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Preface

We believe that there is a great opportunity to romp international
security development and international law throaghenaissance in disarmament.
Such a renaissance should be based partly on theviseloms of weapons control
developed over the last decade but should havés atore a development of the
tremendous existing achievements and continuingtipess of disarmament. In
particular, the period 1987-1996 represents a goltieade where numerous effective
and verifiable treaties were made to reduce andverarmaments of many kinds. The
daily humanitarian devastation caused by major entignal weapons and small arms
and the unanticipated return to conventional warfer the conflicts in Irag and
Afghanistan should focus the international commysitattention to produce an
integrated strategy of general disarmament usiagehlistic and proven mechanisms
already created. Such an approach is the necgsssitive response to the laundry list
of problems: the breakdown in US-Russian relatems associated arms agreements,
the continuation of civil wars in some of the parg@arts of the world and the
continued militarization — including nuclear weapatevelopments - amongst both
strong and weak states and terrorist organizatidngappraisal of the disarmament
agenda which places it firmly in its humanitariaantext will provide a stimulus to
stakeholders (both governmental and non-) in tlael-lgp to the UN meeting on

Disarmament and Non-Proliferation in 2010.

Summary

Disarmament has almost disappeared from Westeraeademic, civil society, and
international political debate. The recent wealgpess on disarmament by the
international community compounds the current veald problems of conventional
and low-intensity war and the threat of nuclear.\izastabilising accumulations of
weapons damage the balance of rich economies ardktlelopment of poorer ones.
This project is designed to help re-energise armattional constituency capable of
carrying through a realistic risk-based global digament agenda with an effective
trajectory for arms control based on applied irtéonal and development studies and

public policy. It aims to link in with existing gevnment-led diplomacy, such as the



New Agenda Coalition, and civil society initiativeluding the Nuclear Threat
Initiative in the U.S.

Twenty years ago, international political and gigat studies included a major focus on
nuclear and conventional disarmament, arms coatrdlnon-proliferation. Indeed,
disarmament had been a significant feature ofmatigwnal public policy since before
the First Word War. Today, while the topic has loke@ed to include biological and
chemical weapons, as well as some transfer canttiaitives on conventional weapons
and small arms, it is almost exclusively studiederrthe title of ‘non-proliferation’.
Efforts to control small arms, landmines and theérin conventional weaponry tend to
fall within the fields of humanitarian, peace amvelopment studies, but the current
management of existing stocks, production, holdengs institutional uses of
conventional weapons are neglected except for dmoedforts in post conflict
disarmament, demobilization and reintegration (DpPR)grammes.

The academic shift away from disarmament as a wihdivour of a
compartmentalized approach follows changes in gowents’ strategies, especially
the change of US-led policy from mutual reduction @ontrol towards pre-emption
and assertion of the rights of ‘haves’ against &xaots’. One by one the painfully
created foundations of global security are beindgeumined, discarded, halted in
mid-construction or simply allowed to decay: ABM\WE protocol, IAEA protocol,
START, INF, CFE, NPT, NSG are all examples. Opputieis to move further on
tactical nuclear arms or space weapons have betrAlothe same time new nuclear
weapons, missile defences and space weapons agedmieloped by a number of
states and agreements such as that between tharid.$1dia on nuclear technology

threaten those foundations of arms control thaesvremained intact.

The continuation of the Nunn-Lugar programme arm@méinitiatives to revive the
FMCT talks are positive signs. Useful innovatiompractical — including non-violent
— methods of controlling dangerous commoditiesudirlg nuclear materials, for
example in transport and logistics, have come piee as the disarmament and arms
control mainstream has both dwindled and splitoE$fto create new initiatives for
example on the “illicit trade” in small arms anght weapons are floundering on

narrow conceptions of security sector reform (S&m) the international rule of law.



A successful international coalition will build upthe important work of the Canberra
Commission, the Blix Commission, governmental a@tities by the likes of Norway,
Germany and the UK, and non-governmental effoadshfnuclear threat reduction to
small arms and disarmament, demobilisation andagiation approaches. The project
will develop research and public policy to addrbese problems in consultation with
governments, security service officials, academmgyant business associations,
non-governmental organisations and wider civil stcilt is envisaged that these
stakeholders will be consulted through a possitiensit of Heads of State and
government in 2009, the NPT Review in 2010 and2@i/1 be well placed to chart

ways forward into the second decade of the century.



Introduction

Not only has disarmament work been marginalizetlitounarrowing flow has become

split and fragmented in various ways. These include

Disjointed coverage across different weapons typatapse of strategic
nuclear controls, some UNSC measures on WMD atadeand small arms
and light weapons/mines at the other, but a tat{ bf focus on major
conventional weapons.

Disarmament and non-proliferation concepts havetecseparated and out of
balance, and their characteristic methods are giivgr Non-proliferation is
increasingly sought by non-treaty routes or wireljard for relevant
international law (some ‘peaceful’ and practiciéde lexport controls and US
led-cooperative threat reduction programmes, othggsessive and coercive),
with results that sometimes cut across, as walkasalue, the traditional treaty
method.

In the context of low-intensity conflicts and westktes, efforts at joining up the
SSR and DDR approaches are in their infancy. Tiseadailure by intervening
states either to draw the lessons of SSR/DDR fam#elves (e.g. the U.S.
military aid often cuts across all peace-buildifgeatives) or to go far enough
in exporting their own experiences of classic acarstrol and confidence

building.

What is needed is not to set aside the useful &spéthe new, piecemeal approach

towards proliferation, but to reunite them withemewed ‘classical’ process based on

strategies towards disarmament and the use oy taeatrule of law methods - with the

associated principles of equity, objectivity, unsadity and transparency. This new

combination could achieve a more rational divissbfabour and subsidiarity. Such an

approach should fill dangerous gaps in the patieooverage and effort, and minimise

the double-think and double standards that ararmriéeirrent policies and practices.

The renewed interest in the United States in aahgea WMD Free World, led by the
NTI group including Henry Kissinger and George $huhdicates that the tide may

have turned in the United States. The internatiohallenge is to ensure that this is not



a false dawn similar to the rejection of nucleaapans by General Butler and others in
the mid-1990s. Congressional resistance to proposedhuclear weapons and the
concrete nature of programmes such as NTI's avagtnd positive indicators as is the
engagement of the Hoover Institute at Stanford ensivy.

With respect to conventional arms, the overwhelnvioig in the General Assembly in
December 2006 for a coordinated UN process to denshe feasibility, scope and
parameters of a global Arms Trade Treaty reflectmereased international concern in
arms control debates with humanitarian, human sightd development standards and
impacts. However, to achieve these ends, this comeeds to also be directed at
initiatives to reduce holdings of major weapondeays, ordnance stocks and
production, and not only to the control of the cemional weapons trade. Moreover,
the parallel surge of interest by the internatiat@lor community, reflected in the
OECD Development Assistance Committee, in usindp standards to measure the
success of security sector reform requires theldpreent of an integrated, risk-based
approach to equipment and weaponry, and hencasaondament, in the re-shaping of
military, security and policing institutions — onghout the other will not deliver

sustained security.

Using an integrated approach to security, the taterat of all WMD, stockpiling and
proliferation of major conventional weapons areedsvant to the analysis of
disarmament and arms control strategies as theasadability and persistent misuse
of small arms, security technologies and tortung@mgent. The increased threat of
non-state armed groups and transnational termeistorks, often fuelled by
dysfunctional security and justice sectors, hagddd the number of variables that
need to be taken into account. In a replay of NAlcy towards the Warsaw Pact,
some states are seeking a nuclear insurance agéessern conventional supremacy.
Imposing a ban on their deterrent while acceptimgenon the real world armed threats
they face can easily be seen as another form ofaiMedomination and hence is a
recipe for failure in disarmament diplomacy. lally, the wider Europe is able to
enjoy a sustained peace dividend as a result afadhmplex network of conventional
force controls created at the end of the Cold Warr never shared with Europe’s
neighbours. But even this network has been suffereglect and is now coming under

some threat.



Project Rationale

The deconstruction of arms control and disarmaragreements since 2000 and the
slowdown in the conclusion of new agreements haerbe an established pattern.
Significant new initiatives showing promise willlfanless an integrated approach to
sustained security is adopted and rooted in reteesmearch. In this project we use an
inclusive definition of disarmament that encompasaens control and
non-proliferation as means towards disarmamerg-giocess will necessarily
incorporate security sector reform (SSR). Bringiigarmament back to the
centre-stage today means bringing it into an atiesitehas been transformed by
globalising processes, including the growing poamd role of non-state actors in
security (both for better and worse). In particutawnership and development of
potentially destructive technologies has been sgitLout of the hands of relatively few
Northern hemisphere governments to a much wideyerahdeveloped and developing

states, and from government in general towardgttivate sector.

At the same time, the modern understanding of ggdas widened to include not only
arms control and disarmament but internal law adero(including respect for an
increasingly wide range of human rights), bordet mmmigration controls, other
aspects of terrorism and anti-crime policy, infrasture security, energy security,
environmental security and the management of céroainge. Setting policy priorities
and resource choices is no longer just a mattehabdsing between defence and
development but rather between reforming traditicleéence and law enforcement at
one end, and integrating a risk-based approachstaised security with realistic
strategies towards achieving good governance asidlsmd economic development at
the other end. Attempts to adequately conceptutdese different dimensions- for
example through the important new category of ‘haisecurity’- have yet to be
achieved, although there is important new thinlengerging; especially from the
perspective of human rights law. Overall, veryditesearch and analysis has been
done on either what the traditional disarmamentétimment equation means in a 21st
century context, or how it relates to the more galnegenda of SSR and the more

‘functional’ dimensions of security mentioned befor



A renaissance for treaties

Not only have past disarmament treaties been qufokfjotten, but it is seldom
remembered that before such treaties were sighedkied near impossible that
anything as substantive would be achieved. It delyiacknowledged that progress on
disarmament has been achieved in ebbs and flovesp@itiod following the Cuban
Missile crisis saw a number of arms control an@igisament measures followed by a

period of stasis.

After a renewed Cold War, the ‘golden decade’ sadinament between 1987 and
1997 saw an unprecedented series of measureqthaed the verified destruction,
control and outright prohibition of various typdsaeapons of mass destruction and
conventional weapons. Yet, the increasing frequeamdyrisk of civil, interstate and
regional wars has exacerbated the negative fofaesarmament and growing arms
expenditure on economic and political developmespecially in the developing
world. The end of bipolarity and ensuing focus loa &cquisition of key technologies
by secondary and tertiary producers in the devetppiorld have spawned new and

more ‘promiscuous’ weapons flows.

Despite the best efforts of an informal group afes calling for progress, no new
initiatives have yet created the right conditioosifternational or regional consensus.
The Norwegian government’s role in seeking to rigbuternational initiatives in the
aftermath of the failed 2005 Conference on the P vital exception that needs
support. Calls from states for universality undgeinational obligations have been
bolstered by new public initiatives from Germanyl @ine UK. The new Australian
administration could make use of the work and agsiohs of the Canberra
Commission, as well as those in the Blix WMD Consiaa. The group of prominent
Americans recently called for a world, inclusivetioé US, free of nuclear weapons.
These are signs that the political need for disarerd may already be becoming a

political opportunity.

Politically, there is now both an urgency and aelimess of this proposed new start:
(i) because ‘wrong’ approaches as typified in Inage more or less run their course
and offer no (acceptable) way forward in Iran; &ndoecause the latest war of words



between Russia and US/NATO threatens to speeceugrdision of the achievements of
the ‘golden decade’. To prepare for a renaissahdesarmament, it is necessary to
refine the conceptual approach and strengthenespistcommunities — the different
policy-making, opinion-forming and resource-coning circles who need to
rediscover the profound logic of disarmament asdhitegration with the full spectrum
of arms control measures for their mutual interasta/ell as those of states and people
at large. The building blocks and the potentiabgreoots support exist for fashioning a
new integrated approach to sustained securitydig@rmament- the key is to make use
of what appear to be disparate elements, reconskreic connections and re-energise

what has been achieved thus far.

A key part of the research agenda of this projekttos to critically evaluate past and
ongoing efforts to control the possession and tiratlee full range of armaments and of
military and security equipment and technologies.éxample, while the NPT article
VI contains the only legally binding commitmentoclear disarmament, it also makes
explicit the linkage with progress toward general aomplete disarmament.
Traditionally, states and pressure groups favounimgjear disarmament have
emphasised this aspect of the article. Converselyonents of disarmament have
tended to focus on the link between nuclear and-allglisarmament as a way of
discrediting both, tending to make Article VI oldigpns be regarded as creating a goal

S0 utopian that it can safely be forgotten.

In recent years, especially in the ‘unequivocal somiment’ made by all the states with
nuclear weapons to nuclear disarmament, nuclegoansshave been regarded
separately. States in favour of disarmament hawvellysbaulked at the huge challenge
presented by the whole of Article VI. In paralldere is both growing demand by
states for civil nuclear energy and concern thiatrtiay be misused for military
purposes. The potential to rebalance treaty impheation by, for example, progress
on the implementation of the additional protocahaisarmament will be one topic to

be explored.

The traditional means of achieving multilateral arrontrol and disarmament treaties
for non-conventional weapons produced many effeatsults, negotiated through the

established UN mechanism the Conference on Disaemaf@D) and its antecedents.
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The Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty, the Biolodiaad Toxic Weapons Convention,
and the Chemical Weapons Convention are the magtnuments for regulating
weapons of mass destruction. Yet since completsngaork on the Comprehensive
(Nuclear) Test Ban Treaty in 1996, the CD has he®ble to make headway on a
number of projects on its tables, hamstrung bytipaliwrangling by major powers in

the traditional fora.

The argument that these old-fashioned approachastdackle the contemporary
problems of terrorism and ‘rogue states’ is comraod invalid. At the same time, the
sceptics of agreements argue that it is thesesdtate which terrorists may obtain
weapons, leaving aside the conceptual and emppiteaision with which such
monumental judgements need to be made. The foarstise supposed rogue states at
the expense of a universal system of controls. &#eilrorist weapons and those of
non-state armed groups are undoubtedly a problenecsare long-standing and
re-emerging concerns over the behaviour of statekiding the major powers. The
ownership of WMD by Britain, China, France, Russnal the US, along with India,
Israel and Pakistan, cannot rationally be regaede'do longer a problem’. In reality,
attempting to tackle WMD by focusing only on theatihpotential of Third-World
states and terrorists ignores the full extent efdhsis in human affairs. Non-state
actors can best be caught in a web of well cakor&w and well resourced, fully
accountable law enforcement - even the Bush regasdound it necessary to promote
new legal instruments e.g. UNSCR 1540. But the ofilaw only works if the ‘good

guys’ also respect and obey it.

In 2009 START expires, SORT has no effective candga INF is in jeopardy. If it is
possible to revive the unprecedented achieveméie cReagan-Gorbachev era it is
doubtful that it can be done on a bilateral bdsis.example, both Russian and U.S.
conservatives have attacked the INF on the bagsiseaieed to counter third parties. In
this context the globalisation and extension of ETANF provisions has considerable
attraction. Indeed, looking back, NATO may privatedgret refusing Gorbachev’s
Third Zero that would have included Soviet Scudsslaeapons. In terms of the
political-psychology of states, the prospect ofijog the superpower process of arms
regulation and elimination may serve as a strongntive, overcoming “have and

have-not” concerns.
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Building on new wisdoms

The post-Cold War disarmament, arms control andprofiferation efforts have only
maintained momentum (but crucially, have innovatadeveral areas. These include
the U.S.-led Proliferation Security Initiative ati Global Threat Initiative; country
specific measures with respect to Iran, Iraq, Liagd North Korea; a new UN
emphasis on Security Council mandates for natilegal actions to control
proliferation to non-state actors (resolutions 1848 1673); national and regional
efforts to control small arms; the recent civil-&bg driven moves towards the
development of a UN-based Arms Trade Treaty on eotonal arms transfers; and

renewed efforts directed at inhumane weapons.

Efforts to eliminate inhumane weapons have also rportant in some aspects
—notably the establishment of new CCW protocoks ahti-personnel landmines treaty,
the current initiative to ban cluster munitions.wéwer, international efforts to control
the trade in small arms and light weapons (SALW)stallized in the UN Programme
of Action on SALW, are seriously hampered by aufialof political will and a lack of

institutional capacity in many states.

In addition, there needs to be a refinement an@medtension of strategic technology
and export controls, enhanced security and safietiyal-use technologies, and
cooperative threat reduction- style control andrdeson programmes, some
promoted at the regional level. Broader acceptahtieese approaches can be obtained
by also extending CFE/CSBM-style approaches to detrate that core Western
states will accept stringent controls on their @apabilities, including on the
introduction of foreign forces into a region. DDRpaoaches can be supplemented by
constructive defence reforms that include CSBMs\aialér arms control.

The changing role of civil society in globalisatibas not only added new security
threats without coherent remedies, but has alsnezpap new approaches to
promoting global security. The latter is well refied in the encouraging progress in the
UN General Assembly of the proposed Arms Tradetyrg®&l T) where the Control
Arms Campaign and its agenda (see for example ‘Avitieout Borders’, 2007), has

12



highlighted key problems caused by the globalisatibthe arms trade that need to be
met by a reciprocal ‘globalized’ response. Manygowments appear to be taking up
the challenge with 153 votes in favour of an ATdgess in the general Assembly in
December 2006, and almost 100 submissions froresstatSecretary General Ban
Ki-moon on the ATT since then. A majority of statgmissions refer to the relevance
of including in an ATT existing principles of inteational law, not only disarmament
and United Nations law, but also international haomghts and humanitarian law. The
latter has been reinforced by agreements by akigouents at the International Red
Cross/Crescent Assembly on respect for interndtimmaanitarian law in states’

approval of arms transfers.

This new enthusiasm for treaty approaches is, heweaill weak. Regional initiatives
have often been undermined by relying merely ottipal agreements or on poorly
drafted legal instruments that are not implementedase in point was the ECOWAS
Moratorium on Small Arms and Light Weapons, whiciswoutinely ignored by most
governments and unable to prevent huge influxesicii arms into the region,
especially into Sierra Leone, Liberia and Cote oilg during their civil wars and the
systematic war crimes committed in those wars. W, hegally-binding ECOWAS
Convention on SALW has now been agreed in ordadtbress this, but despite its
ambitious provisions the Convention remains torfe®iiporated into most domestic

laws.

Even where measures are legally enforceable tlaerdden a real problem of
implementation by states at the national level. GRS.540 (and later 1673) seek to
address this but the challenges often depend amigesector and justice reform and,
moreover, the wider problem includes the unfinishesiness of disarming the Cold
War stockpiles and bringing the existing and paémiuclear states into a global

security structure, particularly through regionadl aub-regional arrangements.

Modelling success stories

The 1990s witnessed unprecedented successes itiatiegahe Chemical Weapons
Convention, Nuclear Test Ban, the Mine Ban Trethtg,Conventional Armed Forces
in Europe Treaty and promoting confidence- and sgehuilding measures. The

13



Nunn-Lugar programme demonstrated the effectiveoiggislature driven initiatives
and has become a foundation of nuclear securityaBlUNATO expansion has led to
the export of existing economic, political and gé@gustructures - but not yet the
proven arms control measures (such as in the GfeEhave demilitarised large
swathes of Western Europe. There is also the Okies Freaty, which did much to
redefine security issues between East and WestNgdve a unilateral
denuclearization and partial demilitarization conmant regarding the East part of
Germany and all new NATO allies - but the curre Aldministration’s unilateral
plans for both conventional and missile defences®as CE Europe are rightly seen by
the Russian Federation government as callingntsesity and value into question-

something that is also corrosive for NATO intemall

These experiences show that treaties promotingigseauEurope, notably the CFE,
are templates by which other successful and newesdions can be translated into a
progressive global system to regulate and redueeettional and non-conventional
arms. A focus on the considerable problem of hgisiwould do much to complement
the existing models and experience gained from [i@an negotiations including the
Dayton Accords. The implementation of the lattelSBOR and then EUFOR has been
far from satisfactory when one considers the ssrphims re-exported from Bosnia to
conflict areas and which cannot all be accountedTious, a post-modern re-visiting of
the promising treaties must look also at resouacekinstitutional capacity for

implementation- not just at a narrow interpretatidenforcement.

In the U.S. action by the legislative branch thitotige Nunn-Lugar program as well as
private philanthropic initiatives such as NTI andjar university centres have reached
out and made positive impact internationally. Im#dS discussions, debates tend to
concentrate on state-based and human-rights otagewent oriented NGO
approaches, however these U.S. examples are thexagebdels of forms of twin and

multi-track politics.

Images of modern conflict in the Third World teldidcus on the impact of roving
militiamen armed with rifles (such as the Janjawee8udan), yet the reality is that
these are often supported by heavy armaments- tanttee hilltops or jetfighters- that

wind up in stricken or failing states from far ahdo Even in the absence of formal
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conflict, the mix of weaponry and munitions usedskste forces, armed gangs and
individuals can contribute to levels of repressamid social violence with casualty
levels much higher than many formal armed contlitee security sector reform
agenda can and should address many of the undgdgiinses of such violence,
including the creation of institutions and standalcontrol conventional arms
transfers, and to secure and reduce holdings aatliption of such arms, according to
objective and fair criteria based on the rule of.|IMuch of the general law to help
achieve this already exists — its specific appiicain an integrated approach to

sustained security is what presents the challenge.

Again, what is needed here is the integration aodnciliation of currently fragmented
approaches, especially with a view to filling darmges gaps. The humanitarian and
development imperatives that have brought so méatternational civil society to
support work to control the trade in conventiomats, address small arms proliferation
and mobilise resources for landmine-UXO removalsdhalso be applied to the
reduction in holdings of major conventional armatseand to help shape the
institutional reforms to secure safer uses andagwatle disarmament. But the

reworking of conceptual and policy frames needyaadeeper.

The disarmament and development strategy begathasre in the Cold War,
covering a spectrum from the impact of armed vioéean development to the
reduction of militarisation in society and the freeup of national budgets
overburdened by weapons expenditures. The jointeéstyfOxfam study, “Guns or
Growth” is an example of the intellectual endeaviauavour of an ATT that could be
developed in support of such a strategy in the mopgest-Cold War period, but there
are also missing elements that need further eltibarand research for the

development of an integrated strategy for disarnmme

For example, a further strand of research mustalnftee post-Cold War agenda
linking weapons and wars with impeding developmpregdominately in the Third
World. This agenda explicitly linking the drain cgsources of national military
spending in fact applies equally to poor and indaisted countries alike, when one
takes into account the full spectrum of militarydatual use equipment and

technologies. A global perspective is essentiathWiobal military expenditure
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expected to top one trillion US dollars there rea urgency to publicly highlight the
backwardness of this position in relation to aid &ealth spending. A contemporary
definition of security now includes public healtldaenvironmental issues. This has
been an important innovation but from a securgi perspective it has not been
developed in parallel with modern approaches tesaromtrol and disarmament - these
can and should be integrated positively in a nemceptual frame based on common
legal principles. Another new challenge that caeh simould be tackled from this
perspective is the rising trend in outsourcing ricprement and defence logistics and
also the privatisation of military and securitydes and support functions (see for
example the report by Amnesty International anch$fams, “Dead on Time”, May
2006).

Such a new international public policy and reseaeispective could enrich the
development of civil society campaigns promotinglpueducation of the issues, as
has occurred in relation to AIDS and climate chamyeinnovative research and
analysis and trading on global capital for tackliogt problems, these campaigns have
begun to force political hands to take substardatéon at the national and international
levels. Enlightened self interest is built intoipglstrategies. For example,
corporations are now benefiting from adopting ‘greamages and policy, illustrating
that there is tangible demand from the global pajporh for action on socially
‘worthwhile’ causes. With the tangible threats écisty of WMD and accumulations
of other arms, and disarmament issues seemingppdrbfrom political debate, there
is a real need to better inform popular campaigmsmovide public attention and

thereby public pressure to reinvigorate governnseagendas.

16



Project Structure

Project Devel opment

The project will develop a research and an intéonat public policy agenda to
reinvigorate disarmament. The project will stremgtlepistemic communities in
connection with evolving international politicaha#opments (such as summits and

intergovernmental conferences) in a four year pefriom 2008-2011.

There will be a launch conference at SOAS on 7 agn2008. It is intended to hold a
series of further conferences and seminars andafewesearch with developing

groups of governmental, academic and other civietyp partners.

Specific areas of public policy oriented applied research and education

A] Implementing the existing disarmament agenda:

1. Implementing the Blix Commission proposal on a Walmmit on
disarmament and proliferation in 2009 ahead oNR& summit in 2010. This
idea may be a main focus of mass public diplomagypsrted by educational

materials on the achievements and potential ofligeent at all levels.

2. Opening negotiations on the full implementatioidicle VI of the NPT at the
NPT Review Conference or an earlier summit. Thiskwaill be used in
combination with public diplomacy to engage bo#ditional nuclear centred
constituencies and those concerned with conventarmas to engage the NPT
process, seeking to engage Northern NGOs withiisteto a traditional
demand of the developing world.

» Paper and web-based educational materials foriaaesty building
will be published by end 2008.

» The SCRRAP concept will be formulated as a propbgdhe end of
2009

17



> Timetables for nuclear disarmament end of 2009

3. Continuing development of research and constitueleselopment on the

Weapons of Mass Destruction Free Zone in the Middist project.

» Funding permitting, the project will examine thguact of conventional
warfare on proposed civil nuclear reactors in gggan with a publication in
2010 prior to the NPT summit.

B] Developing new agendas through proposals and remimendations

I] Near term

4.

In response to the impending demise of START amiogenent of ABM
defence systems, the project will discuss multi-poand global options in
longer range missile control and disarmament irctireext of START, INF,
SORT and MTCR. NATO and the Shanghai CooperatiaamCibare examples
of target institutions for regional approacheshiese issues. This will build on
ideas for a globalisation of INF proposed by forrRezsident Gorbachev and
others.

» The project will prepare a report on this topic éarly 2009.

Extending CFE-style constraints (cuts and ceiliregg) CSBMs to smaller
calibre ordnance and ordnance on naval platforrdgtapotential and options
to integrate naval controls extended from both W land/air conventional
agreements; relationship of constraints on congaatipower projection with
WMD related issues.

» The project will prepare a report for mid-2009

Potential for extension of conventional/small auostrols and codes to
address ordnance stocks and manufacturing; IAEASSIRRT/INF production
control precedents for the conventional arena.

» The project will prepare a report for mid-2009

Further preventative methods through greater fooustocks and holdings of

weapons/ammunitions, and on production/manufa¢huwoeigh
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verification/monitoring.
» A policy project to provide governments with theans to include quasi
disarmament mechanisms in an Arms Trade Trigaited to the need to

prevent "destabilising and excessive accumulatiohsbnventional arms,
and drawing from the lessons of the CFE and Dagimrords (inter alia)

8. Development of synergy between conflict manageraadtdisarmament
approaches, going beyond SSR/DDR by adding lastimg control and
CSBMs dimensions (national, regional) and mainstiag arms control
compliance into SSR models

» Aresearch project with Al on arms transfers anch& rights drawing

on Al's research and documentation

9. Options for prompt and effective cooperative destom of surplus weapons
and ordnance (conventional as well as WMD) in tfeatgr Europe and
elsewhere; reconciling international security consef illicit stock transfer
and stock safety with cost factors and the difficaind expense of
environmentally neutral destruction.

» A facility for academics and others to easily obtap to date

conventional arms transfer ddtased upon official customs and

export/import statistics; (some software has bessigthed for this)

» A research project on international arms supplyrehancluding

logistics, ports, carriers, companies, case sturfiadat goes wrong - a
database could be (and is slowly being) developzd this exciting
databank

Generally, we will prepare a series of papers and interim workshops for introducing
theseideasto Arms Trade Treaty and Small Arms networ ks from mid-2008, with a view

to involving themin the 2010 process.

[l] Longer term

10. Relating the development and application of thecephof ‘global public

goods’ to disarmament per se and any treaties coingedisarmament in part
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as a response to and development of the ideaalfagjpublic bads’

11.Economic impact of the ‘disarmament dividend’, udihg public health and

foreign aid opportunity cost. An important subsdt be consideration of
individual ‘health economic’ components as thewtelto the other specific
research areas (e.g. holdings and manufacture agavs, the cost of
stockpiles/re-armament or involved in the develophod SSR approaches)

12.The applicability of macro-modelling reductions am,changing patterns of,

arms spending being channelled through the heattftols and changes through
globalisation to the trade in arms impacting ddferally upon countries’ health

directly and economies indirectly through healtd ather avenues.

Outreach and Partnerships

The project is currently engaging with the follogipartners and potentially relevant

organisations on the specific research areas edtiove. Meetings will be held in
collaboration throughout 2008 and in to 2009, bothondon and abroad. The

following list gives an indication both of initiébpics and of principal partners to be

engaged at this stage:

March 10 2008— Dr Hans Blix Lecture at SOAS, London

March 17 2008—University of Toronto: Participation in ‘Reconcaptising
Arms Control for the 22t Century

March 18 2008—European Policy Centre, Brussels: ‘Human Secuaiy
Disarmament’

April 2008—Participation in a meeting organised by the Ger@amernment,
Berlin

June 16 2008—SOAS Development Studies and London International
Development Centre networks, London

June 17-19 2008—3" London conference on a Middle East WMD Free Zone
with International Pugwash (private workshops)

July 9 2008—Geneva Centre for Security Policy and Geneva E€dotrthe
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Control of Democratic Armed Forces (DCAF), GeneVhae SSR/DDR
Interface, Disarmament Potential of SSR and oulr&pkctrum Approach’

— July/August 2008—Center for Political and International Studies,ddow:
‘Missile Defence, Strategic Controls, and Globaiwma

— September/October 2006—SOAS event on ‘Road to Zero’, with the Carnegie
Endowment for International Peace and VERTIC, Londo

— January 2009—Participation in regional event for the BulletihAtomic
Scientists’ Doomesday Clock, enhancing the needdealerting.

Possible/planned workshops are as follows:

— July 1-2 2008—Workshop in margins of OSCE Annual Security Coaifee,
Vienna

- December 2008—Post-US election seminar, Washington

— End 2008—SOAS event on regional approaches to missile ottr

- Mid 2009—Major London event on regional policy-making, itwiag regional
organisations from Africa, Asia and Europe

- Late 2009—Major London event considering options for a fidatument for
the 2010 Summit

- 2010—Immediate post-Summit review conference on the stege

- 2011—Conference on building on the outcome of the 2Batmit

The project will develop concrete proposals andastto ‘reach out’ to:

NGOs and other civil society groups

— National government arms control implementatiomceff bureaucracies
— Media and public opinion

— Educational circles and the young

— Corporate actors seeking risk reduction in marksetbpment

Project parameters and products

— Will not duplicate reporting of general diploma#ctivity or distribution of
news services as this work is well done by NGOsuwamdersities.
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- Includeone large annual conferencelus around-10 special workshopsind
other private discussions per year. These will tigwparticular themes over
several years. Public proceedings will be pod-aadtarrangements will be
made to publish the results of workshops.

— A major ‘findings document’, possibly drafted as an ideal outcome for a UN
Disarmament conference.

— Periodicwritten outcomesfrom each of the four sub-programmes
summarising progress on individual research topics.

— Production ofdraft communiqués, resolutionsfor key UN, European and
other institutions, perhaps including competitiopgn to experts, students,
officials and legislators.

— Anonline newsletter

— A public information policy, including close partnerships with NGOs.

— Introduction of postgraduate teaching on disarmamen

— The educational dimension: subject matter to berfedSOAS (and possibly
other Bloomsbury) courses and student dissertateespport research
programmes. The project will develagb-based and interactive educational
materials explaining the achievements and ongoing effectigsrof
disarmament agreements. This will be developed fange of audiences from
the general public to decision makers and opintemérs. Resources
permitting it will also have multi-lingual dissenaition (it is easily forgotten by
native English speakers that even in continentabjges English is only

common amongst elite communities).

School of Oriental and African Sudies

— SOAS is a centre for excellence within the Univgrsf London, reaching out
to significant parts of the world but in the majub of communications based
in central London- a good combination for the pegjevhich has the aim of
re-integrating Western, European, EU and NATO dgwalent with the reality
of what is gong on in different world regions, aslivas in the global
institutions. Having the project’s centre in Londaitl allow it to have a
constant two-way engagement with the possiblycaiitievelopment of the

22



UK’s own policies/initiatives on these issues uR@10 (and also to act as
bridge between the US and Europe and SOAS’s owssegectoral and global
networks).

Both in the scope of its own research and teachoryg and as a member of the
Bloomsbury Group, SOAS is perfectly placed to inddg the different
functional dimensions of the global security ageand to explore the ‘missing
links’ between modern-day arms control and disareramrocesses and the
other key security, humanitarian and sustainableldement policy
frameworks thrusting themselves onto the globahdge

SOAS is both an educational establishment and smoopleader, perfectly
placed to engage with the different research ustt, professional bodies and
cutting-edge civil society and business organisatiwho are crucial for this
project. It can also tap into global media and mudbinion formers more
generally; and is able to share the project’s vaordt findings with doctoral
scholars, visiting researchers and young peopleggibirough the education
process who will become the new generation of axwmsrol and disarmament
activists and achievers.

The Centre for International Studies and Diplom@e\sD) has a longstanding
reputation for educating diplomats and internatiiaiff.

The CISD initiative of initiating annual governmeartd expert public
conferences on the Middle East WMD Free Zone has bee first fruit of this
combination and will contribute to SOAS/CISD’s ltagiacy in the developing

world.
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