special Session of the General Assembly. For instance, President
Seneghor of Senegal proposed that a tax on armaments should be
instituted based on the military budgets of States. Similarly
President Giscard D'Estaing of France proposed the establishment
of an International Disarmament Fund for Development. His proposal
envisioned the Fund as a new United Nations Specialised Agency
which would constitute a practicai manifestation of disarmament-
development relationship. Contributors to the Fund were to be
those States which were both most heavily armed and most develo-

ped, beneficiaries were to be those who were least heavily armed

and least developed.

From its studies of all these proposals the Group obser-

ved that broadly there have been three major approaches in all
these atterﬁpts at building a Disarmament Fund for Development.
First, the Disarmament Dividend Approach believed that the process
of disamament would release re’sourées which could be brought
under the United Nations and utiliéed for Development purposes.
However, the Group felt that this approach was not quite practica-
ble because "most of agreements on Disarmament which have so
far been reached in the life tifne of the United Nations have relea-
sed few, if any, actual resources." Second,; the Armament Levy
Approachwanted to tax military budgets of member states. This
approach was alsc ":r.u‘)"t'”.;quite feasible as apart from lacking an
authority that could impose such taxes there were other practical

problems of providing uniform definitions of military expenditures
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etc. Third was the Voluntary Contributions Approach. The Group
concluded that at least initially only such an approach can be
successful though when the Fund comes into being it might attempt
taxing the military spendings thereby helping in generating a dis-

armament dividend.

Conclusions:

In 1its conclusion the Report said, "World can either
continue to pursue the arms race with characteristic vigour or
moVe consciodsly and with deliberate speed towards a more stable
and balanced economic development, within a more sustainable

economic and political order. It cannot do both."24

The Report further acknowledged that "the true founda-
tion of a national security - is a strong and healthy economy but
evidence is well nigr'; ”‘c._i‘\h/:ér-whelming that the contemporary military
establishment significantly distorts and undérmines the bases for
a s_ustaiﬁed ecdhomic and sobial development.25 The Group further
stated that "the arms race not only claims resources but also
- influences the scope and content of international economic cooperation.
.To the extent that achievements in new international economic order
are effected by the dynamics of ~the arms réce, the relationship
between disarmament and development involves more than a contrast
between the resources claimed by military activities and the basic

26

unmet needs...." Therefore all these attempts at seeking reallo-

cation of resources from military to civilian sector should first

24. The United Nations General Assembly Document No.A/36/356 dated S5th October,
1981, Page 161, Para 391.
25. Ibid Page 171, Para 426

26. lbid Page 162, Para 395.
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demonstrafe that that all these needs for - reallocation are equally

in the interest of all the social-systems. irrespective of their
current levels of development. Accordingly, the Group recommended
that all the Governments should "Llrgently undertake studies t
identify and to publicise that benefits that would be derived

from the reallocation of military resources..... "

The Repo'rv:"c';‘ "éilggested that reports on short-term and
long-term posts of armaments should be. periodically updated and
publicised to keep the public well informed and vigilant. The
developing countries, the Report felt, were still in the -urgent
‘need greater allocations to meet the expanding demands of their
growing populations. Simiv_lar‘ly the deveioped world  had begun
to confront the cumulative reéults of its past patterns of consum-
ption. It stressed for political colmmitment which it thought would
come easily if the disarmament efforts could be explained in terms

of the National Interest.

The Group also recommended the establishment of a

Disarmament Fund for Development and wanted the United Nations
to further explore its administrative and technical modalities.
Finally, it recommended that the Secretary General should "take
appropriate action through the existing inter-agency mechanisms
of the Administrative Committee on Coordination, to foster and
coordinate the incorporation of disarmament and development as

a perspective in the programmes and activities of the United Nations

Systems. n28

27, The United Nations General Assembly Document No.A/36/356 dated 5th October,

1981; Page 172; Para 426,
28. Ibid Page 175, Para 426 (7)
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The publication of this Report had tremendous impact

on the future studies of United Nations. In the following Chapter
we will discuss how the UN studies, following the Inga Thorsson
Report, continued to endorse and appreciate its arguments and
conclusions. Even when some of these studies were only remotely
related to disarmament-development issues they did incorporate
the impressive assertions which the Inga Thorssori Report had
first discovered for them. It also strengthened the confidence
of developing nations and emphasised the interdependence of coun-
tries which could not find any national solutions to the problems,

which confront the international community as a whole.

*£%$



CHAPTER 1V

OTHER UNITED NATIONS EFFORTS

The United Nations General Assembly Resolution 37/84
had, alongwith adopting and commending the Inga Thorsson
Report, given a Call for Action under which the Secretary
General's Office issued detailed questionnaire to member states.
However, at the political level of indi.vidual nations the res-
ponse could not be very enthusiastic. vAccordingly, very few
countries responded to the UN questionnaire. In fact it was

only one country - Sweden -~ which actually initiated a study

by experts.,

thwithsténding this unimpressive = political response,
the Ref)ort wés to have a great ifnpact on the world of acade-
micians and jQurnalists.' as well as on future United Nations
Studies and other international forums. For instance, the United
Natiohs Dei)artment'for Disarmament Affairs had, in coopera-
tion with the Organisation of African Unity, organiséd a Con-
ference at Lome (To.g‘-»)@».on "'Security , Disarmament and Deve-
lopment in Africa" helci‘. dur"ingv13th- to 15th Augﬁst, 1985.
The declération- adopted af this Conference laid particular
stfess on the concept of security that it thought "must go.
~ beyond military security and the prevention of armed conflicts"
and should encompass a sustained commitment by the States
to national bilateral and multilateral programmes of socio-
economic development, justice, equity and human dignity".

Similarly on 3rd February, 1986 a " South American Commission
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for Peace, Regional Security and Democracy" was organised
with its aim to achieve "a balanced reduction of armaments
expenditures, diverting parts of arms spending into foreign
debt and development." Also there ‘was  great change over
the years in the frequency and ‘ten.ure of General Assembly
resolutions seeking to explain and emphasize the relationship
between Disarmament and Development. A list of General Assem-

bly Resolution since 1971 is contained in Annexure II.

In the present Chapter we will study the four major
United Nations Report'g__‘yvhidh have had a direct bearing on

the issues of disarmament - development. These are:

a) =~ Economic and Social Consequences of Arms Race and

Military Expenditures; Report of Secretary Genéral,

1982;

b) Study on Conventional Disarmament: Report of Secretary

General, 1984;

c) Study on the Concepts of Security: Re.port of Secretary

General, 1985; and

d) Report on the World Social Situation by Commission

on Social Development, 1985.

Though the later three reports were not directly dealing

with the issues of disarmament and development they have
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been included in  the present chapter because they contain
some significant points which confirm the disarmament-develop-

ment relationship.

1. Economic and Social Consequences of Arms Race and
Military Expenditures:

Beginning with 1962 the United Nations has periodically
been updating its reports on Economic and Social Consequences
of the Arms Race and Military Expenditures. The one prece-
ding the report of 1982 was submitted by the Secretary General
to the General Assembly in 1978.1 According - to this report
"more than 2/3rds of the 82 'importers of weapons among the
déveloping countries are known to have arrangements with
".the expor‘vter‘s' which go beyond the purely physical service
associated -with an act of arms transfer, for example, military
assistance prdgrammg, ‘qwi“r'_'gpt a'mdv indirect transfer of hardware,,
training courses for the mi(litary. personnel . provisions for
military bases, naval facilities and listing posts and tacit
or explicit understanding for political and military support
in situations of internal unrest in or external threat to reci-

"'2. In such a scenario depending on the terms

bient country
of transfer, the supportive equipment an.d services entailed
with these arms imports "have demonstrably made most of
their receipients extremely vulnerable to their external

environment. Political threats perceptions external to the

recipient country's social structures, dependency patterns

militating against the nationalistic urge for self reliance and

1. The United Nations General Assembly Document No.A/32/88/Rev.1 dated December, 1978

2. The United Nations General Assembly Document No.A/37/88/386 dated December,

1982; para 47.
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Report felt, "have been incomparably larger than civilian spin-

offs from military research."7

At the international level the report concluded that

trade in armaments has an opposife effect on the economies of
importing and exporting countries. What is involved is "a highly
unequal exchange, detrimental in particular to the efforts to bridge
the gap between poor and ".rich countries. For the importer of
arms it is, in puré vé;:onomic terms, a waste of surplus which
could have been used productively. Even when weapons are provi-
ded as -gifts, there are méintenance, operation and infrastructure
costs to be included on the debit side. In contrast to the irﬁport
- of civilian goods these outlays raise neither consumption nor produ-
ction and generate to futpr‘é ooutput from which to pay for them.
Not so far the exporting countries...its production of weapons

for export...may in fact be more advantageous than other kind

of exports because of advanced technology components... These
exports therefore", the Report" discovered, "tend to stimulate
important sectors of economy of exporting countries - in this way

the importing countries are subsidizing the military R§D in arms
exporting countries - importing countries are thus helping to perpe-
tuate the lead in military technology of the main arms exporting

".8 Thus the Report proved that unless there is

countries......
some miraculous change in existing trends of the qualitative and
quantitative escalations of arms research and production, the increa-

sing allocation of men and material to this destructive process

7. The United Nations General Assembly Document No.A/32/88 dated December, 1978;Para 99

8. The United Nations General Assembly Document No.A/37/386 dated December, 1982;
Para 76.



technological choices marginally relevant to the predominantly
agricultural economies constitute some of the costs of arms

imports which can not be documented or reduced to statistics."S

The report emphasised the fact that in scenario where
bulk of nation States are coping with the population explo-
sion, the food crisis and the devastations of natural disas-
ters and wars, "the problems of éradicating‘ poverty and
vof improving standards of health, nutriti_on, education and
housing have reached a stage of crisis... No less important
are the probléems as those of industrialisation and growth
. of developing. countries of - combéting the degradation of envi-
ronment, .gf developing new sources of enery and raw-materials
while preserving presently - available resources, of halting
the degradation of mtle&,and many others."‘ In a world of
over-straining needs and scarce resources the‘ wasteful expen-
diture on. armaments stands in direct competition with invest-

ment and research in civil expenditure.

In their .conclusion the Group stated that "of all the
human and material consumption by the military activities
none could match the enormity and the distorted orientation
of the world wide expenditues on R and D'.'5 The Global military
R and D expenditures in 1980 were équal to the combined
R and D investments for basic research, energy, health, trans-

portation, information-processing, pollution-contrel, agricultural

and other similar civilian areas.. For space research alone,

3. The United Nations General Assembly Document No.4/37/386 dated December, 1982,Para 101
4, The United Nations General Assembly Document No.A/32/88 dated December, 1978,Para 57
5. Note 3 para 60.
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which accounted for 8 per cent of world wide R and D expendi-

tures, over 90 per cent was geared to military purpose. These
destortions were not limited to uneven distribution only. The
Report discovered that this "Concentration on unproductive armaments
production 1is, however, often accompanied by heavy subsidization
of civilian projects in such fields as aerospace, even though their
social wutility may be limited and their marketing prospects be
poor".6 Therefore these distortions in the economy and the squan-
dering and misallocating of resources to which the military efforts
and perceived compulsions give rise, " is in such cases of civilian

budget, much larger than military budgets might lead one to expect."

"The basic fact of an .enormous diversion of resources",
‘the report said, "have been disguised by excessive claims about
the. impbrtancé 61’ civilian spin-~offs from military R§D. A limited
number of examples, always. the same, are cited to prove the
case; nu;:le_arj power, air  transportation, radar, space technology
and a few more. Yét a sober assessment indicates that the claims
are groséiy exaggerated and even the standard examples are not
all that con\.zincing. ”'"'Inj"“,fact. it is remarkable how may inventions
of c‘ivilian' production tecﬁniques, in materials, in power. generation,
engines an‘d appliances, in: all fields of surface transportation
and ‘in communication owe absolutely nothing of their origin, -and

.very little, if anything, of their subsequent development to military

RGD even if they were often adopted to military requirements

at a later stage. Military Spin-offs from civilian research", the

6. The United Nations General Assembly Document No.A/32/88 dated December, 1978;Para:
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was bound to continue. The increasing competition between military
and civilian demands seems to be getting out of hand. The Report
said that this "Escalation in the arms race would not only add
to the gravity of existing resource constraints but also highten
the dangers of resource related tensions erupting into open conflicts.
Apprehensions in this regard the Report cautioned, "cannot be
" easily dismissed because the post Second World War period has
already witnessed. several military conflicts involving resources

whether they be minerals, oré, water or fish...""

2. . Study on Conventional Disarmament:

This study had been carried out by a Group of Experts
so appointed by the Secretary-General pursuant of General Assembly's
Resolution 36/97 dated 9th December, 1981, The Report was placed

before General Assembly in December, 1984.

The Report made it .abundantly clear that Dbecause
of the nuclear threats to human race, as a Whole, measures of
nuclear disarmament deserved to receive the highest priority.
Yet it noted that since the end of the Secdnd World War over
20 million (in 1981) people have lost.their lives in some 150 armed
conflicts and that the existing trends did not give any reason
to believe that there would be ahy decrease in the incidence and
severity of such engagemnts. Therefore, conventional disarma-
ment also deserved equally high priority. The Report also under-
lined the fact that over four-fifth of the world's total expenditure

for military purposes is spent on conventional arms and armed

9. The United Nations General Assembly Document No.A/37/386 dated December, 1982;
Para 76.
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forces.

The Report noted that "Poor social-economic conditions
of the world, especially over large parts of it, are a source
of injustice and can be viewed as a matter of strategic concern
from the point of view of international peace and secur‘ity."10 It
adde.d: ;'The argument that increased military expenditure generates
employment and that_-"'it;"spur;s scientific and technological develop-
ment are vessentially misieading. Whatever the short-term effects
of militqu expenditure may- be, they cannot be regarded legitimate
justification for continuing the arms build-up or for maintaining

high levels of military investment".11

The.se - Experts ’b_elievedj that the "global expenditure
on arms and armed forces represents a maésive consumption oF
resources for potentially . destructive purpose in stark contrast
to the urgent needs for social and economic development, for which

many of these resources might otherwise had been used."12

3. Study on the Concepts of Security:

Persuant to the General Assembly Resolution 31/188H,
the Secretary General had appointed a Group of Governmental Ex-
perts to undertake "a comprehensive study of the concepts of
security..... aimed at preventing the arms race, building confidence
in relations between states enhancing vthe possibility of reaching

agreements on arms limitations and disarmament and promoting

10. The United Nations General Assembly Document No.A/39/348 dated December, 1984,
Para 93, S

11. Ibid Para 95.
12, Ibid Para 185.
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political: and economic security."

The Report submitted by this Group noted that the
present world was suffering from a widespread "lack of prote-
ction against the consequences of environmental degradation and
natural caiamities such as floods and drought" and that the deve-
loping countries in particular are facing the dilema where "without
a measure df economic- Tand political stability development is diffi-
cult to achieve, while v;itho_ut development it is difficult to esta-

blish and‘ maintain order."13

It was pointed out that "Given the growing economic
and political links of interdependence between the developed and
developing regions, security. concerns of ‘developing countries increa-
singly influence the entire international syste‘m."14 Accordingly,
the Group felt that "Security policies can no longer be defined
merely as absence of war but mus deal effectively with the broader
and more complex questions of -i'nter—r;elations'hips between military

and non-military elements of Secur‘ity."15

4. Report on World Sociai Situation:

On the occasion of the 40th Commemorative session
of the United Nation General Assembly in 1985 the Commission
on Social Development was entrusted with the responsibility of
presenting its updated report on the Wofld Social Situation. Though
it is a hurriedly compiled Repoft. as often happens in such circum-

stances, there is no dearth cf material and analysis in it. The

13. The United Nations General Assembly Document No.A/40/553 dated December, 1985;
Para 86 and 63.

14, Ibid Para 85.

15. Ibid Para 214 (3)
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followigg observations contained in the report pertain to the link

between disarmament and development:

"When military spending rises and its adverse effect
on the budget or current account positions are felt by the develo-
ped nations, their willingness and ability to provide aid for the
economic and. social development of the developing countries de-
clines, Further‘more,‘ if increases 1n the militéry spending is
acéompanied by increase ‘in globalvtens'ions. aid can be expected
to be given more in. the form of  military than economic assistance
and to be concentrated on countries that are thought to be strate-
gically important." That is why the Report felt that "the choice
b'etweé‘n social and econo._,mic development and armaments is perhaps
most clearly made-"‘"i‘n_“'”:'-allo>cating foreign exchange to military against

,ofher import."

**



CHAPTER - V

THE UNITED NATIONS CONFERENCE ON THE RELATIONSHIP

BETWEEN DISARMAMENT AND DEVELOPMENT

The genesis of this Conference‘goes as far back as 1983
when the Indian Prime Minister and Chairperson of the Non-Aligned
Movement (NAM) Shrimati Indira Gandhi had given a call to all the
heads of state or government to assemble at New York on the eve of
the UN General Assembly's 38th Annual Session and to affirm their
solidarity and commitment to strengthening the United Nation Organisation.
More than 40 heads of states or government had responded to her call.
PresidentFrancois Mitterand of France was one of the distinguished
persons responding to her request. It was. here, during his speech
that President Mitterand had, for the first time, proposed that a Confe-
rence on Disarmament and Development be held under the aegis of the
JN and had as well offered to host this Conference in Paris. This
suggestion was promptly followed by thé General Assembly which in
its very next session adopted on 17th December, 1984, its Resolution
39/160 which inter alia gave a call to convene such an international
onference. The Resolution read "Thé General Assembly...Decides to
;onvene an international Conference on the Relafionship between Dis.arma-

nent and Development, which should be preceed by thorough preparation

ind should take decision by consensus."

The 1issues that this Conference was expected to deliberate

ipon according to the aforesaid Resolution included:
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"a) To review the relationship between Disarmament and Deve-
lopment in all its aspects and dimensions with a view to
reaching appropriate conclusions;

"b) To undertake an examination of the implications of the
level of magnitude of the continuing military expenditures,
in particular those of nuclear' weapon states and other mili-
tarily important states, for the world economy and interna-
tional economic and social situation, particularly  for the
developing countries, and make- recommendations for remedial
measures;

"'c) To consider ways and means of releasing additional resour-

ces, through disarmament measures, for development purposes,
in particular in favour of developing countries..... "

The Secretary General as directed by the General Assembly
Resolution 39/160 had set up a Preparatory Committee for the Internationl
Conference consisting of members from 44 méniber states which was
expected to formulate and submit to fhe Gener_'al Assembly at its 40th
Session, recommendations as to the !"provisional agenda, procedure,
place, date and duration of the conference." The Preparatory Committee

later elected Mr. Muchkund Dubey of India as its Chairman.

Later the General Assembly at its 40th Session, accepted

the recommendations made by Preparatory Committee and adopted Resolu-
tion 40/155 on 16th Decémbér, 1985 providing. tht "International Conference
on the Relationship' between Disarmament and Development should be
held in_ Paris from 15th July to 2nd August, 1986." It is also appointed
Mr. Jan Martenson, Under Secretary Gener‘al, Department of Disarmament

Afféii"s. as the'Se'cr"etary General of the Conference.

The Preparatory Committee of the Conference had held its

two sittings in 1985 and 'w"‘éé;f"‘preparing for its final sitting in April
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1986 when there was a change of Government in France. The rightist
government of Jacqus Chirac sent a notel. to the UN Secretary General
suggesting for a postponement of the Conference on the plea that as

adequate preparations could not be made, its success was not certain.

The actual reasons, however, were quite different. Right

from the inception of this idea to hold a Conference on Disarmament
énd Deveiopment. the Reagan admiinis\tration had declared its inten-
tions of not ‘particip.ating in the prepartion work of the Conference.
Moreover it had been putting pressurés on its‘ friends and allies to
follow this line.  Rightist ‘organisation_sllik'e the Heritage Foundation
had launched a campaign which depicted the proposed Conference as
a blatform for So?iet pr.Opaganda. The new government in France lost

all interest in holding the Conference.

Anyway it wasnot possible in such a situation to hold
+ this -conférence_ at another venue on the scheduled dates. Inspite of
this set-back, the Preparatory ‘Committee held its third sitting as
‘Was scheduled. uIt recommended the General Assembly to decide at
its resumed 40th Session to po_Stpone the Conference to 1987 and at
its 4lst Session to fix, the spedific dates in 1987 as also the venue
of the confer‘ence.2 Accordingly at its 40th Session the General Assembly

accepted this recommendation to postpone the conference until 1987.3

1. The United Nations General Assembly Document No.A/CONF/130/PC/3 dated December,1986.
The United Nations General Assembly Document No.A/40/131 dated Dc., 1986,
3. The United Nations General Assembly Document No.40/473 dated Dec., 1986.

N
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Similérly at its 4lst Session the General Assembly decided "to hold

the International Conference on the "'Relationship between Disarmament
and Development at United Nations Headquarters in New York from 24th
August to 1llth- September _1987\~."'4 It also decided to extend the tenure
;of the P‘repar"atory Committee of the Conference allowing it to have

one more (fourth) session.

The Preparatory C(;mmiftee held its fourth session during
April - May, .1987. " Here, the Preparatory Committee had before it
background papers with a variety of views on the relationship between
disarmament and development. ‘Moreover, according to the General
Assembly Resolution 40/155 its se's'sions were to be opened to all States
and Non-governmental Organisations. “Obvio‘usly the task of the Prepara-
tory Committee to prepare a final draft of recommendations for this
Confereence was quite stupendous, Howeve.r, it succeeded in drafting
‘the final declaration quite in time which was adopted without a vote

at its 6th plenary meeting of its 4th session held on Ist May, 1987.

Finally, the Conference was held as scheduled. India
was conferred th-e honour of chairing this Conference. Mr. K. Natwar
Singh, India's Minister of State for External Affairs, was elected Presi-
dent of the Conference. It was the first such occasion since Dr. Homi
Bhabha was elected in 1955 as Chairman of the UN Conference on the

Peaceful Uses of Atomic Energy. It also placéd on the Indian delegation

4, The United Nations General Assembly Document No.41/422 dated Dec., 1986.
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the responsibility of making the Conference a success. The Conference
was attendedl by more than 155 countries. lSome 30 to 440 countries
were represented at' ministerial _le\}ell énd all others, except Britain,
were .represented by their ambass_adofs.‘ . Around 500 NGOs participated
in the Conf'erencev and a ‘.ar.gé number of them were from the United
States. The Reagan Administrét‘ion. “however, boycotted the Conference
and expressed” "serious doubts ‘a'fbout the existence of any link‘between

disarmament and development'in the context of the agenda of the Con-

ference.':" This resentful attitude of the ‘.Reagan administration did
not surprise many. - It only further confirmed the Reagan adminis-
‘tration 'p'olicie's towards the United Nations : - its withdrawl from UNESCO,

its _criticisms of the functioning of the International Labour Organisa-
‘tion, - the ‘Food and Agricultur‘;il‘ Organisation or International Atomic

Energy Agency.

In the‘absence of the United States, Great Britain and West
‘Germaﬁy took a leading part in presenting Western perspecfives.

They were emphatic about the importénée of di'sar'ma:meht and development
as two distinct processes but.rejectéd.any. attempts at establishing
any inter-relationship between them. These powers also tried their
best to distort and dilute the thrust of the. draft document that was
presented by the Preparatory Committeev of the Conferénce. For exam-
ple during the deliberations of the working_ groups they tabled over

150 amendments to the draft.
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These powers were of the view that disarmament, at least
in the initial stages, would cause only additional burden of dismantling.
supervision an‘d varifications etc. According to Prof. M. Zuberi
who was himself a participant at this Conference, "The main pto'ints
raised in these presentations were on empha51s on the crucial importance
cf securlty in the context of dlsarmanent and development reminders
of the large amount of aid for development purposes. which these coun-
tries had disbursed, the greater importance of. conventional disarma-
ment, as they contended, nuclear weapons have consumed only 20 percent
of military expenditures, a plaintive. admomtion of - how the poor coun-
tries were squandering away their precmus .resources on arms imports
and a repeated reiteration of the benefits-.‘ of the longest- period of
peace in their recent history for which they seemed to be grateful

to the existence of the nuclear weapons."5

Here Prof. Zuberi raises a very .besi‘c question: "If nuclear
deterrence had such a beneficial effect on the industrialised world,
why should these benefits be denied :to the comparatlvely impoverished

segments of humanity (the developing coUntrles."'G'

The US protogonists who ‘h-ave "been over-emphasing the

national security concerns have at the same time conveniently over-

looked non-military threats to their',,security. The British delegate

Prof.M,Zuberi's “Swords and Plough Shares" in V-.D.Chobra Ed.Disarmament and Develop-
ment (Delhi 1988) pp 20.
6. Ib1d pp.20. '
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Mr. John Birch in his speech said: . "Secufity is- a prerequisite both
for real progress in disarmament and for a rapid pace of economic
development". And he noted that "As long as we perceive a military
threat to our security we shall spend as much as we consider necessary
to ensure against that threat. Such défence expenditure will always
have first claim...." But nowhere i'n.__his speech did he mention tho
non-military consequences of the research '.anvd development, production
and deployment of weapons to ensure their miiitary security. This
only proves that the very understaﬁding oflthe' Western Powers about
national security | and .ther‘efore about diééf-méhént and development,

is partial and distorted.

According to V.D, Chopra this dvistorted understanding,

which does' not ensure security of even their protogonists is very much
a deliberate manipulé-tion. " He givevs‘two“" r',eévsonS’:why even in face
of ahy ‘conflictvbein'_vg sucidall these po_wérs é,ontinue to support the
policy of national security with armé_ build—,up.‘ "The first and the
most evident reason,™ ‘acco‘rding to him, "'i‘s'. the appet‘ite of the American
military-industrial - complex unwilling uﬁder‘ any circumstances to lose
fabulous profits it vreapsv, from allrms. de’als." And the "second .reason"
according to him, "is the atfemp't_ to wear out USSR's ecoﬁo‘my through

arms race and thus weaken' it."

7. V.D.Chopra's "The New York Conference' in h/is Edited Book "DIARMAMENT AND DEVELOP-
MENT (Delhi 1988) pp.51. '
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However, notwithstanding the fact th these protogonists

of national-security-in-arms-build-up did not have many sympathisers
in their own countries- and perhaps none amongst Socialist or Third
World countries they still succeeded in‘mak.ing the deliberations diffi-
cult and finally in distorting the very thrust of the Final Document.
:nese distortions were aptly described in the,“'I\;Iexican delegate's remark:
"What Ambassador Dubey had presented to us was a peacock with many-
coloured feathers, but what we have ot no‘vfis. a plucked chicken."8
Compared to the Draft Document presented by.v'the Pr‘eparatory Committee,
the Final Document contained too many references. to security. It vir-
tually looks like a Document' on 'Security, ,‘Diear‘mament and Development'
thereby giving expression to the western attempts at giving security
precedence over disarmament and ‘develop"m_ent_.' T_he Final Document
also deleted figures _(jn arms e){penditeres‘ es' it does not mention that
the annual world military expenditgre as well as foreign debt of deve-

loping countries both today -stand at’ the é'stronomi_cal figures of one

trillion US dollars. There is no mention of a Disarmament Fund for
development. Similarly the Final Document does not have any mention
of the .conversion problems  and  potential. It's Action Programme

which was supposeéd to be‘fg;ﬂ,lkg‘wed*step_-by-step has lost its thrust.

It is not that there was no one to fight back. The Socialist
Countries who were though not very loud in criticising the arms-build-

up were broadly sympathetic to the purpose of this Conference. They

Prof.M.Zuberi's “Swords and Ploughshares” in V.D.Chopra's Ed. “DISARMAMENT AND
DEVELOPMENT" (Delhi 1988) pp.22.
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formally proposed a Summit level meetingﬂ of Security Council to discuss

the relationship between disarmament and- dévglqpment. The Non-aligned
Group led by Zimbabwe was highly critical of all the attempts at dis-
‘torting the established relationship ‘b‘etwee‘rll disarmament and development
and did in ‘the end record its resefvatidns about the Final Document.
According to Prof. Zuberi, "For theé continuation of the struggle for
disarmament and development, it was crjucial to have a concensus docu-
mentv at the end vof this Conferencé. I;ailure -of the Conference would

have been a set-back .to the. Campaign which had been carried on at

various levels in the past."g

Let' us now examine what was achieved at this historic

conference.

“The Pfeamble of ‘the Final Document of the Conference
declared that "Disarmament and develop‘mentv are two of the most urgent
chélllengesl facing the' world today. "They constitute priority concerns
of the international Community’ in which all the‘nations - developed
and developing, big and small, nuélear' and non-nuclear - have a common
and ‘equal stake. Disarmament and development are two pillars on
which enduring international peace and secumty can be built." 10 1t
. also underlined that "the United Nations has thus a central role to

play for the prbmotion of both dlsarmament and development."H

Speaking on the relationship between disarmament and

development while it did endorse the convéntional arguments that both

9. Prof.M.Zuberi's "Swords and Ploughshares" in V. D Chopra Ed. "DISARMAMENT AND DEVELOP-

MENT" (Delhi 1988) pp.22.
10. Final Document of the Internatioal Conference on the Relationship between Disarma-

ment and Development held at New York during August September, 1987, hereinaftr
called only Final Document; Para 2. '
11, Ibid Para 1.



are "distinct processes" aiming at strengthening international peace
and security and promoting prosperity and ‘th.at",'Each should be persued
vigorously regardless of the progress in the’ other" and that "one should
not be made hostage to the other", it aiso; emphasises that both ha
a "close and multi-dimensional relationship" and that "Each of them
can have an impact at the national, feg:ional and international level
in such a way as to create an environmen.t‘-‘ c'orllducivie to the promotion

of the other."12

At its elementary levél_,_‘ 'said ‘the Final Document, disarma-
ment and development have a t;lean andl direct relationship where the
arms race and development both .‘"c_om‘pete"fo.r' the same finite resources
at bothv t_ﬁe national and intefnationél level" and where the "allocation
of the massive resources f;(“)’;:‘wérma{nehté impedes the pursuits of deve-
lopment to its optimal level." 13 .But the Finai Document also explained
that this‘ relat:i‘onship‘exists even beyond this elemenfary level. "Dis-
armament can assist the process of deve‘lopmént‘not only by releésing
additional resources but also by‘ positiVely effecting the global economy.
It can create conditio‘ns‘conducivé. :to prof}iding equitable economic and
technological cooperation and. to pursuing -the 6bjectives of a new inter-
‘national economic 0rder.14 The Final ‘Document also underlined the
yiew that development is the real panacea for providing a sense of
security especially when the non—miii-tér_y threats 'aré becoming more
aﬁd more dangerous. It said that "Real economic growth as well as

just and equitable development, and: P8rticularly he e)imination of po-

12. Final Document of the International Confefence on the Relationship between Disarma-
ment and Development held at New York during August-September, 1987, hereunder
called only FINAL DOCUMENT; Para 8 and 9.

13, Bid Para 10.

14, Ibid Para 11,
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verty, are necessary for a secure and stable environment at the national,

regional and international levels. They can reduce tensions and

conflicts and the need for armaments."15

Discussing various aspects of security and its role in
highlighting the relationship between disarmament andv development
the Final Document observed: "Security consists .of not only military
but also political, economic, social, -humar‘_liltarianvand human rights
and ecological aspects." It emphasized the fact "t'h‘a't_"'Enhanced security
can on the one hand, create Conditi‘ons condpc;ive to disarmament and
on the other hand  provide the environment -"for successful pursuit
of development." It further stated that "The development process
by overcoming the non-military threats ‘to security and contributing
to a more stable and .‘sustaihablle" intern'atioln‘él' systerﬁ. can ~enhance‘
securityl and  thereby .promote arms reduction and  disarmament." Also
in the same way the Final bocume’ﬁt explained "disarmament would
enhance s'ecurity_ both directly or indireétly'.l"'“ It said that "A process
of disarmament that: provides‘ for uﬁdiminished security at progressively
lower levels of armaments could allo.vQ additional resources..."°
Thus both thes_e phenomena arj‘e‘i.nt,el"".-‘-rjela“ced and are inter-depéndent;
The ‘Final Document 'is particularly emphatic about the non-military
threats to 'Qur security 'e.g. under—'developmént‘, mismanagemeﬁt énd

waste of resources, degradation of environment, gross and systematic

Final Document of the International Conference on the Relationship between Disarma-
ment and Development held at New York during August-September. 1987, hereunder
called only FINAL DOCUMENT; Para 12.

16. Ibid Para 14. :
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violations of -human rights, mass  poverty, illiteracy, disease,
squalor and mal-nutrition effecting the large parts of globe
which it feels are the real cause of increasing social strain,
tension .e'md strife. Thus“ the Final Document said, "Growing
interdependence amori"g""f"hatidns. inter-relationship among global
iss.ues, mutuality of interésts,collecti've approach resporidin‘g
to the need of humanity as ‘a whole and multi-laterialism provide
thé inter:national_ framework w‘ithin which the relationship between

disarmam_ent and development and security should be shaped."17

Discussing the“implications of military expenditures
the Final Document expressed its opinion saying that approxima-
tely six per cent of the present global gross domestic product
is being used for the production of armaments and in mainfaining
armed personnel which is 20 ti‘mes_th‘e‘ v‘vholelof.official develop-
mental assistance. In contrast -fo‘ 'the current levels and trends
in the world economy which is sufféring from a slow-down in
growth of demand‘ and output Compared to the preceding two
decades, military expenditures have ’grown and. that too on an
average which is faster compared to that in the second half
of the 1970s. It also nc;ted that "‘bulk‘ of global military spen-
ding remains concentrated among some developed countries that

also carry vout‘ almost all the vwbrflc‘ll‘s ~military research and

development." It pointed | out that "during recent

years as weapons have = bécome more sophisticated,

the rate increase in spending. on military research

17. Final Document of the International Conference on the Relationship between Disarma-

ment and Developmént held at New YoH§ during August-September, 1987, hereunder
called only FINAL DOCUMENT; Para 19.. '
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and development has been higher than the 'general increase in the

military expenditur‘es."18 As was submitted in the Joint Declaration

by a Panel of Eminent Per‘sonalities.in 't,.lhe Field of Disarmament and
Development .on 12tﬁ May, 1986,"Real eXpenditure of military R & D
is estimated to héve increased . by ‘less than 1 percent a year from
1974 to 1980 from five to eight per cents from 1980 to 1983 and by
more than 10 per cent in 1983 to 1984.719 According to the Final
Document the military sector consumes _significant resources and apart
from being ‘an economic bur(:_lén'.it also increases threats to human
survival as wéll as pp-'sega‘a-.. sighificant threats to the environment.
"The adverse development i.fnpli:;:ations' of such transfers", according
to the Fina‘l vDocume‘nt "outweig‘h‘ the immediate trade benefits to the
_suppli'efsv and the security gains to the recipient."zo'

The Final‘Document“ also analysed the situation as it exists
among the developing countries. It underlined the fact that "the
developing countries are doubly affected: a) in proportion to the
expenditures they incur themselyes‘; and ‘b) because of the disturbing

21 It noted

effects of military expenditure on the world economy."
that when military expenditures of . develdped cduntries increased the
cuts are made first on developmentall‘ _éid, ‘w‘/hich worsens already weak
economies of developing countries. Besidés that, the Final Document

felt that "militry related production tends to be capital intensive,

usually creating fewer jobs than would result if an equivalent amount

18. Final Document of the International Conference on the Relationship between Disarma-
ment and Development held at New York ddri'hg August-September, 1987, hereunder
called only FINAL DOCUMENT; Para 21... '

19. §The United Nations General Assembly: Document No.A/CONF/130/PC/INF/7.

20, Final Document Para 23, '

21. Ibid Para 26.
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of public fund had been spenlf oni civil projects. {Also) inefficiéncy
associated with. the non—competitive conditions of the military market-
.place has negative effect thr‘oughout the economy..."22 The Final
Document therefore felt it as an absolute imperative to reduce arma-

‘ments to the minimum levels of national security and to seek '"peaceful

resolution of conflicts and disp'utes'. "

Resources released in the process of control and reduction

. of military expenditures should be used for "trade expansion, techno-
logical transfers, the more efficient: utilisati_on of global resources,
the more effective and dynamic intex‘nat’idr}all division of labour, the
reduction of public debt and budgetary deficits and increased flow
of resources through development assistancé, commercial and other

private flows or transfers of resources to the developing countries."23

The Final Document of the Conference also adopted an

Action Programme which inter alia recommended that the General Assem-
bly should ensure a '"periodic re,view ‘df-_‘the relationship between
disarmament and development" and maintain‘an"'improved and comprehen-
sive data based on global and ‘national - rﬁilitary expenditures." It
also wanted the ‘Secretary General of the U,‘ni.t_ed. Nations "to intensify
his efforts to vaoster and coordinéte the .incorlﬁoration of disarmamenf—
development perspective in.the activities c_)f the United Nations System"
and‘to have regular ‘d‘eliberatiqr‘is and "'angll‘ysis., of the impact of global

military. expenditures on the world economy" and to facilitate inter-

22. _ Final Document of the International Corifere.ni:e on the Relationship between Disarma-
ment and Development held at New York ‘dufing August-September, 1987, hereunder
called only FINAL DOCUMENT; Para 28.°

23, Final Document Para 33.
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national exchange of views and experience in the field of conversion.

The countries participating - in this conference also under-

took to give thorough considerations to the possibilities of "the adop-
tion of measures to_red‘uce the’ levels: and magnitude of military expen-
ditures", thél utilization of exi_sting regional and international ‘insti-
tutions for the reallocat'igri"““w('j‘,f résources released thrbugh disarmament
measures for socio-economic development,' barticulaply in developing
countries....‘{'. and - the importance of greater openness, transparency
and confidence among nations. with a view to facilitating progress

in -both disarmament and development.



CHAPTER - VI

CONCLUSION

In its Fact Sheet 45 on thﬁe "International Conference
on the‘ Relationship between Disarmament and Development"
the Departmeni for Disarmavme.nt.Affairs, 'Unite‘d Nations Head-
~quarters New York recently upda‘te'd its standard definitions

of the concepts of Disarmament and Development.

"Disarmament is broadly understood as the: process
of reducing the size and expenditure on armed forces,
destroying and--:dismentling weapons, whether deployed
or stockpiled, progressively eliminating the capacity.
to produce new weapons and releasing and integrating
military ' personnel  into civilian life. This process
must be implemented through balanced and equitable
reductions and provide for mutually acceptable methods
of verifications and compliance to ensure undeminished
security for -all States at all stages."

It defined _Developme’ht as a process of

"...social and economic changes in society leading
to improvement in the quality of life for all. At the
most basic level it means providing every person the
material requirements for the dignified and productive
existence. More specifically. if .the global developmen-
tal efforts is to be sustainable' in the long-term, it
should endeavour to provide for a pattern of economic
growth that would significantly reduce, within a rea-
sonable time-frame, the prevailing desparities between
nations in the quality of life.. Development takes place
in different economic systems. The inter-action of
these systems is significant in projecting global deve-
lopment requirements." :

This Fact Sheet further spelled out uptodate United

Nations conclusions that Disarmament and Development "remain



parallel and distinct proceséés, although there are many ways
in which they can reinforce each other". It felt that the
"continuing arms build-ups are pertinent not only in the context
of disarmament, but also of development., Beyond the single
opportunity-cost effect, the arms' accuﬁmulation process could
make development more difficult in several respects. It is
generally felt that unless the world proceeds more resolutely
towards the ultimate aim of disarmament, it will not in the

long-run, be able to achieve or sustain development fully

and world wide."

The year 1987 witnessed. these definitions and conclu-
sions being for the first time ‘endorsed".py the political lea-
ders of the international cqmmunity.‘.‘."l"hié' is the Dbeginning
of a new epoch in the United Natibns." efforts at achieving
its twin goals of Disarmament and Development. Beginning
with the 1971 Report of the UN Group of Experts on Disarma-
mént | and Devel,opmevnt'. the Uﬁited Nations had | been trying
- to establish thié relationship between the' two most important
goals of tﬁe world communify. Tdda'y the whole world recog-
nises that the twin ‘processeé of' Dis§1rﬁ1ament and Development
~are inter-related in an intricate and multi-dimensional network
~of which exfends far beyoﬁd the simple release of resources
from military to civil portfolios. The Final Document adopted
at the Inte'rfnational ~"~C.qn_ferénce. on the Relationship between
Disarmament and Developr‘ﬁ.ent .thich was adopted Dby concensus

among over 155 nation states clearly noted that the "world
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can either continue to pursue the arms race with chéracteristic
vigour or move consciously and with 'delib‘er‘ate speed towards
a more stable and balanced social and economic development
within a more sustainable international economic and political

order; it can not do bo‘ch."1

In the face of the fact that the International Conference
had achieved a general concensus on vthe.' imperative need
of inter-relating the twin goals of.‘disarr_n;ament and development,
one feels at a loss to understand as to why .the Final Documnt
cbuld not include any conérete pr‘qgvra.mme of action aé also
why no follow-gp action has beén taken so far; and why
the Action Programme of the ‘Final Document resorted to the
.old, stale meaningless beau,tifﬁl ‘WOrds...'we reaffirm' or

'we will consider' etc. etc.
11

In ‘_che first place the Arms Trade is highly skewed
in favour of highly industrialised. countries. As mentioned-
earlier only five nations produce néarly 90 per cent of global
~armaments. All these weapo:‘ris-export'ing ecdnomies and espe—
cially their industrial miiitafy lobby have their economic,
political and strategic compulsions for not recognising the
relationship between disarmament and. development. On the
other hand, there are 1afge riumbet‘ of couniries which depend

on these weapons-exporting countries for their well being

1. Final Document of the International Conference on the RelationshipiBetween
Disarmament and Development, August-September, 1987 New York: para 4.
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and therefore.do not care to highlight views that might dis-
please their masters. A substatial number among these are
'military dictatorship Which_‘of_ten have to arm themselves
against their own people, against neighbouring states or
against the enemies of tvheir_‘ external masters and therefore
cannot risk to enlﬁigh_ten\_their masses to endorse any such
vital truths as tﬁé".“‘rj';ilationship between lack of development
and over-armed defence of these ’covuntir‘es. “Most of other
developing coﬁntries are obessessed with ‘achieving rapid
development and building domestic defehce-industrial-capacity
which, in the context of under-utilisation of sources by them
does not compete with c‘i‘vvilian needs but only ensures reducing
dependence on weapons Iimports, -encourages tvhese half-hearted
idealists to go on for their short term national interests instead
.of fighting for world peace. Obviously very- few remain to
bother about what heppens to: ‘th‘e efft)rts. at 'highlighting the

relationship between disarmament .a'nd development,

The developed countries have ’b‘oth the assets of wide-
spread higher education as well‘as availability of spare funds
to finance research on all kinds of _issues. Accordingly most
of Research Institutioné have been ‘éontrolled by Industrial
Trusts and Foundations of these countries. This is particu-
larly true in case of Peace Researgh as most of these insti-
tutions of world fame are situated. only in Western Europe
and North America: The Stockholm .I‘nttla.rnational Peace Research

Institute (SIPRI); the Peace Research Institute,Oslo (PRIO);



The Polemological Institute, Netherlands; The Tampere Peace
Research Institute (TAPRI); - The Institute of Peace Research
and Security Policy, Hamburg (IFSH];] The Peace Research
Institute, Frankfurt (PRIF) etc. Despite these institutes having
quite a number of committed .researchers, research on the
issues of inter-relationship between disarmament and develop-
ment has remained at itS lowest ebb, always repeaﬁng the
typical érguments of disarmament releasing resources for deve-

lopment and the.conversion problems.

Very little ‘of the research that is normally submitted
under the disarmament-develépment title deals with the vcomf)lex
and ‘niulti—dimensionai"\' "",r':'éa‘“la_tic‘)vnshi'p between these two pheno-
mena. In the United States a few pr‘djebts have been financed '
by’ v_ the ‘_vCentrveor Economic Conversions and by the Council
on Economic Priorities. In the Federal Republic of Germany
the Trade Unions have done some Sigﬁificacnt work. For ins-
‘tance,' at the Un_iversity‘:bf' Hambﬁrg a vWest German Trade
Union, IG Metal, had funded a résearch project under the
guidance of Dr. Hurbert Wulf which explored into the possi-
bilities of producing alternative goodé fbr West German defence
ir;dustries. Similarly the Uniteld.'Kingciom also ‘had its Trade
Unionists trying to investigate conVersion possibilities. In
1984 Inga Thorsson had carried out a similar study forvSweder'l.
But while these activists and experts have done a great deal
in bringing these issues to the forefront, they have failed

to achieve anything much because the management of weapons-
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related industries does not share their views. Also the Deve-
lopment Research community has not sﬁown any interest in
these issues. All this has had influenced the functioning of
United Nations. For instance, it took the United Nations comp-
lete 25 years to recognise the need to just appoint a Group
of Experts to go into the details of dis_armament_-development
relationship. Also the General Assembly has failed to achieve

concensus on most of its resolutions on this subject.

Most of the United Nations reports concerning disarma-
ment-development relationship are of v"‘th;e opinion that disarma-
ment is more immediately an 'imperv'at.iv'e' for the developing
countries than it is for the ,develqﬁed ones. These reports
maintain. that an increase in develop"mentél aid to developing
countries -is the most vim,portanlt_ rleason‘ why the developed
countries should reduce their militéry_ expenditums. According
to Mr. Ghare ‘Khah. India's pérm'anent representative at the
United Nations "In. the Curréﬁt literature on the.subject there
is a tepdency to .over—erﬁphasize' the adverse economic éffects
of military expenditures of:. de.veloping countries."z‘ The fact is
that the total militgfﬁs?'!“:fexpélnditure of all the developing coun-
try .put together is, by ‘any estimaté, not more than 15-20
per Cént of ‘the global military expenditures. If the oil-
exporting developing countries are excluded, then these coun-
tries togé‘ther do. not amount for eve‘n‘ more than 10 per cent
of the whole world's military spending. Even this much mili-

tary expenditure of these countries can be explained. The
2.

Speech by Mr.Khan at the Conterence, Strategic Digest, November, 1987, pp.2091,



décolonization process has/in the emergence of newly indepen-
[ resulted o _
dent countries. It is quite natural that when independent
states go in for a separate defence establishments of their
own the total military expenditure of these countries is bound
to rise. Secondly, the military expenditure of these countries
has also to be seen as a reaction to the_ perceived security
threats which emerge from colonial legaci‘és_ and from interven-
tions in their regions. Regrettably some countries have chosen
to ignore security threats to their regions and have succumbled
to foreign pressures. These nations ‘havé not only distorted
their own development prospects but “"by granting bases and
other facilities to outside powers ﬁave "hightened security
threats to their neighbouring rcountrievs compelling them to
increase their military budgets. In féqt. the competition for
'r‘esources bétween defence and develo'plment does not éppear,
prima facie, to be direct, as far 'a;s‘t'he'se d‘evelopilwg countries
are concerned. Actually these v.cbux)t_rfiesls_ suffer from under-
‘utilisatibn ofvtheirl_r'esour‘ces “énd.-ther‘efore it appears that
-they always haye ‘some  resources available which can be
exhausted by unproductive ‘military industries. Similarly lack

of development among";‘t"'he-"@thirld world nations generates various

new . disputes that makes disarmament rather difficult as compaé

red to the situation among developed countries.

It has been proved that within a Group of countries
with optimum or near-optimum resources utilisations the coun-

tries which devote lar‘ger‘ proportion of their GNP to defence
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grow at a slower rate as compared to the economies which devote
lesser percentagesv of their GNP to militar‘y expenditures. The'
typical examples'are of the _Unitea States -and Japan. Some of
the United Nations studies have al's‘o‘ endorsed the argument
that military research and development does not have any signi-
ficant spin—offs for - the civilian _technology. Moreover, recent
trends in military research and docffines are likely to widen
the differenées between... military. and non-military scientific
and technological r‘equir’errvlénts'_and produqts. The emerging non-
military threats. td human survival have added avnew dimension

to the complex problems of security in the contempory world.

In the words of the Brandt Commission, "we are (today)
more concerned with what -is called military security than with

hunger and mal-nutrition which in  the end .may pose a greater

threat".3 Our perceptions of security are dangerously narrow.

But the Report continued "If We. negl'ect.fhe task" of the présenf
and fail to invest in the future we- may arm 6urselves to death
without actually waging a major 'war‘-, ‘and bring our ecenomies
to the point of collapse. The North itself cén survive only

if the South is allowed independence -and a decent 1ife.“4

111
From our study of the various aspects of the relation-

ship between Disarmament and Development, it appears that

any attempt at understanding this relationship and any efforts

3. Willy Brandt: World Armaments & World Hunger : A'call for Action, (London,1986)pp.10.
4. 1Ibid. pp.24.
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at utiliéing this understandirl:é in facilitating the achievement
of world .disar'mameht"""“'and‘development must not be devoid
of two fundamental thinés: first, both - these goals are inter-
related - within -the wider framework of international security.
Thereforé. proper understanding of 'SECURITY' is a pre-re-
quisite for understanding the relétionship between disarmament
‘and development. Security “'t'oday can nb longer be analysed
in terms of great defence build-up with large standing armies
and huge stockpiles of other military installations. Security
has political, economic, ° cultural, | geographical, ecological
dimensions as well. Of all these' aspects of security the fast
emering threats of physical and .material scarcities and incra-
sing failure of our earth to ovércome ‘the human misuse of
its resources pose the greatest securify -threats to the human-
kind. As was rightly pointed out," whére mass -hunger reigns
we cannot speak of peace., If we want to get rid of war,
we must ban mass misery too. Mo.r‘ally"'it‘:' makes no difference
whether human beings are killed in war or condemned to death
by starvation. The international commuhity ... has no more
important task, besides controlling ‘vt"h,e" build-up of arms,
than overcoming mass hungef and other resources of misery

which would be avoided."5

The second most impof"tant -thing- that needs to be
‘kept in mind 1s.'that both the de'vel_op‘.ed and developing coun—-
tries are linked in an intricate framework of interaction and
inter-dependence and therefore it is. not possible to pursue

separate and different solutions for any group of countries.As stated

5. Willy Brand: World Armament & World Hunger : A Call for Action
(London, 1986) pp.17. ‘ -
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by the Panel of Eminent Personélities, "Global interdependence
has increased the need of d‘ealing with international relationships
through international cooperation through international law, rule
based systems and international organisations - that can, and
must reduce the sources of friction and potential conflict that
interdependence has multiplied."6 History is witnéss to the fact
that non-military issues have .of_teh, been the cause of military
conflicts. "In the past", opined the Panel, "failure to contain
and resolve problems of market access. and production, commo-
dity price instability, and prob‘lems of payments, currency
and indebtedness have helped trigger international conflicts
on most disastrous scale. The two great rounds of building inter-
national institutions 1in this century;', fhe Panel felt, "“came
only in the wake of devastating wlofld wars which forced all
the humanity to recognise this need. "I"hle‘-w_orld obviously cannaot
afford another such catalys‘t for thé round of rebuilding and

reinvigoration that is so badly needed after 40 years."7

- The members of the United Nations do agree that security
~ today has widér‘ implications -than‘.-‘buillding large 4rmies but
there is lack ‘of concensus on the issue of 'interdependence'.
Powerful countries do not ehdorse the view that their well-being
1n any way 1is dependent on .the .well-being of less powerful
and less deveoped nations and that they cannot solve their
_problems without cooperation of these nations. These countries
continue to pursue _their ‘national interest by all means even

if these harm some other ;cbuntry's interests. These nations

6. The United Nations General Asselhbly Document No.A/CONF/130/INF/17 dated 12th
May, 1986; page 8; para 22(c)

7.  Ibid; Page 9, Para 22(d)
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do not find any need to modify their patterns of consumption
and exploitation of exhaustible r’esoﬁrces in a way that should
be more bearable for our earth and its ecology. This explains
why these developed countries continue to pursue the arms build-
up and economic development simultaneously. ’fhe explanation
also lies in the fact of neo-colonialism. Actual sufferers are
those who, for whatever reasons, have fallen behind in the

race for development .

Right from the days in 1950 when india had first proposed
at the United Nations the establishfnent of a Peace Fund for
Development of Underdeveloped Areasl.‘ théré have been various
proposals seeking reduction iﬁv.all kinds of wasteful expendi-
tures and coordination of all internatibn_al efforts towards world
development. The Secreta.ry‘-General‘ :m 1978 had suggésted that
“Wé devote to national and Tandvintérnatior‘lal disarmament effort
dollar one million fér‘ every dollar- Oﬁe thousand million currently
spent on arms." The issue, wa‘s. alsc'). discussed at the International
anferenqe on the Relationship between Disarmament and Develop-
ment but it couid not ‘achi-ev'e concensus on any concrete Action
Prqgramme. ‘Thus‘ thetask 1s notv. yet over. As the struggle fqr
disarmament and - development impinges 6n the hiearchy of sféte’s
in the ‘interna‘tional system as well as in the global economy,
there is natural resistance to any substantial progress in these
sensitive areas. A sustair}ed and protracted struggle over long
yearé only can bring about"s_tr'uctural changes in the inter.national

politics conducive to disarmament and development.
el ok
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ANNEXURE - 1

ANNEXURE III OF 1972 REPORT

PEACEFUL USES OF MILITARY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT

S.
No. Military R+D

‘Peaceful R+D

1. CHEMICAL §
BIOLOGICAL WARFARE

2, NUCLEAR MILITARY
PROGRAMME
3. CIVIL ENGINEERING

INSTITUTES FOR
DEFENCE WORK

High yielding varieties of staple
food;

-Edible profein;

Pest § Vector Control;

Communicable 'diseases control.

Nuclear energy R&D;

Nuclear explosion for stimulation
of gas and oil reservoirs and
for fracturing of ore bodies;

Nuclear . explosions for large
civil engineering projects:

RESEARCH ON:

i. Small' and medium Nuclear
Power reactors for developin
countries. : :

'vii.. Agro-Industrial complexes.
iii.  Desalination

" Urban renewal in general:

Research on  indigenous building
and - construction materials for
developing countries;

 Housing construction method for

quicker, lower <cost production

‘of houses for developing countries;



MILITARY AEROSPACE
RESEARCH, ENGINEE-
RING, ELECTRONICS
§ TELECOMMUNI-
CATIONS

EARLY DETECTION
OF ICBMs BY
SATELLITE
NETWORK
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Urban waste disposal, sanitary
equipment and pollution.

Highways, railroa'ds , airports
for both developed and deve-
loping countries.

Appropriate aircraft and airport
facilities for developing countries;

Artificial organs and limbs;

Recording “of human organs' fun-

. ctions for diagnostic and moni-

toring purposes.

Models of vital organs (teaching
purpose);

Observation of various health
parameters by means of tele-
metric technology

Environmental health monitoring;
Improvement of various laboratory

control methods through automated
instrumentations;

I ‘m'pr‘o‘\"ement of pharmaceutical

control;

Natural resources surveys by
remote . sensing from . aircraft

. or satellites;

:Fuél cells;

Solar energy; _

.vGeother mal energy.

Natural disasters warning and
meteorological research on tropi-

. cal cyclines.

Natural disasters warning systems;

Broadcasting, television



MILITARY TELE-

COMMUNICATIONS
AGENCIES AND
INSTITUTIONS

MILITARY SPACE
TECHNOLOGY

SYSTEM ANALYSIS
TECHNIQUES AND
COMPUTER TECHNO-
LOGY USED FOR
MILITARY, AERO-
SPACE AND
NUCLEAR OPERA-
TIONS, MILITARY
COMPUTERISED
DATA BANKS

NAVAL RE-
SEARCH
INSTITUTES

MILITARY
ENGINEERING
PROGRAMMES

BT Non-pollutive
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Communication’ Satellites for
education and training.

Telephones

System anélysis techniques and
computer technology applied
to development problems including
health planning and operations;
Computer aided instructions;
Training progrémme_s on computers,
data processing ' and programming
in developing countries;

Science and Technology information
system for developing countries;

Transfer of 'vTechn‘olkogy.

Ocean ‘shipvping and ports of
developing countries;
Off-sh_orq pii exploration;
Mineral resources and the sea;
Tidal ‘Power‘;.

Fish. Research Assessment ;

Aquaculture . Research and Develop-

ment.

~_HUMAN ENVIRONMENT:

sources of
energy. ‘

ii. Recycling of waste

iii. Research on Non-pollutive
resources of energy.
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11.

12,

13.

14.

ARMAMENT

INDUSTRIES UNDER

CONTRACTS BY
THE MILITARY -

MILITARY INSTI-
TUTES FOR
RESEARCH ON
FOOD SUPPLIES

MILITARY
INSTITUTES FOR
PETROLEUM

MILITARY
VEHICLES
RESEARCH

RELEASE OF
CLASSIFIED. .

INFORMATION

ARMED FORCES
TRAINING
PROGRAMME
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Industrial  Research and  Design
. applied to local materials of
~"developing countries - glass

" and ceramics:

Metallurgical processing:
Industrial Chemicals:

Household- chemlcals for personal
hyglemc use;

Processing of natural fibres;
Plant and equipment design;
Appropriate technology:

Industrial Researvch.

Storage and preservation of agri-
cultural products.

Research,. exploration and deve-
lopment of petroleum and gas.

Design of automoblles adoPted
to the needs of developing coun-

tries;

Efforts on .man of
vibration.

noise and

Advances . in . peaceful
number of .areas;

research

Transfer of teéhnology;
Science and Technology Education;

Imprbvemént and strengthening of

in

any

Science

Teaching on Secondary Schools in develo-

ping countries;

‘Bu11d1ng up scientific and technologlcal
-capacnty



15.

MILITARY
RESEARCH IN
PHYSIOLOGY,
PATHOLOGY,
AND

HYGIENE
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Nutritional Programmes;
Health hazards of climate;

Occupational hazards and personal
protection; '

Re-adoption process;

Re-animation;

Mentél Health Research;

Health hazards of ultrasonic waves;

Plastic Surgery and Burns;

22 2 3
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ANNEXURE - 1I

GENERAL ASSEMBLY RESOLUTIONS SINCE 1971

Res.3075(XXVIII) ~ Adopted without vote at
the 6th December, 1973 the 2192nd plenary meeting

Economic -and Social Consequences of Armaments Race and
its Extremely Harmful Effects on World Peace and Security.

(Endorses the conclusion of the Report of Secretary-General
(A/8469/REv.1). that a substantial reduction in military expen-
ditures of all countmes particularly of those whose military
expenditures are the highest, should be brought about as
soon as possible.

Res.3462(XXX)the Ad‘opted without vote at the
11th December, 1975 2437 plenary meeting.

Economic and Social Consequences of Armaments Race -and
its Extremely Harmful Effects on. World Peace and Security.

(Requests on undating of the - 1972 ‘Report of the Secretary-
General A/8469/Res.l)

Res.31/68 the : Adopted without vote at the
10th December, 1976 96th plenary meeting.

Effective measures to Implementmg the Purposes and Objectives
of the Disarmament Decade.

(Refer to the need for intensifying efforts in support of
the 1link between Disarmament and -Development, so as to
ensure that the human and material resources freed by dis-
armament, are used to promote the economic and social deve-
lopment, particularly in developing countries.

Res.32/75 the ' Adopted without vote at the
12th December, 1977 100th plenary meeting

Economic and Social Consequences of Arms Race and Military
Expenditures. :

(Welcomes with satisfaction the Report. of the Secretary Gene-
ral on the Economic and Social Consequences of Arms Race
and Military Expenditures A/32/88 Rev.l)
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Res.32/88 A the Adopted without vote at the
12th December, 1977 100th plenary meeting

Special Session of General Assembly devoted to Disarmament.

(Refers to a curtailment of Expenditures on Armaments in facilita-
ting the availability of greater resources for economic and social
development, particularly. to the developing countries and endorses
the recommendations of the Preparatory Committee for the Special
session of the General Assembly on Disarmament to initiate an
in-depth study of the relationship between disarmament and deve-

lopment.)
Res.5-10/2 the Adopted without vote at the
30th June, 1978 27th plenary meeting.

Final Document of the Tenth Special Sessmn of the General Assem-
bly.

(Refers to the relationship between disarmament and development
and the decision to carry out'a study on the subject.)

Res.33/62 the | Adopted . without vote at the
14th December, 1978 : 84th plenary meeting.

Effective Measures to Implement the Purposes and Objectives
of the Disarmament Decade. | |

(Refers to the need to continue to promote the link between the
‘strategy for disarmament and the 'strategy for development in
view of the close . relationshlp between disarmament and develop-

“ment., )
Res.33/71 I the: - - : ~'Adopted without vote at the
14th December, 1978 ‘ ‘ 84th plenary meeting

.-Disarmament and Development

(Transmits Proposal for - an Internatlonal Disarmament Fund for
Development to the Experts Group nominated by the Secretary-
General for preparing a study on the Relationship between dis-
armament and Development.)

33/71 N the el . A thout t t th
ﬁfﬁ') December, 1978 B BEt%tS?en‘g%‘y orlfllee&%ge 4 ©
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New Philosophy on Disarm_amént

(Notes the changing concepfs of Disarmament in the light
of its effects on global dimensions of development.)

Res.33/91 I the , | Adopted without vote at the
16th December, 1978 "~ 86th plenary meeting
Disarmament and International Security

(Refers in the close relationship between Disarmament,
International :Security and Development).

Res.34/83 F the Adopted without vote at the
11th December, 1979 ' 97th plenary meeting

- Freezing and Reduction of Military Budgets

(Refers to creating increased possibilities for a re-allocation
of resources currently being used for military purposes
for economic and' social development, particularly for
the benefit of developing countries).

Res.34/84 K the | ' Adopted without vote at the
11th December, 1979 _ 97th plenary meeting

Studyv on the Relationship between Disarmament and Develop-

ment). :

(Takes note of the Interim Réport of the Experts Group
appointed by the Secretary-General for preparing thje

Study.)
Res.35/141 the Adopted without Voté at the
12th December, 1980 . 94th plenary meeting

Economic and Social Conseqhence's of Arms Race and its
Extremely Harmful Effects on the World Peace and Security).

(Requests an update of the 1977 Report of the Secretary-
General on the Economic and Social Conseguences of Arms
Race and Military Expenditures (A/32/88 Rev.l) and refers
to the arms race, particularly in nuclear arms, and mili-
tary expenditures absorbing enormous material and human
resources, which represents a heavy burden for the people
of all countries). ‘

Res.35/142 A the : Adop‘téd without vote at the
12th December, 1980 94th plenary meeting
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Reduction in Military,"budgets'

(Re-interates its appeal to all states, to exercise self-
restraint in their military expenditures with a view to
re-allocating the funds thus saved to economic social deve-
lopment, particularly for the benefit of developing countries.

.Res.36/82 A the Adopted without vote at the
9th December, 1981 9lst plenary meeting

Reduction in Military Budgets

(Refers to reduction in military e.xpenditures and re-allo-

cation of funds thus saved to the economic and social

developments. )
Res.36/92 G the Adop‘ted without vote at the
9th December, 1981 91st plenary meeting

Study on the Relationship between Disarmament and Develop-

ment: Report of the Secretary- General

(Study received and commended by the General Assembly.)
Res.30/70 the Adopted without vote at the
9th December, 1982 101st plenary meeting

Economic and Social -Consequen'ce's of Arms Race and its

Extremely Harmful Effects on World Peace § Security.
Res.37/95 A the = ‘Adopted without vote at the
9th December, 1982 101st plenary meeting

Reductio in Military Budgets

(Preamble mentions the link between

Disarmament and Development )
Res.38/71 B the B " Adopted without vote at the
15th December, 1983 97th plenary meeting

Relationship between D1sarman’1ent and.
- Development :

(Invites Governments to communicate views and proposals
concerning the relationship- between Disarmament and Deve-
lopment; takes note -of the investigation wundertaken by
the UN Institute for Disarmament Research on modalities
of an International - Disarmament Fund for Development;
requests the Disarmament Commission to take appropriate
recommendations. )’
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Res.38/184 A the P Adopted without vote at the
15th December, 1983 ‘ 103rd plenary  meeting

Reduction of Military Budgets
(Refers to re-allocation of resources released through
the reduction of military expenditures to economic and

social development.)

Res.39/151 C the ' , Adopted without vote at the
-17th December, 1984 . 102nd plenary meeting

Study on the Conventional Disarmament

(Study received and noted with satisfaction by the General

Assembly.)
. Res.39/160 the Adopted wihout vote at the
17th December, 1984 - 102nd plenary meeting

Relationship bet ween Disarmament and Development

(Takes note of the Report of Disarmament Commission in
pursuance of the Resolution 38/71 B and decides to convene
an International Conference on  the Relationship between
" Disarmament and Development and sets-up a Preparatory
Committee.) : ‘

Res.49/94 E the Adopted without vote at the
12th December, 1985 113the plena_ry meeting

Study on the Concepts of Security

(Commends the study and its. conclusions to the attention
of all Member States.) .

Res.40/55 the Adopted without vote at the
16th December, 1985 1117th plenary meeting

Relationship between Disarmament and Development
(Approves the ' Report of the "P'réparatory Committee and
extends its mandate to make substantive preparations for

the International Conference on the Relationship between
Disarmament and Development.).

L2 £ 223
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ANNEXURE-I11

DRAFT FOR A FINAL DOCUMENT OF THE CONFERENCE

Preamble

1. Disarmanent and development are two of the most urgent challen-
ges facing the word today. They constitute priority concerns of the
international community in which all nations- developed and develop-
ing, big and small, nuclear and non nulcear- have a common and
equal stake, Disarmanent and development are two pillars on which
enduring international peace and security can be built. The reasons
for seeking disarmanent have ' become even more compelling than
ever before as the contmumg global military expenditure stand
in sombre contrast to the “state of the world economy. The rate
of growth in developed countries remains modest. Developing coun=
tries find themselves trapped in development and debt crises. Inter-
national economic relations are severely strained -and many facets
of multilateral economic co-operation have weakened. The international
monetary, financial and trading systems stand threatened.

2. The contmuing arms race is absorbmg far too great a proportion
of the world's human, financial, natural and technological resources,
placing a heavy burden on the economies of all countries, and affec-
ting international flow of trade, finance and technology in addition
to hindering the process of confidence-building among States. Coming
close to the staggering figure of $1 trillion a year, the global mili-
tary expenditure is in dramatic -contrast to economic and social
underdevelopment, to the misery and poverty afflicting more than
two' thirds of mankind and to the continuing crisis of the world
economic system. Thus, there is a commonallty of interests in finding
ways of reducing these expenditures o :

3. The United Nations has played a central role for the promotion
of both disarmanent and development. The States Members of the
United Nations have assumed solemn obllgations to combat underdevelop-
ment and achieve security at lower levels of armaments. The United
Nations has also had a long history of xamining the relationship
between disarmanent and development. The convening, under the
aegis of the United Nations, of the first ever International Conference
on the Relationship between Disarmanent and Development is a land-
mark in this process. ‘

4. The Governments participating in this Conference, desirous
of: S

(a) Enhancing and strengthening the commitment of the interna-
tional community to disarmanent and development and giving impetus
to renewed effort in both these fields;

(b) Raising world consciousness that true and lasting security
in this mter‘dependent world demands rapld progress in both dis-
armament and development ; ;
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(c) Directing global spotlight at a -high political level on the
implications of world-wide military spending close to $1 trillion
a year against the sombre background of the present world economic
situation;

(d) Looking at disarmament, development and security in their
relationship in the context of the interdependence of nations, interre-
lationship among issues and mutuality.of interests;

(e) Taking greater account of this relationship in political
decision-making; Co

(f) Furthering the international communify s collective knowledge
of the military and non-military threats to- secur1ty.

have adopted this final document.

Role of the United Nations

5. One of the objectives enshrined in 'the Charter of the United
Nations is "to promote the establishment and maintenance of inter-
national peace and security with the least dlversmns for armaments
of the world's human and economic resources". The States Members
of the ‘United Nations have also expressed their determination.*¥to
employ international machinery for the promotion of the economic
and social advancement of all peoples". At the first special session
of the General Assembly devoted to disarmanent, the Member States
declared. *The time has therefore come...to seek security in disar-
mament" . At the beginning of this decade, Governments-Members
of the United Nations-launched the international Development Strategy.
for . the 1980s, as "a .vast undertaking, involving the entire inter-
national community . for the promotien of international development
and co-operation." .In doing so, they reaffirmed "solemnly their
determination to establlsh a new mternatmnal economic order".

6. A variety of proplosals by a polltlcally and geographically
broad spectrum of Member States -have demonstrated their interest
in the relationship between disarmament and development since the
early days of the United Nations. In recent years, there has been
-an increased  understanding of this relationship, in no small measure
due to the expert studies and reports prepared by the United Nations.-
In particular, thg 1981 Secretary-General's report on disarmament
and . development' the periodic reports on the economic and social
consequencies ‘of the arms race and of military expendlture and
‘those’ on the reduction of m111tary budget have all contributed to
a growing ‘awarenéss of the urgent issues at stake in their entirety -
and interdependence. In the past the contrast between the global
military expenditure and the unmet socio-economic needs had provided
a strong moral appeal for relating disarmament to development.
“Today exists a growing recognition that there is a strong politico-
economic case for it since both overarmanent and underdevelopment
- constitute threats to international peace and security. '
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Review of the relationship between disarmament and development
in all its aspects and dimensions  with .a view to reaching appro-
priate conclusions.

7. Disarmament and development are distinct processes. Each
should be pursued vigorously .regardless of the pace of progress
in the other; one should not be made a hostage to the other. Prob-
lems of development cannot wait for the release of resources from
the disarmament process. Similarly, disarmament has its own impera-

tive separate from the purpose of releasing resources for develop-
ment.

8. Disarmament and -development are also closely interrelated.
There 1is a multidimensional relationship of a politico-economics
nature between disarmament and development. Each of them can have
an impact on the regional and global 'situations in such a way as
to create an environment conducive-to the promotion of the other.
The relationship between disarmament and development in large parl
derives from the fact that continuing arms race and development

compete for the same finite resources ‘both at the -national and inter-
national levels.

9. In a world of finite resources, it is difficult to pursue develop-
ment to the optimal 1level "without disarmament. Considering the
present resource constraints of both developed and developing count-
ries, world military spending is an area that can afford resources
in a range and volume sufficient to meet the developmental challenges
of the modern world. ‘isarmament can assist the process of develop-
ment. not only by making additional resources available but also
by its positive impact on the global economy and the international
economic system, particularly - by facilitating the changes and adjust-
ments needed to put the global economy on a path of sustained growth
and' development. It can create conditions conducive to promoting
economic and technological co-operatlon and ‘pursuing the objectives
of a new mternatlonal economic order.

10. On the other hand just and equitable growth and development,
and partlcularly the alleviation of poverty, can contribute signifi-
cantly to a secure and stable environment at the national, regional,
and international levels and facilities the task of nation-building
which, turn, can reduce the need for armament.

11. In the relationship between - disarmament and development,
security plays a crucial role. Progress in any of these areas would
have a positive effect on the others, ~whereas. lack of progress
in any of these would have a negative effect on the other two.

12. Security is an overriding priority for all nations. It is a
fundamental prereqmsue for both dlsarmament and development which
also contribute in different ways to the strengthening of security.
Enhanced security can, on the one hand, create conditions conducive



95

to disarmament and, on the other hand, provide the environment
and confidence for the successful pursu1t of development. The develp-
ment process, by overcoming non-military threats to security and
contributing to a more. stable and sustainable international system,
can enhance security and thereby promote arms reduction and dis-
armament. ‘

13. Member States seek security by exercising their inherent
right to individual and .:.collective self-defence. The judgement as
to the level of arms essential, for its security rests with each nation
individually. However, the purusit of national security regardless:
of its impact on the security of others can create general insecurity,
thereby, thereby endangering the very security it aims at promo-
ting. This is even more so in the context of apprehensions expressed
over the likely climatic consequences of a nuclear conflict.

14. There is a widespread belief that the world is overarmed
and security is possible at a substantially  reduced level of arms
buildup. Moreover, continued ‘arms race means a growing threat
to international peace and security and even to the very survival
of mankind. The nuclear and conventional arms buildup threatens
to stall the efforts aimed at reaching the goals of development

and to become an obstacle on the road of achlevmg the new inter-
national economic order.

15. A peaceful and secure international environment is 1ndlspensable
for pursuing development. The use or threat of use of force in
international relations, external intervention' armed aggression and
foreign occupation, violation of territorial integrity and national
sovereignty, and encroachment of the right of all nations to pursue
their economic ‘and social development free from outside interference

constitute some of the military threats to international peace and
security today.

16. Recently, non-military threats to security have moved to
the forefront of global concern. Underdevelopment, maldevelopment
and declining prospects for development constitute standing threats
to securlty The world can hardly be regarded as secure so long
as there is polarization of wealth and poverty. Mass poverty, illi-
teracy, disease, squalor and malnutrition’ afflicting a majority of
the: world's population often become the cause of social strain,
tension and strife. The degradation -of .the environment endangers
life on our planet. The existence, at the same time, of the pressing
need and physical scarcity of raw materials has the potentiality
of leading to confrontations. The problems besetting the world economy

and the international economic system also 'constitute a threat to
global security.. :

17. Growing interdependence among nations, interrelationship among
global issues, mutuality of interests,  collective. approach responding
to the needs of humanity as a whole and multilateralism provide
the international frame-work within which the relationship between
disarmament, development and security should be shaped.

Implications of the level and magnitude of the continuing military
expenditures, in particular those of the- nuclear- -weapon States and
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other military important States, for- the world economy and the
international economic and social situation, particul rly for develop-

ing countries, and elaboration of appropmate recommendatlons for
- remedial measures.

18. The current level of global military spending, incurred world-
wide in pursuit of real and perceived -security interests, represents
a real increase of betwgen four and five times since the end of
the Second World War. It also reflects 6 per cent of world output

and is over 25 times as large as all 0ff1c1al development assmtance
to developing countries. '

19. The bulk of the global military spending remains concentrated
among industrialized countries which are also mostly accountable
for the latest increases. The developing countries account for a
major share of the arms imports, although  the rate of increase
in imports by them.has declmed since 1982. The trade is dominated
by a handful of developed countries. The adverse development impli-
cations of such transfers -outweight gains to the immediate trade
benefits to the suppliers and securlty gains to the recipients.

20. By 1985, global expenditure on military research and develop-
ment was approximately one. quarter of that incurred on all research
and development. In its latest phase, the rate of increase in spending
in military research and development has been higher than that
of military expenditure as awhole. A few developed countries carry
out almost all the world military research and development.

21. Since the beginning of the. 1980s, 'global military expenditure
has been growing on an average at a much faster rate than during
the second half of the 1970s. During this period the growth in
military spending has also been faster than that of world output.

22. The current level and trends in global military expenditure
stand in sombre contrast to the state of the world economy which
is characterized by violent -exchange rate fluctuations, persistent
higher rates of interest, currency misalignments, a decline in flows
of resources in real terms to developing countries from official
sources and lack of response from private sources of financing,
increasing discrimination and lack = of transparency of the world
trading, system, rising protectionism and the wvirtual collapse of
the commodity prices. Recently, developing countries have been
making a net transfer of financial resources to the developed coun-

tries. The  aggregate debts of. developing countries had reached
$1 trillion in 1986.

23. Diversion of resources for military purpose always amounts
tc a commensurate reduction of resources for the civilian sector.
. In the context of current resource] constraints and the higher rates
of such diversion, this opportunity cost is becoming increasingly
larger. It is estimated that $US 14 trillion at 1983 prices have
‘been spent .for military purposs since 1960. Durmg this period the
increase in the world output was $8.6 trillion. Thus, since 1960,
military. expenditure has absorbed all" the economic growth and more.
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24. The opportunity cost -of military expenditures is borne both
by developed and developing countries, as there is a pressing need
for additional resources for development in both groups of countries.
In developing countries, close to 1 billien people are below the
poverty line, 780 million people are under-nourished, 850 million
are illiterate, 1.5 billion have no access to medical facilities,
an equally large number are unemployed, and 1 billion people are
inadequately housed. In developed countries, resources are required
for meeting the priority needs of urban renewal, development of
non-conventional sources of  energy, protectlon of the environment,
restoration of some of the infrastructures and the protection of
the welfare system. The developing countries are doubly affected;
first in proportion to the expenditure  they incur themselves, and
again due to the disturbing effect of military expenditure of the

industrial countries as their economic 1nteract10n with these countries
is crucial.

25. Opportunity cost of military "expenditures should be seen
not only in financial terms but also in' terms of real resources.
The military sector consumes a significant proporuon of world energy

resource and non-energy minerals and diverts skilled manpower and
industrial production.

26 Mllitary expendlture also 1nvolves sizeable diversion of scien-
tific and technical resources. As 1nnovation and research are prin-
cipal stimulants to' growth,. these resources are needed for develop-
ment; for augmenting agrlcultural production and prov1d_1ng other
basic needs in developing countries; for opéning new energy poten-
tials; for preventing the depletlon of supply of raw materials and
protecting the env1ronment

27. The problem with military spending is that it provides little
basis for future production, Military goods are generally destroyed
or soon used up. True, there may be some civilian by-products
'of military research and training but that is a poor route to follow

in order to enhance the stock of- human capital. There are better
direct non-military routes. ' : '

28. Military-related productlon tends to be capital-intensive,
creating fewer jobs than ‘would result if an equivalent amount of
_public funds had  been spent-in ‘the ‘civilian  sector. Inefficiency
associated with the non-competitive conditions of the military market
place has a negative effect throughout the economy, including produc—
tivity and cost, and on its competitive position in the international
market. Allocation of 6 per cent of the gross national product - (GNP)
for military purposes does not tell the full story. It also contributes
to the inefficient allocation 'of the remaining %4 per cent of the
world's resources. Experience has shown that for most of the period
since the Second World War, the economic performance of those
economies which have been spending less on defence relative to
GNP has been better as measured in terms of real rate of growth,

investment in productive capacity and growth in manufacturing produc-
tivity.
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29. Global military expenditure has an impact in the world econo-
my through the interrelationship between the global micro-economic
variables. It is very difficult to understand the present unstable
and serious world economic situation without taking into account
the current levels of military expenditure. Similarly, the current
imbalance between military expenditure and resources to meet civilian
needs is bound to figure prominently in any strategy for the manage-
ment of the world economy with a view to imparting it growth and
stability.

Ways and means of releasing additional. resources through disarma-
ment measures, for development purposes. in particular in favour
of developing countries.

' 30. Apart from promoting international peace and security, dis-
armament measures can improve the enV1ronment for pursuing deve-
lopment. They can do so: ~

(a) -At the national level, by means of ' releasing resources from
the military to the civilian sector;

(b) At the regional and i.nternationpal_' levels, by creating favourable
conditions for international  economic, scientific and technical co-
operation and by providing a part of the resources released for

the development of ° develdpmg oountrles. ‘both on a bilateral and
. multilteral bas1s

31. Resources released as a result of disarmament measures should
be devoted ‘to the economic’ and social development of all nations
and contribute to the br*idging of the economic gap between developed
and developing countries. - These resources should be additional to
‘those otherwise avallable for a331stance to developing countries.

32. Release of additional resources through disarmament measures,
particularly for the benefit of developing countries, would involve
transfer among economies at different levels of development. Several
economic and statistical projections of the global economy have
~demonstrated such a transfer of even a part of the released resources
to be in the interest of both industrialized and developing countries.
However, a number of other policy méasures, at the national, subre-
gional, regional and international levels, have to be taken for these
resources to have an optimal impact on the development process
and for this mutuality of interest to be fully realized. Working
towards disarmament which could redirect substantial financial and
human resources towards development is not encugh; greater emphasis
needs to be put on the adoption of an appropriate international

development strategy as a vital stablllzing element in international
relations. :

33. Benefits of releasing resources ‘through disarmament measures
need not be confined to mobilizing additional resources for the deve-
loping countries. Among the developed countries too, there is consi-
derable interest in economic adjustments at higher levels of out-
put and in supply expansion. The goals of social welfare also remain
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in some industrial countries. Nevertheless, ‘increased incomes. for
individuals and enterprises in developed countries due to reductions

in arms- spendlng would benefit developmg countries by increasing
their export earnings.

34. Resources released by disarmament should not be seen merely
in terms of enhanced prospects for financial transfers to developing
countries., The disarmament dividend comes in a variety of other
equally, if not more, important forms. These include trade expansion,
technological transfers, more efficient utilization of global resources,
more effective and dynamic international division of labour, reduction
of public debt and budgetary deficits, and increased flow of resour-
ces through commercial and other® private sources. However, the
importance of an increase in the magnltude and predictability of

the flows of resources to developlng countries cannot be under-
estimated.

35. Past experience has shown that adjustment problems arising
in the process of conversion from military to civilian production
are generally not long lasting. Conversion of the modern technology -
intensive military industry may present some problems and involve
initial expenditure. However, these problems should not prove insur-
mountable if conversion is well planned.

Action Programme

36. The Governments participating in this Conference reaffirm
their commitments in the fields of - disarmament and development
and reiterate their determination to adopt both individually and
collectively, appropriate measures to implement these commitments.

These will include bilateral and’ reglonal -initiatives for resolving
conflicts and conflict .situations.

37. They recognise the need to ensure an’ effective and mutually
reinforcing relationship between disarmament and development and
to give practical expression to it through 'specific measures at the
national, regional and global levels, in these and related fields,
with a view to strengthening 1nternat10na1 peace and security.

38. They also reaffirm their commitment, in principle, to allocate
for purposes . of 'socio-economic' development, particularly of the

developing countries, a portion of resources released through measures
of arms limitation and dlsarmament '

39. In this connection‘ they will glve further consideration to:

(a) The adoption of measures. to reduce the level and magnitude
of military expenditure as  an approach to disarmament and as a

means of releasing additional resources for social and- economic deve-
' lopment, particularly of the developing countries;

(b) The establlshment of ‘international financial 'mechamsm to
facilitate the transfer of resources released through disarmament-
related measures for socm—economlc development, specially of the
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developing countries, taking due account of the existing capabilities
of the United Nations agencies and insitutions currently engaged
in the international transfer of resources;

(c) The possibility of using the human and technical resources
and the expertise of the armed forced of individual countries, in
emergency humanitarian relief ‘operations.

40. They‘ will consider

(a) Making .advance‘;"'“p“rffe'pérétions‘ for conversion and undertaking
studies and planning for this purpose;

(b) Undertaking studies to identify and .publicize the benefits
that could be derived from the re-allocation of military resources;

(c) Making the results of experience in, and preparations for,
solving the problems of conversion in -their respective countries
available to other countries.

‘41, They agreed to

(a) Make assessments of 'the'political "and security requirements
and of the level of their military spending so as to keep the public

informed on the subject and on the problem of reducing these expen-
dltures. :

(b) Assess the nature and volume of resources which may be
released through arms limitation and ‘disarmament. measures;

(c) Carry out analysises of the economic ‘and social consequences

of their military spending and to inform their public opinion about
them. ‘

42. They recognized that informed public opinion has an invalua-
ble role to play in helping to promote the objective of disarma-
ment and development and creating an awarenes of ‘the relationship
between disarmament, development and security. They, therefore,

agreed to take appropiate measures. to keep the public informed
in this regard. :

43. They emphasized the need to strengthen the central role
of the United Nations is disarmament and development and in promo-
ting an interrelated perspective of these issues within the overall
objective of promoting international peace and security.

44, They requested the Secretary-'Geneba,l of the United Nations
to intensify his efforts to foster and co-ordinate the incorporation

of disarmament-development perspective in the activities of the
United Nations system. ' o

45. The United Nations should undertake, on a regular basis,
global analysis of the impact of military -expenditure on the world
~economy and the international economic system.
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46. The United nations should make"gfeater efforts to promoic
collective knowledge of the non-military threats to international
security.

47. Improved data base is necessary for facilitating studies and
analysis by the United Nations, as well as at the national level.
To this end, all Member States should provide full and objective
information on their military bnudgets to the United Nations according
to agreed and comparable defmltlons of the specific components
of these  budgets. In this-connection, 'the work under way in the
United Nations for a systematic examination of various problems
of defining, reporting comparing and verlfymg mllitary budget dala
should be intensified.

48. Consideration should be given to the idea of creating an
"observatory" to follow the growth of military budgets.

49, The United Nations should facilitate an international exchange
of views and experience in the field of conversion. The organisations
within the United Nations system should prepare studies on how
they can support -conVersion‘aCt'iVities in their respective fields.

50. The United Nations and the specialized agencies should give
increased emphasis, ‘in -their disarmament-related. public information
and education activities, to the disarmament-development perspective,
and in particular to the implications of the global military expendi-

ture for national economies, for the world economy and international
economic relations.

51. The General Assembly. of the United Nations is requested
to make arrangements for undertaking a periodic review of the imp-
lementation .of this Action Programme.

sk
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ANNEXURE-IV

FINAL DOCUMENT ADOPTED BY THE CONFERENCE
PLENARY ON 11.9.87

Preamble

The State participating in the International Conference on the
Relationship between Desarmament and Development, desirous of:

(a) Enhancing and strengthening the commitment of the international
community to disarmament and development and glvmg 1mpetus to renewed
efforts in both these fields; .

(b) Raisin world consciousness that true -and lasting peace and
security in this interdependent world rapld progress in both disar-
mament and development; : :

(c) Directing global attention at a high "poii'tical level on the impli-

cations of worldwide military spending against the sombre background
of the present world economic situation: -

(d) Looking at disarmament, deVelQprﬁ‘ent and security in their
relationship in the context of the interdependent of nations, interre-
lationship among issues and mutuality of interests;

(e) TakKing greater account of the relatonship between disarmament
and development in. political decision-making;

(f) Furthering ‘the international community's collective knowledge
of the military ‘and non-military threats to security;

adopt the following Final Document:

1. In the Charter of the United Nations, Member States have under-
taken to promote the establishment and maintenance of - international
peace and security with'the least diversion for armaments of the world's
human and economic resources. The Members States also express in
the Charter . their determination to employ international machinery for
the promotion of the economic and social advancement of all peoples.

The United Nations has thus a central role to play for the promonon
of both disarmament and” development

2. D1sarmament and development are two of the most urgent challen-
ges facing the world today. They constitute priority concerns of
the international community in which all nations-developed and develop-
ing, ‘big and small nuclear and non-nuclear-have a common and equal
stake. Disarmament and development are two pillars on which enduring
international peace and security can be built.

3. The continuing arms race is absorbing far too great a proportion
of the world's human, financial, natural and technological resources,
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placing a heavy burden on the economies of all countries and affecting
the international flow of trade, finance and technology, in addition
to hindering the process of confidence-building among States. The
global military expenditure are. in dramatic contrast to economic and
social underdevelopment and to the misery and proverty afflicting
more than two thirds of mankind. Thus, there is commonality of inte-
rests in seeking security at lower levels. of armaments and flndlngs
ways of reducing these expenditures.

4. The world can either continue to pursue the arms race with
characteristc vigour or move consciously and with deliberate speed
towards a more stable and balanced. social  and economic development

within a more sustainable international economic and political order;
it cannot do both.

5. Global interest in the relationship between disarmament and
development is reflected in proposals by a politically and geographi-
cally broad spectrum of States. since the early ‘days of  the United
Nations. There is an increasing . understanding of this relationship,

in part due to the expert studles and r‘eports prepared by the United
Nations. ‘

6. The .contrast between the global military expenditures and the
unmet socio-economic needs provides a . compelling moral appeal for
relating disarmament to development. There is also a growing recognition
that both over-armament“and underdevelopment constitute threats to
international peace and security.:

7. The convening under the aegis of the United Nations of this
International. Conference on the Relationship between Disarmament and
Development- is a-landmark in the process of undertaking, at a political

- level, the multilateral consideration of the relationship between dlsarma-
ment and development. ‘

Relatlonshlp between dlsarmament and development in "all its .aspects
and dlmensmns

8. While disarmament and development both strengthen international
kpeace and security and promote. prosperity, they are distinct proce-
sses. Each should be pursued vigorously regardless of the progress
in the other; one should not be made a hostage to the other. Pursuit
of development cannot wait for the release or resources from disarma-
ment. Similarly, disarmament. has its own imperative separate from
the purpose of releasing resources for de\rjelopment.v

9. However, disarmament and development have a close and multi-
dimensional relationship. Each of them can have an impact at the
national, regional and global level in such a way as to create an
environment conducive to the promotion of the other.

10. The relationship between disarmament and development in part
derives from the fact that the continuing global arms. race and develop-
ment compete for the same finite resources at both the national and
inter-national levels. The allocation of massive rersources for armaments
impedes the pursuit of development to its optimal level.
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11. Considering the present resource constraints of both developed
and developing countries, reduced world military spending could contri-
bute significantly to development. Disarmament can assist the process
of development not only by releasing additional resources but also
by positively affecting the global economy. It can create conditions
conducive to promoting equitable economic and technological co-operation
and to pursuing the objectives of a new international economic order.

12. Real economic growth as well as sjust and equitable development,
and particuarly the elimination of poverty, are necessary for a secure
and stable environment at the national, regional and international levels.
They can reduce tensions and conflicts and the need for armament.

13. In the relationship between disarmament and development, secu-

rity plays a crucial role. Progress in any of these areas would have
a positive effect on the others. '

14. Security is an overriding priority for all nations. It is also
fundamental for both disarmament and development. But Security consi-
sts does not only of military, but also political economic, social,
humanitarian and human rights and ecologlcal aspects. Enhanced security
can, on the one hand create conditions conducive to disarmament and
on the other provide the environment and  confidence for the success-
ful pursuit of development. The development process, by overcoming
non-military threats to security and  contributing to a more stable
and. sustainable international system, can enhance security and thereby
promote arms reduction ‘and disarmament. Disarmament would enhance
security both directly and indirectly. A process of disarmament that
provides for 'undiminished security at  progressively lower levels of
armaments could allow additional resources to be devoted to addressing

non-military challenges to security, &nd thus result in enhanced overall
security.

'15. An effective implementation of the collective security provisions
of the Charter of the United Nations would enhance international peace
and security and thus, reduce the need of Member States to seek secu-
rity by exercising their 1nherent right of individual or collective
self-defence, also recognized by ‘the Charter. The judgement as to
‘the level of arms and  military expenditures essential for its security
rests with each nation. However, the pursuit of national security regad-
less of its impact on theg security of others can create overall interna-
tional insecurity, thereby underminmg the very security it aims at

promoting. This is even more ‘'so in the context of the catastrophic
consequences of a nuclear war.

16. It is widely accepted that the world is overarmed and that
security should be sought at substantially lower levels of armaments.
The continued arms race in all its dimensions, and its spreading into
new areas, pose a growing threat to international peace and security
and even to the very survial of mankind. Moreover, global military
spending on nuclear and conventmnal arms threatens to stall the efforts

aimed at reaching the goals of development so necessary to overcome
non-military threats to peace and securlty
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17. The use of threat of use of force .in international relations,
external intervention, armed aggression foreign occupation, colonial
" domination, policies of Apartheid and all forms of racial discrimi-
nation, violation of territorial integrity, of national soverignty,
of the right to self-determination, and the encroachment of the
right of all nations to pursue their economic and social development
free from outside interference constitute threats to international
peace and security International security will be guaranteed in turn
to the extent that peaceful and negotiated solutions to regional -confli-
cts are promoted.

18. Recently, non-military threats .to security have moved to
the forefront of global concern. Underdevelopment and declining
prospects for development, as well as mismanagement and waste
of resources, constitute challenges to security. The -degradation
of the environment presents a threat to. sustainable development.
The world can hardly be regarded as secure so long as there is
polarization of wealth and poverty at the national and international
levels. Gros and systematic violations of human rights retard genine
socio-economic development and create tensions which contribute
to instability. Mass poverty, illiteracy, .disease, squalor and mal-
nutrition afflicting a large proportion of the word's population often
become the cause of social strain, tension and strife.

19. Growmg interdependence among nations. interrelationship among
global issues, mutuality of interests, collective approach responding
to the needs of humanity as a whole and multilateralism provide
the international framework within which the relationship between
disarmament, development and security should be shaped.

Implications of the level and magnitu'd.e ~of the continuing military
expenditure, in particular those of the nuclear-weapon States and
other militarily importa‘nt States, for the world economy and the

international economic and social 31tuat10n partlcuarly for developing
countries.

20. The current level of global m111tary spendlng in pursuit of
security interests represents a real increase of between four -and
five times since the end of the Second World War. It also reflects
approximately 6 per cent _of ..the world gross domestic product and
has been estimated to be more than 20 times-as large as all official
development assistance to developing countries. During the 1980s,
global military expenditure has grown on an average at a faster
rate thand uring the second half of the 1970s.

21. The bulk of global military spending remains concentrated
‘among some developed countries that also carry out almost all the
world's military research and development. It has been estimated
that global expenditure on military research and development repre-
sents approximately one quarter of the world's expenditure on all
research and development. During recent years, as weapons have
become more sophisticated, the rate of increase in  spending on
military research and development has been higher than the general
increase in military expenditures.
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22. The military sector also consumes a significant proportion
of world energy resources and non-energy minerals and diverts skilled
human resources and industrial production which could be utilized
in other sectors. Moreover the production and stockpiling of arma-
ments, particularly of nuclear and chemical weapons] poses a signi-
ficant threat to the environment.

23. While arms exports are dominated by a number of developed
countries, the developing countries account for a major share of
arms imports. The adverse development implications of such transfersu
outweigh immediate trade benefits to the suppliers and security
gains to the recipients. ' -

24. In contrast to the current level and trends in global military
expenditure, the state of the world economy in the 1980s has been
characterized by a slow-down in growth of demand and output com-
pared with the preceding two decades, generally lower rates of
inflation, difficulties in many countrieés in adapting to structural
changes, a mounting stock of debt, high real interest rates, inade-
quate net flows of financial resources, shifts in exchange rates,
high and increasing levels of protection, commodity prices depressed
to their lowest level in 50 years, terms—of trade losses sustained
by commodity exporting countries, and a generally insecure economic

environment in which millions of people still lack the basic condi-
tions for a decent life.

25. The use of resources. for m111tary purposes amounts to a redu-
ction of resources for the civilian sector. Military spending provides
- little basis for future industrial civilian. production. Military goods

are gnerally destroyed or soon used up. While there are some civilian
by-products of military research and training there are better direct,
non military routes to follow. :

26. The opportunity cost of military expenditures over the past
40 years has been and continues .to be borne by both developed
and developing countries, as there is a pressing need for additional
reources for development in both groups of countries. In develop-
ping countries, it has been estimated that close to 1 billion people
are below the poverty line, 780 billion people are. under-noumshed
850 million . are illiterate, ‘1.5 billion have no access to medical
facilities, an equally::large number are unemployed, and 1 billion
people are inadequately ‘housed. In developed countries, resources
are required, inter alia for meeting . the priority needs of urban
renewal, the restoration of some of the infrastructures, the reduction
of unemployment, the protection of the eéenvironment, the further
development of welfare systems and the development of non-conven-
tional sources of energy. The developing countries are doubly affec-
ted: (a) in proportion to the expenditure they incur themselves;

and (b) because of the .disturbing effect of m111tary expenditure
on the world economy.

27.. The present world'-écpnomic situation should also be seen
in the context of the arms race. For. certain countries the high
deficits caused by military expenditures as well as the cumulative
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effect of subsequent rise in ‘the interest rates have the effect of
diverting substantial flows of capital .away from development acti-
vities. In this sense, the world is affected by the arms race.

28. Moreover, military-related production tends to be capital-
intensive, usually creating fewer jobs than would result if an equi-
valent amount of public funds had been spent on civil projects.
Inefficiency associated with the non-competitive conditions of the
military market-place has a negative effect throughout the economy,
including productivity and cost, and on its competitive position
in the international market.

29. Global military expenditure has an-impact on the world economy
through interdependence among nations and the interrelationship
between the global macro-economic variables. Attempts at understan-
ding the present world economic situation and attaining stable and

sustainable growth need to take account of the current levels of
military expenditures.

Ways and ‘means of releasing additional resources through disarma-

ment measures for development purposes. in particular in favour
of developing countries.‘.,.,-

30. Apart frorn promotihg internat‘ional’ peace, security and e()—
operation, disarmament can improve the environment for the pur-
suit of development by:

(a) Releasmg resources from the m111tary to the civilian sector
at the national level;

(b) Removing the distortions in the national and international
~economy induced by military expenditure;

(c) Creating favourable conditions for international economic,
scientific and technological co-operation and for releasing resources

for development at the regional and international levels, on both
a bilateral and a multilateral basis.. . -

31. Resources released as a result of disarmament measures should
be devoted to the promotion of the well-being of all peoples, the
improvement of the economic conditions of the  developing countries
and the bridging of the economic gap between developed and deve-

loping countries. These resources available for assistance to deve-
loping countries. '

32. The release of additional resources for the civilian sector
is in the interest of both industrialized and developing countries,
as it would mean the stimulation of economic growth, trade and
investment. Among developing countries, this could also mean addi-
tional resources to meet pressing - socio~economic needs, while in
the developed countries it could contribute to the achievement of
the goals of social welfare. However, working towards the release
of resources through disarmament is not enough; an international

development strategy is a vital stabilizing element in international
relations.
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33. The disarmament divided may be obtained in a variety of
forms. These could include trade expansion, technological transfers,
the more efficient utilization of -global resources, the more effective
and dynamic international division of labour, the reduction of public
debt and budgetary deficits, and increased flows of resources through
, development assistance, commercial and other private flows or trans-
fers of resources to the developing countries.

34. Past experience has shown that conversion from military
to civilian production need not present insurmountable problems.

Action programme
35. With a view:

(a) To fostering an intrrelated -perspective on disarmament, deve-
lopment and security; '

(b) To promoting- multilaterallsm as providing the international
framework for shaping the relationship between disarmament, develop-

ment and security. based on interdependence among ‘nations and mutua—
lity of interests;

(c) To strengthening the central role of the United Nations in
the interrelated fields of disarmanent and development:

(i) The States participating in the International Conference reaffirm
their commitments in the fields of disarmament and development
and reiterate their determination to adopt, both individually and
collectively, appropriate measures to implement these commitments.
These will include bilateral, ' regional and global initiatives for
peaceful resolution of conflicts and ‘disputes; .

(ii) They also stress the importance of ‘respect of the international
humanitarian law ‘applicable in armed conflicts. Respect of -this
law makes it easier to pave the way .for a solution to conflicts,
and hence, ultimately to release resources for development.

(iii) They recognize the need to ensure an effective and mutually
reinforcing ‘relationship between disarmament and development and
to give practical expression to it through specific measures at the
national, regional and global levels;

(iv) They reaffirm the international commitment to allocate a
portion of the resources released through disarmament, for purpose
of socio-economic development, with a view to bridging the economic
gap between developed and developing countries.

(v) In this connection, they will give further consideration:

a. To the adoption of measures to reduce the level and magnitude
of military expenditures which, in addition to being an approach
to disarmament, would be a means of reallocating additional

resources for social and economic -development particularly for
the developing countries.
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. To the utilization of existing regional and international institutions

for the reallocation of resources released through disarmament
measures for socio-economic development, particularly in deve-
loping countries, taking' due ‘a'ccount_of existing capabilities of
the United Nations system;

. To according priority to the allocation, within the framework

of the United Nations, of part of the resources, including human
and technical resources presently devoted to military purposes
for emergency humanitarian relief operations and critical develop-
ment problems, pending the achievement of genuine dlsarrnament
under effective international control; ‘

To the importance of greater openness, transparency and confidence
among nations with a view to facnltatmg progress in both disar-
mament and development; . :

{(vi) They will consider:

. Keeping under review issues related to a conversion of military

industry to-civilian productlon and undertaking studies and plann-
ing for this. purpose; |

. Undertaking studies to 1dent1fy ‘and publicize the Dbenefits that

could be derived . from the reallocation of military resources;

. Making .the results of experience in, and preparations for; solving

the problems of conversion in their respective countries, available
to other countries; == . -

(vii) They agree:

. To continue to assess their political and security requirements

and the level of their 'military spending, taking into account

the need to keep these expenditures at the lowest possible 1eve1

and to keep the public informed on the subject;

. To assess the nature and volume of resources that may be released

through arms limitation and disarmament measures and to consider
including in  future dlsar‘mament negotiations provisions to faci-
litate the release of such - resources;

. To carry out regularly analyses of the economy and social conse-

quences of - their military spending and to inform their public
and the United Nations aboutthem;

.To appeal to appropriate regional qrgariizations and institutions

to carry out, within their mandates as .appropriate, analyses
of the polltlcal m111tary and ‘economic. factors in their regions,

with a view to encouraging regional measures of disarmament and
development;

(viii) They recognize that an informed public, includng non-govern-
mental organisations, has an invaluable role to play in helping to
promote the objectives of disarmament and development and creating
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an awareness of the relationship between disarmament, development

and security. They therefore agree to take appropriate measures
to keep the public informed in this regard;

(ix) They emphasize the need to strengthen the central role of
the United Nations and its appropriate  organs in the field of disar-
mament and development, in promoting an interrelated perspective
of these issues within the overall obJectlve of promoting international
peace and security;

a. The United Nations and the specialized agencies should give in-
creased emphasis in their disarmament-related public information
and education activities, to the dlsarmament -development perspec-
tive; :

o

They request the Secretary-General.of the United Nations to in-
tensify his efforts to foster and co-ordinate the incorporation

of disarmament-development perspectlve in the activities of the
United Nations system; :

c. The Unitedd Nations should make greater efforts to promote collec-
tive knowledge of the non-military threats to international security;

d.An improved and comprehensive data base on global and national
military expenditures would greatly facilitate the study and analy-
sis of the impact of military expenditures on the world economy
and the international economic system. To this end, the broadcast
possible number of states should 'provide objective information
on their military budgets to the United Nations according to agreed
and comparable definitions of the spec¢ific components of these
" budgets. In this connection, the work under way in the United
Nations for a systematic examination of various problems of defi-

ning, reporting and comparing military budget data should be
intensified; :

e. The United Nations should continue to undertake, on a regular
basis, analysis of the ‘impact of global military expenditures
on the world economy ‘and the international economic system.
Consideration should be given to the idea of establishing a mecha-
nism whithin the ex1st1ng framework of the United Nations to
monitor the trends 1n mllltary spendlng.

f. The United Natlons should facilities an international exchange
of views and experience in the field of conversion;

8. The General ‘Assembly, in receiving the report of this Conference,
-in receiving the report of this Conference, is requested to keep
under periodic review the relationship between disarmament and
development in the light of this . action programme, including
its consideration at the forthcoming third special session devoted
to disarmament.
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