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I. INTRODUCI1;  ION

1. By i t s  resolut ion 40/152  K of  16 December  1985,  the  General Aasambly,
i n t e r  a l l a ,  r ea f f i rmed “the value  of  Uni ted  Natione  studies,  prepared with
appropriate aseietance  f ran governmental or consul tan t experts,  a8 a useful mean6
b y  w h i c h  i m p o r t a n t  issues i n  t h e  f i e ld  o f  arms l im i t a t i on  and disarmament  can  b e
addressed in a compre?eneive  and detailed manner”. In addition to inviting Member
states to communicate their views and proposals on how the work of the United
Nat ions in  the  f ie ld  of  d isarmament  s tudies  could be further improved,  the Assembly
requested the Secretary-C;eneral  to invite the Advisory Board Qn Disarmament Studies
t o  p r e p a r e  a  compreheneive  repor t  on thoee  matter8  for  s u b m i s s i o n  t o  t h e  Aeoembly
a t  i t s  f o r t y - s e c o n d  seasion. The present  report  has been prepared in  reeqonae to
t h a t  r e q u e s t .

2. The views and suggestions of Member States received by the Secretary-General
in response to General Assembly resolution 40/152  K have been report& separately
(sse A/41/421 and Add .l and 2). Views and suggest ions  received purruant to
Assembly  resolut ion 41/86 C of  4  December  1986 wi l l  be  reported at  a  later date.

3. The General Assembly further reeffirmed the value of United Nations
fitsarmament  s t u d i e s  i n  i ta r e s o l u t i o n  41/86  C . At t h e  nanm t i m e ,  t h e  A s s e m b l y
reaff irmed the need for  a  thorough appraisal  of  the  subject . Ar s tud i e s  h a v e
evolved, the exercise’s have changed somewhat in nature and various ruggeetions  have
been made with a view to introducing certain improvements. Moreover, the
establ ishment  of  the  United Nat ions  Inst i tute  for  Disarmament  Rerearch  (UMIDIR)
makes available new machinery that, in appropriate circumetancee, provides
opportunit ies  for  other  ways  of  carrying out  disarmament  etudies  and research.  As
t he  Adv i sory  Board  on  Disarmament  S tud i e s  a l so  ac t s  ae t h e  Boar(I o f  Trustees o f
UNIDIR,  the  present  report  a l so  addresees  the  co-ordinat inq role  that  the  Board
miqht play t o  f a c i l i t a t e  s t u d y  a n d  r e s e a r c h  a c t i v i t i e s .

I l . UNITED NATIONS DISARMAMENT STUDIES

4. Sect ion II I, “Proqramme  o f  Aotion”, of  the  Final Document  of  the  Tenth  Special
Sess ion of  the  General  Assembly  (resolut ion S-10/2  of  30 June 1978)  conta ins
s e v e r a l  p a r a g r a p h s  r e l a t i n g  t o  U n i t e d  N a t i o n s  s tud i e s  i n  t h e  f i e ld  o f  d i s a rmament .
‘Iwo  paragraphs  of  the Final  Document  are  part icular ly  relevant%

“36. Taking further steps in the field of disarmament. and other measures
aimed at  promoting internat ional  peace and securi ty  would be  faci l i tated by
carryiny  o u t  s t u d i e s  b y  khe S e c r e t a r y - G e n e r a l  i n  t h i s  f i e ld  w i th  appropr i a t e
assist.ance  from governmental  or  consul tant  experts .

”
. . .

“124.  The Secretary-General  i s  requested to  act  U P  an adViBOry  board of
eminent  persons, s e l ec t ed  on  the  ba s i s  o f  t he i r  per sona l  exper t i s e  and  takinsg
i n t o  a c c o u n t  t h e  p r i n c i p l e  o f  e q u i t a h l e  q e o q r a p h i c a l  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n ,  t o  a d v i s e
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him on various  aepects  of  s tudies  to  be  made under  the  auspices  of  the  United
Nat ions in  the  f ie ld  of  disarmament  and arms l imitat ion,  includj.ng a  programme
of  s u c h  s tud i e s .”

5. Once established in 1978, the Advisory Board on Disarmament Studies identified
three  purposes for  djearmament  s tudies  mandated ty  the  General  Assembly:

(a1 T o  assiet  i n  o n g o i n g  negotiational

(b) lb i d e n t i f y  p o s s i b l e  n e w  areas o f  negotiation)

(c) To promote  publ ic  awareness  of  the  problems involved in  the  arms race and
disarmament.

6 . Since 1979, a total of 23 disarmament studiee have been made by the
Secretary-Cnneral pursuant to mandates bran the General Aseemblyt  two more are at
present  being conducted. With the  except ion of  the  studies on nuclear-weapon-free
zones (see A/40 /379)  and on mil i tary  uee of  rseearch and development  (see
A/40/533), a l l  s t u d i e s  h a v e  ended  w i th  t h e  aaption  of  a n  agreed  f i na l  r epor t .
(For  a  l i s t  o f  s t ud i e s ,  s ee  append ix  I .  1 I n  m a n y  case8  t h e  Aesslmbly  h a s  i n v i t e d
viewe  or canmente from Member States on individual studies and those comments
received have been issued as documents of the Assembly .

7 . The s tudies  have covered a  wide var ie ty  of  topics . E x p e r t s  f r an  a  t o t a l  o f
5 8  c o u n t r i e s  h a v e  participated i n  t h e  s t u d i e e ,  which has  permit ted the  ref lect ion
of  a  broad  range  o f  f ac tua l  i n f o r m a t i o n  a n d  p o l i t i c a l  v i e w s . In some caset3,
etudies h a v e  e n d e a v o u r e d  t o  i d e n t i f y  t h e  f a c t s  and percep t ions  tha t  per ta in  to
var ious aspects  of  the  subjects  under s tudy and,  by so doing,  have lrelped  to
ident i fy  poss ible  ways  of  moving towards  the  l imitat ion or  resolut.  on of  the
problems. W h i l e  s t u d i e s  a r e  n o t  n e c e s s a r i l y  e x p e c t e d  t o  r e s o i v e  i s s u e s  t h a t  h a v e
sharp ly  d i v ided  S ta t e s , they  have  often been able  to  serve  as  low-key ,
pre-negotiat ing exercises  by  establi&ing  area8 of  potent ia l  agreement  or
c l a r i f y ing  aspects o f  d i s agreemen t . The s tudy reports , together with the summaries
issued as “Fact sheet 8” , have  also  been of  va lue  aa sources  of  information for  the
world public and for the World Disarmament Campaign. The ef forts  have  been t ru ly
multilateral and have conf irmed that  the  Uni ted  Nat ions as  a  global  organization  is
the  most  appropriate  body to  carry out  such tasks.

8. For  t h e  m o s t  p a r t ,  it h a s  hoen t h e  i n t e n t i o n  o f  t h o s e  i n v o l v e d  i n  t h e  s t u d y  to
achieve  consensus  on their  report . Although that approach has not always been
euccessf ul , nor received unap  imous support , i t  h a s  had  t h e  p r i m e  v i r t u e  st
requiring the expert.8 to endeavour to find common ground rather than allowing them
t o  a c c e n t u a t e  the i r  d i f f e rence s . As compranise and negot iated agreements  are  the
essence of  progress  in  disarmament, it  would seem that the principle of consensus
should be encouraged, a l t h o u g h  i t  i s  recognized  t h a t  t h e r e  w i l l  be s u b j e c t s  u n d e r
study from t ime to  t ime of  which the  most  product ive  treatment  wi l l  be  the  shodding
o f  l i g h t  o n  s t r o n g l y  h e l d ,  d i v e r g e n t  v i e w s , as i n  the  c a s e  o f  the  s tudy  on
d e t e r r e n c e  (~/41/432  and  Corr.1 , annex) completed in 1986,

9. N o t w i t h s t a n d i n g  t h e  d i v e r s i t y  o f  s u b j e c t s  u n d e r  s t u d y ,  t h e  r e s u l t s  o f  the
d i scus s ions  o f  top i c s  i n  dep th  and  f rom ditfering  p o l i t i c a l  v i e w p o i n t s  h a v e  o f t en
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emerged as stepping-stones towards the promotion of international peace and
security . RepOrta  have often complemented or corroborated one another in
describing aspects  of  the  arms race and the  problems that  have  to  be  resolved. The
study reports , m6tly  reproduced as  United Nat ions  sa les  publ,ications  in  the
Disarmament  Study ser ies ,  have therefore  come to  represent  a  loosely  l inked ser ies
of  commentary and analys is  broadly  reflecti,lg  the  v iews and percept ions  held  by
many of the States Members of the United Nations.

10. As the  study reports  have been completed, a  certain  pattern of  expsr  ience has
emerged. For the most part, United Nat ions  disarmament  s tudies  have beet; pract ical
a n d  p o l i t i c a l , rather  than purely  academic,  exercises . F o r  t h i s  ;eason, t h e  c o u r s e
of  discuss ion within each group of  experts  has  of ten been affected as  much by
p o l i t i c a l  a s  b y  t e chn i ca l  cons idera t ions . There may have been a trend in the
mandates from the General Assembly towards the appointment of “governmental” rather
than  “ c o n s u l t a n t ”  par t i c ipa t ing  exper t s . Consequently, even though al l  experts  -
s i n c e  t h e y  “assist” the  Secretary-General  - are  appointed by him in their  personal
capac! t ies , experts ha*.*? Lended t o  t a k e  f u l l y  i n t o  a c c o u n t  g o v e r n m e n t  p o l i c i e s  i n
the  course  of  their  work in  s tudy groups. This  tendency has  been of  value  iv that
t h e  s tud i e s  h a v e  t h u s  o f t e n  r e f l e c t e d  a u t h o r i t a t i v e  v i ews  and ,  w h e n  a  co’ sensus has
been reached on substance, the  s tudies  mav have ind!cated an opening towards
genuine negot iat ione.

11. From experience to date, a  number  o f  po in t s  have  ernergzd t h a t  h a v e  f a c i l i t a t e d
t h e  e s t a b l i s h m e n t  o f  ce r t a in  p rac t i ca l  gu ide l i ne s ,  a l though not  a l l  points  may be
a p p l i c a b l e  t o  a l l  c a s e s . (For a  descript ion of  various  points  drawn f rom that
experience, see appendix II. ) H o w e v e r ,  i n  t h e  view o f  t he  Doard, exptrience  h a s
p r o v i d e d  v a l u a b l e  l e s s o n s  t h a t  hnve s e r v e d ,  and  shou ld  c o n t i n u e  t o  s e r v e ,  ~9 a
bas is  for  worthwhile  improvements  in  the  methodology to  be  appl ied to  s tudies .

I I I . THE ROLE OF THE UNITED NATIONS INSTITUTE FOR DISARMAMENT
RESEARCH

12. By its resolution 39/148  H of 17 December 1984, the General Assnmi!ly  approved
the s tatute  of  the  United Nat ions Inst i tute  for  Disarmament  Research,  the  taxt of
which was annexed to  the  resolut ion. Under the  provis ions  of  the  s tatute ,  UNIDIR
is  an autonomous inst i tut ion within  the  framework of  the  United Natitins,
establ i shed by the  General  Assembly  for  the  purpose of  undertaking independent
research on disarmament and related problems, p a r t i c u l a r l y  internaticnzl  s e c u r i t y
issues, and working in close relationship with the Department for Disarmament
Af fa i r s  o f  t he  Secre ta r i a t .

13. The work of  the  Inst i tute , wh ich  i s  ba sed  on  the  prov i s ions  o f  the Fina l
Document  o f  the  Tenth  Special  Sess ion of  the  Gnneral  Assembly,  a ims att

(a) Providing the international community with more div. rsified and complete
data  on problems telating to  internat ional  securi ty ,  the  armaments  race and
d i s a r m a m e n t  i n  a l l  f i e l d s ,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  i n  t h e  n u c l e a r  f i e l d ,  s o  a s  t o  f a c i l i t a t e
progress , through negot ia t ions, t o w a r d s  g r e a t e r  s e c u r i t y  f o r  a l l  S t a t e s  a n d  t o w a r d s
the  economic  and socia l  development  of  a l l  peoplesj
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(b) Pranotlng  in formed  par t i c ipa t ion  hy ~11 S ta te s  i n  d i s a rmament  e f for t s ;

(cl A s s i s t i n g  o n g o i n g  nc,gotiations o n  d i sarmament  and  c o n t i n u i n g  e f for t s  t o
enLure  g r e a t e r  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  s e c u r i t y  a t  a  p r o g r e s s i v e l y  l o w e r  l e v e l  o f  a r m a m e n t s ,
p a r t i c u l a r l y  nuclear  armaments, by means of  object ive  and factual  studies  and
analyses 1

(d) Carry ing  ou t  more  i n -dep th , forward-looking and long-term research on
d 1 ‘sa rmament , so  a s  t o  p rov ide  a  genera l  i n s i gh t  intc t h e  p r o b l e m 5  i n v o l v e d ,  and
st.imulating n e w  i n i t i a t i v e 5  f o r  new  nego t i a t i on s .

14. In accordance with  i ts  s ta tu te ,  voluntary contr ibut ionfl f ram States and public
and  pr i va t e  organizatione  form t h e  pr inc ipa l  source  o f  f i nanc ing  o f  the  Il>stitute.

15. Since i t s  es tabl i shment ,  UNIDIR hots carried out  a broad range of  research,
d i s cu s s ion  and  pub l i ca t i on  ac t i v i t i e s  i n  the  f i e ld  o f  d i s a rmament . Research
papers ,  analyses ,  monograph5 on nat ional  securi ty  i ssues  a:.d other  papers  have  been
publ ished (see  appendix III) .  Regional  conferences ,  col loquia  and seminars  with
w i d e  m u l t i l a t e r a l  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n  h a v e  b e e n  he ld  and  have  a t t rac t ed  s i gn i f i can t
part ic ipat ion and the  presentat ion of  a number of  valuable  paper5 by indiv idual
e x p e r t s . In  the  course  of  its act iv i t ies  UNIDIR,  l ike  the  Department  for
Disarmament  Affair5 of  the  Secretar iat ,  has  establ i shed,  and cont inue5 to  expand,
relat ions  with  regional  oqanizations  and many research inst i tu tes  concerned with
disarmament.

I V . RESPECTIVE FUNCTIONS UF THE UNITED NATIONS AND THE
UNITED hATIONS  INSTITUTE FOR DISARMAMENT RESEARCH

! 5. The advent of UNIDIR offer5 new opportunities that could be used to m!ltual
advantage. Research work carried out by UNIDIR can be lees costl.y,  in that only a
smal l  number of  academic  or  other  experts  in  the  f ie ld  are  involved. If few
expert5  are involved or i f  all  work is  in  one language, interpretat ion costs  may be
r&uced o r  a v o i d e d  a l t o g e t h e r . Similarly,  travel  and per  diem expenses are  lower
if  the  number  of  part ic ipant5 i s  kept  low.  However , should UNIDIR adopt conference
pract ices  s imi lar  to  those  used in  United Nat ions  disarmament  s tudies ,  costs  would
probably be similar .

17. At the same t ime, UNIDIR offers an opportunity for greater independence of
comment than the more constrained arrangement of a group of governmental experts
a s s i s t i n g  t h e  S e c r e t a r y - G e n e r a l , and l ikewise  permits  more independence in  the
conduc t  o f  r e search  and  l e s s  need  fo r  individilal  Civernments  t o  i den t i f y  t h e m s e l v e s
with the  resul ts  unless  they  so  wish.

18. Advantages  would seem to be gained fran al locat ing work  ei ther  to  the  United
Nations for study or to UNIDIR for research, according to  the  nature and subject
matter of the tcpic or the time-frame within which a response may be needed.
Various  factors  may determine the  choice , but  among the  considerat ions  are  the
f 01 low ing :

/ . . .
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( a )  S t u d i e s  o n  s u b j e c t s  t h a t  are  under  n e g o t i a t i o n  or  t h a t  are  p a r t i c u l a r l y
s e n s i t i v e  o r  o n  w h i c h  Governpent  s p e c i f i c a l l y  w i s h  t o  e n s u r e  t h a t  t h e y  ( o r  o t h e r
States  of  a  given geographic  area  or  pol i t ical  grouping whose v iews they share)  are
off ic ia l ly  represented should be mandated by the  General  Assembly and carr ied out
by United Nations groups of governmental expert51

(b )  Work  that  demands speclalized  or  h ighly  expert  research,  that  may be
required <omparatively  quickly , or that would benefit from more technical or
sc ient i f ic  treatment  in  depth than a United CJatione  group of  governmental  expert5
As expected to provide might be carried out by UNIDIR.

19. It might often be appropriate for the Department for Disarmament AfZairs of’
the  Secretar iat  and UNIDIR to  work in  c lose  co-operation on a  project ,  as  in  the
case  of  the  updat ing of  the  reports  on the  nuclear  capabilitiee  of  South Africa
(A/39/470,  annex)  and Israel  (A/40/520, annex) prepared for the General Assembly.
In  ca se s  o f  l im i t ed  scope, f o r  e x a m p l e , the updat ing of  an exist ing study,  a  small
group of governmental experts making extensive use of UNIDIR in a consultant
ci lacity  could carry out the work. In  t a sks  cons i s t i ng  in  l arge  par t  o f ,  for
i n s t ance , t h e  c o l l e c t i o n  o f  avai  l a h l e  maLc tial i n v o l v i n g  d c e r t a i n  a m o u n t  o f
analyt ica l  work  and not  expected to  require  extens ive  del iberat ion5 between experts
ho ld ing  d i f f e ren t  v i ews , small groups  of governmental experts might define the
terms of  reference for ,  the  s tudy and entrust  the  research and the draft ing to
UNIDIR, in co-operation with the Department for Dirarmament  Affairs of the
Secretar iat  a6  appropriate ,  and/or  other  research inst i tutes  or individual
consu l t an t s . The group would subsequently consider the recults and if necessary
return them for future work. By reducing the  involvement  brf expert  groups  in  th is
way  important  savings might  be  made both  in  substant ive  and conference-servic ing
C06t3, w i t h o u t  sacriffzing t h e  m u l t i l a t e r a l  n a t u r e  of  the  exercise.

20. In such ways UNIDIR and the Department for Disar?Iament  Affairs could work -
and be seen to work - in complement with each other.

V. CONSIDERATION BY THE ADVISORY BOARD ON D’SARMAMENT STUDIES
AND THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF THE UNL’l’EU NATIONS INSTITUTE
FOR DISARMAMENT RESEARCH

21. Tn paragraph 124 of  the  Find] Document  of  the  Tenth Special  Sess ion of  the
Genera 1 Assemh?y, the  Secretary-  anera was  requested to  set  up an advisory  board
to  advise  him on various  aspects  of  studies  to  be  made under  the  auspices  of  the
United Nat ions  in  t.P-, f ie ld  of  disarmament  and arms l imitat ion,  including a
programme of such studier;. Accord ing  to  s ec t i on  I I I  of  Assembl:l  resclution 37/99 K
o f  1 3  Ikzcember 1 9 8 2  ( s e e  a l so  A/37/550), one of  the  funct ions  of  the  Advisory Board
On D i sa rmament  S tud ie s  4~1  t o  a d v i s e  t h e  Secretary-General  o n  varioub aspects  o f
studies  and research in  the  area  of  arms l imitat ion and disarmament  carried out
un2pr the  auspices  of  the  United Nat ion5 or  inst i tut ions  within  the  United Nat ions
sys tern,, in  part icular  of :  the  integrat ion of  a  programme of  such s tudies  with  a
comprehensive programme of disarmament, once  th i s  ha s  b e e n  e s t ab l i shed .

22. Purr;uant  to t h e  came resolution and the subsequent statute of UNIDIR (CGneral
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Assembly resolution 39/148 H ,  annex),  the  Advisory Goard a lso  serve5 as  the  Board
of Trustees -:f UNIDIR.

23. The Board i s  therefore  in  a  pr ime posi t ion to  advise  on the  whole  s tudy
a c t i v i t y . Ar i s ing  f rom i t s  c o n s i d e r a t i o n , the Board could offer recommendations t0
the General Assembly on many aspects of disarmament studies, as well as discharging
i t s  p re sen t  r e spons ib i l i t y  o f  g o v e r n i n g  t h e  a c t i v i t i e s  o f  U N I D I R .

24. A ma jor  d i f f i cu l t y  w i th  e x i s t i n g  arrangement s  i s  t h a t ,  as  de scr ibed  in
paragraph 3 of appendix II below, the  Board has usual ly  not  been involved in  the
sequence of  act ions  leading to  considerat ion and approval  by the  General  Assembly
o f  a  s tudy  proposa l . In  successive  annual  reports  ( see  A/39/549,  A/40/744 and
A/41/666) , the  Board has  expressed the  v iew that ,  w h i l e  i t  c o u l d  n o t  p r e s u m e  t o
censor  proposals  by  delegat ions  of  f overeign States ,  the  Board should be  in  a
posi t ion to  examine proposals  for  study before  submission to  the Assembly  and to
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 ,  p r i o r i t i e s ,  a p p r o a c h e s  e t c . ,  a t  l e a s t  i f
t he  i n i t i a to r s  o f  p roposa l s  so  r eques t ed .

25. The Board i s  of  the  or.’nd-lion t h a t  t h e  questJon o f  a  c a r e f u l  s e l e c t i o n  o f
s u b j e c t s  fo r  s tudy  and  t h e  mat te r  o f  co s t s  a re  or specicl impor tance ,  a l t h o u g h  i t
should be understood tha t  expert  groups  should ref lect  pcli tical and geographical
balance. With  these  factors  in  mind,  and with the introduct ion of  appropriate
procedures, the  Board could give  t imely  considerat ion to  s tudy proposals  and make
recommendations on the best means of carrying them out.

26. The Board therefore  bel ieves  tha t  i t  would be  highly  des irable  for  Member
St.ates to  present  proposals  for  disarmament  s tudies  or  research to  the
Secretary-General  by  1  September  (rather  than direct ly  to  the  Firs t  Committee  of
the General Assembly in September or October). Considerat ion by the  Board at  i t s
September session could then lead to a recommendation on whether the work should be
done as  a  United Nat ions  s tudy or  by UNIDIR, and  i f  t he  l a t t e r  whe ther  a s  par t  o f
the ongoing  programme of work of UNIDIR or as an additional task for which the
Assembly should a l locate  funds. Such a procedure would offer many advantages over
present  arrangements  and would not  resul t  in  any delay in  the  implementat ion of  an
initiative by a Member State as approved by the Assembly. I t  i s ,  o f  c o u r s e ,
understood that  the  f inal  decis ion on United Nat ions disarmament  s tudies  rests  with
the Assembly.

VI. CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

27. In  t h e  l i g h t  o f  t h e  s u r v e y  p r e s e n t e d  a b o v e ,  t h e  B o a r d  i s  o f  t h e  v i e w  t h a t
the 23 disarmament  s tudies  have successful ly  served one or more of  the  three
purposes  ident i f ied in  1978,  namely:

(a) To  a s s i s t  i n  o n g o i n g  nego t i a t i on s ;

(b) T o  i d e n t i f y  p o s s i b l e  n e w  a r e a s  o f  n e g o t i a t i o n ;

(cl To promote  publ ic  awareness  of  the  problems invr.‘ved in  the  arms race and
disarmament.

/ . . .
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28. The publ ished s tudy reports  have made important  contr ibut ions  to  a  broader
under s t and ing  o f  t he  complex i t i e s  and  d i f f e r ing  po in t s  o f  v i ew  on  a  s e r i e s  o f
h igh ly  impor tan t  i s sue s . Wide  po l i t i ca l  and  geograph i ca l  par t i c ipa t i on  ha6 been
achieved and the  resul ts  have  been a ser ies  of  reports  tha t  have come to  represent
a  loosely  l inked ser ies  of  commentary  and analyr,is broadly  ref lect ing the  v iews  and
percept ions  held  by many of  the  States  Members  o: the  united Nationa.  At  the same
t ime,  i t  should  be  recognized that  the  importance of  disarmament  s tudies  should net
be over-valued and that  in  no way can s tudies  be  subst i tutes  fqr formal
nego t i a t i on s .

29. In  the conduct  of  the  s tudies ,  va luable  experience has  been gained and a
n u m b e r  o f  u se fu l  p r inc ip l e s  e s t ab l i shed , as  described in  appendix II  below,  which
shou ld  be  drawn  to  t h e  a t t en t ion  o f  g roups  o f  exper t s  carrying  o u t  s tud i e s  i n  the
f u t u r e .

30. In the  composi t ion of  s tudy groups, t h e  B o a r d  b e l i e v e s  t h a t  f i n a n c i a l
constraints should be recognized by keeping the number of experts to a minimum
cons i s t en t  w i th  the  r equ i remen t s  o f  po l i t i c a l  ba l ance ,  b road  geograph i ca l
representat ion and eff ic iency .

31. The principle  of  consensus  should cont inue to  be the  normal  pract ice  in  s tudy
groups,  whi le  the  express ion of  dif fer ing opinions  where v iews cannot  be reconci led
should be permit ted. The absence of  a  fu l ly  agreed text  should  not  prevent  the
presentat ion of  a  report  by  the  s tudy group: accep tance  o f  t h i s  p r inc ip l e  shou ld
act a s  an  incen t i ve  to  f i nd ing  waya  o f  expre s s ing  d i f f e r ing  v i ews . However , it
should also be recognized that from t ime to tim some slrbjects under study w’ll
allOW o n l y  t h e  p r e s e n t a t i o n  o f  d i v e r g e n t  v i e w s  w i t h  n o  likelihood  o f  consensus .

32. The Board is of  the opinion that  the  quest ion of  careful  se lect ion of  subjects
for  s tudy and the matter  of  costs  are  of  special  importance.

33. The Board bel ieves  tha t  the  advent  of  UNIDIR offers  new opportuni t ies  that
could  be used to  mutual advantage,  pr imari ly  in  the  area OL independent  comment  and
at  lower  cost  to  the  regular  budget  of  the  United Nat ions. As described in
paragraph 18 above,  work  could  be al located ei ther  to  the  United Nat ions  for  s tudy
or  to  UNIDIR for  research,  according to  the  nat\lre and subject  matter  of  the  topic
or the time-frame within which a response may be needed.

34. The Board considers  that ,  in  i t s  twin roles  as  the  Advisory Board on
Disarmament  Studies  and as  the  Board of  Trustees  of  UNIDIH, i t  i s  in  a  prime
p o s i t i o n  t o  a d v i s e  o n  t h e  w h o l e  s t u d y  a c t i v i t y  a n d , through the Secretary-General,
t0 a s s i s t  t he  Genera l  As semb ly  a s  appropr i a t e  w i thou t  trespasstng  on  the  r igh t s  o f
sovereign States .

35. The Board therefore recommends that,  without prejudice to the rights of Member
S t a t e s , procedures  should be inst i tu ted that  would allw the  Board to  g ive  t imely
considerat ion to  study proposals  and to  the  means by which they  might  best  be
car r i ed  ou t . To t h i s  e n d , the Board considers  tha t  i t :  would be  highly  des irable
for  Member States  to  present  proposals  for  disarmament  s tudies  or  research to  the
Secretary-Qneral  by 1 September annually. At  i t s  September sess ion,  the  Board

/ . . .
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would consider the proposals. It would then recommend that the work be done either
-6 a United Nations study or by UNIDIR , a n d  i f  t h e  l a t t e r  w h e t h e r  as par t  o f  t he
Ongoing programme Of work of UNIDIR, or as an additional task for which the cellera
Assembly should allocate funds, In th is  connect ion, the  Board i s  very  conscious  of
‘.he Cri t ical  financial s i tuat ion current ly  fac ing UNIDIR.  The Inst i tute  needs  to
be properly funded ta carry out its normal programme of work. For any ad:!itional
work assigned to it by the Assembly, UNIDIR will need to be given extra funds.

36. F i n a l l y , the  Board considers  tha t  there  i s  a  need for  subsequent  review and
follow-up of disarmament etudLes ,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  i n  r e s p e c t  o f  s t u d y
recommendat ions. The Board intends  to  give  this  matter  further  at terrt ion in  i ts
future  oonsideration  of  var ious subjects  for  s tudy and research in  the  area  of  arms
l imitat ion and disarmament.

37. In summation, t h e  Board  s t rong ly  r ea f f i rms  t h e  s ign i f i cance  o f  s tud ie s  and
research in  the  f ie ld  of  d isarmament  and the  value  of  establ ishing a  co-ordinated
approach  to  m a k e  t h e  m o s t  e f f e c t i v e  u s e  o f  the  f ac i l i t i e s  and  I’esources  a v a i l a b l e
to  thi Cepartment  for  Disarmament  Affairs  and to  the  United Nat ions  Inst i tute  for
uLsaKmament  Research,
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APPENDIX I

Studies on disarmament under the auspices of the United Nations
since 1978

Studies in hand in 1987

Economic and socia l  consequencOs  of  the  arms race and of  mi l i tary  expenditures

S tud} ’  o f  the  c l ima t i c  and  potentis  phys i ca l  e f f ec t s  o f  nuc l ear  war ,  i nc lud ing
nuclear  winter

Study completed in 1986

Study on Deterrencet its implication6 for disarmament and the arms race,
negot iated arms reduct ions  and internat ional  securi ty  and other  related matters
(A/41/432,  annex) United Nat ion6 publ icat ion,  Sales  No.E.87.1X.2)

, Studies completed in 1985

The Naval  Arms Race (A/40/535,  anntxj  United Nat ions  publ icat ion,  Sales
No. E.86. IX. 3)

-ncePts o f  S e c u r i t y  ( A / 4 0 / 5 5 3 ,  annext Un i t ed  N a t i o n s  pub l i ca t i on ,  Salea
N o .  E.86.IX.l)

Study on nuclear-weapon-free zones (ended without an agreed text) (see A/40/379)

Reduction of Military Budgets: Construct ion of  mi l i tary  price  indexes  and
purchasing-power p a r i t i e s  f o r  c o m p a r i s o n  o f  milit,lry  er enditure6 (A/4ml,  annex!- -
United Nations publicr,tion,  Sales No. E.86. IX. 2)

Study on mklitary u6e of research and development  (ended without an agreed text.)
(Bee  A /40 /  :?33)

Studies  com))leted  in  1984.-- - -

Uni lateral  Nuclear  Disarman,ent Measures  (A/39/516,  annex1  United Nation6- -
publication, Sale6 No. E.85. IX. 2)

Study on al l  aspects  of  the  convent ional  arms race  and on disarmament  relat ing to
c o n v e n t i o n a l  weapon.%  and  armed  force s  ( A / 3 9 / 3 4 8 ,  a n n e x ;  SUb6eqUentlY  issued w i t h
the  t i t le  Study on Convent ional  Disarmament  (Ilnited  Nat ions  publ icat ion,  Sale6
No.  E.BS.IX.1) )

/ . . .
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Studles completed in 1982

Rconcmic  and Social Conaequencee of the Arms Rsce and of Military Expenditures
(Uni ted  Nationa  publication,  Sales  No.  E.63.IX.Z)

Frduction of  mi l i tary  budge t s  (A /S -12 /7 ,  annex1  s u b s e q u e n t l y  i s s u e d  w i t h  t h e  t i t l e
Reduction of Militar~udgetr - Refineme,lt  o f  internat.ional  r e p o r t i n g  a n d
acwapariron  of  military expenditures (United Nations publ icat ion,  Sales
N o .  E.83.IX.l))

Investigation into reports concerning the alleged use of chemical weapons
(A/37 /259,  annex)

Studies completed in 1981

Comprehensive Study on Confidence-building Measures (United Nations publication,
Sales No.E.82.  IX. 3)

The Relationship between Disarmament and Development  (United Nation5  publication,
S a l e s  N o .  E.82.IX.l)

Relationrhip between Diearmament and International Smurity (United Nations
publics t ion, Sale6 No.E.82.IX.4)

The  Impl i ca t ions  o f  E s t a b l i s h i n g  a n  I n t e r n a t i o n a l  S a t e l l i t e  Mcmitorinq Agency
(United Nation publication, Sales No. E.83.1X.3)

Study on ISraeli Nuclear Armament (United Nations publication, Sales No. B.82.IX.2)

Institutional  arrangements relating to  the  process  of  disarmament  (A/36 /392,  annex)

World Disarmament Campaign (A/36/458, annex)

Studies completed in 1980

Comprehensive nuclear-test ban (A/35/257)

.Canpreheneive  Study on Nuclear Weapons (United Nations publication, Sales
No. E.81.1.11)

Reduction of Military Budgetsr International  reporting of  mil i tary budgets  (United
Nations publication,  Sales  No.  Ei01.1.9)

Study on All the Aspect6 of Regional Disarmament (United Nations publication,
Sales No. E.81.1X.2)

/ . . .
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Sollth Af r i ca ’ s  P lan  and  Capab i l i t y  i n  the  Nuclebr F i e l d  ( U n i t e d  Nation8-. -
p u b l i c a t i o n ,  S a l e s  N o .  F:.Bl.Y.lU)

Note I At the teqllest  uf the General Assembly two studies were updated by
UNIDIR  in CO-opetatl~n  with t.he Department for Disarmament Affair6 and published  in
1984 (Sou th  Afr i ca ’ s  wc!.e~r c a p a b i l i t y  ( A / 3 9 / 4 7 0 , annex) )  and in  1985 (Ieraeli
nuclear armament (A./1G.‘E20, annex) 1 .

/ . . .
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APPENDIX II

Experience  gained and some thoughts  for  the  future

1. The  l i s t  o f  po in t s  g i v e n  b e l o w  i s  no t  exhaus t i ve  and ,  f u r thermore ,  d i f f e ren t
s tud i e s  h a v e  n o t  a l l  l e d  t o  the s a m e  e x p e r i e n c e .

The development  of  a  s tudy

2. I n  t h e  f i r s t  instance  i t  i s  u s e f u l  t o  d e s c r i b e  b r i e f l y  a  t y p i c a l  s e q u e n c e  o f
events  from f irs t  proposal  to  publ icat ion of  the  completed report . I t  should be
borne in mind, however, t h a t  n o  t w o  s t u d i e s  a r e  t h e  samet there are many
var i a t i on s  and  there  c a n  b e  n o  f i x e d  p a t t e r n  a p p l i c a b l e  t o  a l l  s t u d i e s  e x c e p t  i n
the most general terms.

3. Proposals  for  s tudies  have emerged in  a  var iety  of  wavs, somet imes  wel l  in
advance of a General Assembly session but sol ,etimes with almost no not ice before
pre sen ta t ion  o f  a  d ra f t  r e s o l u t i o n . Rarely have Member States sought the advice of
the Advisory Board on Disarmament Studies. Some Member States have sought
Secretar iat  advice  on ‘;he formulat ion of  their  proposals ,  and some have not .

4. B e t w e e n  t h e  i n i t i a l  p roposa l  o f  t h e  s tudy  and  consideraiion  b y  t h e  Firsi:
Committee  of  the  relevant  draf t  resolut ion, the  Secretar iat  has  to  prepare a
statement  of  the  Secretary-General  on the  adminis trat ive  and budgetary implicatiorbs
o f  t h e  s p e c i f i c  s t u d y . This has to be based on an assessment by the Secretariat of
h o w  t h e  s t u d y  w i l l  b e  calried o u t  a n ?  i n vo l ve s  a s s e s s ing  such  f ac tor s  a s  t he  s i z e
of  the  expert  group, t h e  na ture  o f  i t s  compos i t i on , the number of  sess ions  required
and their  approximate  t iming, the  probable  amount  of  documentat ion,  the  extent  to
which consul tancy serv ices  might  be required etc .

5. Fran  the  s t a r t  o f  t he  work  o f  a  g roup  o f  exper t s  t o  the  pre sen ta t i on  o f  i t s
f inal  report  to  the  Secretary-General , the  durat ion of  a  s tudy has  usual ly  been
some 16 or 17 months for a “two-year” study and some 7 months for a “one-year”
study.

Size  of  the  group

6. The larger the group, the  more l ikely  i t  i s  that  certa in  problems may be
encountered. Above a certain number, study groups tend to assume a degree of
rigidity and formality that may hamper the easy exchange of views and the
achievement of agreement. Achievement of an agreement by consen8us  on the final
text  may then be much more difficult. However, the  greater  the  number  of  States
a s soc i a t ed  w i th  the  s tudy  t h r o u g h  t h e i r  e x p e r t s , the  more representat ive  the
r e s u l t s  o f  t h e  s t u d y  w i l l  b e  o f  t h e  v i e w s  o f  t h e  i n t e rna t iona l  c o m m u n i t y ,  and  t h e
more Likely the study is to be widely endorsed in the General Assembly. Pratt ice
has shown that  with  8 to  1 .2  experts  i t  i s  poss ible ,  as  a  rule ,  to  make up a  group
t h a t  i s  b o t h  w i d e l y  r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  o f  t h e  p e r t i n e n t  po l i t i ca l  approaches  and  sma l l
enough to allow for a productive working procedure.
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Pol i t ical  and geographic  balance

7. A general  pol icy  hao developed of  endeavouring to  ref lect  pol i t ica l  and
geographic  balance in  groups  of  experts  as  far  as  poss ible . I n  t h i s  w a y ,  t h e  t.hree
main pol i t ical  groupings  (neutral  and non-al igned, social ist and Western) and the
f ive  regional  groupings  have  been accommodatedr  in  this  context ,  too,  a  good
working size has been found to be 8 to 12 members. At  t h e  s a m e  t i m e ,  s ign i f i can t
effort8 have been made over  the  span of  several  s tudies  to  involve  wide geographic
invol vemen t : t o  d a t e , na t iona l s  f rom 5 8  c o u n t r i e s  h a v e  t a k e n  par t  i n  the  studiea
l i s t e d  i n  a n n e x  I . The Board considers  that  these  pract ices  should cont inue,  ao
far  as  i s  pract icable  and compat ible  with  the  subject  under  s tudy.

Costs

8 . T h e  a d d i t i o n a l  c o a t s  - t h a t  i s , t h o s e  requ i r ing  f i nanc i a l  a l l oca t i on s  i n
add i t i on  to  the  r egu la r  b i enn ia l  budge t  o f  t h e  Uni t ed  N a t i o n s  - ar i s e  from t h e
pract ice  of  paying the  travel  and per  diem expenses  of  members  of  the  group,  the
fees  of  any consul tancy expert i se  required and the  conference serqicee  involved.
O n l y  t h e  f i r s t  t w o  a r e  responsibilities  o f  t he  D e p a r t m e n t  f o r  Disarmament  Affairs,
whereas  the  last  i s  the  responnibility OF the  Department  of  Conference Services .
The actual  f inancial  assessments  are  made by the  competent  budgetary  author i t ies  of
the  Secretar iat  on the  bas is  of  est imates  provided by those  two departments  for
their respective areas’ and are considered by the Advisory Committee on
Administrative and Budgetary Questions and the Fifth Committee. B y  f a r  t h e  l a r g e s t
proport ion of  the  assessed costs  may appear  to  ar ise  from conference services
( i n t e r p r e t a t i o n ,  t r a n s l a t i o n ,  p r i n t i n g  e t c . ) ,  w h i c h , a t  Lhe t ime  o f  t h e  prepara t ion
of  the  prcgramme  budget  s tatement ,  a r e  c a l c u l a t e d  o n  a  f u l l - c o s t  b a s i s . The Board
is  assured that  the  actual  addi t ional  costs  incurred over  and above the  normal
c sts are  only  some 14  per cent  of  the  fu l l -cost  est imates  of  conference serv ices .
Thi s  a spec t  o f  t h e  c o s t s  i s  t h e r e f o r e  f a r  l o w e r  i n  atlditional  f i nanc i a l  a l l oca t i on s
than i t  appears .

Expansion of the group

9. Adoption of  the  resolut ion by the  General  Assembly  also authorizes  the  funal
for  t h e  s tudy . Subsequent  expansion of  the  group beyond the  s ize  forecast  in  the
S e c r e t a r y - G e n e r a l ’ s  s t a t e m e n t  o n  admin i s t ra t i ve  and  f i nanc ia l  imp l i ca t ions  doe s  nc’-
bring extra funds: addi t ional  travel  and per  diem expenses  have  to  LK’  met  from the
exist ing funds  of  the  Department  for  Disarmament  Affairs . With the  t ightening
f i nanc ia l  cons t ra in t s  o f  r ecen t  year s , any expansion of the group can create
cons ide rable di f f icul ties, and i t  has  therefore become necessary  not  to  increase
the approved number of members except in rare circumstances. Experience has shown
t h a t  o n c e  expans ion  i s  permi t t ed  by  e v e n  o n e  e x p e r t  i t .  i s  o f t en  d i f f i cu l t  t o
con ta in , for  instance,  because such an  addit ion may upset  the  geographic /pol i t ic  11
balance oE a group and Tay thus h a v e  t o  b e  conlpensatetl  for  b y  t h e  addition o f
s e v e r a l  o t h e r  par t i c ipan t s .

Governmental experts

10. A l t h o u g h  i n  e a r l i e r  studies d i f f e r e n t  typt!; of e x p e r t s  - e.g., “qualif fed
c>xperts”, “conf;llltant  experts” - c o n d u c t e d  t h e  reyuestcrl  st.udies, i n  r e c e n t y e a r 5

/ . . .
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the  General  Assembly has  increas ingly  tended to  speci fy  “governmental  experts”  in
i t s  r e s o l u t i o n s .  I n  p r a c t i c e , and aris ing from the  premise  tha t  United Nat ions
d i sa rmament  s tud i e s  a re  i ndeed  po l i t i ca l  exerc i s e s ,  i t  c an  be  s a id  tha t
g o v e r n m e n t a l  e x p e r t s  a r e  p r e s e n t  t o  r e f l e c t  t h e i r  r e s p e c t i v e  G o v e r n m e n t s ’  p o l i c i e s ,
b u t  not spec i f i ca l l y  t o  ac t  on  beha l f  o f  t he i r  Government s . In this manner,
g o v e r n m e n t a l  e x p e r t s  h a v e  s o m e  f l e x i b i l i t y  i n  t h e i r  t a n k  of  a s s i s t i ng  the
S e c r e t a r y - G e n e r a l  t o  m a k e  a’1 o b j e c t i v e  r e p o r t )  t h e  r e s u l t  c a n  b e  a u t h o r i t a t i v e ,  b u t
wi thout  necesrarily  committ ing respect ive  Governments  to  the  report ’s  conclus ions.
Th i s  ia a n  i m p o r t a n t  a r g u m e n t  i n  s u p p o r t  o f  m u l t i l a t e r a l  s t u d i e s  m a d e  undttr  t h e
aegis  of  the  United Nat ions.

Presence  of  negat ive  v iews

11. To date ,  i t  hae not  been the  piicy to  exclude  front the  group indiv iduals  fran
Member States that voted against the resolution by which the General Assembly
mandated the  s tudy in  the  f irs t  p lace  or: tha t  might  be  expected to  take  4 negat ive

etance  w i t h  respect  t o  t h e  s u b j e c t  m a t t e r . The view has been that each case should
b e  coneidered  o n  i t s  mer i t s ,  b u t  t ha t  a  n e g a t i v e  v o t e  does  n o t  m e a n  t h a t  t h a t  S t a t e
has no i  lterest  in  the  subject  under study1  on the  contrary,  the  interest  may be
s t r o n g ,  a l b e i t  n e g a t i v e . The  d i f f i cu l t y  exper i enced  ha s  a r i s en  f rom t h e  f ac t  tha t
the groups  have usually sought to reach consensus. It  has therefore  proved
possib le  for  one or two members  to  have considerable  ef fect  on the  s tudy report  in
such circumstances.

Conduct of the work - consensus

12. In  general  the  most  desirable  outcome i s  a  report  ref lect ing consensus on i ts
e n t i r e  s u b s t a n c e ,  b u t  i n  p r a c t i c e  t h e r e  c a n  be  var i a t i on s  on  thif? t h e m e .
E x p e r i e n c e ,  h o w e v e r ,  h a s  i nd i ca ted  t h a t  i t  i s  n e c e s s a r y  t o  c l a r i f y  a t  a n  e a r l y
s t a g e  t h e  b a s i s  r u l e s  b y  w h i c h  t h e  s t u d y  w i l l  b e  carrid o u t . For  i n s t a n c e ,  w i l l
i t  be  pract icable  to  produce a  tex t  tha t  commands consensus throughout ,  or  should
differing v iews be  expre;gsed  on content ious issues wi th in  the  overal l  framework of
a consensus report?  Even where di f ferent  v iews are  set  forth,  balance and
moderat ion are  necessary  so that  the  language may be appropriate  for  tb b
Secretary-General to present to the General Assembly. I f  d i f f e ren t  v i ews  a re
presented, should th is  method be adopted throughout  the exercise ,  or  used only
towards  the  end of  the  exercise  i f  i t  becomes clear  ths t  complete  agreement  on the
substance  is not  poss ible? Should agreement be by consensus in all cases or by
consensus a@ far  aa poss ible , b u t  a l l o w i n g  f o r  t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  t h e  expression  o f

r e s e r v a t i o n s  i f  n e c e s s a r y ? Thr? posi t ions that  the  group chooses to  adopt  on cuch
aspects  in  the  early  s tages  of  4 s tudy become of  increasing s ignif icance towards
t h e  f i na l  s t a g e s .

Consul tan ts

1 3 . The number of  s tudies  requested by the  General  Asse.nbly varies  from year  to
year and it would be neither appropriatt? nor possible to have on hand a permanent
staff e q u i p p e d  w i t h  t h e  e x p e r t i s e  r e q u i r e d  t o  d e a l  w i t h  a l l  e v e n t u a l i t i e s . It i s
t h e r e f o r e  t h e  s t andard  prac t i ce  i n  the  Secre ta r i a t  t o  k e e p  t h e  permanen t  s t a f f
deal ing with  s tudies  to  a  minimum and to  oupplcmcnt  them as  necessary  wi th  the
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serv ices  of  outs ide  consultants  to provide substant ive  knowledge to  the  extent  that
i t  i s  n o t  a v a i l a b l e  f ran  t h e  Secre tar ia t . This  pract ice  both 6ervea the  interest
of  economy and enwres  the  avai labi l i ty  of  the upecifio  expertise required in
r e s p e c t  o f  t h e  s t u d y  i n  q u e s t i o n . In  asReasing  t h e  e x t e n t  o f  c o n e u l t a n c y  eervlcing
thot may be required, an estimate ie made of the total number of work-monthn that
may be needed8 t o  p e r m i t  f l e x i b i l i t y  t h e  p r a c t i c e  ia t o  r e q u e r t  a  specific  nunbee
of monthe, thereby allowing the Secretariat to engage one or more consultant0 up t0
a maximum of the total number of monthu  of servicer approved by the General
Aesembly . As a  mc)ans  of  o b t a i n i n g  access to  a  w ider  rango of  e%perti8e,  a n
alternative method that has worked well hae been to make use of papers specially
commissioned from qual i f ied indiv iduals  or recognized research inetitutes.
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APPENDIX I II

Publ icat ions  of  the  United Natir>ns  Inst i tute  for  Disarmament  Research

Establishment. of an Automated Data 7ake on Disarmament; ?reliminary S t u d y ,  b y
(Jean-Pranpois Guilhaudie,  A.  Claude!., J. Fon tane l  and  F .  Rcnzetti  ( u n i t e d  Natione
pub l i ca t i on , Sales No. GV.E.82.0.3)

Repertory of  Disarmament Research, by ,Tean-Pierre  Cot, Jean-Frangois  Guilhaudia a n d
Chantal de Jonge Oudraat (United Nations publication, sales No. GV.E.82.0.2)

Risks  of  Unintent ional  Nuclear  War,  ty  Danie l  Frci, wi th  the  collaboration  of
Chr is t ian  Catrina (United Nat ion8 publication,  Sales  No.  E.82.0.1)

Der Ungewollte Atomkr ieg - Eine Risiko - Analyse, German t ransla t ion of  the  above- - - -
publ ished by C.  Ii. Beck

“Disarmament and security: Yugoslavia I), by Vojin Dimitr i jevic

“National mechanisms and institutions for disarmament”, by Volker Rittberger

“Negotiating disarmament”, by Urs Luterbacher and Dee Ann Caflisch

“SBcuritd  e t  desarmement,  le  cas  de  la  Belqique” ,  by  Ren6  Schalbrocck

“Sources of information on disarmament and related iaeuesr a  s h o r t  g u i d e ”  (UNIDIR)

“Conceptual  i s sues  re lated to  European securi ty ,  arms control  and
confidence-building measures”, by Marek Thee

“ A u s t r i a ’ s  s e c u r i t y  p o l i c y  ( S e c u r i t y  of Stateu at lower J.evels  of armaments) “, by
Hanspeter Neuhold and Heinz Vetschera

Assumptions and Perceptions in Disarmamant,- - by Daniel  Frei (United Nat ion8
publicat  ion, Sale8 No. GV.E.84.0.4)

“Perceived images: US and Soviet assumptions in disarmament”, by Daniel Frei

Disarmament. A Short Guide to United Na:.ions  and Other Sources-of Information, by---..
Chantal de  Jonge Oudraat  (United Naticns publ icat ion,  Sales  No.  GV.E.84.0.6)

Establishment of an International Disarmament Fund for Development, tjy Marek Thee,
F i n n  Sollie,  Alain Pipart, Hugo Sada and Jacques Fontanel (United NaL ions
pub1 ica t ion, Sales No. GV.E.94.0.2)

“Les n o u v e l l e s  t e c h n o l o g i e s  e n  matiiira  d ’ a r m e s  c o n v e n t i o n e l l e s t leurs imp l i ca t i on8
strategiques  et politiques”, by Yves Boyer

/ . . .
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“Dependc~  ice and interdependence in the global politico-military system”, by
Christitin  Catrina (UNIDIR research paper No. 1, 1985)

Security at a Lower i&V@1  of Armament; A Perspective from the United States of
America, by James E. Dougherty (United Nations publication, Sales No, GV.E.85.0.3)

The Soviet Concept of Security, by Vladimir F. Petrovsky (United Nations
pub1 ice tion , Sales No. GV.E.85,02)

“On China’s concept of security”, by Yimin Song

“Prevention of the arms race in outer space”, by V. S. Vereshchetin


