Legislators Seek a Re-evaluation of
U.S. Arms Transfer Policy

[The following is a copy of a Congressional letter sent to President William J. Clinton on 30
July 1993. The letter carries the signatures of 111 members of the House of Representatives, and
asks the President to develop a new multilateral arms transfer policy which will increase
restraints on the transfer abroad of U.S. conventional weapons. The last formal Presidential
policy statement on this subject was issued on 8 July 1981 by former President Ronald Reagan,
as the “Conventional Arms Transfer Policy” of the United States.]

Congress of the United SHtates

PHouse of Representatives
Washington PE 2085158

July 30, 1993

The Honorable William J. Clinton
The President

The White House

Washington D.C. 20500

Dear Mr. President:

We are writing to urge you as part of your review of foreign policy goals, to
undertake a fundamental re-evaluation of U.S. arms transfer policy.

During the Cold War, the two superpowers transferred billions of dollars of weapons
to the developing world every year as part of their strategic competition. With the
dissolution of the U.S.S.R., and the attendant excess of conventional military equipment
flooding global markets, we believe that it is urgently in the national interest to find a
way to stop this spiral of militarization.

An overarmed developing world not only has a terrible human cost, it is also contrary
to American interest in democracy, political stability, and a growing global economy. It
is essential that we act now: our arms agreements with developing countries have more
than doubled to an average of nearly $17 billion per year since the end of the Cold War,
and this trend could worsen.

Obviously, the solution to the problem of militarization and arms transfers must be a
multilateral one. It will do neither us nor the developing world any good if we reduce
exports only to find the gap filled by other suppliers. However, as the recent
strengthening of the Nuclear Suppliers Group guidelines shows, multilateral solutions
often require U.S. leadership.

Congress has already begun to address the need for arms restraint, enacting several
initiatives:

+ encouraging establishment of a multilateral arms restraint regime;
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« imposing a one-year moratorium on the export of anti-personnel land mines and a
call on the administration to negotiate a world-wide ban on their deployment; and

+ calling on the administration to oppose multilateral lending to countries who
refuse to reduce military spending in concert with their neighbors.

As you formulate your policy to tackle the crisis in arms transfers, we urge you to
consider other concrete steps with which the United States can challenge other suppliers
to join in a process of restraint. Such steps might include a short-term moratorium on
arms transfers to unelected or repressive governments, or a ban on arms transfers to
governments not complying with the new U.N. arms trade registry.

Whatever strategy you finally adopt, however, we believe that it will be far more
likely to succeed if you personally present a vision to the American people and the world
community of the human and economic benefits of a real and effective system of arms
transfer restraint that could lead to a dramatically demilitarized world.

The public, both here and in other supplier nations such as in Europe and the formers
Soviet states, must understand that arms sales to developing countries are not a cost-free
way to extend military production lines. That understanding would be greatly enhanced,
at least in this country, if you explained that the last three times U.S. forces went into
action—Panama, Iraq, and Somalia—they faced weapons or weapons technology either
exported or financed by our own government.

We appreciate your attention to this important issue, which has such deep implictions
for your policy goals of promoting democracy abroad and economic growth at home. We
look forward to working with you to achieve a new, responsible multilateral arms transfer
policy that will reduce the huge and unnecessary global spending on armaments.

Sincerely
Neil Abercrombie George E. Brown Jr, Eliot L. Engel
Gary L. Ackerman John Bryant Anna Eshoo
Lucillle Roybal Allard Leslie L. Byme Lane Evans
Thomas A, Andrews Maria Cantwell Eni F.H. Faleomavaega
Jim Bacchus Benjamin L., Cardin Sam Farr
Peter Barca John Conyers, Jr. Vic Fazio
Thomas M. Barrett Peter A. DeFazio Harris W. Fawell
Xavier Becerra Ronald V. Dellums Bob Filner
Tonly Beilenson Peter Deutsch Eric Fingerhut
Howard L. Berman Julian C. Dixon Floyd H. Flake

Lucien E. Blackwell

Robert A. Borksi

Richard J. Durbin

Don Edwards
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Thomas M, Foglietta
Martin Frost
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Elizabeth Furse
Sam Gejdenson
Benjamin Gilman
Dan Grickman
Tony P. Hall

Dan Hamburg
Alcee L. Hastings
Murice D. Hinbchey
Stephen Hom

Bill Hughes

Jay Inslee

Andrew Jacobs, Jr.
Tim Johnson
Marcy Kaptur
Joseph Kennedy
Gerald Kleczka
Michael Kopetski
Tom Lantos

James A. Leach
Richard H. Lehman
Sander M. Levin
John Lewis
William O. Lipinski
Nita Lowey
Carolyn B. Maloney

Marjorie Margolis-
Mezvinsky

Edward J. Markey

Matthew G. Martinez
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Robert T. Matsui
Frank McCloskey
Jim McDermott
Cynthia A. McKinney
Carrie P. Meck
Robrt Mendez
Kweisi Mfume
George Miller
Nomman Y. Mineta
Patsy T. Mink
James P. Moran
Constance A. Morella
David R. Obey
John W. Olver
Major R. Owens
Frank Pallone, Ir
Donald M. Payne
Nancy Pelosi

Tim Penny

Collin C. Peterson
Charles B. Rangel
Martin Olav Sabo
Bemnard Sanders
Thomas C. Sawyer
Charles E. Schumer
Patricia Schroeder
Jose E. Serrano

Christopher Shays
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Philip R. Sharp

Karen Shepherd
Louise McIntosh Slaughter
Fortney Pete Stark
Louis Stokes

Gerry E. Studds
Esteban Torres
Robert Torricelli

Ed Towns

Walter R. Tucker, III
Robert A. Underwood
Jolene Unsoeld

Bruce F. Vento

Peter J. Visclosky
Maxine Waters
Henry A. Waxman
Alan Wheat

Lynn C. Woolsey

Ron Wyden



