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I. Introduction 

Allocating money and providing resources for national defense and security is one of the primary 

duties of a government. Still, when it comes to military spending being unconstrained, countries might not 

always know where to draw the limit due to political agendas or social changes. The military expenditure of 

states bases on worst-case scenarios. While the public often perceives an economic conflict between states 

to be in the foreground, the threat of military conflict remains very present in the background. In times of 

crisis and uncertainty, states with strong military power tend to threaten other states, terrorist groups, 

third-party actors with such power. Thus, nations tend to increasingly invest in their militaries in order not to 

be suppressed under threats that may come from states with extensive militaries. This situation strongly 

decreases international cooperation between states which only focus on protecting their own nation and 

acting for their own interests, and in a world where there is a constant arms race, there can’t be political 

cooperation and global governance. 

When the UN came into existence in 1945, the 

two principal tasks assigned to it were international 

security and the promotion of development. The 

relationship between these two issues – often referred 

to as ‘disarmament and development’ - has received 

much attention since that time. In 2019, global military 

expenditure hit 19 billion dollars, an increase of 3.6 

percent since 2018. The five biggest spenders in 2019 

were the United States (U.S.), China, India, Russia, and 

Saudi Arabia, which together accounted for 62 percent 

of global military spending. Military spending is an 

integral part of every nation's budget, since, on 

average, it makes up 2-4% of their GDP. As Former UN 

Secretary-General Ban Ki-moon has said: “Many 

defense establishments now recognize that security 
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means far more than protecting borders. Grave security concerns can arise as a result of demographic 

trends, chronic poverty, economic inequality, environmental degradation, pandemic diseases, organized 

crime, repressive governance, and other developments no state can control alone. Arms can’t address such 

concerns”. As addressed in the 1987 UN Conference on Disarmament and Development: New ‘problems 

without passports’ such as HIV, transnational crime, cyberterrorism, extreme poverty, and climate change 

require a more comprehensive approach to security. Neither States acting in isolation, nor their massive 

military apparatus, are suited to addressing such problems, nor are they useful in solving them.  

A state that invests heavily in its military – compared to other sectors such as education, health, and 

diplomacy - may be tempted to solve conflicts through military means, or the threat of them, rather than 

peaceful methods. This takes away from necessary investments in education, health and environmental 

issues that need to be urgently addressed. Moreover, over-militarization tends to fuel regional tensions, 

which may lead to an arms race, hampering the sustainable development of both the country itself and its 

neighbors. This can be seen happening in Asia, due to the rapidly increasing military spending of China. 

Thus, forming international guidelines for military spending is crucial in encouraging peace. Nowadays, 

military expenditure is seen as a way to be politically strong and secure instead of a way of protecting the 

country and its citizens in times of war or conflict. This perception has to end to begin forming treaties, 

conventions, and international guidelines. 

Currently, as far as drawing international limits and guidelines for military spending, there is a lack of 

treaty processes regulating such expenditures. The only mechanism in existence is the United Nations 

Report on Military Expenditures, which entails each country to report its yearly military spending to the 

United Nations. This system encourages transparency, thus enhancing trust within countries and regions. 

The UN makes these figures public to promote their verification and analysis. However, to draw actual 

legally-binding guidelines for military expenditure, there has to be political will behind the act. Such guidelines 

have to be formed by all parties involved, and all that sign and ratify said treaty should be willing to fulfill any 

obligations that it would entail. Additionally, another problem is that while many states promote themselves 

as advocates for international peace, justice, and security, and claim to promote international disarmament, 

the same states are often leaders in the international arms trade, which contributes to fueling conflicts, 

human rights violations, and disrupting peace processes. 

II. Involved Countries and Organizations 

The United States of America 

The United States is the largest defense spender since 2019, with its $732 billion, which makes up 

38 percent of global military spending . In the graph, it can be observed that its military expenditure has been 
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increasing through time, with 

significant investments being made 

during the Cold War (arms race) and 

a rapid increase during the early 

2000s, after the terror attack on the 

World Trade Center which happened 

in 2001. Additionally, other significant 

military powers are also U.S. allies 

such as South Korea, Japan, 

Germany, France, Britain. One of the 

defining moments in the U.S.’s 

military spending was the September 

11th attacks, which triggered their 

war on terror. The increase in US spending in 

2019 alone was equivalent to the entirety of 

Germany’s military expenditure for that year. Recently, China has been slowly catching up to the United 

States in terms of military spending. However, even if China modernizes and expands its nuclear force (as 

many military experts predict it will), the United States will retain a credible nuclear deterrent with an 

overwhelming advantage in warheads, launchers, and a variety of delivery vehicles. To equal the United 

States, China would have to devote one-quarter of its GDP to defense, which is another piece of information 

that further shows how drastically large sums of money the United States is allocating towards the 

military/arms forces.  

One of the most defining moments in international recognition of military expenditure took place 

when the U.S. President Dwight D. Eisenhower addressed the American Society of Newspaper Editors 

before the upcoming elections (which took place during the Cold War where there were tensions between 

the Eastern and Western blocs). He said the following quotes, out of concern about the US foreign policy: 

“The nations of the world divided to follow two distinct roads. The United States and our valued friends, the 

other free nations, chose one road. The leaders of the Soviet Union chose another.”, “A nation's hope of 

lasting peace cannot be firmly based upon any race in armaments -- but rather upon just relations and 

honest understanding with all other nations.”, “Every gun that is made, every warship launched, every rocket 

fired signifies, in the final sense, a theft from those who hunger and are not fed, those who are cold and are 

not clothed.” 
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People’s Republic of China 

Despite being accountable for only 2% of worldwide military spending in 1990, currently, China is the 

second biggest military investor and makes up 14% of the worldwide military expenditure. In 2018, China’s 

military budget was 250 billion dollars. In increasing military expenditure, they aim to modernize the military, 

prepare for possible cyber warfare, build advanced aircrafts, update nuclear arsenal, and update their 

missiles and satellite weapons. Their military spending, although having many objectives behind it, can 

mostly be tied to their political goals. Since their military has gotten stronger, China has been projecting 

power into the South China Sea and unilaterally claiming these islands. However, the International Court of 

Justice (ICJ) has ruled against these claims in 2016. President Xi Jinping has also ramped up military 

exercises around Taiwan, which might imply that another political objective of China might be to coerce 

Taiwan into politically uniting with the mainland. However, China’s military is mainly used to maintain political 

stability within their own country. As China has started increasingly militarizing, many other countries in Asia 

have also increased their military spending. 

Some experts argue that China’s growing 

military power might make an Asia-Pacific 

arms race inevitable. As it can be observed 

from the figure provided, Asia and 

Oceania’s military spending has been one 

that has kept increasing throughout the 

years. Military expenditure in Asia and 

Oceania was $523 billion in 2019 and 

accounted for 27 percent of the global 

total.  

India 

India has become the third-largest military spender in the world, after the US and China, India’s 

tensions and rivalry with Pakistan and China are among the main reasons for its increased military 

expenditure. India’s military spending grew by 6.8 percent to $71.1 billion in 2019, according to the 

Stockholm International Peace Research Institute (SIPRI) report on “Trends in World Military Expenditure, 

2019”. This was the highest military spending in South Asia. India displays its military expenditures to the 

public, however, in previous years, it was observed that India’s actual military spending was much more than 

what it claims it spent, thus, India’s transparency is still questionable.  
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Pakistan 

Pakistan’s military budget has increased by 5% in the year 2020, which is mainly due to the 

increasing tensions between India and Pakistan post-Pulwama and the Kashmir issue. The defence policy of 

Pakistan and military spending have always been India-centric. Since Pakistan is a much smaller state than 

India, it has to increase its military power in order to maintain the conventional balance within the two states. 

North Korea 

North Korea ranked number one in the world in terms of the proportion of military spending in gross 

domestic product between 2007-2017. North Korea is estimated to have up to sixty nuclear weapons and 

has successfully tested missiles that could strike the United States with a nuclear warhead. It has the world's 

fourth-largest military, with more than 1.2 million personnel, and is believed to possess chemical and 

biological weapons. Almost 5% of the population serves on active duty in the military. The country spends 

more than 20 percent of its annual GDP on the military despite millions of citizens suffering blackouts and a 

lack of adequate food, which is a great example of primary and urgent humanitarian needs being 

compromised for military investments.  

US President Donald Trump has stated that the military power of North Korea is a problem that 

needs to be solved and is leaning on North Korea’s closest ally, China, to try and exert pressure on the 

country economically.  

South Korea 

South Korea’s defense spending is more than 2% of GDP, a threshold set by NATO which many 

NATO members fail to meet. That means that South Korea is paying not only host-nation costs for the U.S. 

military presence there, but it is also buying large amounts of U.S.-made military equipment. 

Moreover, South Korea's continued competitive edge over the North in conventional weapons 

capability has driven North Korea to mitigate its inferiority by pursuing the dangerous course of nuclear 

armament. The tensions have led to an arms race in the Korean Peninsula, some experts suggest. The arms 

race in conventional weapons has escalated into new dimensions of a military confrontation involving North 

Korea's nuclearization and South Korea's countervailing measures.  

Russian Federation 

After the Cold War and its effects, Russia made some drastic changes in its approach to military 

spending and the political use of such expenditures. President Vladimir Putin is making efforts for Russia to 

move closer to the United States and the West, both politically and economically; thus Russia is not the 
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threat that the former Soviet Union was. However, even though Russia has been getting closer to the US in 

economical regards, the two nations still don’t have the best diplomatic ties due to the Russian interventions 

in the US elections in 2016, and now their attempts to affect the 2020 elections. Indeed, Russia now has 

observer status with the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO), a dramatic change given that the NATO 

alliance was created to contain the former Soviet Union. In May of 2002, the Strategic Offensive Reductions 

Treaty (SORT) was signed by the United States and Russia to reduce their strategic nuclear arsenals by 

December 2012. In 2019, Russia’s military budget was 65.1 billion dollars, and Russia was the fourth 

biggest military spender. Its military spending accounted for 88 percent of military spending in Eastern 

Europe. One of the main problems which the new US administration will need to tackle is the Strategic Arms 

Reduction Treaty (START) which is set to expire in 2021. Both the U.S. and Russia have pulled out of the 

1987 Intermediate-Range Nuclear Forces Treaty so that the only remaining piece of the arms control 

structure is the START treaty. If this treaty is not extended, then by 2021 there will be nothing limiting the 

nuclear arsenals of the U.S. and Russia, with serious implications both for the proliferation of nuclear 

weapons and for a costly future arms race.  

More information regarding the Cold War and its effects on military expenditure can be found in the 

Focused Overview of the Issue section. 

 Saudi Arabia 

Saudi Arabia lies well ahead of other Middle Eastern countries in terms of military expenditure, 

spending $61.9 billion in 2019; however, this was a 16% decrease in comparison with the previous year. 

The figure was a surprising development, according to the SIPRI report, considering the Kingdom of Saudi 

Arabia’s ongoing military operations in Yemen and increasing tensions with Iran. 

Due to the aforementioned regional tensions, over the years, Saudi Arabia has spent excessive 

amounts of money on gaining military power. Their heavy investing in the military is mainly due to the war 

against Iran-backed Houthi rebels in Yemen. Saudi Arabia turned to the United States for 68% of its arms 

purchases, making it the top buyer of American weaponry. A report by SIPRI on global military expenditures 

for 2018 stated that Saudi Arabia was No. 1 in highest military spending as a percentage of GDP, with 

military expenditure making up 8.8% of its GDP. SIPRI also determined that Saudi Arabia is the number one 

arms importer in the world, accounting for 12% of global arms imports over the last five years.  

Germany 

During 2019, in Germany, spending rose by 10% to $49.3 billion — the largest defense budget 

increase among the world's top 15 states when it comes to military expenditures. At a NATO summit in 
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Wales in 2014, members agreed to meet the goal of spending at least 2% of their GDP on defense within 

the next decade; however, last year, Germany's military expenditure amounted to 1.38% of its GDP. There 

has been pressure implicated on Germany to increase its military spending since before the Trump 

administration, however, this pressure has significantly increased with the presidency of Trump.  Trump had 

singled out Germany, the largest economy in Europe, and has told Fox Business Network that “Germany 

doesn’t pay what they’re supposed to pay” on NATO and that the country was “taking tremendous 

advantage”. “The growth in German military spending can partly be explained by the perception of an 

increased threat from Russia, shared by many NATO member states,” says Diego Lopes da Silva, 

Researcher at SIPRI. Additionally, Max Mutschler from the Bonn International Center for Conversion (BICC) 

says: "The impact of this pressure is now becoming clear. However, one has to say that expenditure is still 

well below the 2% mark." 

Japan 

Japan will increase its military spending for an eighth consecutive year to a record high as it invests 

in ballistic missile and air defence to counter a perceived threat from China and North Korea.  

Recently, North Korea fired two ‘ballistic missiles’ into the Sea of Japan (East Sea) which if confirmed 

as a missile test, would be the North's 12th such launch this year. Even though North Korea has been a 

threat to Japan for a long time, China’s growing military might has replaced North Korean belligerence as the 

main security threat to Japan. Currently, China is deploying air and sea assets in the Western Pacific and 

through the Tsushima Strait into the Sea of Japan with greater frequency. Japan has filed a report explaining 

their concerns with Chinese threats and China’s foreign ministry expressed displeasure with the report. To 

stay ahead of China’s modernizing military, Japan is buying U.S.-made stealth fighters and other advanced 

weapons. China has frequently refused concerns about its military spending and intentions, including an 

increased presence in the disputed South China Sea, and emphasizes that it only desires peaceful 

development. 

Stockholm International Peace Research Institute (SIPRI) 

“SIPRI is an independent international institute dedicated to research into conflict, armaments, arms 

control, and disarmament. Established in 1966, SIPRI provides data, analysis, and recommendations, based 

on open sources, to policymakers, researchers, media and the interested public.” The SIPRI Military 

Expenditure Database contains a consistent time series on the military spending of countries for the period 

1949–2019. The database is updated annually, which may include updates to data for any of the years 
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included in the database. It is widely regarded as the official authority and most reliable source on any matter 

related to global military expenditures, as well as the growing arms trade.  

III. Focused Overview of the Issue 

Global military expenditure increased 75% over the past 20 years, but the world hasn’t become a 

safer place since military spending does not, cannot, and will never correlate with international peace. 

Military expenditure increases tend to improve war and tension when the reason behind spending so much 

on the military in the first place is to solely promote peace and safety. One of the core responsibilities of the 

state is to provide safety for its citizens, which many states provide as an excuse to constantly increase their 

military spending. However, citizens are not content with the amounts of money that their governments are 

allocating towards the military, simply because it is highly apparent that such funds could be much more 

effective if directed towards other goals. In America for example, most citizens do not have direct access to 

quality and affordable healthcare, but their government is directing billions of dollars towards the military (in 

2019, the US budget was $617 billion for the base budget and another $69 billion for war funding). 

On April 16th, 1953, U.S. President Dwight D. Eisenhower addressed the American Society of 

Newspaper Editors, which was later regarded as one of the most excellent speeches of Eisenhower's 

presidency. He said: “Every gun that is made, every warship launched, every rocket fired signifies, in the final 

sense, a theft from those who hunger and are not fed, those who are cold and are not clothed.” which 

strongly signified the cost of the Cold War arms race. The limitation or rather international guidance and 

collective formation of military expenditure are important for that exact reason. The more countries spend on 

military matters; the more humanitarian and social issues get neglected, therefore if countries simultaneously 

agree to limit their military spending, those issues can be tackled much more effectively. To be completely 

secure, states should be encouraged to address issues such as poverty and lack of education, and they 

should ensure healthcare coverage and protect the environment. These acts would promote a sense of 

security much more than weapons and militarization could. 

1. The Cold War and its Effect on Military Expenditure 

Right before the Cold War, the United States cast a wary eye over the Soviet Union’s quest for world 

dominance as they expanded their power and influence over Eastern Europe. In the meantime, the Soviet 

Union resented the United States’ geopolitical interference and America’s own arms buildup. Political 

relations were already tense, so additionally, when the U.S. did not tell the Soviet Union that they would be 

dropping a bomb on Hiroshima, mistrust between the nations grew significantly. The bombing also signified 

that the U.S. was ahead in the arms race, and they kept increasing their atomic weaponry. However, when 
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the Soviet Union tested its nuclear bomb, the Cold War nuclear arms race started. An arms race occurs 

when two or more countries increase the size and quality of military resources to gain military and political 

superiority over one another. The Cold War between the United States and the Soviet Union is perhaps the 

largest and most expensive arms race in history. It formally lasted from 1947 to 1991. However, even though 

the arms race has formally ended, there hasn’t been a decrease in the military spending of the blocs, which 

might signify that there is still an underlying tension between the countries that formed the former ‘blocs’. 

Although the Cold War between the U.S. and Soviet Union is now over, a lot of countries have 

boosted their military and are in a modern-day arms race or poised to enter one, including India and 

Pakistan, North Korea and South Korea, Iran and China. In Asia, China’s changing national security 

environment and rivalry with other states, foremost the United States, has led to spending surges that fuel 

concerns across Southeast and East Asia. Some Asian countries such as Japan, Taiwan, South Korea, 

India, Vietnam, and other states have expressed concern that China’s military developments seriously run 

the risk of destabilizing regional security and pressuring other states to pursue irregular military measures 

such as massive spending, spending surges, and the search for greater military materials. The scale of Asian 

military spending surpassed that of Europe in 2009 and is closing in on North America, according to the 

Stockholm International Peace Research Institute.  

2. Transparency 

States tend to avoid transparency regarding their 

military spending for a variety of reasons, and this results in 

the increase of corruption within the state.  Official military 

spending data from many governments tend to be lower 

than SIPRI data. This is in part due to the fact that most 

reports on military expenditure – including those in specialist 

publications – tend to simply report the defense budget of 

individual countries. The consequence is that we face a lack 

of reliability, transparency, and democratic scrutiny of 

military expenditure data. Identifying the strengths and 

weaknesses of defense budget transparency is an important 

step in addressing opacity and corruption in the sector. 

Countries hiding their actual military expenditures can lead 

to the waste of scarce resources, reduction of 

operational effectiveness, and the reduction of public 

trust in the government and the security services. 
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Corruption has a high possibility of occurring in countries' defense budgets because due to the secrecy 

surrounding the budgets, it is an easy way for opportunist politicians seeking funds to gain those funds. 

Particularly at this time, a time of economic crisis, governments are less ready to accept the waste that 

comes with the corruption surrounding their defense budgets. From 2001 to 2001, Transparency 

International UK carried out an extensive investigation of countries' transparencies regarding their military 

spending, which sorted countries into 5 groups ranging from high transparency (thus, low corruption) to low 

transparency (thus, likely high corruption). The results can be seen in the figure attached. 

3. Reallocation of the Military Expenditure Budget 

More than 72 million children of primary education age are not in school, and 759 million adults are 

illiterate. The cost of a single stealth fighter jet could put 200,000 children through one year of school. In the 

Australia fires, more than 72,000 square miles of land were burned. The cost of one aircraft carrier could 

reforest an area of land larger than the state of Florida. Seven hundred fifty-nine million adults are illiterate 

and do not have the awareness necessary to improve both their living conditions and those of their children. 

It has been estimated that it would only take 3% of global annual military spending to fully achieve 

Sustainable Development Goal #4 which is: Ensuring inclusive and equitable quality education and 

promoting lifelong learning opportunities for all. 2.5 billion people lack access to improved sanitation: more 

than 35% of the world's population. Extending essential water, sanitation, and hygiene standards would cost 

less than 2% of annual military spending.  

One year of the world’s military spending, or 700 years of the UN regular budget? 

As it can clearly be seen by the aforementioned facts and statistics, the reallocation of military 

expenditure could lead to the solution of various humanitarian issues. For example, although a non-binding 

action plan that engages governments, multilateral organizations, and the UN in regards to development and 

especially human impacts on the environment, the Earth Summit had called upon the reallocation of 

resources presently committed to military purposes. Although 178 states adopted the document, the point 

as mentioned earlier has not been implemented, since governments around the world are spending more 

than ever on the military.  

It, however, also has to be recognized that most countries -in case they did agree to reallocate their 

military funds- would boost their banks or national infrastructure instead of directing the funds towards social 

programs. For this to happen, the governments need to be guided or persuaded by an outside force, be it a 

treaty, convention, or simple encouragement from the United Nations. 

 

10 
 



 
 

4. Region by Region Statistics 

a. Europe 

There were sharp increases in military expenditure among NATO member states in Central Europe: 

for example, Bulgaria’s increased by 127 percent, mainly due to payments for new combat aircraft, and 

Romania’s rose by 17 percent. Total military spending by all 29 NATO member states was $1035 billion in 

2019. Additionally, in 2019, Russia was the fourth-largest spender in the world and increased its military 

expenditure by 4.5 percent to $65.1 billion. Within the European Union, the top military spenders are, 

respectively, the United Kingdom, Germany, France, and Italy. In 2019 the United Kingdom spent 

approximately 38 billion British pounds on defense, an increase of almost 2 billion pounds when compared 

with 2017/18. In Germany, spending rose by 10% to $49.3 billion — the largest defense budget increase 

among the world's top 15 states when it comes to military expenditures. France was one of the top 7 

military spenders depending on 2020 data on spending approximately 50 billion dollars on its military. A 

budget increase put Italy up two positions when compared with the previous year.  

b. Asia and Oceania 

In 2018, two Asian nations (China and India) reported being among the top three military spenders 

for the first time. China’s military expenditure reached $261 billion in 2019, a 5.1 percent increase compared 

with 2018, while India’s grew by 6.8 percent to $71.1 billion. In addition to China and India, Japan ($47.6 

billion) and South Korea ($43.9 billion) were the most significant military spenders in Asia and Oceania. 

Military expenditure in the region has risen every year since at least 1989. Defense expenditures in Southeast 

Asia in 2018 totaled $40.8 billion, a 1.9% increase from 2017. In Thai baht, the military's budget has 

increased 139% since its 2006 coup, though just 92.4% in constant US dollars. The budget has increased 

by over $1 billion since the 2014 coup.  

The continued trend in massive military spending among Asia’s military powers comes amid a 

broader upward trend in global defense spending. 2019 amounted to the most substantial annual increase 

in defense spending worldwide since 2010.  

c. Americas 

Military expenditure in South America was relatively unchanged in 2019, at $52.8 billion. Brazil 

accounted for 51 percent of total military spending in the subregion. 

In total, the entirety of North America spent 754 billion dollars on military matters. The United States 

made 686.1 billion dollars of said spending. The biggest and most prominent military power in the Americas 
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in the United States. More information regarding the United States of America can be found in the Involved 

Countries and Organizations section.  

d. The Middle East 

The middle eastern region features         

seven out of the top ten countries             

worldwide with the highest military         

expenditure as a percentage of GDP,           

led by Saudi Arabia at an estimated 8.8               

percent. On average, Middle Eastern         

countries spend 13% of their fiscal           

budgets on defense annually with         

Oman and Saudi Arabia spending         

close to 20% and 30% respectively. The             

figure shows the amount of money (in US$               

billion) that Middle Eastern and African countries spent on their Military. The top military powers in the middle                                   

east are Saudi Arabia, UAE, Iraq, Israel, and Iran. 

e. Africa 

The combined military expenditure of states in Africa grew by 1.5 percent to an estimated $41.2                               

billion in 2019, which was the region’s first spending increase in five years. According to a SIPRI report:                                   

Armed conflict is one of the main drivers for the volatile nature of military spending in sub-Saharan Africa. For                                     

example, in the Sahel and Lake Chad region, where there are several ongoing armed conflicts, military                               

spending in 2019 increased in Burkina Faso (22 percent), Cameroon (1.4 percent) and Mali (3.6 percent) but                                 

fell in Chad (–5.1 percent), Niger (–20 percent) and Nigeria (–8.2 percent). Among Central African countries                               

that were involved in armed conflict, military spending in 2019 rose overall, including the Central African                               

Republic (8.7 percent), the Democratic Republic of the Congo (16 percent), and Uganda (52 percent,). 

Transparency, when it comes to military expenditure, is crucial, and of the countries that do not                               

publish either a revised or actual expenditure document, the majority are in Africa. 

5. Military Expenditure and the COVID-19 Pandemic 

While global arms expenditure has been rising annually, many militaries have been caught off guard 

by the COVID-19 pandemic. The International Monetary Fund (IMF) has already predicted a global fall in the 
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gross domestic product (GDP) by at least 3 percent. This unprecedented fall in GDP and the combination of 

government support packages and loss of tax revenue will place severe pressure on government budgets 

for years to come. The pandemic has required most countries to allocate emergency funds on social welfare 

and business relief programs, which has caused expected contractions in military spending. For example, 

Thailand and South Korea have both cut their defense budgets for the upcoming year.  

Many predict that the pandemic will promote governments to prioritize funding within the 

government, thus, possibly minimizing military expenditure. The epidemic has strongly emphasized the need 

for investment in non-military sectors, posing as a wake-up call of sorts. This sudden shift in priorities will 

affect the military budgets of countries. Transparency has also increased due to the pandemic. By making 

additional budgetary documents available, governments now show their willingness to engage more with 

their citizens, gain their trust, be more open to scrutiny, and be held accountable for their spending 

decisions.   

IV. Key Vocabulary 

Armament: The process of increasing  the number and strength of a country's weapons. 

Arms Race: An arms race is when two or more countries increase their military spending to have military and 

political superiority. An arms race usually lasts several years; thus, a lot of monetary and human resources 

are spent on this competition of power.  

Gross Domestic Product: GDP measures the monetary value of final goods and services produced in a 

country in a given period. It counts all of the output generated within the borders of a country. GDP is 

composed of goods and services produced for sale in the market and also includes some nonmarket 

production, such as defense or education services provided by the government. 

Militarism: The belief that it is necessary to have strong-armed  forces and that they should be used in order 

to win political  or economic advantages. This way of thinking can lead to tensions between states, and a 

constant possibility of war. 

Militarization: A country training its military to become ready for conflict or war. When superpower states 

actively militarize, other states also do it to feel protected against possible tension. This leads to countries 

actively increasing their militarization without having a limit. 

Military Capability: Military capability is the ability to achieve the desired effect in a specific operating 

environment. It is defined by three interdependent factors: combat readiness, sustainable capability, and 
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force structure. Military capabilities allow countries to defend themselves against all adversaries, foreign, and 

domestic. 

Military Expenditure: Military expenditure is all current and capital spending on the armed forces (including 

peacekeeping forces), defense ministries, and other government agencies engaged in defense projects, 

paramilitary forces, and military space activities. It also involves all spending on current personnel, operations 

and maintenance, procurement, military aid, military research, military development, and military 

construction. Military expenditure is not the same as spending on arms; it is spending on the military in 

general. Typically, spending on weapons, weapons systems and platforms, and other specific military 

equipment (including the research and development for such equipment) forms no more than a third of 

military spending, and much less in non-arms producing countries.  

Superpower State: A superpower state is a state that possesses military or economic might or both, and 

general influence vastly superior to that of other states. Superpower states cannot be ignored on the world 

stage and without whose cooperation no world problem can be solved. During the Cold War, for instance, 

the United States could not intervene in world affairs without taking into account the position of the U.S.S.R., 

and vice versa. The fact that both of these states had superpower status, however, did not make them 

equal. Indeed the United States was more powerful than the U.S.S.R., according to most criteria (military, 

economic, etc.). Currently, some of the biggest world superpowers are the United States, Russia, China, the 

UK, France (who also form the Permanent 5 members of the UN Security Council). However, world 

superpowers can also manipulate the amount of power that they possess. For example: even though 

according to the Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action (JCPOA), the US was forbidden from implying 

sanctions to Iran, it still did so. The US even forbid other countries and organizations from having economic 

relations with Iran, which shows how much power it holds. 

The Cold War: From the end of World War II, the United States and its Western European allies were 

involved in a nearly half-century-long struggle with the Soviet Union known as “the Cold War.” Due to their 

difference in their political ideologies, the U.S. and the Soviet Union battled for influence over Asia, Europe, 

Africa, and South America. This later turned into an arms race, and though the Cold War between the United 

States and Russia is over, many argue the arms race is not. 

The Military-Industrial Complex: The network of individuals and institutions involved in the production of 

weapons and military technologies. The military-industrial complex in a country typically attempts to marshal 

political support for continued or increased military spending by the national government. The term 

military-industrial complex was first used by U.S. Pres. Dwight D. Eisenhower in his Farewell Address on 

January 17, 1961. Eisenhower warned that the United States must “guard against the acquisition of 

unwarranted influence…by the military-industrial complex,” which included members of Congress from 
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districts dependent on military industries, the Department of Defense (along with the military services), and 

privately owned military contractors. He believed that the military-industrial complex tended to promote 

policies that might not be in the country’s best interest, such as participation in the nuclear arms race. 

V. Important Events & Chronology 
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Date  Event 

1947 

Tensions between the post-WWII Eastern and Western 
blocs started to increase, and both blocs began investing 
heavily in their military budgets, which later turned into the 

Cold War arms race. 

April 4, 1949 

The North Atlantic Treaty was signed, and the North Atlantic 
Treaty Organisation (NATO) was formed. NATO, to this day, 

remains a cornerstone of Western defense. When it was 
signed, it only had 12 members, currently, it has 30 

independent member countries. The Cold War originally 
provoked its formation, and although the war has ended, 

NATO remains a strong alliance. 

April 16, 1953 

U.S. President Dwight D. Eisenhower addressed the 
American Society of Newspaper Editors, which was later 
regarded as one of the finest speeches of Eisenhower's 

presidency. The quotes directly extracted from his speech 
can show an understanding of what is trying to be achieved 

currently by drawing international guidelines for military 
expenditure. (Quotes can be found in Involved Countries and 

Organizations - end of the USA section) 

January 17, 1961 

U.S. President Dwight D. Eisenhower expresses his 
concerns about US foreign policy—and its effect on other 
nations in driving up arms trade during his last speech as a 

president. He urges his successor to tackle the 
‘military-industrial complex.’  

May 6, 1966 

The Stockholm International Peace Research Institute (SIPRI) 
is founded, and to this day, remains a primary 

database/platform that promotes transparency about global 
military expenditure. It is among the most reliable institutions, 

if not the most reliable one, on the topic. 

May 31 - June 11, 1976 

The conference Habitat I was convened by the United 
Nations. It was organized when governments began to 
recognize the magnitude and consequences of rapid 

urbanization. Among many things, disarmament was also 
debated. To quote directly from the conference: “The waste 
and misuse of resources in war and armaments should be 
prevented. All countries should make a firm commitment to 
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promote general and complete disarmament under strict 
and effective international control, in particular in the field of 
nuclear disarmament. Part of the resources thus released 

should be utilized so as to achieve a better quality of life for 
humanity and particularly the peoples of developing 

countries”.  

1988 

The Intermediate-Range Nuclear Forces Treaty (INF) was 
signed between the U.S. and the Soviet Union. It promoted 

the elimination of their Intermediate-Range and 
Shorter-Range Missiles, which was an important step for 
disarmament and bringing an end to the Cold War arms 

race. 

1991 

The Cold War (a period of geopolitical tension between the 
Soviet Union and the United States and their respective 

allies, the Eastern Bloc and the Western Bloc, after World 
War II) formally ended. The Cold War lasted from 1947 

through 1991. However, some still say that the tension and 
arms race between the US and the former Soviet Union 

(now, regarded as Russia) never ended. 

September 11, 2001 

The September 11th attacks on the World Trade Center 
prompted a massive U.S. military mobilization for President 

Bush’s war on terror. Consisting of various military 
operations, the war on terror is one of the costliest military 

expenditures in history. Currently, this also includes the fight 
against Islamic State, which is a strong reason for countries 

to be driving up their military expenditures. 

May 21, 2002 

Strategic Offensive Reductions Treaty (SORT), also known 
as the Moscow Treaty, was signed in 2002 which 

committed the United States and Russia to reduce their 
deployed strategic nuclear forces to 1,700-2,200 warheads 

apiece. 

April 2011 

The first Global Day of Action on Military Spending (GDAMS) 
was held in mid-April. This day was formed to allow for there 

to be a day to advocate a shift of budgeting priorities. It 
enhances recognition among the general public and 

politicians on the issue of their national military spending, a 
subject often protected from public scrutiny. This day has 
been considerably successful in drawing attention to the 

issue. The International Peace Bureau mainly promoted this 
day. 



 
 

VI. Past Resolutions and Treaties 

- UN Resolution A/RES/35/142B on Reduction of Military Budgets (1980) Link to resolution 

This resolution outlines the main concerns and goals about military expenditure, additionally, they ask 

for military expenditure to be reported systematically, which is later fulfilled. To this day, countries report their 

military spending to the UN, which in this resolution was acknowledged as an important first step to agreed 

and balanced reductions in military spending. 

- UN Resolutions on Objective information on military matters, including transparency of military 

expenditures: 

- A/RES/56/14 (2001) Link to resolution  

- A/RES/58/28 (2003) Link to resolution 

- A/RES/60/44 (2005) Link to resolution 

- A/RES/62/13 (2007) Link to resolution 

- A/RES/64/22 (2009) Link to resolution 

- A/RES/66/20 (2011) Link to resolution 

- A/RES/68/23 (2013) Link to resolution 

- A/RES/70/21 (2015) Link to resolution 

- A/RES/72/20 (2017) Link to resolution 

- A/RES/74/24 (2019) Link to resolution 

The United Nations General Assembly adopts a resolution on this issue often to prepare the ground 

for the creation of new treaties and other international legal norms. These resolutions are often the 

re-acceptance/recognition of the same terms. They recall all past resolutions on the matter and decide to, 

once again, take action. The original draft of the resolution calls upon countries to increase transparency on 
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2015 

Governments signed onto a comprehensive roadmap to 
build a more peaceful planet: The 2030 Agenda for 

Sustainable Development. Some say that meeting these  
agenda items will cost 2-3 more trillion dollars per year. 

However, considering the billions of dollars that are used for 
military expenses, forming an international guideline for 
military expenditure would lead to funds being correctly 

allocated for international peace. Which, if achieved, would 
provide more peace than military spending.  

2018 
The “Cut Milex” campaign was launched, which aims at 
introducing the military spending debate in Parliaments. 

2019 
Global military spending hit 19 billion dollars annually. 
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https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/70/21
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their military spending, asks the Secretary-General to take necessary measures on the topic when possible, 

and for the countries to submit annual reports to the UN. They were, for the most part, successful in what 

they aimed for, however, it was not completely effective in resolving the issue entirely. 

VII. Failed Solution Attempts 

In 2018, the “Cut Milex” campaign was launched, which aimed for military spending debates to be 

started in parliaments, consequently reducing military spending while redirecting its funds to social needs, 

cooperation, conflict mediation, and peacebuilding, making sure that the arms programs are controlled by 

the nations parliament and increasing transparency in official military expenditure reports. Although this 

campaign aims for everything required to be done within the issue, it is ineffective since it is not an 

international treaty or international campaign launched by the nations itself (ensuring that they are willing to 

fulfill these goals). A possible solution should aim to fulfill these goals too, but possibly more efficiently. 

The UN has launched several initiatives on this topic by setting up two High-level Panels; a network 

linking development experts, civil society, academia, and the private sector, as well as a major program of 

national consultations implemented by the UN Development Group. These actions have not been successful 

because countries, in general, have not been politically willing to cooperate and form international guidelines 

for military expenditure. Thus far, no state or organization itself has had the influence to resolve the issue of 

unconstrained military expenditure completely. Only the UN has been able to form the international 

recognition required to pass any resolutions on the matter.  

VIII. Possible Solutions 

While writing a resolution, delegates should focus on ways to motivate countries to give up parts of 

their military budget and possibly re-allocate it to sustain peace via other outlets. They should come up with 

ways to increase political will to do so and promote international cooperation on the topic since no country 

alone can define international guidelines for such an issue. While re-shaping guidelines, they should also 

think about what the greater motive is, and try to find a middle ground between no military expenditure and 

the high military expenditure rates of our day. A few possible ways of forming such guidelines can be limiting 

how much money per capita can be annually allocated to the military in relation to the gross domestic 

product or the country’s current military needs. 

“Are they safer from war than if their governments committed to finding agreements that would rein 

in excessive military spending?” is a sentence which delegates should often ask themselves. Would directing 

those funds towards other issues be beneficial to their country? If so, why are they still spending so much on 
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the military? If the answer to that is political tension and threats, how can those be eliminated, and how can 

issues be solved without military show-offs and threats? 

As for the national extent, countries should work on gaining the trust and support of their citizens, 

mainly through increased transparency. While increasing transparency, they should also explain to their 

citizens why they feel the need to spend so much on the military, and what they aimed for with those 

investments. If a country manages to do so, corruption, mistrust, and discontent regarding this issue will 

most likely fade away. Since the military manners of nations form a big part of their international relations, 

gaining the public’s trust is crucial. 

IX. Useful Links 

- A link to all military expenditure related United Nations documents compiled: UNARM 

- You can do in-depth research and learn more detailed statistics through the charts in this link: 

Military Spending  

- A link to access all relevant military expenditure statistics of countries throughout the years: Military 

expenditure (% of GDP) | Data 

- United Nations “The world is over-armed and peace is underfunded” infographic: World is 

Over-Armed and Peace is Underfunded infographic 

- Military Spending and the UN's Development Agenda: OPPORTUNITY COSTS: Military Spending 

and the UN's Development Agenda 

- Defense Spending Budgets by Country: 

https://www.globalfirepower.com/defense-spending-budget.asp 

- A website which explains in detail the trends in US Military Spending: Trends in US Military Spending 
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