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n August 20 1996, the United Nations Secre-
O\ary-GeneraI released the fourth report on the

U.N. Register of Conventional Arms, covering
data on the transfer of weapons during 1995.* The Sec-
retary-General established the Register in accordance
with General Assembly resolution 46/36 L of December
9, 1991 (ontransparency in armaments) in order to iden-
tify excessive and destabilizing buildups of conventional
weapons by promoting transparency in armaments. The
Register requests governments to annually submit data
in seven categories of major conventional weapons: battle
tanks (Tank), armored combat vehicles (ACV), large-
caliber artillery systems (LCA), combat aircraft (Chbt
Acft), attack helicopters (Helo), warships (Ship), and
missiles and missile launchers (M/MI). With four an-
nual reports available, a sufficient amount of data exists
to begin identification of any trends that may exist.

Participation in the Register, while far from univer-
sal, shows positive trends. Participation in the Register
process hasincreased slightly over previous years, with
regional participation being roughly equivalent to pre-
vious years. Exporters continue to attain higher levels
of participation thanimporters. Only three exporterswere
identified by importer submissions as not participating
inthe Register, whereas 25 importerswere identified by
exporter submissions as not taking part. However, afew
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major exporters who made large numbers of deals did
not provide information on the types of weapons trans-
ferred. A notable recent exception is France, which sub-
mitted data on the types of weapons transferred for the
first time.

Overall transfers of weapons within the Register cat-
egories have declined over the past four years. Region-
aly, most weapons have been transferred to Asia and
Oceania, the Middle East, and Western Europe. Trans-
fersto Asiaand Oceaniaincreased for three years, and
then decreased in the fourth reporting. Transfers to the
Middle East reported to the Register have remained rela-
tively stable. However, imports to the region are gener-
aly only identified from the submissions of exporting
states; participation isextremely low among Middle East-
ern countries. Transfersto Western Europe have declined
due to the waning of the “cascading” phenomenon that
occurred in the aftermath of implementation of the Con-
ventional Forcesin Europe (CFE) Treaty.2

The United States continued in 1995 as the major
weapons supplier in the seven categories of the Regis-
ter. The major exporters: China, France, Germany, Rus-
sig, the United Kingdom, and the United States, generate
between 65 percent and 80 percent of world exportsin
these categories. Importers are more diversified, with
only 32 percent to 50 percent of world imports being
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received by the major importers: Egypt, Greece, Isragl,
the Philippines, Saudi Arabia, and Turkey.

The percentage of thetransfersfor which theimporter
and exporter agree on the transfer and the number of
weapons involved remains low, at only 23 percent. The
expansion of the Register to include either a consulting
mechanism between states, or the right of the U.N. Sec-
retariat to clarify submissionsto the Register would seem
necessary to rectify this situation.

EXTENT OF PARTICIPATION BY U.N.
MEMBER STATES

Participation. For 1995, more countries have submit-
ted repliesprior to, or soon after, theinitial deadlinethan
for any other year of the Register’s existence. The num-
ber of stateswhich submitted reports by November 14th
of theyear inwhich they weredue are 82, 84, 87, and 92
for 1992, 1993, 1994, and 1995 respectively. Neverthe-
less, a number of key countries have not participated

this year, including most of the countries in the Middle
East and Pakistan, an important importer and a partici-
pant in every previousyear of the Register. Overall, par-
ticipation in thefourth year of the Register appearsto be
increasing over previous years, given the fact that re-
turns are often submitted long after the initial deadline.
The number of stateswhich eventually submitted reports
for 1992, 1993, 1994, and 1995 are 93, 92, 96, and 93 (at
present) respectively.

Regional distribution. Participation among the U.N.
regional groupsisroughly equivalent to previousyears,
except for the Latin Americaand Caribbean group, which
saw a drop to 39 percent from their 1994 high of 55
percent participation (see Table 1). The percentage of
African states that participateis small, possibly because
the categories of weaponsthat are covered by the Regis-
ter are not critical in most of Africa. If geographical
groupings are used, as opposed to U.N. groupings, the
Middle East can also be identified as aregion with little
participation overal.

Table 1: Regional Distribution of Member States Reporting to the U.N. Register

Submissions by Governments

% of Participation in
the U.N. Groupings

U.N. Region 1992 1993 1994 1995 1992 1993 1994 1995
African States 100f51  9of52 8 of 63 9 0f 63 20 17 13 14
Asian States 220f47 200f47 250f48 250148 47 43 52 52
Eastern European States 140f19 110f20 140f20 150f20 74 55 70 75
Latin American and Caribbean 150f33 110f33 180f33 130f33 45 33 55 39
Western Europe and Other States 240f24 240f27 240f27 260f27 100 89 89 96
Other Member States 3of5 20f5 3o0f4 3of4 60 40 75 75
Non-Member States 2

Continuity in participation. Sixty of the 93 states that
participated this year have done so continuously since
the start of the Register (see Table 2). Nevertheless, there
are still many states that have either never participated,

or have participated in a sporadic manner. Over al four
years, 135 states have participated at least once (see
Tables 2 and 3).

Table 2: States that Participated all Four Years (Total = 60)

Argentina China Hungary
Australia Cuba Iceland
Austria Czech Republic India
Belarus Denmark Indonesia
Belgium Dominica Ireland
Bhutan Fiji Israel
Brazil Finland Italy
Bulgaria France Jamaica
Canada Germany Japan
Chile Greece Liechtenstein
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Luxembourg PapuaNew Guinea  Slovenia
Malaysia Peru Spain
Maldives Philippines SriLanka

Malta Poland Sweden

Mexico Portugal Switzerland
Mongolia Rep. of Korea Tanzania

Nepal Romania Turkey

Netherlands Russia United Kingdom

New Zealand Singapore Ukraine
Norway Slovakia United States
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Table 3: Stateswith Partial Participation by Calendar Year

1992 1993 1994 1995 1992 1993 1994 1995
Afghanistan no yes no no Libya yes no yes no
Albania yes no no yes Lithuania yes no no yes
Andorra no no yes yes Madagascar no yes no yes
Antigua and Barbuda  yes yes no no Malawi no yes no no
Armenia no yes yes yes Marshall Islands no yes yes no
Azerbaijan no no no yes Mauritania no yes yes no
Bahamas no no yes yes Mauritius yes yes no yes
Barbados no no yes yes Monaco no no no yes
Belize no no yes no Namibia yes no no yes
Benin yes yes yes no Nepal no no yes no
Bolivia yes no no no Nicaragua yes no no no
Burkina Faso no yes yes yes Niger yes yes yes no
Cameroon no no yes no Nigeria yes no no no
Central African Rep.  no no no yes Oman yes no no no
Chad no yes yes no Pakistan yes yes yes no
Colombia yes no no no Panama yes no yes no
Comoros no yes no no Paraguay yes yes yes no
Cook Islands no no no yes Qatar yes no no no
Croatia yes yes yes no Rep. of Moldova no no yes yes
Cyprus no yes yes yes Saint Kitts and Nevis  no no no yes
Céte d'lvoire no yes no no Saint Lucia yes yes yes no
Dominican Republic  no yes no no St. Vincent and
Ecuador no no yes no the Grenadines no yes no yes
El Salvador no no yes no Samoa no yes yes yes
Egypt yes no no no Senegal yes no no no
Estonia no no yes yes Seychelles yes no no no
Ethiopia no no no yes Sierra Leone no yes no no
Gabon no no no yes Solomon Islands yes no yes no
Georgia yes yes yes no South Africa yes no yes yes
Grenada yes yes yes no Tajikistan no no yes yes
Guyana no no yes no Thailand no yes yes yes
Iran yes yes yes no Trinidad and Tobago  no yes no yes
Jordan no yes no yes Tunisia yes no no no
Kazakstan yes no yes yes Turkmenistan no no no yes
Kenya no yes no no Vanuatu yes yes no yes
Kyrgyzstan no no no yes Vietnam no no yes yes
Latvia no no no yes Yugoslavia yes yes yes no
Lebanon yes no no no World Total 93 92 96 93
Lesotho yes no no no
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Exporters. Other than Uzbekistan and North Korea,
thetop 15 leading suppliers of major conventional weap-
ons, as identified by the Stockholm International Peace
Research Institute (SIPRI),? al participated in the Reg-
ister. Of the 30 leading suppliersidentified by SIPRI, 25

participated in the Register in 1995, and 24 have partici-
pated all four years of the Register’s existence. The sub-
missions of weaponsimportersto the Register identified
three corresponding exporting states that did not par-
ticipate in the Register process (see Table 4).

Table 4: Weapons Exporters Not Participating in the Register for Calendar Year 1995
(according to importer submissions)

Qatar

I mporters. Weapons importers continue to be more
reluctant to participate in the Register process than ex-
porters. Five of the 15 leading recipients of major con-
ventional weapons identified by SIPRI:* Egypt, Saudi
Arabia, Taiwan,® Kuwait, and Pakistan, did not partici-
pate in the Register process. On the other hand, those
|eading weapons reci pients which do participate tend to
do so habitually: of the 50 leading recipients of major
conventional weapons identified by SIPRI, 35 partici-

United Arab Emirates

Uzbekistan

pated in the Register in 1995, and 34 have participated
in al four years. The submissions of exporters to the
Register identified 24 corresponding importers that did
not participate during 1995 (see Table5). Eleven of these
24 had participated in at least one previous year; two
had participated in all three previousyears. The submis-
sions of exporting states to the Register identified as
major importers two of the 24 importers that did not
participate this year: Egypt and Saudi Arabia.

Table 5: Weapons Importers Not Participating in the Register for Calendar Year 1995
(according to exporter submissions)

Algeria Colombia Iran
Angola Céte d'lvoire
Bahrain Ecuador
Bangladesh Egypt
Botswana Haiti

Details on types of weapons transferred. Submitting
information on the types of weapons transferred, rather
than just the category to which they belong, enhances
transparency and simplifies the identification and cor-
rection of technical reporting errors. The Register pro-
vides two columns for states to include remarks on
transfers of weapons, one for a description of the item
and another for comments on the transfer. Most states
that reported imports or exportsto the Register provided
information on the types of weaponstransferred, 87 per-
cent of importers and 86 percent of exporters. The only
states that did not provide such information were India,
Japan, Russia, the United Kingdom (which provided
comments on the transfers, but no descriptions of the
itemstransferred), and the United States. Unfortunately,
the first two states listed are important importing states
and the last three states are major exporting states.
France, another major exporting state, which in previ-
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Kuwait
Lebanon
Oman
Pakistan

Qatar United Arab Emirates
Saudi Arabia Uruguay
Sierra Leone Venezuela

Tunisia Yemen
Uganda

ous years had not provided this information, did so for
1995.

Backgroundinformation. The Register allows states,
on a“voluntary” basis,® to submit information dealing
with conventional weapons by use of either a note
verbale or background information provided as a sepa-
rate document. Some states have chosen to provide in-
formation dealing with either military holdings or
national production of conventional weapons, neither of
which is currently included in the Register. Two pro-
posed methods of expansion of the Register would beto
include the submission of these types of information as
part of the Register process. Agreement to establish the
Register in 1991 was secured partly on the basis of an
understanding that such expansionswould occur. These
expansionswould providefor greater transparency, par-
ticularly among those countries with either large mili-
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Table 6: States Submitting Additional Information for 1995

Note Verbale

Andorra yes

Argentina yes
Armenia yes
Austria yes
Belgium yes
Brazil yes
Bulgaria yes
Canada yes
Czech Republic yes
Denmark yes
Ethiopia yes

Finland yes
France yes
Germany yes
Greece yes
Ireland yes
Italy yes
Japan yes
Kyrgyzstan yes

Mexico yes
Nepal yes

Netherlands yes
New Zealand yes
Papua New Guinea yes

Poland yes
Portugal yes
Republic of Korea yes
South Africa yes
Spain yes
Sweden yes
Switzerland yes
Turkey yes
United Kingdom yes
United States yes

tary holdings or large national production capabilities.”

EXTENT OF THE ARMSTRADE MADE
TRANSPARENT BY THE REGISTER

Number of items transferred by weapons type. The
total number of items transferred in each of the seven
categories covered by the Register aretabulated in Table
7 for al four years. The “High” and “Low” categories
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Background Information

Holdings National Production

yes

yes

yes yes
yes

yes yes
yes

yes yes
yes yes
yes yes
yes

yes yes
yes yes
yes yes
yes

yes yes
yes yes
yes yes
yes yes
yes yes
yes yes
yes yes
yes yes
yes yes
yes

yes

yes yes
yes yes
yes yes

reflect disagreement between importers and exporters
as to the number of items transferred. Neither number
can be said to be the “ correct” one, so both are provided
inthistable (statisticsand graphsfound later in thisdocu-
ment, however, contain cal cul ations using an average of
the two numbers).

Overall transfers have declined over thistime period,
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Table 7: Total Number of Items Transferred by Weapon Type

Category 1992 1993 1994 1995
High Low High Low High Low High  Low
Tanks 1733 1427 3071 2149 1339 1317 667 666
ACV 1648 1522 2384 2310 4144 3507 3350 2924
LCA 1682 1682 355 277 31080 31080° 714 633
Combat Aircraft 287 250 481 448 429 421 327 291
Attack Helicopters 40 40 127 119 68 68 92 77
Ships 40 34 53 50 49 49 18 17
Missiles and Missile Launchers 67838 66514° 4572 3128 14447 14289° 4148 1855

@ The very large numbers of large combat artillery in 1994 reflect artillery imported by Malaysia that is assumed to be ammunition as opposed to artillery
systems. This ammunition is not included in later summary statistics.

b1n this and subsequent tables and graphs, the very large numbers of missiles and missile launchers transferred in 1992 includes 50328 SS30, SS40, SS60
rockets for ASTROS |1 exported by Brazil to Saudi Arabia.

¢ In this and subsequent tables and graphs, the transfers of missiles and missile launchers in 1994 were dominated by 10,680 “RX MTR HK 40/56” missiles
declared as imports by the Philippines from the United States. Attempts to identify these missiles in order to assure that they fulfill the definition of the
category were unsuccessful.

to some extent due to the decrease of weapons being
transferred as a result of the CFE Treaty.

Regional distribution. Asin previousyears, Asiaand

Oceania, the Middle East, and Western Europe were
identified as the regions that imported the largest trans-
fers of weaponsin 1995 (see Table 8). Relatively small

Table 8: Total Number of Weapons | mported in 1995 by Region of Importer State?

Country Tanks ACV LCA Cbt Acft Attack Helo Ships M/ML
H L H L H L H L H L H L H L
Africa 62 - 238 - 3 - 6 - - - - - - -
Asia and Oceania® 96 - 299 284 322 242 118 115 26 - 7 6 736 697
CIS and EE 2 - 137 - 119 - 43 32 20 - 2 - 14 -
Latin America - - 210 171 68 - 60 - 8 - 1 - 59 -
Middle East 486 - 1882 1510 107 - 50 - 18 - 1 - 27 -
North America 2 - - - - - - - - - - - 47 45
Western Europe 13 12 567 - 95 94 50 28 20 5 7 - 3265 1013
Other®® 6 - 17 - - - - - - - - - - -
World Total 667 666 3350 2924 714 633 327 291 92 77 18 17 4148 1855

numbers of weaponsin the seven categories were trans-
ferred to the other regions of the world.

Regional Distribution History. Tables 9, 10, 11, and
12 show the imports by region in each of the seven Reg-
ister categories of major conventional weapons for the
first four years of the Register, respectively. Each of the
columns for the seven categories lists the percentage of
imports in that category, for a particular region, for the
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year of thetable. For example, Western Europeimported
the vast mgjority of the tanks transferred in 1992, with
79.18 percent (see Table 9), but by 1995 the leading re-
gion for tank imports had switched to the Middle East,
with 72.92 percent (see Table 12). The “total” column
on the right of each table lists the percentage of world
imports for each region, a statistic that combines im-
ports from all seven Register categories, normalized by

87



Conventional Arms Report

Table 9: % of World | mports by Region for 1992

Tank ACV LCA Acft Helo Ships M/MI Total
Africa 1.58 4,73 4.40 1.86 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.80
Asia and Oceania 7.41 2.52 8.68 24.39 0.00 13.51 0.43 8.14
CIS/EE 0.00 2.97 5.89 3.35 0.00 13.51 0.00 3.67
Latin America 0.89 1.01 3.45 6.70 57.50 2.70 0.03 10.33
Middle East 10.44 46.50 30.32 36.50 0.00 2.70 77.97 29.21
North America 0.51 2.59 0.06 0.00 2.50 2.70 0.46 1.26
Western Europe 79.18 39.68 47.21 27.19 40.00 64.86 21.11 45.60
Other 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Table 10: % of World I mports by Region for 1993

Tank ACV LCA Acft Helo Ships M/MI Total
Africa 7.09 4,05 12.03 0.00 0.81 1.94 0.00 3.70
Asia 1.34 5.28 43.04 31.32 15.45 66.02 29.94 27.48
CIS/EE 3.83 10.31 0.00 9.26 0.00 9.71 0.00 4,73
Latin America 0.00 0.55 0.00 0.65 3.25 1.94 0.26 0.95
Middle East 16.74 30.21 13.61 26.91 34.15 1.94 15.14 19.81
North America 1.03 1.87 3.16 3.23 0.00 0.00 15.39 3.53
Western Europe 69.77 43.72 24.68 28.63 46.34 18.45 39.27 38.69
Other 0.19 4,01 3.48 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.10

Table 11: % of World I mports by Region for 1994

Tank ACV LCA Acft Helo Ships M/MI Total
Africa 10.63 7.60 0.51 0.47 0.00 0.00 0.00 2.75
Asia and Oceania 13.25 5.59 89.77 33.65 51.47 63.27 78.02 47.86
CISIEE 3.85 5.07 0.16 0.47 0.00 4.08 2.42 2.29
Latin America 0.00 9.28 0.13 11.29 35.29 2.04 1.73 8.54
Middle East 52.62 23.95 1.28 26.82 8.82 14.29 1.74 18.50
North America 0.00 0.00 0.24 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.66 0.13
Western Europe 19.57 41.42 7.89 27.29 441 16.33 15.42 18.90
Other 0.08 7.10 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.02

Table 12: % of World I mports by Region for 1995

Tank ACV LCA Acft Helo Ships M/MI Total
Africa 9.30 7.59 0.45 1.94 0.00 0.00 0.00 2.75
Asia and Oceania 14.40 9.29 41.87 37.70 30.77 37.14 23.87 27.86
CIS/EE 0.30 4.37 17.67 12.14 23.67 11.43 0.47 10.01
Latin America 0.00 6.07 10.10 19.42 9.47 5.71 1.97 7.53
Middle East 72.92 54.06 15.89 16.18 21.30 571 0.90 26.71
North America 0.30 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.53 0.26
Western Europe 1.88 18.07 14.03 12.62 14.79 40.00 71.26 24.67
Other 0.90 0.54 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.21
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the total number of weaponstransferred in that category
for that year. The methodology for the calculation of this
statistic is described in detail in the Appendix.

The percentage of world importsisplotted in Graph 1
for all four years of the existence of the Register, each
year forming one bar in the chart for aparticular region.
The graph clearly shows that Asia and Oceania, the
Middle East, and Western Europe have been the three
largest importing regions during the four-year history of

over time, indicating a decrease in cascading following
the implementation of the CFE Treaty.

Leading exporters. In 1995, the United States contin-
ues to dominate weapons exports in the seven catego-
riesidentified by the Register under most measures. For

the Register. The percentage of worldimportstransferred
to Asia and Oceania during this time period generally
increased (albeit with a decrease in the last year) sup-
porting the oft-cited notion of an arms build-up in that
region. Dataon importsby the Middle East arelesscom-
plete than data on imports by other regions, because few
of the importing countries provided reports to the Reg-
ister. Nevertheless, exporters’ reports show that imports
to the Middle East remained relatively stable during the
four years. Western Europe shows a decrease of imports

example, the United States led exporters with 64 trans-
fers, followed by the United Kingdom with 19, Russia
with 16, Germany with 12, and the Czech Republic with
10. Additionaly, as shownin Table 13, the United States
transferred weaponsin all categories, asopposed to most

Table 13: The Major Weapons Exportersin 1995
(numbers of weapon systems transferred)

Country Tanks ACV LCA Cbt Acft Helo Ships M/ML
H L H L H L H L H L H L H L
China 51 - 20 - - - - 2 1 18
Czech Republic - - 62 - 70 61 57 - - - - -
France 25 - - - - 3 - 6 - - - 14
Germany - - 353 - 15 - - 20 - 6 - 480 -
Israel - - - - 8 3 - - - - - 20 18
Poland 72 - 1 - 18 - - - - - - - -
Russia - - 465 - 211 210 60 53 - - 3 - 5
Slovakia 6 - 57 - 6 - - - - - - - -
Ukraine 64 - 8 - - 4 - - - - - 159 -
United Kingdom 12 - 198 - 55 - 13 12 1 - 1 - 28 -
United States 437 436 1500 1128 256 176 150 126 50 35 5 3379 1148
World Total 667 666 3350 2924 714 633 327 291 92 7 18 17 4148 1855
The Nonproliferation Review/Winter 1997 89
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exporters, which shipped weaponsin only afew catego-
ries.

History of Major Exporters. The major exporters
identified over the history of the Register include China,
France, Germany, Russia, the United Kingdom, and the
United States. The percentage of world exports of each
of themajor exportersfor 1992, 1993, 1994, and 1995is
shown in Tables 14, 15, 16, and 17 respectively. The
final row of each chart, labeled “% of World,” shows

the cumulation of exports in each category by the ex-
porterslisted. Generally, the cumulative exports of these
major exportersform alarge portion of theworld’strans-
fers, but occasionally exporters external to this group
capture asignificant portion of thetransfersin aparticu-
lar category for a particular year. For example, in 1992,
Brazil exported avast mgjority of itemsin the missiles
and missile launcher category, leaving the portion ac-
counted for by countries on the chart at only 23.81 per-

Table 14: % of World Exports by Major Exporters for 1992

Tanks ACV LCA Cht Acft Helo Ship M/MI Total
China 6.14 0.13 13.08 0.00 0.00 541 0.04 3.54
France 0.00 2.27 12.78 5.96 2.50 0.00 0.04 3.36
Germany 8.86 8.52 26.69 4.84 2.50 51.35 20.16 17.56
Russia 0.44 13.44 0.00 11.55 7.50 18.92 0.21 7.44
United Kingdom 1.96 2.90 0.77 7.08 0.00 2.70 0.05 221
United States 69.75 42.90 10.29 60.89 15.00 10.81 3.32 30.42
% of World 87.15 70.16 63.61 90.32 27.50 89.19 23.81 64.53
Table 15: % of World Exports by Major Exporters for 1993
Tanks ACV LCA Cbt Acft Helo Ship M/MI Total
China 1.34 0.00 0.00 16.58 0.00 0.00 2.34 2.89
France 0.00 1.79 14.24 0.65 10.57 0.00 1.26 4.07
Germany 9.27 16.32 411 20.02 0.00 48.54 32.73 18.71
Russia 4.60 15.21 443 7.10 0.00 1.94 0.00 476
United Kingdom 0.84 3.37 0.95 12.27 0.00 9.71 28.62 7.97
United States 74.02 28.50 60.44 27.77 62.20 12.62 32.27 42.55
% of World 90.08 65.19 84.18 84.39 72.76 72.82 97.22 80.95
Table 16: % of World Exports by Major Exporters for 1994
Tanks ACV LCA Cbt Acft Helo Ship M/MI Total
China 6.17 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 12.24 0.00 2.63
France 0.38 1.88 0.00 0.47 20.59 0.00 0.42 3.39
Germany 14.46 31.05 6.68 5.65 294 36.73 7.10 14.94
Russia 2.26 8.57 1.58 471 0.00 2.04 3.03 3.17
United Kingdom 1.36 0.71 1.08 10.12 2.94 18.37 1.36 5.13
United States 57.53 22.44 3.69 49.41 70.59 24.49 85.36 44,79
% of World 82.15 64.66 13.03 70.35 97.06 93.88 97.27 74.07
Table 17: % of World Exports by Major Exporters for 1995
Tanks ACV LCA Cbt Acft Helo Ship M/MI Total
China 7.65 0.64 0.00 0.00 0.00 8.57 0.60 2.49
France 3.75 0.00 0.00 0.97 7.10 0.00 0.47 1.76
Germany 0.00 11.25 2.23 0.00 23.67 34.29 15.99 12.49
Russia 0.00 14.82 31.25 18.28 0.00 17.14 0.17 11.67
United Kingdom 1.80 6.31 8.17 4.05 1.18 571 0.93 4.02
United States 65.49 41.89 32.07 44.66 50.30 28.57 75.41 48.34
% of World 78.70 7491 73.72 67.97 82.25 94.29 93.57 80.77
20 The Nonproliferation Revien/Wnter 1997
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cent. In other years, the major exporterstransferred over
90 percent of the weapons in this category.

In al four years of the Register, the United States
clearly dominated the percentage of world exports,™* as
shown in Graph 2 and listed in the column labeled “ To-
tal” in Tables 14, 15, 16, and 17. The percentage of world
exports transferred by the United States increased over

for three years, but then saw a sharp increase.

Leading importers.?? Table 18 shows the number of
weapons systems transferred to the major weapons im-
portersin 1995. The selection of the major weaponsim-
porterswas made on the basis of the percentage of world
imports.®* Two of the major importers, Egypt and Saudi

al four years of the Register. German exports, many of
which consisted of surplus East German weapons that
have largely been transferred as a result of the CFE
Treaty, have declined over these years. France and the
United Kingdom show the same decline of exports, also
probably attributable to the jump following the imple-
mentation of the CFE Treaty. Russian exports declined

Arabia, did not participate in the Register, causing their
transfers to be calculated entirely from exporters’ sub-
missions. Four of thesix major importers, Egypt, Greece,
Israel, and Saudi Arabia, were on the list of major im-
porters last year, alist which Greece and Saudi Arabia

Table 18: The Major Weapon I mportersin 1995
(number s of weapon systems transferred)

Country Tanks ACV LCA Cbt Acft Attack Helo Ships M/ML

H L H L H L H L H L H L H L
Egypt 274 - 299 - 7 - 32 - - - - - - -
Greece - - 191 - 10 9 24 8 20 5 5 - 2208 16
India - - - - 202 201 10 - 15 - - - -
Israel - - 400 28 91 2 - - - 1 - 6
Saudi Arabia®® 89 - 518 - - - 4 - - - - - -
Thailand 24 - 56 - 20 1 56 54 - - 2 1 2
World Total 667 666 3350 2924 714 633 327 291 92 77 18 17 4148 1855
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have been on throughout al four years of the Register.

History of Major | mporters. The percentage of world
imports for each of the major importers in each of the
four years of the Register’shistory islisted in Tables 19,
20, 21, and 22. The tables follow the same format as
those for exporters, with statistics for each Register cat-
egory in aseparate column and the overall percentage of

world imports listed in the column marked “Total.”
Egypt, Greece, |srael, the Philippines, Saudi Arabia, and
Turkey wereidentified asthe leading importers over the
history of the Register. As opposed to the major export-
ers, where a handful of exporters control a significant
percentage of world exports, importers are more diver-
sified. Therefore, the combined percentage of world

Table 19: % of World Imports by Major Importers for 1992

Tanks ACV LCA Cbt Acft  Helo Ship M/MI Total
Egypt 4.75 0.00 0.00 8.57 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.90
Greece 32.88 12.93 14.80 12.29 0.00 43.24 0.12 16.61
Israel 0.00 0.00 0.00 14.90 0.00 0.00 0.00 2.13
Philippines 0.00 0.00 0.00 7.08 0.00 0.00 0.00 101
Saudi Arabia 0.00 30.47 10.40 4.10 0.00 0.00 75.00 17.14
Turkey 32.12 17.32 4.46 13.41 15.00 0.00 0.88 11.88
% of World 69.75 60.72 29.66 60.35 15.00 43.24 76.00 50.67
Table 20: % of World I mports by Major | mporters for 1993
Tanks ACV LCA Cbt Acft Helo Ship M/MI Total
Egypt 1.07 0.00 1.90 8.67 0.00 0.00 0.18 1.69
Greece 23.89 6.39 15.19 8.88 0.00 9.71 1.74 9.40
Israel 0.00 0.00 0.95 6.07 19.51 0.00 0.21 3.82
Philippines 0.00 0.60 0.00 0.87 0.00 25.24 0.00 3.82
Saudi Arabia 9.62 21.05 10.76 0.00 9.76 0.00 5.35 8.08
Turkey 29.81 16.96 0.95 8.67 19.11 6.80 0.26 11.79
% of World 64.39 45.00 29.75 33.16 48.38 41.75 7.74 38.60
Table 21: % of World I mports by Major I mporters for 1994
Tanks ACV LCA Cbt Acft Helo Ship M/MI Total
Egypt 32.68 491 0.77 10.14 0.00 0.00 0.00 6.93
Greece 241 26.04 2.74 7.78 0.00 4.08 0.00 6.15
Israel 0.00 5.95 0.07 12.50 5.88 4.08 0.00 4.07
Philippines 0.00 1.10 2.24 11.32 48.53 0.00 75.03 19.74
Saudi Arabia 11.14 6.67 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 2.54
Turkey 4.67 5.91 1.60 10.38 147 10.20 0.00 4.89
% of World 50.90 50.58 7.42 52.12 55.88 18.36 75.03 44.32
Table 22: % of World Imports byMajor | mporters for 1995
Tanks ACV LCA Cbt Acft Helo Ship M/MI Total
Egypt 4111 9.53 1.04 10.36 0.00 0.00 0.00 8.86
Greece 0.00 6.09 141 5.18 14.79 28.57 36.68 13.25
Israel 0.00 6.82 13.52 0.65 0.00 571 0.20 3.84
Philippines 0.00 1.94 0.00 0.97 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.42
Saudi Arabia 13.35 16.51 0.00 1.29 0.00 0.00 0.00 4.45
Turkey 0.00 2.26 0.00 0.00 0.00 571 1.80 1.40
% of World 54.46 43.15 15.97 18.45 14.79 39.99 38.68 32.22
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importsfor these six importersisrarely over 50 percent.

Graph 3 depicts percentage of world imports'® for the
major importers over thefirst four years of the Register,
and substantiates some known trends in weapons trans-
fers. Throughout the four years of the Register, Turkey
and Greece have received significant quantities of weap-
ons as part of the CFE Treaty cascading process. The
Turkish and Greek declines in imports over time are a
reflection of the trailing off of this process. The case of
Greece and Turkey illustrates the usefulness of the Reg-
ister; all salesto these countries have been legal and le-
gitimate, but the aura of tension between these two
countries and their weapons build-ups, substantiated by
reports to the Register, have led to a response by the
international community.*’

The Philippines in 1994 and Saudi Arabia in 1992
had extremely large transfersin the missilesand missile
launchers category, which dominated exportsin this cat-
egory (and appear as spikes on the graph).'® Egypt has
seen steady growth in armsimports according to export-
ers’ submissions, but only participated in the Register in
1992. Israel shows steady imports throughout al four
years. Saudi Arabiaisidentified asamajor importer with
declining imports over the years of the Register, even
though it has never participated in the Register process.

EXTENT OF AGREEMENT BETWEEN
EXPORTER AND IMPORTER ON ARMS
TRANSFERS

Cross checking. Since both importers and exporters
report to the Register, their reports can be cross checked

The Nonproliferation Review/Winter 1997

to identify the amount of correlation, discrepancies in
the reports, or transfers of weapons to or from states
which did not participate in the Register. As in other
years, the percentage of transferswheretheimporter and
exporter agreed was relatively low.

Five types of cases have occurred in the reports:

A.Match. Thetransfer wasreported by both exporter
and importer and the number of items each reported
matched within 10 percent (designated by “M” in the
Annex to this report).

1992: 56 (29 percent) of the 193 transfers
reported.

51 (27 percent) of the 190 transfers
reported.

57 (27 percent) of the 209 transfers
reported.

44 (24 percent) of the 187 transfers
reported.

1993:
1994:
1995:

B. Different Numbers. Thetransfer was reported by
both exporter and importer but the differencein the num-
ber of items reported was 10 percent or greater (desig-
nated by “Diff#” in the Annex to this report).

1992: 16 (8 percent) of the 193 transfers
reported.

1993: 16 (8 percent) of the 190 transfers
reported.

1994: 12 (6 percent) of the 209 transfers
reported.
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1995: 18 (10 percent) of the 187 transfers
reported.

The number of items reported by the importers and
exportersare sometimes so wildly disparatethat it would
seem possible that two different transfers are being re-
ported. For example, the United States reported trans-
ferring 2,208 missiles or missile launchers to Greece,
but Greece reported receiving only 16. Provision of a
description by both the importer and exporter as to the
type of weapons transported would help clarify the situ-
ation in such cases.

C. Not Reported. The transfer was reported by only
the exporter or the importer; the other party participated
in the Register process but did not report this particular
transfer (designated by “NR” in the Annex to this re-
port).

1992: 64 (33 percent) of the 193 transfers

reported.

57 (30 percent) of the 190 transfers
reported.

82 (39 percent) of the 209 transfers
reported.

64 (34 percent) of the 187 transfers
reported.

1993:
1994:
1995:

D. Non-Participation. The transfer was reported by
only the exporter or importer; the other party did not
participate in the Register process (designated by “NP”
in the Annex to this report).

1992: 57 (30 percent) of the 193 transfers
reported.

60 (32 percent) of the 190 transfers
reported.

52 (25 percent) of the 209 transfers
reported.

54 (29 percent) of the 187 transfers
reported.

1993:
1994:
1995:

E. Not Applicable. The recipient of the transfer was
not a country, but another entity such as U.N. peace-
keeping forces. This category (designated by “NA” in
the Annex to this report) also includes transfers to un-
specified states and to Taiwan.

1992: 0 (O percent) of the 193 transfers
reported.

1993: 6 (3 percent) of the 190 transfers

94

reported.

1994: 6 (3 percent) of the 209 transfers
reported.

1995: 7 (4 percent) of the 187 transfers
reported.

Reporting difficulties. Reporting discrepancies have
continued to plague the Register process in roughly
equivalent percentages throughout the four years of its
existence. These inconsistencies stem from anumber of
sources, including technical errors, disagreements as to
when the transfer actually occurred, classification of
weaponsin the wrong categories, exclusion of weapons
from the categories in which they do belong, and non-
participation of states.

CONCLUSIONS

Thegoal of the U.N. Register of Conventiona Weap-
ons is to promote transparency in conventional weap-
ons. Progress on this aim has been achieved, as seenin
the conclusions reached in the trend analysis of this ar-
ticle, but further strides need to be made to reach the
envisioned abjective. Previously proposed expansions
of the Register would address most of the problems cur-
rently plaguing it. The most egregious technical errors
in submissions could berectified by expanding the Reg-
ister to allow the U.N. Secretariat to confirm responses
of governments. Other discrepancies could be rectified
by expanding the Register to include aconsulting mecha
nism between states. Submissions of data on national
production of conventional weaponscould increasetrans-
parency among those states with large national produc-
tion capabilities. The submission of military holdingsin
the Register process would remedy obscurity among
stateswith large stocks of conventional weapons. Increas-
ing the categoriesto include smaller armswould enhance
the Register’ srel evance to states and regionswhere major
conventional weapons are not the critical weapons sys-
tems. None of these extensions would be easy, but each
would promote greater transparency in the realm of con-
ventional weapons.
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! This article contains information from United Nations documents A/51/
300, and A/51/300 add. 1-3.

2 The Conventional Forces in Europe Treaty of 1990 set limits on conven-
tional weapons essential for launching surprise attacks and initiating large-
scal e offensive operationsin the 30 participating states parties. Thereduction
of equipment in excess of the Treaty limitshasled to transfers of older equip-
ment, or “cascading,” to countries outside of the Treaty zone.

3 lan Athony, Peiter D. Wezeman, and Siemon T. Wezeman, “The Trade in
Major Conventional Weapons,” in PRI Yearbook 1996: Armaments, Dis-
armament and International Security, Stockholm International Peace Re-
search Institute (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1996), p. 465.

4 Ibid., pp. 466-467.

® Taiwan is not a U.N. member state.

5 Participation in the Register, itself, is voluntary.

7 For additional detail on thistype of expansion of the Register see: Malcolm
Chalmers and Owen Green, “Expanding the Register to include procurement
through national production and military holdings,” in Malcolm Chamers,
Owen Greene, Edward J. Laurance, and Herbert Wulf, eds., Developing the
UN Register of Conventional Arms (West Yorkshire, United Kingdom: Uni-
versity of Bradford, 1994), pp. 153-175.

8The countries which areincluded in each of the geographic regionsinclude:
Africa: Algeria, Angola, Botswana, Cameroon, Céted' Ivoire, Gabon, Ghana,
Malawi, Mauritius, Morocco, Nigeria, Rwanda, SierraL eone, Sudan, Uganda,
South Africa, Zimbabwe; Asiaand Oceania: Australia, Bangladesh, Brunei,
China, DPRK, India, Indonesia, Japan, Malaysia, Maldives, Myanmar, New
Zealand, Nepal, Pakistan, Papua New Guinea, Philippines, Republic of Ko-
rea, Singapore, Sri Lanka, Taiwan, Thailand, Viet Nam; CIS and EE: Alba-
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nia, Armenia, Azerbaijan, Belarus, Bulgaria, Czech Republic(from 1993),
Czechoslovakia (in 1992), Estonia, Hungary, Kazakstan, Latvia, Lithuania,
Poland, Republic of Moldova, Romania, Russia, Slovakia, Uzbekistan; Latin
America: Argenting, Bolivia, Brazil, Chile, Colombia, Ecuador, Haiti, Mexico,
Peru, Uruguay, Venezuela; Middle East: Bahrain, Cyprus, Dubai, Egypt, Iran,
Isragl, Jordan, Kuwait, Lebanon, Oman, Qatar, Saudi Arabia, Syria, United
Arab Emirates, Yemen; North America: Canada, United States of America;
and Western Europe: Andorra, Austria, Belgium, Denmark, Finland, France,
Germany, Greece, Italy, Malta, the Netherlands, Norway, Portugal, Spain,
Sweden, Switzerland, Turkey, the United Kingdom. Please note that coun-
tries which have never been listed as importing or exporting weapons to the
Register are not listed in the geographical region listing.

S Includes weapons transferred from the United States to Taiwan.

10 Includes weapons transferred to recipients which are not states, such as
U.N. Peacekeeping Missions.

1 Calculation methodology is described in the Appendix.

2 The declared import of massive numbers of LCAsby Malaysiain 1994 has
not been included in the data, since thisimport was presumably ammunition
as opposed to artillery systems and therefore outside of the category.

13 Calculation methodology is described in the Appendix.

14 |nformation taken from exporters’ submissions only.

15 Information taken from exporters’ submissions only.

16 Calculation methodology is described in the Appendix.

17 “Turks Hope Washington Will Now Push for a Cyprus Accord,” The New
York Times, December 17, 1996, p. A6.

18 The Philippines reported receiving 10,680 “RX MTR HK 40/56" missiles
from the United States in 1994. Brazil declared the export of 50,328 “ SS30,
S$40, SS50 rockets for ASTROS 11" to Saudi Arabiain 1992.
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ANNEX

Reports Submitted to the United Nations Register
of Conventional Arms
Calendar Year 1995

The following data on arms deliveries were submit-
ted by member states of the United Nationsto the Regis-
ter of Conventional Arms, covering exportsand imports.

NOTES:

1

Each line of dataincludes the type of form that
was used for its submission, either an Exports
form or an Imports form. If atransfer was
submitted by both the exporter and the importer,
both forms are listed in this summary, but only the
exporter form was used for calculations and any
discrepancies in the number of items are identified
in the “Cross Check Status’ column.

following situations:

M: Match. The data entered matches that reported
by the other state in the transaction (# of items
reported by exporter and importer do not vary by
10 percent or more).

Diff#: Different Numbers. The data entered differs
from that reported by the other state in the
transaction (# of items reported by exporter and
importer vary by more than 10 percent).

NR: Not reported. The other state in the
transaction (exporter or importer) participated in
the Register but has not reported this particular
transfer.

NP: Non-participation. The other state in the
transaction (exporter or importer) did not
participate in or submit any data to the Register.

NA: Not applicable. The recipient is not a country
(e.g. U.N. Peacekeeping Forces).

2. F gtr the ?Lgposas of :jh'T publ '(;ZI.' on, Sata on tPe 4. The"Region” column reflects the region to which
a_\te? de(rjlg'll'r;] an I_nteerdm |z;1]te OC:' on- are the transfer was made. Therefore, for Export

_not 'gjcbu h' U |S|y gre?: ISt %nt ejctu report forms, the region is the region of the importer,

Issued by the U.N. Secretary-General. listed in the “ Second Country” column. For Import
3. Theentriesin the “Cross Check Status’ column forms, the region is that of the importer listed in

are developed by the author and are not part of the the “Country” column.

officialy submitted data. They reflect the

Reports
Country Form  Category Second Region #of Cross #of Description/Comments
Country ltems Check Items
Status
Argentina Exports LCA Venezuela  Latin America 18 NP . 105 mm gun (reconditioned)
Belgium Exports ACV Mexico Latin America 97 Diff¢ 136  AMX 13; Used
Belgium Exports ACV UK. Western Europe 21 M . CVR-T Scorpion; Resale to the firm of origin
Belgium Exports Cbt Acft Poland CISIEE 1 NR . Mirage V; museum item
Canada Exports ACV Australia Asia and Oceania 82 Diff# 67 Light Armored Vehicle/ ASLAV light armored
vehicle variants
Canada Exports ACV Saudi Arabia Middle East 212 NP Light Armored Vehicle
China Exports Tank Pakistan Asia and Oceania 51 NP
China Exports ACV Pakistan Asia and Oceania 20 NP : Tank repair vehicle
China Exports  Ship Thailand Asia and Oceania 1 Difff 2
China Exports M/MI Iran Middle East 18 NP
Czech Republic Exports ACV Hungary CISIEE 2 NR ICV type BVP1
Czech Republic Exports ACV Uruguay Latin America 60 NP APC type OT-64
Czech Republic Exports LCA Latvia CISIEE 26 M . gun 100 mm/ Cannons with a caliber of
100 mm
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Country Form  Category Second Region #of Cross #of Description/Comments
Country ltems Check Items
Status

Czech Republic Exports LCA Latvia CISIEE 26 M mortar 120 mm/ Minethrower with a caliber
of 120 mm

Czech Republic Exports LCA Lithuania CISIEE 18 M mortar 120 mm/ 120mm Mortar vehicle for
dragging

Czech Republic Exports Chbt Acft Bangladesh  Asia and Oceania 8 NP advanced jet trainer L-39ZA

Czech Republic Exports Cht Acft  Egypt Middle East 1 NP . advanced jet trainer L-59

Czech Republic Exports Cbt Acft Poland CIS/IEE 6 Diff¢ 10 MIG-29

Czech Republic Exports Cbt Acft Tunisia Africa 6 NP advanced jet trainer L-59

Finland Exports ACV Norway Western Europe 31 M SISU XA-185/PASI XA-186 APC

France Exports  Tank UAE Middle East 25 NP Tanks Leclerc

France Exports Cbt Acft  Spain Western Europe 3 NR Mirage F-1

France Exports Atk Helo Argentina Latin America 4 NR Fennec navy version

France Exports Atk Helo Brazil Latin America 2 M AS 550 A2 Fennec

France Exports M/MI Chile Latin America 8 NR Exocet

France Exports  M/MI Oman Middle East 1 NP ITL70; via shipyard

France Exports M/MI Qatar Middle East 2 NP ITL70; via shipyard

Germany Exports ACV Austria Western Europe 3 M TD Jaguar |

Germany Exports ACV Greece Western Europe 100 M MTW-M 113/M113A; Grant

Germany Exports ACV Sweden Western Europe 225 M MT-LB

Germany Exports ACV Sweden Western Europe 5 M MTP-LB

Germany Exports ACV Sweden Western Europe 2 M BMP-1

Germany Exports LCA Netherlands  Western Europe 15 M FH-70 Towed Howitzer

Germany Exports Atk Helo Hungary CISIEE 20 M MI-24

Germany Exports  Ship Greece Western Europe 2 M Fast Patrol Boat 148 Class/FPBGs 148;
grant

Germany Exports  Ship Indonesia Asia and Oceania 3 M Coastal Patrol Boat/ Parchim

Germany Exports  Ship Turkey Western Europe 1 M Frigate MEKO 200T/ MEKO 200 TFF

Israel Exports Cbt Acft  Sri Lanka Asia and Oceania 3 M KFIR

Israel Exports  M/MI u.S. North America 20 Diff¢ 18 POPEYE

Italy Exports LCA Brazil Latin America 18 M 105 mm Howitzers; Otomalera

Kazakstan Exports Cbt Acft Russia CIS/IEE 4 M SU-4M

Kazakstan Exports Cbt Acft Russia CIS/IEE 2 NR MIG-29

Rep. of Korea  Exports ACV Malaysia Asia and Oceania 47 M K-200 Series Track Type/ Korean Infantry
Fighting Vehicles

Rep. of Korea  Exports Cht Acft  Philippines  Asia and Oceania 3 NR F-4A

Netherlands Exports  Ship Greece Western Europe 1 M Frigate (Kortenaer Class)/ FF S Class;
purchase

Poland Exports  Tank Iran Middle East 70 NP T-72

Poland Exports  Tank Sierra Leone  Africa 2 NP T-72

Romania Exports ACV Rep. of CISIEE 80 M APC TAB-71

Moldova

Romania Exports ACV Turkey Western Europe 1 NR APC RN-94 6x6; Delivered in spare parts

Romania Exports LCA Poland CIS/IEE 1 NR 125 mm tank gun

Russia Exports ACV Algeria Africa 150 NP

Russia Exports ACV Cyprus Middle East 18 M BMP-3

Russia Exports ACV Kuwait Middle East 91 NP

Russia Exports ACV Turkey Western Europe 70 M APC BTR-80

Russia Exports ACV UAE Middle East 122 NP
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Country Form  Category Second Region #of Cross #of Description/Comments
Country ltems Check ltems
Status

Russia Exports LCA India Asia and Oceania 201 M 202

Russia Exports LCA Kuwait Middle East 9 NP

Russia Exports Cbt Acft India Asia and Oceania 10 M .

Russia Exports Cbt Acft Kazakstan  CIS/EE 12 Diff¢ 19 MIG-29

Russia Exports Cbt Acft Malaysia Asia and Oceania 18 M . MIG-20 Aircraft Series 20/39 UB; Contract

Russia Exports Cbt Acft Viet Nam Asia and Oceania 6 M . 5 SU-27 SK; 1 SU-27 UBK

Russia Exports  Ship China Asia and Oceania 1 M

South Africa Exports ACV Angola Africa 3 NP . Vehicle, Casspir MK I B Mine Protected

South Africa Exports ACV Cote d'lvoire  Africa 3 NP . Vehicle, RG12 (4x4) Riot Control

South Africa Exports ACV Cote d'lvoire  Africa 10 NP . Vehicle, Mamba MKII (4x4) 11 Man APC

South Africa Exports ACV Uganda Africa 10 NP . Vehicle, Mamba MK2 (4x4) 11 Man APC

South Africa Exports ACV United Nations Other 15 NA . Vehicle, Mamba MK2 (4x2) 11 Man APC

South Africa Exports ACV United Nations Other 2 NA . Vehicle, Mamba MK2 (4x2) 7 Man APC

Slovakia Exports  Tank UNPROFOR  Other 6 NA . T-66; Adapted as a deminer for sappers

Slovakia Exports ACV Algeria Africa 48 NP . BVP-2

Slovakia Exports ACV Algeria Africa 1 NP . OT-66

Slovakia Exports ACV Germany Western Europe 8 NR . OT-810; demilitarization

Slovakia Exports LCA Ecuador Latin America 6 NP . 122 mm BM vs. 70

Switzerland Exports ACV Denmark Western Europe 10 NR . MOWAG Eagle 4x4 (armored
reconnaissance vehicle)

UK. Exports  Tank Oman Middle East 12 NP

UK. Exports ACV Botswana  Africa 10 NP

UK. Exports ACV Bulgaria CIS/IEE 23 NR

UK. Exports ACV Gabon Africa 1 NR

UK. Exports ACV Haiti Latin America 2 NP

UK. Exports ACV Indonesia Asia and Oceania 27 NR

UK. Exports ACV Kuwait Middle East 66 NP

UK. Exports ACV Oman Middle East 3 NP

UK. Exports ACV Pakistan Asia and Oceania 5 NP :

UK. Exports LCA Austria Western Europe 34 M . 16 M109A2; 18 M109A3

UK. Exports LCA Botswana Africa 3 NP .

UK. Exports LCA Brazil Latin America 18 M . 105 mm Light Gun

UK. Exports Cht Acft Malaysia Asia and Oceania 4 Difff 5 Hawk Series 100-200; Contract

UK. Exports Cht Acft Oman Middle East 4 NP

UK. Exports Cht Acft UAE Middle East 4 NP

UK. Exports Atk Helo Pakistan Asia and Oceania 1 NP :

UK. Exports  Ship Brazil Latin America 1 M : Frigate ‘22’ type; Equipped with 2 double
MM-38 Exocet launchers

Ukraine Exports Tank Poland CIS/IEE 2 M . T-72B, T-72BK

Ukraine Exports  Tank Uganda Africa 60 NP . T-55

Ukraine Exports Tank u.s. North America 2 NR . T-55AD

Ukraine Exports ACV Slovakia CISIEE 6 M : Infantry fighting vehicle BMP-2K/ BVP-2

Ukraine Exports ACV Uganda Africa 2 NP . Tractor BTC-4

Ukraine Exports Chbt Acft Yemen Middle East 4 NP . SU-22

Ukraine Exports  M/MI Malaysia Asia and Oceania 131 NR . Air-to-air missiles R27R1 (470-1)

Ukraine Exports  M/MI Slovakia CISIEE 14 NR . R27R1(470-1)

Ukraine Exports M/MI Viet Nam Asia and Oceania 14 NR . R27R1(470-1)
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Country Form  Category Second Region #of Cross #of Description/Comments
Country ltems Check Items
Status
u.sS. Exports  Tank Egypt Middle East 274 NP
u.sS. Exports  Tank Kuwait Middle East 16 NP .
u.sS. Exports  Tank Portugal Western Europe 13 M 12 M60; CFE/ Cascading
u.sS. Exports  Tank Saudi Arabia Middle East 89 NP
u.sS. Exports  Tank Taiwan Asia and Oceania 21 NA
u.sS. Exports  Tank Thailand Asia and Oceania 24 NR
u.sS. Exports ACV Egypt Middle East 299 NP
u.S. Exports ACV Greece Western Europe 91 NR .
u.S. Exports ACV Israel Middle East 28 Diff¢ 400 M-113
u.s. Exports ACV Kuwait Middle East 46 NP
u.sS. Exports ACV Lebanon Middle East 319 NP
u.sS. Exports ACV Saudi Arabia Middle East 306 NP
us. Exports ACV Taiwan Asia and Oceania 1 NA :
us. Exports LCA Australia Asia and Oceania 1 M . 5" MK 45 MOD 2
us. Exports LCA Egypt Middle East 7 NP .
us. Exports LCA Greece Western Europe 10 Diff¥ 9 MLRS; purchase
us. Exports LCA Israel Middle East 6 M . MLRS
us. Exports LCA Japan Asia and Oceania 9 NR .
us. Exports LCA Rep. of Korea Asia and Oceania 90 Diff¢ 30 M-109 (self-propelled artillery)
us. Exports LCA Spain Western Europe 28 M . M-100 howitzers 203 M/M
us. Exports LCA Thailand Asia and Oceania 1 Diff¢ 20
us. Exports Cht Acft Argentina Latin America 40 NR :
u.s. Exports Chbt Acft Australia Asia and Oceania 1 M . P-3B Orion
u.sS. Exports Cbt Acft Egypt Middle East il NP .
u.sS. Exports Cbt Acft Finland Western Europe 4 M . F-18 D Hornet
u.sS. Exports Cbt Acft Greece Western Europe 8 Difff 24  A-7; Grant (not yet assembled)
u.sS. Exports Cbt Acft Israel Middle East 2 NR .
u.sS. Exports Cbt Acft Rep. of Korea Asia and Oceania 8 M . F-16; Technical transfer
u.sS. Exports Cbt Acft Portugal Western Europe 1 NR
u.s. Exports Cbt Acft Saudi Arabia Middle East 4 NP .
u.s. Exports Cbt Acft  Spain Western Europe 6 Diff¢ 12 6 EF-18 (C-15); 6 EF-4C (CR-12)
u.sS. Exports Cbt Acft Switzerland ~ Western Europe 3 NR .
u.sS. Exports Cbt Acft Thailand Asia and Oceania 20 Diff¢ 18
u.sS. Exports Atk Helo Bahrain Middle East 6 NP
u.s. Exports Atk Helo Colombia Latin America 2 NP .
us. Exports Atk Helo Greece Western Europe 5 Difff 20  AH-64A Apache; Purchase
us. Exports Atk Helo Taiwan Asia and Oceania 10 NA
us. Exports Atk Helo UAE Middle East 12 NP .
us. Exports  M/MI Australia Asia and Oceania 32 Difff 59  Standard missiles and MK41 missile
launchers
u.sS. Exports  M/MI Denmark Western Europe 3 NR
u.sS. Exports M/MI France Western Europe 30 NR
u.s. Exports M/MI Germany Western Europe 1 NR .
u.sS. Exports  M/MI Greece Western Europe 2208 Diff# 16 Harpoon; Purchase
u.sS. Exports  M/MI Israel Middle East 6 NR
u.sS. Exports M/MI Italy Western Europe 246 NR .
u.sS. Exports M/MI Japan Asia and Oceania 126 M 119
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Country Form  Category Second Region #of Cross #of Description/Comments
Country ltems Check ltems
Status

u.s. Exports M/MI Rep. of Korea Asia and Oceania 125 M 120 31 Harpoons; 1 MK-48; 88 AMRAAMSs

u.sS. Exports M/MI Malaysia Asia and Oceania 12 NR

u.sS. Exports M/MI Netherlands ~Western Europe 40 NR

u.sS. Exports M/MI New Zealand Asia and Oceania 2 NR

u.s. Exports M/MI Spain Western Europe 2 NR

u.sS. Exports M/MI Taiwan Asia and Oceania 254 NA

u.sS. Exports M/MI Thailand Asia and Oceania 2 NR .

u.s. Exports M/MI Turkey Western Europe 84 Diff¢ 24 22 Harpoon missiles; 2 Harpoon launchers

u.s. Exports  M/MI UK. Western Europe 114 M

Argentina Imports ACV Italy Latin America 12 NR . Light military vehicle (4x4)

Australia Imports ACV Canada Asia and Oceania 67 Diff¢ 82 Light Armored Vehicle/ ASLAV light armored
vehicle variants

Australia Imports LCA u.s. Asia and Oceania 1 M 5" MK 45 MOD 2

Australia Imports  Cht Acft U.S. Asia and Oceania 1 M P-3B Orion

Australia Imports  M/MI u.s. Asia and Oceania 59 Difff 32 Standard missiles and MK41 missile
launchers

Austria Imports  ACV Germany Western Europe 3 M TD Jaguar |

Austria Imports LCA U.K. Western Europe 16 M M109A2

Austria Imports LCA U.K. Western Europe 18 M M109A3

Belarus Imports  ACV Uzbekistan  CIS/EE 1 NP BMP-2

Brazil Imports LCA Israel Latin America 8 NR 120 mm mortar K6A3

Brazil Imports LCA Italy Latin America 18 M 105/14 Otomalera

Brazil Imports LCA UK. Latin America 18 M 105 mm Light Gun

Brazil Imports Atk Helo France Latin America 2 M AS 550 A2 Fennec

Brazil Imports  Ship UK. Latin America 1 M Frigate ‘22’ type; Equipped with 2 double
MM-38 Exocet launchers

Chile Imports  Cbt Acft  Belgium Latin America 20 NR 17 Mirage M-VM; 3 Mirage V

China Imports  Ship Russia Asia and Oceania 1 M

Cyprus Imports ACV Russia Middle East 18 M

Finland Imports  Cbt Acft U.S. Western Europe 4 M F-18 D Hornet

Greece Imports  ACV Germany Western Europe 100 M . MTW-M 113/M113A; Grant

Greece Imports LCA U.s. Western Europe 9 Diff¢ 10 MLRS; purchase

Greece Imports  Cht Acft U.S. Western Europe 24 Difff 8 A-7; Grant (not yet assembled)

Greece Imports Atk Helo U.S. Western Europe 20 Difff 5 AH-64A Apache; Purchase

Greece Imports  Ship Germany Western Europe 2 M Fast Patrol Boat 148 Class/FPBGs 148;
grant

Greece Imports ~ Ship Netherlands ~ Western Europe 1 M Frigate (Kortenaer Class)/ FF S Class;
purchase

Greece Imports  Ship u.s. Western Europe 2 NR . MH Adjutanant Class; Grant

Greece Imports  M/MI u.s. Western Europe 16 Difff 2208 Harpoon; Purchase

Hungary Imports Atk Helo Germany CISIEE 20 M . MI-24

India Imports LCA Russia Asia and Oceania 202 M 201

India Imports  Cht Acft Russia Asia and Oceania 10 M

India Imports Atk Helo Kyrgyzstan  Asia and Oceania 15 NR

Indonesia Imports  Ship Germany Asia and Oceania 3 M . Coastal Patrol Boat/ Parchim

Israel Imports  ACV u.s. Middle East 400 Difft 28 M-113

Israel Imports LCA u.s. Middle East 6 M MLRS

Israel Imports LCA u.s. Middle East 85 NR M-26
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Country Form  Category Second Region

Country
Israel Imports  Ship U.s. Middle East
Italy Imports  M/MI Germany Western Europe
Japan Imports  M/MI u.s. Asia and Oceania
Kazakstan Imports  Cbt Acft Russia CIS/IEE
Rep. of Korea  Imports LCA u.s. Asia and Oceania
Rep. of Korea  Imports Cbt Acft U.S. Asia and Oceania
Rep. of Korea  Imports  M/MI u.s. Asia and Oceania
Rep. of Korea  Imports  M/MI u.s. Asia and Oceania
Rep. of Korea  Imports  M/MI u.s. Asia and Oceania
Latvia Imports  LCA Czech CISIEE

Republic
Latvia Imports LCA Czech CISIEE

Republic

Lithuania Imports ACV Poland CISIEE
Lithuania Imports  ACV Russia CISIEE
Lithuania Imports  LCA Czech CISIEE

Republic
Lithuania Imports LCA Poland CISIEE
Lithuania Imports ~ Ship Russia CISIEE
Malaysia Imports  ACV Rep. of Korea Asia and Oceania
Malaysia Imports  Cht Acft Russia Asia and Oceania
Malaysia Imports  Cht Acft UK. Asia and Oceania
Malaysia Imports  Ship us. Asia and Oceania
Mexico Imports  ACV Belgium Latin America
Rep. of Moldova Imports ACV Romania CIS/EE
Rep. of Moldova Imports LCA Romania CISIEE
Netherlands Imports  LCA Germany Western Europe
Netherlands Imports LCA UAE Western Europe
Norway Imports  ACV Finland Western Europe
Norway Imports  M/MI u.s. Western Europe
Peru Imports  M/MI Bulgaria Latin America
Peru Imports  M/MI Bulgaria Latin America
Peru Imports  M/MI UK. Latin America
Philippines Imports  ACV UK. Asia and Oceania
Poland Imports  Tank Ukraine CISIEE
Poland Imports  Cbt Acft Czech CIS/IEE

Republic
Portugal Imports  Tank u.s. Western Europe
Russia Imports Cht Acft Kazakstan  CIS/EE
Singapore Imports  M/MI u.s. Asia and Oceania
Slovakia Imports ACV Ukraine CISIEE
Slovakia Imports  Cbt Acft Russia CIS/IEE
Spain Imports LCA u.s. Western Europe
Spain Imports  Cbt Acft Qatar Western Europe
Spain Imports  Cbt Acft U.S. Western Europe
Spain Imports  Cbt Acft U.S. Western Europe
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#of Cross #of
ltems Check Items
Status

1 NR

480 NR .
19 M 126
19 Diff 12
30 Diff# 90
8 M

31 M

1 M

88 M

26 M

26 M

1 NR

14 NR

18 M

18 NR

2 NR

47 M

18 M .
5 Diff¢ 4
1 NR .
136  Diff# 97
80 M

30 NR

15 M

8 NP

31 M

54 NR

2 NR

21 NR

28 NR

61 NR

2 M .
10 Diff# 6
12 M 13
4 M

1 NR

6 M

7 NR

28 M

3 NP .
6 Diff# 3
6 Diff# 3

Description/Comments

SAAR-5
M26 MLRS Ammunition

MIG-29

M-109 (self-propelled artillery)

F-16; Technical transfer

Harpoon Missile

MK-48 Torpedo Vertical Launching System
AMRAAM

gun 100 mm/ Cannons with a caliber of 100
mm

mortar 120 mm/ Minethrower with a caliber
of 120 mm

BRDM-2 APC for section; Donation
BTR-60PB APC for section; Bought
mortar 120 mm/ 120mm Mortar vehicle for
dragging; donation

120mm Mortar vehicle for dragging;
Donation

Frigate Anti-submarine; Bought

K-200 Series Track Type/ Korean Infantry
Fighting Vehicles

MIG-20 Aircraft Series 20/39 UB; Contract
Hawk Series 100-200; Contract

Landing ship tank; Contract

AMX 13; Used

TAB-71

120 mm M-120

FH-70 Towed Howitzer

105 Lt Gun L118

SISU XA-185/PASI XA-186 APC
AMRAAM

Rocket launcher ATMM 73

IGLA missile; Replacement

JAVELIN missile; Replacement

SINBA; Foreign Military Sales

T-72B, T-72BK

MIG-29

M60; CFE/ Cascading

SU-4M

Harpoon missiles

Infantry fighting vehicle BMP-2K/ BVP-2
MIG-29

M-100 howitzers 203 M/M

F-1 Mirage (C-14)

EF-18 (C-15)

EF-4C (CR-12)
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Western Europe

Western Europe

Asia and Oceania
Asia and Oceania
Asia and Oceania
Asia and Oceania
Asia and Oceania

Asia and Oceania
Asia and Oceania
Asia and Oceania
Western Europe
Western Europe
Western Europe
Western Europe

Western Europe
North America
North America
North America
Asia and Oceania

Country Form  Category Second Region

Country
Spain Imports  Ship u.S.
Sweden Imports  ACV Germany
Thailand Imports  ACV Germany
Thailand Imports  ACV u.s.
Thailand Imports  ACV u.s.
Thailand Imports  LCA u.s.
Thailand Imports  Cbt Acft Czech

Republic
Thailand Imports  Cbt Acft  U.S.
Thailand Imports  Cbt Acft  U.S.
Thailand Imports  Ship China
Turkey Imports  ACV Russia
Turkey Imports  Ship Germany
UK. Imports  ACV Belgium
UK. Imports  M/MI France
UK. Imports  M/MI u.s.
u.s. Imports  M/MI Israel
u.s. Imports  M/MI Norway
u.s. Imports  M/MI Russia
Vietnam Imports  Cht Acft Russia
102

#of Cross #of Description/Comments
ltems Check ltems
Status
1 NR LST “Pizarro” L42
232 M 225 MT-LB; 5 MTP-LB; 2 BMP APCs
18 NR
26 NR
12 NR .
20 Difff 1
36 NR
12 Difft 10
6 Difft 10
2 Difft 1
70 M APC BTR-80
1 M Frigate MEKO 2007/ MEKO 200 TFF; Sale
21 M CVR-T Scorpion; Resale to the firm of origin
3 NR For re-export as part of Category VI
equipment to Oman (1) and Qatar(2)
14 M .
18 Diff 20  POPEYE
22 NR
5 NR
6 M 5 SU-27 SK; 1 SU-27 UBK
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APPENDIX

Calculation Methodology for Statistics

The information supplied to the Register affects the
type of statistics which it can reasonably be used to cal-
culate. In some ways, it is severely limited in compari-
son with other sources of information: it is restricted to
the seven categories of major conventional weapons, and
no measures (such as price) are used to differentiate
within those categories. The strength of the dataliesin
the fact that its official nature alowsit to be introduced
more easily into discussions between states. Thisunique
facet of the Register is the key to its usefulness. If this
facet is marred, the data becomes less useful than other
data collections, some of which are more complete (in-
cluding prices or covering alonger period of time). For
thisreason, no additional information has been combined
with this data to form cumulative statistics, and correc-
tions were only made to the data when atechnical error
had clearly occurred, such as the declaration of weap-
ons outside of the categories.

Keeping the above ground rules in mind, the statistic
selected for usagein this paper isthe percentage of world
transfers (either imports or exports) calculated inthefol-
lowing manner:

Percentage of World Transfers =

Where:
e i =1to 7 (for the seven Register categories)

» Category(i) = the “i”th Register category
(tanks, ACVs, etc.)

» Transfers = imports or exports (but not both
for any particular calculation)

» Transfersfor Category(i) = Average number
of imports (or exports) in the “i”th category
for the country or region under examination

» World Transfersfor Category(i) = Average
number of imports (or exports) in the “i”th
category for the entire world

The “percentage of world transfers’ calculation can
be done for either imports or exports, and for a particu-
lar country or aregion. For example, the calculation of
the percentage of world exports for the United Statesis:
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Percentage of World Exports by the U.S. =

This “percentage of world transfers’ calculation has
both strengths and weaknesses. Its obvious limitations
include: only transfers that are reported to the Register
are considered, al transfers within a category are con-
sidered equivalent, all categories are equally weighted,
and no indication of the sensitiveness of the transfer to
any regional balance of power isincluded. On the plus
side, al seven categories within the Register were de-
fined asmajor conventional arms, and even though there
are variations within the category, those variations are
somewhat limited by the design of the Register itself.
Similarly, the equivalency of the categories themselves
within the cal culation reflects the design of the Register
itself: these seven categories were al deemed to be of
primary importance when the Register was designed.
Therefore, they are all weighted equivaently in the sta-
tistics presented in this paper. Additionally, the impact
of each category on the overall percentage is normal-
ized by weighting it by the total number of items trans-
ferred for that category. Therefore, transfers of weapons
within categories where few systems were transferred,
such as ships, are weighted more heavily, whereastrans-
ferswithin categorieswith large international movement
of weapons, such as missiles and missile launchers, are
weighted less heavily in the fina statistics.
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