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Multilateralism-‘a core principle’   .

The Preparatory Committee for the 2005 Review Conference of the Parties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT) held its third session from 26 April to 7 May 2004 at United Nations Headquarters in New York.

 The Chairman-designate of the third session was Ambassador Sudjadnan Parnohadiningrat of Indonesia. The Preparatory Committee, open to all States Parties to the Treaty, addressed substantive and procedural issues related to the Treaty and the upcoming Review Conference in 2005. The NPT, which entered into force in 1970 and was extended indefinitely in 1995, requires that review conferences be held every five years.

The purpose of the Preparatory Committee is to prepare for the Review Conference in terms of facilitating discussions among States Parties prior to the Conference and assessing the implementation of each article of the NPT. Its first session was held from 8 to 19 April 2002 at United Nations Headquarters in New York, and the second from 28 April to 9 May 2003 at the Palais des Nations in Geneva. Taking into account the deliberations and results of the previous sessions, the third session is tasked to make every effort to produce a consensus report containing recommendations to the Review Conference.

The 2003 Preparatory Committee adopted its report by consensus on 9 May. The Chairman's factual summary was annexed to the report and will be transmitted to the third session of the Preparatory Committee. Inter alia, States Parties reaffirmed that the NPT was the cornerstone of the global non-proliferation regime and the essential foundation for the pursuit of nuclear disarmament. States Parties reiterated that the 

Treaty rests on three pillars: non-proliferation, disarmament, and peaceful nuclear co-operation.

It was also reaffirmed that each article of the Treaty is binding on the respective States Parties at all times and in all circumstances. 

States Parties stressed the increasingly grave threat to the Treaty and international security posed by the proliferation of weapons of mass destruction and their means of delivery, as well as the possibility that non-State actors might gain access to these weapons, and urged the strengthening of the physical protection of nuclear material and facilities. 

Multilateralism was emphasised as a core principle in the area of disarmament and non-proliferation with a view to maintaining and strengthening universal norms and enlarging their scope. 

The importance of increased transparency with regard to the nuclear weapons capabilities was confirmed. It was emphasised that accountability and transparency of nuclear disarmament measures by all States Parties remained the main criteria with which to evaluate the Treaty’s operation. States Parties also reiterated the inalienable right of the States Parties to engage in research, production and the use of nuclear energy for peaceful purposes without discrimination.

On the issue of universality, States Parties reaffirmed the importance of the resolution on the Middle East adopted by the 1995 Review and Extension Conference, and recognised that the resolution remained valid until its goals and objectives were achieved. States Parties reiterated their support for the establishment of a Middle East zone free of nuclear weapons, as well as other weapons of mass destruction.

States Parties recognised International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) safeguards as a fundamental pillar of the nuclear non-proliferation regime and commended the important work of the IAEA in implementing the safeguards system to verify compliance with the non-proliferation obligations of the Treaty. States Parties reaffirmed the need for the Additional Protocol to be universalised.

Background on Treaty

The NPT was designed to prevent the spread of nuclear weapons and weapons technology, to further the goal of nuclear disarmament and general and complete disarmament, and to promote co-operation in the peaceful uses of nuclear energy. Under the Treaty, each nuclear-weapon-State party undertakes not to transfer nuclear weapons to any recipient or assist or encourage any non-nuclear-weapon State to manufacture or otherwise acquire nuclear weapons. Similarly, each non-nuclear-weapon-State party undertakes not to receive the transfer of nuclear weapons or manufacture or otherwise acquire them.

The Treaty establishes a safeguards system under the auspices of the IAEA, which is used to verify compliance with the NPT through inspections conducted by the IAEA. The Treaty promotes co-operation in the field of peaceful nuclear technology and equal access to this technology for all States Parties, while safeguards prevent the diversion of fissile material for the development of weapons.

At the previous NPT Review Conference in 2000, States Parties agreed on a final document that included specific commitments to work towards the Treaty’s overall goals of nuclear non-proliferation and disarmament. The document included the 13 “practical steps” towards nuclear disarmament, specifically the implementation of article VI of the NPT, and paragraphs 3 and 4 of the 1995 Decision on “Principles and Objectives for Nuclear Non-Proliferation and Disarmament”. The 13 steps include action to be taken in the areas of nuclear testing, existing weapon-related stocks, verification and transparency, and the role of nuclear weapons in national security policy. The 2000 NPT Review Conference also reaffirmed the importance of the resolution on the Middle East, adopted by the 1995 Review and Extension Conference. The 2000 Final Document also addressed measures to improve the review process for the NPT, specifically the consideration during each meeting of the Preparatory Committee of substantive issues related to the implementation of the Treaty and the outcome of the review conferences.

Further information may be found at the following Web page: http://disarmament.un.org/wmd/npt/index.html 

W African Peacekeepers need more time to foster reconciliation- says Annan

United Nations Secretary-General Kofi Annan has appealed to the Security Council to allow peacekeeping missions in West Africa enough time in post-conflict countries to help establish good local governance and ensure national involvement in fostering reconciliation in the region. In a report to the 15-member Council on ways to combat cross-border problems in West Africa, he calls for the international community to "maintain a significant and robust presence in post-conflict countries to prevent regression into conflict and to promote the consolidation of good governance and national ownership of the peace-building process." The Secretary-General also voices hope that the Security Council will "bear this in mind when considering the mandates of UN peace operations in this troubled area." The political approach to the region must promote democracy, accountability, peace, tolerance, gender equality and transparency, replacing the prevailing culture of impunity, violence, exclusion and extortion, Mr. Annan says. Regional problems include youth unemployment, social exclusion, the increasing use and proliferation of mercenaries, child soldiers and small arms, the culture of impunity, weak national institutions and the erosion of the security sector. These inter-related problems are exacerbated by the poor governance record in many parts of West Africa, the report states. Mr. Annan recommends improving the harmonisation of UN offices in the region, a task he has given to his Special Representative, Ahmedou Ould-Abdallah. He also calls for ratifying and observing existing treaties and implementing disarmament, demobilisation and reintegration programmes for ex-combatants. In addition, the report advocates reforming the security sectors, eliminating extortion at roadblocks, raising the awareness and participation of civil society, and tightening the regulation of small arms exporters and private security companies. 

Source: http://www.un.org/News

The case for abolishing nuclear weapons 

From Jonathan Schell, The Gift of Time: The Case for Abolishing Nuclear Weapons Now, Henry Holt & Company, Inc., New York, 1998, p. 9. 

Nuclear weapons are distinguished above all by their unparalleled destructive power. Their singularity, from a moral point of view, lies in the fact that the use of just a few would carry the user beyond every historical benchmark of indiscriminate mass slaughter. 

Is it necessary, fifty-three years after Hiroshima, to rehearse the basic facts? Suffice it to recall the old rule of thumb that one bomb can destroy one city. A large nuclear weapon today may possess a thousand times the explosive power of the bomb that destroyed Hiroshima-far more than enough to annihilate any city on earth. 

A single Trident II submarine has the capacity to deliver nearly two hundred warheads, which could lay waste any nation, giving another rule of thumb: one boat, one nation. 

The use of a mere dozen nuclear weapons against, say, the dozen largest cities of the Untied States, Russia, or China, causing tens of millions of deaths, would be a human catastrophe without parallel. The use of a few hundred nuclear weapons, not to speak of a thousand, would raise these already incomprehensible losses by an order of magnitude, leaving the imagination in the dust. 

Because so few weapons can kill so many people, even far-reaching disarmament proposals would leave us implicated in plans for unprecedented slaughter of innocent people. The sole measure that could have freed us from this burden was abolition. But abolition, as long as the Cold War lasted, was ruled out… 

The experience of our [twentieth] century taught us that genocide was the worst of all crimes, but a nuclear "priesthood" taught us that to threaten it, and even to carry it out, not only was justifiable but was our inescapable duty. 

Every scruple in the human conscience declared that we must never risk extinguishing our species-the supreme crime against humanity, and the only crime greater than genocide-but solemn doctrine declared that it was essential to threaten this act. All thoughts that led toward other conclusions had to go unthought-and unacted upon. These were the truly "unthinkable" thoughts of the Cold War period… 

Today, the terms of the nuclear predicament have been altered fundamentally. The barrier of impossibility has fallen. The Soviet Union has unexpectedly-almost magically-cleared itself out of the way. Gone is the murderous, implacable hostility between global rivals… 

What distinguishes our moment is that, for the first time since the invention of the weapons, it is entirely reasonable to believe that the goal actually can be reached. 

The opportunity for action that has now opened up is, above all else, an opportunity to heal our fractured selves. It is an opportunity to end the forced cohabitation with horror, the shotgun wedding with final absurdity-to snap out of the trance of the Cord War, annul the suicide pact dictated by the doctrine of deterrence, and take the step that alone can free us from nuclear danger and corruption-namely, the abolition of nuclear weapons.

 Source: http://www.gzcenter.org/ *

UNDERSTANDING THE MILITARY INFLUENCE ON SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY 
Research Project July 2003-June 2004
Contact: Chris Langley ChrisL@sgr.org.uk 

Aim To carry out a broad assessment of how scientific research and development is influenced by military interests, and to recommend the changes needed so that this research and development better contributes to peace, social justice and environmental sustainability. The project will produce and disseminate a concise, accessible report on these issues, relevant to peace and disarmament workers, decision-makers, scientists and the public. It is expected that the report will be available in early autumn 2004.

Introduction to the Project 

Support of research across the globe has undergone radical change over the past twenty years. Military funding of science and technology continues to be high, both in the UK and in many other countries. Despite a significant fall in this funding after the end of the Cold War, the recent declaration of the so-called 'War on Terror' threatens to reverse this situation. Moreover, with an increasing push for science and technology to be commercially directed, this threatens to undermine government control of where arms technologies may be sold. Questions of commercial confidentiality compromise open science. Meanwhile scientific expertise is increasingly needed to help combat pressing environmental, social and medical problems. 

Currently, one third of the UK's public funding for science, technology and engineering research and development - approximately £2.6 billion per annum - comes from the Ministry of Defence. In addition military corporations provide a further £100 million. 

Such funds support both pure and applied science and technological development. The defence industries are globally one of the largest and most powerful - BAE Systems in the UK is the second largest defence contractor in the world with annual sales in 130 countries of £12 billion. What is the effect of this military funding on the direction and openness of science and technology in the UK? There has been little research undertaken to address this question. Scientists for Global Responsibility has secured funding for one year to chart the impact of the military influence on the direction and priorities of science and technology. 

Some of the questions posed include: 

· What effect does military-academic collaboration have on dissemination of research findings? 

· Does military funding of science and technology focus on arms-related issues to the detriment of research into conflict prevention policies and strategies or areas such as the provision of clean water, sustainable energy and agriculture? Is this exacerbated by the growing presence of collaborative military science and technology ventures such as the UK Defence Technology Centres and Towers of Excellence? 

· Should military funded R&D which has wider ethical implications, such as neuroscience or biotechnology research, be subjected to wide public scrutiny? 

· Does the development of UK Defence Technology Centres and Towers of Excellence, provide value for money in fostering open and accountable science? 

· The project will use case studies, in-depth interviews of leading figures in the defence, research and science policy areas and other decision makers in order to provide a detailed picture of military funding and the direction of such research in the UK. Source material from the Office of Science and Technology (OST) and the Ministry of Defence as well as academic papers, university reports and statistics, websites and other sources of information will also be used to fill in what will be complex landscape of research endeavour and its support. 

Notes 

1. The project is funded by the Network for Social Change, a charitable trust 

2. Information sources:
http://www.ost.gov.uk/setstats - Office of Science and Technology (OST) website containing information on the support of science, engineering and technology in the UK 
http://www.ost.gov.uk/research/forwardlook03/ - the latest OST publication entitled "The Forward Look 2003: Government-funded science, engineering and technology" 
http://www.mod.uk/toe and http://www.mod.uk/dtc - these websites of the Ministry of Defence contain details of the Towers of Excellence and Defence Technology Centres programmes 
http://www.sbac.co.uk - this website, of the Society of British Aerospace Companies, gives a view of what motivates one commercial sector to seek collaboration with the universities in the UK. 

 Source: www.sgr.org.uk (Scientists for Global responsibility) *
ARC Patron inaugurates Declaration for reform of international institutions

On 1st April 2004 at the London School of Economics and Political Science (LSE) ARC Patron and ex UNESCO Director-General Federico Mayor spoke alongside Boutros-Boutros Ghali ex UN Secretary-General and Mary Robinson ex UN Commissioner for human Rights on the dire need for reform of our International institutions. Titled the ‘London declaration’, the meeting was jointly put together by the LSE and the World Campaign for In-Depth Reform of the System of International Institutions. The campaign has drawn the support of a wide range of experts in the field of development and dozens of development groups.

The declaration is centred on 4 main areas of concern; Global Democracy and Human rights, Peace and Security, Sustainable Human Development and Cultural diversity and International Law.

The most notable of the campaign aims include 

“A World citizen legislative initiative” proposing direct representation of the global citizenry in the UN General Assembly; the reform of the UN Security Council and it‘s coming under the control of the UN General assembly with regional representation; and the reintegration of the Bretton Woods Institutions into the UN system of agencies. 

The campaign has also produced a manifesto for reform (below) that focuses the aims of the London declaration;

WE, CITIZENS OF THE WORLD, determined to safeguard future generations from war, poverty, Injustice, cultural uniformisation and environmental degradation,

DECLARE The particular seriousness of the problems and challenges facing humanity and, in particular, that

>> the globalisation process is increasing the interdependence and complexity of world problems and widening the gap between rich and poor people

>> the weakening and marginalisation of the system of international institutions as regards peace and security issues has led to the unilateral use of force in recent armed conflicts (Iraq…).

In this state of the affairs, we citizens proclaim that a fairer world is possible, and we reclaim our democratic entitlement to participate in global decisions that effect our lives every day. To this end, we

PROPOSE in-depth reform of the system of international institutions to guarantee:

>> Democratic governance of globalisation to contribute to resolving the grave problems and challenges that face our world

>> The eradication of poverty and the promotion of more equitable development and respect for cultural, national and gender diversity

>> World peace and security, embracing human and environmental security, based on justice and freedom

>> The establishment of mechanisms to enable the world’s citizens and civil society organisations to achieve direct representation and participation in global decision-making processes.

THE pursuit of these goals requires a stronger, more democratic UN, placed at the centre of a consistent, democratic, responsible, effective system of international institutions. More specifically, we need to democratise the composition and decision-making procedures of UN bodies and agencies to ensure that they are effective and democratic. And, we need to reform and integrate within the UN all other global multilateral organisations (IMF, WB, WTO etc).

 To achieve these objectives, we seek to,

FOSTER a process of: 

>> Mobilisation of the word’s

citizenry, based, for example, on citizens’ and organisations’ endorsement of this manifesto, which will be submitted to the United Nations General Assembly as a “ World citizen legislative initiative”.

The full version of this manifesto can be found on the campaign website

 At: www.reformcampaign.net  

Money the measure of military security

A timely extract from Olaf Palmes' 1982 report ‘Common Security- A Programme for Disarmament’

Economic cost itself is seen as the prime index of military effort. Spending more money on defence becomes an end in itself. The relative security efforts of allies and enemies are measured by the proportion of gross domestic product devoted to the military, or the absolute level of military expenditure counted in some common currency. The calculations required depend on wildly and at present unavoidably imprecise comparisons of different countries’

Military establishments. Military security is counted in inputs (money) rather than in outputs of ‘security’ or even of military goods or services. This may be inevitable in an arms race where the quality of armies is determined by metres of accuracy for missiles that have never been fired over their ultimate paths, by the potential to destroy fourteen thousand or sixteen thousand cities. But the competition to spend is likely to reduce further the economic efficiency of expenditure for military security. And it supports the false and dangerous objective of ‘inflicting costs’ on an enemy through an accelerated and economically debilitating arms race. 

'Common Security' was a report from the Independent Commission on Disarmament and Security Issues- 1982 Pan Books  


ARC at Burges Park - Camberwell London - 20 July 2003
Mother Against Guns event; with speeches, stalls , fun fair, music including Julian Marley. Had ARC Stall. ARC Very well received. Some good discussions. Lot of literature taken. 

Musician: "Now I know This is what I came here for. We had a mothers against guns rally in Manchester, and I performed as I am a poet / musician. I was walking around here today and felt I had wasted my time. But now I have spoken to you and seen your literature; especially about what is happening in Africa; now I know why I came. Thanks"

ARC Stall holder  " And it would mean a greater role for the police as armies would be reduced and more emphasis on civilian type peacekeeping"

Policeman: "No way, George Bush is in power now. You don't know where he is going to invade next."


ARC at Putney & Roehampton UNA  16 March 2004
Karl Miller gave talk to small group. Very lively discussion. Points included:

1. Use ARC principle to analyse events; so when government says no resources for health and schools, point out but have resources for arms.

2. So ultimately the countries could give up their armies and we could have a United Nations force to keep the peace; this would use up less resources on arms.

3. One of my main hopes is that we will have less wars and conflicts with more women leaders; because; unlike the macho men who argue, fuss, fight and spend resources on arms and toys for the boys they will focus feelings, consensus, non-violence and spend more resources on the environment, poverty reduction and necessities to raise the children. "Evidence suggests that were it not for women's participation at decision-making levels, issues such as childcare, violence against women, social protection, food security and unpaid labour would not have received the attention they have from policy-makers." (Angela E. V. King 8 March 2001).


Amnesty's ARC - Sheffield 
23 October 2003
 Karl Miller  spoke to Sheffield University's Amnesty Group.

Packed room of  students and some from local Stop the War and UNA groups. Extracts include:

"If 4 million people have died in Africa in the last 4 years, then that mean my country in Europe with only two million people would have been wiped out in two years"

Lets me make it clear; that I am not dis-respecting our war heroes or those who gave their lives in wars for their countrymen. What I am saying is that the UN's prime mission is  'to save succeeding generations from the scourge of war'. I believe, like the Movement for the Abolition of war, that war is not inevitable. It can be banished to the annuals of history. Conflict is inevitable; but you do not have to fight. You do not beat up your partner whenever you have an argument. I am asking for the commitment made by all the states of the UN in article 26 to be honored; ' the least diversion for armaments of the worlds human and economic resources'. Too many resources are being diverted to arms while over a third of the world's population languish in poverty. Too many guns are being made that are killing civilians especially in Africa. Too many guns, too much blood running.  How much richer and better the world is now that most women have equal rights. How much safer and better the world will be without so many arms. Arms are made to kill people. The days of slavery are gone and we are all better for it. The days of wife beating are gone and we are all better for it. The days of wars can be and should be gone; and we will all be better for it. ARC is a prerequisite, an essential part of banishing wars to the annuals of history and fulfilling the main purpose of the UN.

To paraphrase our vice-chair - Vijay Mehta "War is not inevitable and is not in human genes. We should campaign for banning or outlawing war and combating militarism. To deconstruct peoples mind from intolerance and hatred to tolerance and love. Weapons have no other purpose but to kill people. All manufacture, sale, export and use of arms should be reduced. Military budgets of all nations should be limited." …

We are living in the International decade for a culture of peace and non-violence. The preamble of constitution of UNESCO, states

“That since wars begin in the minds of men, it is in the minds of men that the defenses of peace must be constructed.”

At the recent CND conference, after browsing through student CND newsletter, a thought came to me. Where in the UK is the nuclear and weapons research done. When I asked someone they mentioned that there was once a campaign here at Sheffield because of involvement of a department with an arms manufacturer. …

In the context of ARC. I think academia should consider debating how much of its resources are spent on thinking up and researching things to kill people, while teaching the next generation. But perhaps I am being naïve; as its military so its hush hush in the interests of security. "Like slaves of academic research and sponsorship, who, heedless of their own ethics, use their knowledge to devise things to extinguish others".  I think universities should publish the extent of their involvement in arms research and development. Both parents and students should have a right to know if they will be taught by a university and it's teachers who are devising ways to kill people. …

On a similar note I am surprised that students do not commit to using their knowledge for the benefit of mankind, the earth and its inhabitants. I am so pleased that the doctors have the Hippocratic oath. Yet those students that have been or will be responsible for the death of millions and the destruction of our environment do not make any promise or pledge to show their unwillingness to use their work for unethical ends. …

On Saturday 30th August 2003, the Stop The War coalition People's Assembly Passed the following resolution:

"The People's Assembly calls upon the states of the UN to honour their pledge made in Article 26 of the UN Charter "to promote the establishment and maintenance of international peace and security with the least diversion for armaments of the worlds human and economic resources", by agreeing and implementing a legally binding instrument, to reduce the amount of resources spent on arms by between 1 and 5 percent for a period of between 10 and 25 years, and to spend the resources saved on programmes that benefit humanity and the earth. "

I look forward to the day when the student,  unions, academics and political parties passes such a resolution. Or even just makes a statement like

The Dresden Appeal  by the German Party of Democratic Socialism 7Th October 2001

" Heavily armed, the world will remain without peace. Disarmament gives peace a chance. One fifth of today's military spending would suffice to ensure everyone sustains a basic supply of food, drinking water, education and public health services."

I view Amnesty as the world's best NGO protector of human rights. I think they can help ARC in three main ways. By setting the standards on how Governments should treat ARC's supporters; by monitoring and reporting Governments abuses of ARC's supporters both before and after the ARC treaty has been ratified.

4 At the UN General Assembly First Committee (Disarmament) 2003
A Few notes from NGLS Roudup Feb 2004

"Jamaica succinctly summarized the frustrations of many governments when it noted that increased militarization had increased the likelihood of a military response as a first option - doing little to enhance security and ensure lasting peace. Steadily growing arms expenditures by "big spenders," the representative of Jamaica said, had caused other nations to increase spending in response to perceived internal or external threats. The legal regime governing international disarmament had also been weakened by the resort to actions that fell outside the scope of the principles of collective security, "The will of  the many has been overcome by the might of the few," the representative said."

"The new century before us is still young. Though it was ushered in with the deaths of 3,000 and wrongly avenged with thousands more, it is not too late for the twenty-first century to re-define power for the next. No longer shall power be equated with nuclear weapons and mortifying arms expenditures. No longer shall we respect those who act selfishly in the name of national interest at the cost of global security. No longer shall the rich and powerful profiteers of blood dictate policy to the people's representatives, who in turn betray those they purport to protect. Power will arise in the combined strength of multilateralism; it shall manifest in the bravery and patience that is cultivated through diplomacy and non-violent means. The world shall be defined by the majority of the world's people who all yearn to live in a prosperous peace, free from the specter of war. "

"…and they shall beat their swords into ploughshares…" Rhianna Tyson www.reachingcriticalwill.org 

  Comments on redefining security:

“In the global context true security cannot be achieved by a mounting build up of weapons-defence in the narrow sense-but only by providing basic conditions for peaceful relations between nations, and solving not only the military but also the non-military problems which threaten them.” 

From Willy Brandt's report 'North-South:

 A Programme for Survival'

" The developed nations of the world cannot remain secure islands of prosperity in a seething sea of poverty. The storm is rising against the privileged minority of the earth, from which there is no shelter in isolation and armament. The storm will not abate until a just distribution of the fruits of the earth enables men everywhere to live in dignity and human decency."

Martin Luther King jnr  

"Global Security must be broadened from it's traditional focus on the security of states to include the security of people and the planet."

From 'Our Global Neighbourhood' by The Commission on Global Governance. www.cgg.ch/chapt3.htm *


UPCOMING EVENTS-2004

Arm Reduction Coalition Meeting

'Arms Reduction and Tackling Terror' 

Speakers: Karl Miller ARC Secretary and Vijay Mehta Arc vice Chair

June 7th 7-9.30pm

Conway Hall, Bertrand Russell room

Red Lion square wc1

Nearest tube station Holborn

How  will diverting resources from weapons to humanitarian and non-military purposes help to tackle terrorism. ARC calls for  'Blood Run Done; Cease now Peace' year.

Action for UN Renewal
Erskine Childers Lecture

Thursday 17th June 2004 at 7pm.

In the small meeting hall at Friends House, Euston Road, London

(Opposite Euston Station)

By Jenny Tonge MP

After Kosovo, Afghanistan and Iraq

What future for the UN?

All welcome, admission free, no tickets required. Enquiries 020-8399-2547




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





THE ARMS REDUCTION COALITION (ARC) 


PO BOX, 42567


London E1 2WP


Tel: 07903967355 / 07776231018


E-Mail: �HYPERLINK "mailto:actun@btinternet.com;%20jadding37@aol.com?subject=WEB LETTER:"��info@arcuk.org�


Web: � HYPERLINK "www.arcuk.org" ��www.arcuk.org� �Newsletter 5 - May 2004





Estimated amount required to implement the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) over 15 years $750 bn,  Amount that will be spent on arms over same 15 years $12,000 bn. Current projections: MDGs under funded, targets not met, many will die; arms spending increased, resources wasted, terror increased, many will die.
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