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   Civil society can contribute to

 Disarmament-says Kofi Annan  .

Against a backdrop of rising military spending and a gradual erosion of established global norms on weapons of mass destruction, United Nations 

Secretary-General Kofi Annan urged an advisory panel to focus on ways to involve civil society in advancing disarmament issues.

“Non-governmental organisations have long played a vital galvanising role in this area, mobilising public opinion and motivating political leaders to act with determination to promote disarmament,” the Secretary-General said in remarks to his Advisory Board on Disarmament Matters, which met at the UN headquarters in New York in February. “An alert and knowledgeable public can contribute greatly to convincing world leaders that a much better and safer world can be achieved by doing away with all weapons of mass destruction.”

Mr Annan noted that the Board was meeting at a time when the question of disarmament was at the very top of the international agenda, and the current dangers to the world posed by the spread of weapons of all kinds have made its work more central and more urgent.

  Recent trends in military expenditure

From: http://editors.sipri.org
World military expenditure has been increasing since 1998, after an eleven-year period of reductions (1987-98). The SIPRI Yearbook 2002 presents an estimate for world military spending in 2001 of 839 billion dollars (in current prices). This implies an increase of 2 per cent in real terms compared to the previous year. However, the SIPRI estimate for 2001 is based on data on adopted budgets. In most cases, these do not include supplementary spending as a result of the 11 September attacks on the United States and the subsequent war on terrorism. Therefore, actual world military expenditure in 2001 is likely to be significantly higher, when additional expenditures have been taken fully into account.

The increase in military expenditure since 1998 is the result of rising trends in most geographical regions. The only exceptions are Western Europe, where the increase has been very small, and Oceania where military spending was relatively constant between 1998 and 2001, but is beginning to rise in 2002. The regions with the strongest growth in military expenditure are Central and Eastern Europe, Africa, South Asia and the Middle East. These regions all had an aggregate growth of more than 25 per cent in real terms between 1998 and 2001. The reasons for the increase vary between the regions.

In Central and Eastern Europe the increase is the result of the recent trend in Russian military spending, which has a strong impact on the total for this region. Russian military expenditure began to increase in 1999 and has continued to increase since then. Provisional figures for 2001 have reached 1995 spending levels but is still only half the level of 1992. It was after 1992 that the most dramatic cuts in Russian military expenditure took place. In Africa the rise can be attributed almost entirely to domestic factors: internal armed conflict, threats of new conflicts and continuing modernisation. The continuation of the long-term increase in South Asia can largely be attributed to increases in the military expenditure of India and Pakistan, which dominate the trend for this region. In the Middle East, the increase can be interpreted as the result of several factors, including the Arab–Israeli conflict and the continuation of the armaments programme in Iran. In addition, in 2001 there were also major increases in the Gulf States, coinciding with a rise in oil revenues.

Total world military spending for 2001 of 839 billion dollars represents a significant proportion of world economic resources. As a global average it accounted for 2.6 per cent of world GDP and 137 dollars per capita. However, both economic resources and military expenditure are unevenly spread.

The 15 major spenders account for over three-quarters of world military spending. Five countries account for over half. The United States accounts for 36 per cent, followed by Russia with 6 per cent and France, Japan and the UK with about 5 per cent each. The 63 countries in Africa and Latin America together accounted for 5 per cent of world military spending in 2001.

High-income countries also have the highest per capita spending. In some of these countries, annual military expenditure exceeds 1000 dollars per capita. The countries with the highest defence burden, as measured by the share of military expenditure in GDP, are located in the Middle East and Africa. The countries with a known share higher than 4 per cent of GDP are a diverse group including low income countries in Africa and Europe that are or have recently been involved in armed conflict, as well as several wealthy Middle Eastern countries. In reality, the number of countries in this group is probably much higher than SIPRI data suggest, because official military expenditure data, as used by SIPRI, are severely under-reported in most of the countries involved in armed conflict or in some cases not reported at all. The problem is that the extent of under-reporting is not known. 


Developments since 11 September indicate a much higher increase in world military spending in the future. The US-led war in Afghanistan, which began on 7 October 2001, marked the start of a new approach to combating terrorism: reliance on military force. This is likely to lead to significant increases in military expenditure—in addition to the increases in expenditure for internal security as countries reinforce their domestic counter-terrorism measures.

September 11 has already had a strong impact on US military expenditure, because of the costs of the war in Afghanistan and, in the longer term, because of the change in political support for increased military spending. The increase in US budget authority for defence in fiscal year 2003, at 48 billion dollars, is larger than the entire defence budget in 2001 of each of the other major military spenders: Russia, France, Japan and the UK. September 11 will also have an impact on other countries' military spending. Several other countries besides the USA have incurred costs for the war in Afghanistan and will also increase the anti-terrorist capabilities of their military and internal security forces. The US allies in Europe and elsewhere are being asked by the US Government to increase their defence budgets. If the current approach of reliance on military means to combat terrorism becomes standard, it is likely that there will be a strong rise in military expenditure in the coming years.

“Security syndrome!” says UN

 Under Secretary-General for Disarmament Affairs

Extract from Jayantha Dhanapala’s statement to the General Assembly

September 2002

“All of the Millennium Development goals could be met if official development assistance were increased by about $50 billion—just a fraction of current military spending – and sustained at that level. Are we so trapped in a weapon-based security syndrome that we have forgotten how disarmament serves development goals?.

As one way to deepen our collective understanding of the many benefits that disarmament is bringing

And can bring to all of humanity and to explore new options, I have recently proposed –for the consideration and sponsorship by one or more member states –the establishment of an international Commission on Weapons of Mass Destruction, composed of distinguished experts from many countries under the leadership of the co-chairpersons from the North and South. The Commission could examine problems relating to the production, stockpiling and proliferation, and terrorist use of such weapons, as well as issues relating to their means of delivery. It would produce a report for the international community, one designed to stimulate some fresh thinking and to inspire some concrete actions to lead the world out from the shadow of these weapons—the possible use of which is more likely today than eve before”.  

Still Wasting Resources On Arms Instead Of Poverty Reduction.

I listened to some of the UN Millennium summit (http://www..un.org/milenium/sg/report/index.html) web cast and was struck by the large number of leaders who stated that the root causes of war is poverty struck Webcast and. The consensus seems to be that poverty is one of the main causes of terrorism. In the Millennium Declaration (http: // www.un.org/millenium/declaration/ares552e.htm) the General assembly (GA) states “We resolve therefore to create an environment – at the national and global levels alike – which is conducive to development and to the elimination of poverty.” And calls upon the industrialised countries “To grant more generous development assistance, especially to countries that are genuinely making an effort to apply their resources to poverty reduction.” “To the extent that money can solve conflicts and potential conflicts, not a huge amount is required compared to what the world is prepared to spend on everything else including defence.” Gareth Evans,

President of the International Crisis Group, (www.intl-crisi-group-org). “ The world military sector is a vast repository of resources –financial, physical, human and technological. If only a fraction of these resources could be diverted to meet the unmet socio-economic needs of the developing world, then not only would human welfare be dramatically enhanced, but also many conflicts with their roots in economic deprivation would be averted.” (http:// www.ncf.carleton.ca/ip/global/coat/24/international/intdevel.txt)  “In at least 84 countries, military expenditure exceed expenditures on health alone. In one of out of three developing countries, military expenditures actually exceed half or more off all expenditures on health and education. In more than one out of six developing countries, military expenditure actually exceeds combined expenditure on all forms of health and education, in eight cases by two to four times. The countries spending the highest proportion of their resources on military uses are also those countries whose standing in human development lags most behind in their standing in wealth and GNP. In contrast, countries with the lowest military expenditures generally rank considerably higher inhuman development than in GNP per capita.” (http://www.action-for-un-renewal.org.uk/pages/quotes.htm). Yet both producers and consumers are still wasting on arms; an increasing amount of resources, instead of poverty reduction.

Karl Miller-Arms Reduction Coalition

Secretary 

Common dangers and Common Security

    A timely extract from the book ‘Common Security’,

By Olaf Palme-ex-Chairman of the Independent commission on Disarmament and Security Issues 

“In the modern age, security cannot be obtained unilaterally. Economically, politically, culturally, and- most important – militarily, we live in an increasingly interdependent world. The security of one nation cannot be bought at the expense of others. The danger of nuclear war alone assures the validity of this proposition. But the obvious economic and political interrelationships between different nations and different parts of the world strongly reinforce the point. Peace cannot be obtained through military confrontation. It must be sought through a tireless process of negotiation, rapprochement, and normalisation, with the goal of removing mutual suspicion and fear. We face common dangers and thus must also promote our security in common”.

The destructive power of modern nuclear and conventional weapons, both in quantity and quality, has totally outrun traditional concepts of war and defence. In the event of a major world war, which would escalate inexorably to the use of nuclear weapons, all nations would suffer devastation to a degree that would make ‘victory’ a meaningless word. The only realistic way to avoid such a catastrophe is to develop a process by which progress towards disarmament is made rapidly, and to establish a system of political and economic co-operation among nations such that all gain an important and equitable stake in its continuance.  

 Present challenges for an Arms Reduction Coalition

For the last thirty years governments and NGO’s and other peace movements via treaties ABM (Anti-Ballistic Missile Treaty). NPT (Non-proliferation Treaty) and Disarmament sessions of the UN have been trying to control the Arms race. Many organisations like the CAAT (Campaign Against Arms Trade), safer world, Oxfam. CND (Campaign for Nuclear Disarmament), Abolition 2000, UNA, and our own Action for UN Renewal have been doing useful work in pointing out the dangers of an Arms race and working for a more peaceful world. In practical terms to start and run a campaign successfully is a tall order.

People need to be clear about the objectives of the campaign, in depth analysis of the issues, long and short-term plans all have to be carefully laid out.

Let us examine the hurdles. Countries arm themselves as they think this is the only course for their defence and sovereignty. Alarmed, the neighbours are provoked to arm in response. National Missile Defence System will scrap all the existing arms control treaties laboured by diplomats in the last thirty years and start a new Arms Race.

Big corporations do not care as long as they can increase their sales and profits for their shareholders. How many civilians and children are killed indiscriminately as a result does not ring alarm bells in the plush hotels where arms deals are brokered. If Article 26 becomes a Treaty can it be operational? This is a tricky question as we are witnessing in the Landmine Treaty signed in Ottawa. After signing the treaty to ban the production of landmines, US is spending 800 million dollars on producing alternative personal mines replacement which will fall outside the regulations of the Ottawa treaty. Countries in the past and now are flouting the laws of war written in the universal declaration of human rights known as International Humanitarian Law and the 1949 Geneva Conventions. However as obstacles mount it becomes even more important for us to work harder to find solutions.

Vijay Mehta

Arms Reduction Coalition- vice Chair
Words of Wisdom   

Kofi Annan on the need for Arms control agreements to: 

“Halt and eventually reverse a disturbing increase in global and military expenditures, and to redirect such funds into much-needed development projects”. 

January 2003  
 Jimmy Carter on the way the international community views the U.S.:

“There is a sense that the United States has become too arrogant, too dominant, too self-centred, proud of our wealth, believing that w deserve to be the richest and most powerful and influential nation in the world,” “I think they feel that we don’t really care about them, which is quite often true”.

November 2002

Dwight D Eisenhower on Arms-spending:

“Every gun, every warship, every tank and every military aircraft built is, in the final analysis, a theft from those who are hungry and are not fed, from those who are naked and not clothed”.

Early 20th century

UN Resolution 35/142B:  “Reduction of military budgets”:

 “ Convinced that reductions of military expenditure could be carried out without affecting the military balance to the detriment of the national security of any country”.

December 1980

Julius Nyerere on the relation between Peace and Justice:

“ Peace is a product of Justice; it is not simply the absence of violence. All violent conflicts represent earlier failures of leadership, either by wrongdoing or default… Where the law of the jungle--the survival of the fittest--reigns supreme; where might is Right; where the game of money making includes arms trafficking and corruption: What is Justice…?”

December 1996

FORTHCOMING MEETINGS
Action for UN Renewal Public Meeting Saturday 12 April 2003, at 2:30pm in Austin Williams House, 6 St martins Lane, London (next to St. Martins in the Fields, Trafalgar square- Nearest Tube Charring Cross, Leicester Square). Admission free, all Welcome, NO tickets required. 

Speakers Ailsa Moore 'Report From Palestine - 2003' Followed by discussion on Israel-Palestine UN resolutions and 'The February 15th 2003 Demonstrations'. Speaker to be announced. Admissions free, all Welcome, NO ticket required.

The Erskine Childers Lecture 2003. 11 or 12 June 2003, Friends House, Euston Road, London, NW1, 7pm. Action for UN Renewal's premier annual event. Admissions free, all Welcome, NO ticket required. 

'Crisis in the UN, the EU and Nato' Speaker: Caroline Lucas MEP
                                 Set up a Local ARC 

ARC is an international campaign. Please contact us for details of similar organisations in your country or if you are interested in setting up a national or local Arms Reduction Coalition.                                                         

The ARC Committee

Below are the members of ARC's committee. 
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The Arms Reduction Coalition (ARC) is campaigning for the states of the UN to agree and implement a legally binding instrument, to reduce the amount of resources spent on arms by between 1 and 5 percent for a period of between 10 and 25 years, and to spend the resources saved on programmes that benefit humanity and the earth. This reasonable proposal is based on Implementing Article 26 of the UN Charter, which the states of the UN have committed “to promote the establishment and maintenance of international peace and security with the least diversion for armaments of the worlds human and economic resources”.
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