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I . I NTRODUCT ION

1. PursuAnt to section III of General Aesembly resolution 37/9:1  K  of
13 December 1982, the Advisory Board on Disarmament Studies 59s  the followinq
functions:

(a) To advise the Secretary-General on various aspects of studies and
research in the area of arms limitation and disarmament carried out under the
auspices  of the United Nations or institutions within the United Nations system, Tn
particular on the integration of a proqramme of such studies with u comprehensive
proqramme  o f  disarmament, once this had been established1

lb) To serve as the Board of Trustees of the United Nations Institute for
Disarmament Research (UrJIDIRJ  I

(cJ To advise the Secretary-General on the implemen?ation  of the World
Disarmament Campaiqnr

(d) At the specific invitation of the Secretary-General, to provide him with
advice on other matters within the area of disarmament and arms limitation.

In its resolution 38/183  0 of 20 December 1983, the General Assembly, inter alia,
requested the Secretary-General to report annually to the General Assembly on the
work cf the Advisory Board.

2. The Advisory Board on Disarmament Studies held its fourteenth and fifteenth
sessions from 5 to 9 May 1986 and 22 to 26 September 1986 in New York, under the
chairmanship of Ambassador Omran E.L-Shafei  of Eqypt. The annex lists the members
of the Advisory Board.

I I . ACTIVITIES OF THE ADVISORY BOARD ON DISARMAMENT STUDIES

A. tlnited Nations studies on disarmament

3. At its fourteenth and fifteenth sessions, the* Board continued its
consideration of the matter of United Nations studies on disarmament. Members of
the Board were informed of the state of affairs of United Nations study groups on
disarmament and noted the successful completion of the study on deterrence. The
Board also noted with reqret the deferment of the two new studies approved at the
fortieth session of the General Assembly in resolutions 40/150  and 40/15Z  G of
16 “scembor  1985. These studies, one an update of the study entitled “Economic and
social conseauences  of the arms race and military expenditures”,  and the other, on
the climatic and potential physical. effects of nuclear war, including nuclear
winter, were subsequently deferred by the General Assembly as part of a number of
savinqs  measures necessitated by the financial crisis.

4. The Board held a  substantive discussion on the study on deterrence at its
f i f t eenth  sess i on . While some members referred to the study as an example of how

/ . . .
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t o  a p p r o a c h  s u b j e c t s  o n  w h i c h  c o n s e n s u s  w a s  d i f f i c u l t  or e v e n  i m p o s s i b l e ,  o t h e r s
observed that such an approach was only applicablti: In c a s e s  where>  c o n s e n s u s  w o u l d
n o t  b e  f o r t h c o m i n g .

5. Members of the Board generally felt that the recommendations made by the Board
i n  i t s  r e p o r t  i n  Qctober  1 9 8 4  (A/39/543)  t o  c o n d u c t  t h e  s t u d y  “on  a n  i n - d e p t h ,
objectivs b a s i s : a l l  d i f f e r e n t  s c h o o l s  of t h o u g h t  a n d  p o i n t s  o f  v i e w  s h o u l d  b e
e x p l o r e d  a n d  r e f l e c t e d  b y  t h e i r  r e s p e c t i v e  advocates”  a n d  “ t o  q i v e  f u l l  e x p r e s s i o n
t o  d i f f e r i n g  v i e w s  a n d  t h e i r  s u p p o r t i n g  a r q u m a n t s , w i t h o u t  a t t e m p t i n q  t o  a r r i v e  a t
j o i n t  c o n c l u s i o n s  o r  r e c o m m e n d a t i o n s  .  ..I’ had been fully taken into account by the
expert  group. Howeve:, the view was expressed that the study had not exhausted the
s u b j e c t  a s  i t  c o n t a i n e d  t h e  v i e w s  o f  o n l y  a  l i m i t e d  n u m b e r  o f  e x p e r t s . The study
w a s  j u d a e d  b y  m e m b e r s  t o  b e  o f  p a r t i c u l a r  v a l u e  a s  i t  a d d r e s s e d  a  d i f f i c u l t
p o l i t i c a l  i s s u e  i n  a  highly  i n f o r m a t i v e  a n d  b a l a n c e d  m a n n e r . The Board expressed
t h e  h o p e  t h a t  w h e n  t h e  G e n e r a l  A s s e m b l y  c o n s i d e r e d  t h e  s t u d y  a t  i t s  f o r t y - f i r s t
s e s s i o n  i t  w o u l d  r e c o m m e n d  t h a t  t h e  s t u d y  h e  qiven t h e  w i d e s t  p o s s i b l e
dissemination.

6. The Hoard continued its work, bequn in September 1985, on the broader subject
o f  Urited  N a t i o n s  d i s a r m a m e n t  s t u d i e s  a s  a  w h o l e . T h e  B o a r d  a l s o  r e c o q n i z e d  t h e
t a n k  a l l o c a t e d  t o  i t , t h r o u q h  t h e  Secretary-Ge:leral, b y  t h e  G e n e r a l  A s s e m b l y  i n
re.sol.ution  40/152  K of 16 December 1985, which reauested  the Board to prepare a
comprehensive report on disarmament studies for submission to the General Assembly
a t  i t s  f o r t v - s e c o n d  sess ion .

7. Durinq  t h e  board’s  d i s c u s s i o n s , t h e  i m p o r t a n t  p a r t  p l a y e d  by  consensus  in
achievinq  an aqreed study report was emphasized. At. the same time, it  was also
n o t e d  t h a t  i n  c e r t a i n  c a s e s ,  w h e n  c o n s e n s u s  miclht. n o t  b e  p o s s i b l e ,  i t  w a s  n e c e s s a r y
t o  e n s u r e  t h a t  t h e  r e p o r t  r e f l e c t  a l l  p o i n t s  o f  v i e w  f u l l y . C a r e f u l  s e l e c t i o n  o f
suhjmts  Ear s t u d y  a n d  t h e  m a t t e r  o f  c o s t s  w e r e  rpqarded  a s  b e i n q  o f  s p e c i a l
impor  t.ance. T h e  l o n q - s t a n d i n g  v i e w  o f  t h e  B o a r d  w a s  r e i t e r a t e d  t h a t ,  w h i l e  n o t
p r e s u m i n q  t o  c e n s o r  p r o p o s a l s  b y  d e l e q a t i o n n  o f  sovereiqn  S t a t e s ,  t h e  B o a r d  s h o u l d
he in a position to examine proposals for study  b e f o r e  s u b m i s s i o n  t o  t h e  A s s e m b l y
a n d  t o  a d v i s e  o n  p o s s i b l e  d i r e c t i o n s  o r  s c o p e , prior itien and approaches.

8. At its f i ‘!tc!ent.h  session, t h e  B o a r d  e s t a b l i s h e d  a  s m a l l  workins  q r o u p ,  w h i c h
cr-)nsirlFxred  a  dratt  r e p o r t  p r e p a r e d  b y  t h e  S e c r e t a r i a t . T h e  B o a r d  r e q u e s t e d  t h a t  a
r e v i s e d  v e r s i o n  s h o u l d  b e  d r a f t e d  a n d  c i r c u l a t e d  i n  D e c e m b e r  t o  m e m b e r s  o f  t h e
p r e s e n t  B o a r d  f o r  t h e i r  c o m m e n t s  w i t h  a  v i e w  t o  t h e  finalization o f  t h e  r e p o r t  a t
t h e  B o a r d ’ s  n e x t  s e s s i o n .

PI. Implementation of the Wor1y.I Difiarmament Campaign

9. A t  b o t h  i t s  f o u r t e e n t h  a n d  f i f t e e n t h  s e s s i o n s ,  t h e  B o a r d  d i s c u s s e d  t h e
impl.ementation  of the world Disarmament Campaiqn.

10. A t  i t s  f o u r t e e n t h  s e s s i o n , a  r e p o r t  o f  t h e  o n q o i n q  a c t i v i t i e s  w a s  p r e s e n t e d  t o
the  Doard. I n  a d d i t i o n , t h e  doard’s  c o n s i d e r a t i o n s  w e r e  c o n d u c t e d  o n  t h e  b a s i s  o f
a  backqround  p a p e r  p r e p a r e d  b y  t h e  S e c r e t a r i a t  t.hat  r e s p o n d e d  t o  p o i n t s  a n d
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questions raised  by  members of the  Board durinq ita  aoraion  in Soptembar  1985,
Particularly with regard to the nature  and involvement of non-qovornmental
orqaniaationa and the Board’s policy towards the attendance at  their
representat ives  a t  i ts  meetinga. The Board reaffirmed itn policy o f  invitinq
r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s  o f  t h e  cn-ordinatinu bodies  o f  non-cwvernmental  orqanizatinns to
meet  with the Board each year  at  rjnl;r  of  i ts  sessions.

l i , At  ite  f i f t e e n t h  session, Mr.  Jan  M a r t e n s o n , Under-Socretsry-General for
Disarmament Affairs, save the Board an -ccount  of actlvitira durinq 1986 in the
implementation of the World DIsarmamPnt  Campsion. At that session,  the Board took
n o t e  of tne Secretary-General’s  report  on tha implementat ion of  the proqramme  of
activities o f  t h e  C a m p a i q n  in 1586  (A/41/554).

12. Durinq the s u b s e q u e n t  exchanqe  nf views mel,\bera of  the Board expressed  muc:h

aatiafaction at the manner in which thr! Campaiqn waa brinq  conducted, in particular
in the balanced, factual  a n d  object ive presentat ion of information. Favourable
comments were made, inter alia, on the orqanization and realization of reqional
conferences and seminars within the World Disarmament Campaiqn. Special  rpferancrt
was made to the regional conference held at Tbilioi in the Soviet Onion in May  Bn(i
the seminar held at  Erice, Italy, in April. The Board was informed of the plans tc)
hold a rcqional  conference in China in 1987. In noting the wide ranqe of
information material8  i n  a variety of lanquagea, membora  of the Board amphnsized
t h e  i m p o r t a n c e  o f  sufficient material  on disarmament-related irsuea in local
languages aa well a8 the use of  other  channels of information such au radio,
television and other means of visual presentation aa effective waya of reachin
laraer aivrl iencee.

13. The Bocrrd  expressed interes t  in tha establishment o f  the United N a t i o n s

Reqional Centre for Peace and Disarmament in Africa, at Lomb,  and noted the
Certre’s  potential contribution to the World Disarmament Campaiqn.

14. The Under-Secretary-General  for  Disarmament  A f f a i r s  drew attention to thcl fac*t
t h a t  t h e  Campaign’s proqramme  of activities could b e  carried out only ae far a~;
available finances would permit. In  this  respect ,  despi te  the  voluntary
contributions to the Trust  Fund, the Campaiqn had not been ahlc :c, twc~pe  thp
effects of t h e  c u r r e n t  financial crisinr every e f f o r t  was  beinq misti.?  t o  pUr!iUr  the,
aims of the Campaiqn within the c.onst.rainta  imposed. The Board exprest,,ad  the hope
that despite those difficulties the pro jec ts  and  proqrammee enviaaqed for l9b7
would be implemented as far as possible.

15. Pursuant  to the decision of  the Board, representat ives  of  the Special
Non-Governmental Orqanization Committee on Disarmament in Geneva and of the
Non-Governmental Committee on Disarmament in New York attended a meetinq of the
fifteenth session. A written statement was submitted on behalf of the World
Federation of United Nations Associations.

16. In their remarkr, the  representat ives  o f  non-governmentuA  orqanizations
commented favourably on the conduct of the Campaiqn and noted that some of their
auqqestianr  in previous years had led to valuable imptovcmcnta. Campaiqn materials
tiere informative and useful a8 well as bcinq  at tract ive and readabler  more emphasis
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On Viaurl presentation would improve them further. Regional conftirencee were
raprcially  recoqnized as successful undertakings and a mare suotairl.d  network of
non-governmental organizations could be fostered i:r  and around those events.
Notinq  disappointment at the Campaign’s inadequate funding, one of the
repreaentativee  of non-governmental o.ganizations  suggested that non-governmental
orqanizationm  might assist by prossinq  Governments to  make or increase their
contributions to the Campaign.

17. Dur inq  the oxchange  of views, member&  of the Board generally felt that the
involvement of non-qovernmental organizationa i;*  the World Disarmament Campaign had
reached a new dimension. They commentcrd  favourably on proposal8 made by the
representatives of the co-ordinating bodies of non-governmental organizationr  to
implement thr  Cavaaiqn,  in particular on their idear  regarding fund-raSring
measures. . Lb  Board valued the efforts made by rlon-governmental  orgnnizationa  and
empharize,  it8 wish to continue to hold exchanges of view on the implementation of
the World Disarmament Campaign with repreeentativeo from the co-ordinating bodies
of the non-qovetnnantal organizations.

c. Situatiorl  in the area of disarmament

18. At both its fourteenth and fifteenth seasions, the Board reviewed the general
situation  in the area of disarmament, At the fourteenth session a number of
memb*rr  expressed cautious but hopeful optimism to the effect that, although the
Soviet Union and t'-.; United States were still separated on certain major issues,
there were possibilities for progress. Other views, however, were less pOsttiVe

and drew attention to the fact that virtually nothing had been achieved, despite
years of work, since the General Assembly’s first special session on disarmament in
1978. In thie context, attention was drawn to the abeence  of progress on any of
three major items on the ayenda of the Conference on Disarmament, namely - a
nuclear-test ban; the cessation of the nuclear-arms race and nuclear disarmament1
and the prevention of nuclear war* including:  all related matters. Some members
noted with regret the postponement of the International Confere,q:e  on the
Relationship between Disarmament and Development.

19. The fifteenth session of the Board took place during the week marked by the
successful outcome of the St.ockholm  Conference on Conf tdence-  and Security-building
Measures and Disarmament in Europe. Members expressed satisfaction at that result
and in the discussion emphaeized its contribukion  to the improvement of security
and confidence  in the region. Some members stressed its importance in that the
continuation of the process miqht lead to significant achievements i n  the process
nf arms  limitation and disarmament. T 2 Board regarded the Stockholm Conference af3
II oood  indication of how it was possible to achieve progress if the necessary
political will was present. The significance of the agreements arrived at was
emphaeized, especially on verification aspects, and the value of similar measures
in other multilateraf  negotiations on disarmament issues, in particular with reqard
to a compreheneive n* tlear-teet ban.

LO. Separately, the view was expressed that there may now be prospects for a
qlobal  agreement on chemical weapon:3  in the not too distant future.

/ . . .
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21. Other members observoc¶,  however, that al.thouqir there were reamonm  to take a
more hopeful view, nevertheless qualitative improvements in weaponm mtill
continued, in particular with regard to mtrateqic defence weaponm, with aii their
negative implicstione for international security.

22. In the discuseion a proposal warn made  that at itr next seemion the Board
should allow t ime for a full c~rnmideration  of all the elementa  which are now part
of the onaoinq process of naqociationm in armm limitationm and dimarmament.

I I I . ACTIVITIES OF THE AOVISORY  BOARD IN ITS CAPACITY  AS BOARD OF
TRUSTEES OF THE UNITED NATIONS INSTITUTE FOR DISARMAMENT
RESEARCH

A. The absence  of the Directc-  of UNIDIR

23. Durina  the year the Board of Trumtee8 found itmelf  faced with a very difficult
situation in UNIDIR dun to the absence  of itm Director, Mr. Liviu Bota. In late
December 1385 Mr. Bota vimited  Bucharcmt, Romania, for conmultationr and did not
return to him duties at Geneva. Effortm  to obtain hi6 return were unmucces8ful.
In March a letter of remiqnation  l iqned by Mr. Bots warn received at United Nation6
Headauarters  in New York. The Secretary-General decided that, am met out in Staff
Rule 109.2 (cl, the reriynation should be mubmitted in person in order to be
acceptable m

24. At its fourteenth session in May, the Board dircummed the situation at length,
with particular reference to the effect of the Director’6 absence  on the effective
functioninq of the Inmtitute. With the Board’m  agreement, the Chairman cent a
letter to the Secretary-General expressing itm conce:nta  and  urging him to brinq
them to the attention of the Romanian  qovernment.  authoritier with a View  to
resolving the matter.

25. At i t s  F i f teenth  eeseion, the Board received a letter from the
Secretary-General to the effect that he had made eeveral unsucceeoful effortm  to
obtain a satisfactory outcome to the situation and that he intended to take the
matter up personally with the Minister for Foreign Affairs of Romania at the end Of
September.

26. The s@.rious  impairment tq the work of the Institute caused by the continued
absence of the Director warn  noted by many members of the Board. I t  was  fe l t  that
the effect was particularly critical at the preaent state of the Institute’s
development when the presence of an active Director was vital. It was decided  that
the Secretary-General should  be qiven every  rupport by the Board in his efforts to
find a solution satiefactory  to all concerned and this wan expreeeed  to the
Secretary-General in a letter frcm the Chairman.

27. The Board continues to hope for an early resolution of the situation so that
the Institute’s work will not be further adversely affected.
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B. RWXt on the work of the Xnrtituts

28. By the provisions of article IV,  paraqraph  2  (i) of the Inrtitute’s s ta tute ,
the Director  is  required to report  to  the  Board on the Inatitutc’a activities and
execution of its work programme for the Board’s  approval ani!  eubsequent  eubmissicn
to the General  Abcrembly. In the abrence of the Director  a  report  was submit ted tl:,
the  Board a t  its fifteenth rerrion  b y  t h e  D e p u t y  Director .

29. The Board noted the difficulties facing the Inatitute durinq the past year and
commended the Deputv Director and the staff  of the Institute for their hard work
and dedication.

30. By paraqraph 12 of General Arrembly resolution 40/87  of 12 December 1985
M e m b e r  State8  wore invited to transmit to  the Secretary-G,&neral  their vi.c)ws  on the
scope and content of the UNIDIF  rtudy on dinarmament prc,blemo  relatinq to outer
space and the conrequencee of extending the arms race into outer space. The
Secretary-General wa6  requested to convey those views to the 3oard of Truetees  of
UNIDIR  for conrideration to enable  i t  t o  Jive  t h e  I n s t i t u t e  euch possible  quidanccl
with  reepect  to the elaborat ion of  ite etudy a8 it  might derive from those view8.

31. With those views before it, the Board hold extensive diecueeions  on two
v e r s i o n s  of  the draf t  report  p r e p a r e d  by the Insti tute. A t  its f i f t e e n t h  seasion,
the Board decided that the Institute rhould  reconvene a meeting cf the steering
qroclp  of  experts  and the authors  of  both versions of  that  draf t  report  in  order  to
f inall ze the rtudy, taking into account the quidance already provided by the Board
and the views received from Member States.

3 2 . A t  its f i f t e e n t h  eeesion, the Board approved the report on the work of the
Institute for submieeion  t o  t h e  General  Aaaembly ( A / . 4 1 / 6 7 6 ) .

c. Proposed annual budqet for 1987

3 3 , In its review of the financial situation of the Inetitulce and considerat ion of
thct  proposed annual budqet for 1987, the Board had before it a draft proqramme of
work and propost?d  budqet document prepared by UNIDIR and the report of the Advisory
Committee on Adminietratlvp and Budgetary Questions. In the light of the comments
and recommendations made by the latter, and recoqnizinq the serious tinancial
s i t u a t i o n  of the United Nations  aa  a  whole, the Board made certain changea  to the
Institute’s  draft proqramme  of ,Aork and reduced the proposed budqet.

3 4 . The Board was  informckd  that, as at 26 September 1986, the assured income from
voluntary sources for 1987 was a8  followsr
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Donor

Australia

Canada

France

Norway

Switzerland

Barrow IC Cadbury
Trust fund

Amount in local currency

$A 20  000

$Can 40 000

SwF  SO  0 0 0

Subtotal

Amount in
Unitmd States dollar8

13 460 aJ

2 0  417  lg

180 000

50 000

27 322 b/

30 000

$329  259

iv Contributions received after 27 September 1985 and held on account
in accordance with A/40/744, para.  31.

b/ Based on an exchanqe  rate of SwF  1.83 - SOS 1.

35. In addition, half of the contribution by the Union of Boviet Socialist
Republics in 1986 of 200,000 roubleo will be carried over to 1987, resulting in the
equivalent of $141,690 in non-convertible currency. Thu8  the total assured income
from voluntary sources for 1987 is expected to be:

Dollar contributions . . . . . . . . . ..I......... 329 259
.

Non-convcr t ible cur renciee (roubles) . , . . . 141 690

Tots 1 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ..a........ 470 949
4

36. The Board noted that the net income that could  be ured  for CalCulatiOn  of a
possible subvention wae  $329,259, and therefore the mrximum rubvention  that miqht
be requested sccordinq to the provisions of the statute would be 8164,600. The
Board coneidered  that a subvention from the reqular budget of the United Nations
would be necessary, but, in view of the grave financial crisis, the level should bc:
the absolute minimum of support needed to discharqc the Inmtitute’e
responsibilities imposed by ite  rtatute. The Board  therefore recommended a
subvention of $98,500 for 19t17, but drew attention to the fact that reetriction to
such an amount would pose very serious difficulties for the Inetitute and it8
development.
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37. It was decided that any income that might be yledqed  in -ddition  to thilt  shown
above ehould be held in account to be uned in connection with the 1988  proyramme  of
work and budqet.

38. Subject to the approval of the oubvention proposed, the total income for 1907
would be $569,449, includinq  the Soviet contribution of 100,000 rouhles (dollar
equivalent: $141,690). The estimated expendituro is summsrized  as ->llows:

Trust Fund subvent  ion

Rouble account
$ $

Salsrier  and common staff  coat8  of
the regular cataff  of the Institute
(Director, Deputy  Director, two
General Service) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

Travel of staff . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . -.....

Ad hoc expert qroup . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

Contractual service8 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

Fellowship programme . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

Office equipment maintenance . . . . . . . . . .

Reimbursement of proqrarnme support
costs . . . . . . . . ..I......................

Contribution towards liauldation of the
deficit .L  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

Total

174 000

1 4  800

45 000

6 700

80 000

55 000

46 000

500

14 000

34 900
- -

329 200 141 700

92 600

5 900

90 500

39. One of the activitiee  of UNIDIR to ba funded separately will be the
establishment of a data base on disarmament. The entire fundinq for this
three-year project will be provided from the Trust Fund for Interest on theI IJnited
Nations Special Account, in accordance with a specific agreement  with the
Government of Japan. The expenditure in 1987 will amount to $179,000 and thP total
cost over thrr?e  years will be $585,300. The Board decided to address in 1987 the

matter of the recurring costs in the fourth and subsequent years of the pro’ject and
how such costs might be met.

/ . . .
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D. Work programme for 199’7

40. A t  i t 8  f i f t e e n t h  8e881on, the Board adopted the followinq work programme:

(a) Subproqramme 1 t Diearmamentr  p r o b l e m s  r e l a t e d  t o  o u t e r  space.-

Ueinq  the forthcoming preliminary study  under thi8 title as background and
f ramewor k , two further studier  were authorized subject to the prescntarion for
Board approval in the rprinq of 1987 of extended project descriptions. The two
further studies  would relate respectively  to problem8 of definition and demarcation
t h a t  a r e  l i k e l y  t o  arise  i n  t h e  f o r m u l a t i o n  o f  d e t a i l e d  t r e a t y  p r o v i s i o n s  f o r  t h e

prevention of an arms race in outer spacer and to the possibilities and problem8 of
establishing an orqanization for the promotion of the peacefu  uses of outer space.

lb) _Subproqramme  2: Diearmament and development

An analy8i8  of the proceedinqe  and result8 of the forthcoming international
Conference on Disarmament and Development.

(cl Subproqramme 3: Conventional disarmament, including regional aspects

A study, in a compreheneive  framework, of the ongoing efforts,  proposals and
neqotiatlone  to brdnq about conventional arms control and disarmament  in Europe.

id) Subproqramme 4: E8tabliehment  of a data haae  on disarmament

A three-year project to establ ish a computerized  data base from United Nations
documents, governmental atatemente,  parliamentary records and scientific literature
on specified  security and diearmament insues.

(e) Suhprogramme 5: Updating the Repertory of Disarmament Re8earch-.--.

An updating of the Repertory of Disarmament Research published in 1982.

(f) Subprogramme  6: Security of States snd lowerinq  the level of armaments

A continuarion  of the existinq  set  ies of monoqraphs on national concepts of
s e c u r i t y .

Is) Suhproqramme 7r UNIDIR  fellowehipe

S h o r t - t e r m  fellow8hipe  f o r  a  Small  number of 8cholarR  and diplomat8 from developinq
c o u n t r i e s  t o  work fn UN ID IR .

In addition, when the work commence8 on updating the 1982 report entitled “Economic
and Social Consequencea  of the Arm8 Race and Military Expenditures”, authorized by
the General Aeaembly  in  resolution 40/150  and  8ubee~~uentl.y  deferred by the Genera 1
Assembly, UNIDIR will enqaqe and provide coneultant  expertise aa necessary.
Appropriate fund8 have already been approvc:d  under section 2B of the requlal  budqet
of the United Natlon-.

/ . . .
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41. The Board directed that in the implementation of the Institute’s work it was
particularly important to avoid duplication of work beinq done by the Department
for Disarmament Affairs.

IV. OTHER BUSINESS

42. Membera  of the Board racoqnized that their individual terms of office were due
to expire on 31 December 1986. However , while the membership and composition of
the Board may be different in 1987, in view of the terms of reference of the
Advisory Board on Disarmament Studies and the Board of Trustees of UNIDIR, ‘t was
considered appropriate to comment on the schedule of meetinqs for 1987,

43. The Board noted that, accordinq to the draft calendar of conferences, two
sesuions  of the Board were provisionally scheduled in 1987 as follows:

27 April-1 May (New York1

21-25 September (New York)

The Board also noted that the Committee on Conferences, at its substantive session
In August 1986, had observed that the essential factor in the Board requeatinq the
exceptional treatment of meet inq in the latter part of September was the level and

timing of pledges available to fund the UNIDIR proqramme of work. The Committee on
Conference8 had also commented that the meetings pattern of the Board in and after
1988 should be subject to further review in 1987 by the Committee on Conferences in
the lisht of the situation prevailinq at that t ime.
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ANNEX

Members of the Advisory Board on Diaarmasqt  Studioa

Mr. Oluyemi  A&ani j i
Ambassador Ministrv of External Affairs
Laclou, Niaeria

Mr. tladj Benabdelkader Azzout
Ambassador
President of the Court of Auditors
Alaiers,  Alqeria

Dr. R o l f  B-jHrnerstedt
Chairman
Governinq Board of the Alva and Cunnar Myrdal Foundation
Stockholm, Sweden

Professor Oleq  N.  Bykov
Deputy Director
Institute for World Economy and International Relations
USSR Academy of Science
Moscow, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics

Professor James E. Douqherty
Department of Politics
Saint Joseph’s Universitv
Philadelphia, United States of America

Mr. Omran  El-Shafei
Ambassador, Assistant Foreiqn Minister
Minister for Foreiqn Affairs
C a i r o ,  Eqypt

Mr. Constant. in Erie
Ambassador
Ministry of Foreiqn Affairs
Bucharest, Romania

Mr. Edsar  Faure
Member of the French Academy
Member  of the Senate
P a r i s , France

Mr. Alfollso  Garcia Robles
Ambassador
Permanent Representative of Mexico to the Conference on Diastmament
Geneva
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Mr. Iqnac Golob
Ambassador Extraordinary  and Plenipotentiary
Permanent Representative of Yuqoslavia to the United Nations
New York

Mr. A. C. S. Hameed
Mindster  for Foreiqn AfEairs  of Sri Lanka

Mr. Bjorn Inqe Kristvik
Director General
Royrl  Norweqian Ministry of Foreiqn Affairs
Oslo, Norway

Mr. Carlo6  Lechuqa Hevia
Ambassador
Permanent Representative of Cuba to the United Nation6
Geneva

Mr. Liar-39  Yufan
Ambassador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary
Deputy Permanent Representative of the People’s Republic of China to the

United Nations
New York

Sir Ronald Mason
school of Molecular Science
University of Sussex

Br iqhton, r:,,ited  Kinqdom of Great Britairb  aCd Northern Ireland

M r . Akira Matsui
Adv i sor
Japan Atomic Enerqy Forum
Tokyo, Japan

Mr. Wi 11 iam  Eteki Mboumoua
Minister  for Foreiqn Affairs
Ministry of Foreiqn Affairs
Yaoundb, Cameroon

Professor Dr. Manfred  Mueller
Institute tor International RelatiOnS
Academy for Political Science and Leqal Studies
Potsdam, German Democratic Republic

Mr. Carlos  Ortiz de Rozos
Ambassador of Arqentina to France
Arqent ine  Embassy
Paris, France
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MC. Maharajakrikjhna  Raeuotra
Formerly Foreiqn Secretary to the Government of India
New Delhi, Ilbdia

Mr. Fr iedr  ich Ruth
Ambassador
Federal Commissioner for Arme Control and Disarmament
Bonn, Federal Republic of Germany

MS .  Amada  Seqarra
Viruitinq  P r o f e s s o r
Institute of Diplomacy and Internation  Relations
Guayaauil, Ecuador

Mr. Aqha Shahi
Professor Emeritus of International Relations to Universities in Pakistan
Pak i atan

Mr. Tadeusz Strulak
Ambassador, Deputy Director
Department of Intvrnational  Orqanizstions
Ministry of Foreiqn Affairs
Warsaw, Poland

Mr. Liviu Rota, Director of UNIDIR, is an ex officio member of the Advisory
Board  when actinq  in ita  capacity a8 the Board sf Trustees of UNIDIR.


