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Abstract
The defense industry is a set of military means production activities designed
to contribute to the State security and economic growth. It is a necessity for the
preservation of peace and allows the State producer to ensure its image as a solid
State which is difficult to be attacked. It allows it to ensure continuity of its power and
also its sovereignty and strategic autonomy. As for the purchasing State, weapons
participate to minimize the risk of being attacked by the enemy, leading only to a
relative peace.
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The defense industry as a set of weapons production activities for the
protection of the nation is a necessity for peace. First, with regard to the State arms
manufacturer, it should reflect the image of a solid State, hard to be attacked by the
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enemy and would guarantee its
sovereignty and strategic autonomy. As
regards the purchasing State, acquisitions
should appear as a factor that would
participate in minimizing the risk of being
attacked by the enemy. In view of the
foregoing and to defend our hypothesis,
we will make an analysis about the
contribution of the defense industry to
the security and peace of the nation,

stability. It would strengthen the military
capabilities to achieve full strategic
stability, because the civilian production in
a world in constant change cannot ensure
peace alone. This way of thinking has led
several States to move towards a strategy
up to the creation of some militaryindustrial alliance, hence the both civil and
military production. This dual strategy
have emerged countries like the United

distinguishing between producers and
purchasing States. It is therefore
appropriate to ask the question: how
could defense industry be useful for
producing States and weapons buyers?

States, European countries and Russia that
have solid military-industrial complexes. It
is a matter of sovereignty and strategic
autonomy of the States, provided
obviously by the defense industry.
Recently, other emerging countries have
adopted this approach, such as Brazil,
South Africa, China, South Korea and
others. However, we should ask the
following question: What are the criteria
on which is based the decision of States to
choose the production of weapons?

I. The defense industry: a guarantee of
sovereignty and a vector of the State
producer strategic autonomy.
In our view, a State that
produces weapons by its own arms
industry is logically a strong State,
difficult to be attacked. In fact, while the
economic strength proves important, it is
not yet sufficient to ensure strategic

1. Equipment of national armed
forces.
The question of equipping national

2

3
Reportes del CEMOAN No. 27

armed forces is proved as a prominent
criterion of national investment in R & T.
These are indeed, materials that equip the
national armed forces and are the product of
the defense industry. If we begin with the
French paradigm, there was the birth of the
French national independence concept in the
production of weapons since the 17th century
with the production of traditional weapons
(Barrière, Jouvenot, Lisbonis, Petit, 2006, p.
19). After World War II, the French
government moved towards a consolidation
of its policy to ensure a sovereign and
autonomous defense. It was by creating a
competitive defense industry which had the
objective to ensure the supply of the armed
forces, to undertake the tasks entrusted to
them by the State (Mons, 2012, p. 3). It is
thanks to a national investment in R & T, that
the French armed forces are now equipped
with various military equipment of high
technology since the late eighties until today.
Besides France, the main beneficiary and
client of the US defense industry are the
military forces (Flamm, 2005, p. 6).
2. Military interventions.
Military interventions fall within the
framework of the arms-producing States
military doctrine. The arms-producing States
seek to equip the national armed forces, not
only to defend internal security, but also to
have the capacity to intervene militarily
around the world in the context of
international peace operations, conducted by
United Nations (UN), or the Organization of
the North Atlantic Treaty Organization
(NATO).
3. Terrorist threats.
Terrorism is the most prevalent
phenomenon in the history of contemporary
life. It is among the most harmful threats in

the world, leaving peoples with a sense
of terror, material and human damage.
To fight against the terrorist threat and
provide security, States continue to
produce weapons and invest heavily in
research and development in the field
of defense. They use high-tech
weapons in order to minimize the risk
of terrorist attacks which could take
place either inside the producer State
territory (ex. France terrorist attacks in
2016) or in neighboring States
(Germany in 2016), or States where
terrorist violence remains more usual
(ex. Iraq, Syria, Afghanistan).
4. The risk of military aggressions.
In a world where today's friend is
not necessarily the friend of tomorrow,
where alliances are not always the
same, the risk of war is often required
in international relations. For a simple
diplomatic crisis between two
countries could increase the risk of
military aggression. In this case, the
State which has a developed defense
industry should win the war. Let us
take the case of Iran, which is
preparing continuously to any kind of
possible war with Israel or the Gulf
countries. Iran has built a militaryindustrial complex and the risk of
military aggression against it is
increasingly shrinking. Iran's defense
industry would be able in the medium
or the long term to counter global
forces very known by their power in
international relations.
5.

M i l i ta r y
innovations.

c o m p e ti t iv e

The
current
changes
in
international life are various, hence the
3
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need to a continuous monitoring of
developments in all areas. The armament
sector is not stable and arms producers
do not neglect the fact that the world
changes and buyers of today could
become producers of tomorrow,
especially with the adoption of new
defense strategies strictly related to
regional and international movements
(the BRICS countries). Today, the world of
weapons is divided into two types of
weapons producing states: traditional
producers such as the United States, the
United Kingdom, Russia and France. Their

defense industries are usually classified in
the top. The second type covers
emerging producers such as Brazil, China,
Israel, Iran, India, Pakistan and others.
Before, competition in terms of military
innovations was only between traditional
weapons producers. Currently, we note
the interesting progress of emerging
countries in all areas, especially China.
The criterion of competing military
innovations is a criterion that drives the
arms producers to improve production
conditions.
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II. The defense Industry: an indirect
player in minimizing the risk of the State
buyer.
A state that produces
weapons has an autonomy arms
production - "strategic autonomy of
France is based on national ownership of
key capabilities in its defense and security"
- and therefore, producer State is the only
to know deeply about its military power,
its products and developments in this
area. Regarding the purchaser State, the
number of weapons acquisitions should
not necessarily be an
object that is difficult to
know, something that
would facilitate the
probability
of
experiencing on about
the strength of the State
against any external
military aggression. The
purchase of weapons
can participate just to
minimize the risk of
attacks.
It is a fact that
today we live in a
modern
world
of
treaties, conventions, protocols, etc.,
signed by sovereign States under the aegis
of international law with the aim of
establishing international peace and
security. Moreover, the outbreak of war
necessarily requires a universal consensus,
as prescribed in the United Nations
Charter. But, the fact remains that the risk
of war is eventually possible. Furthermore,
the United Nations was created in 1945
after the Second World War for ensuring
the peace all over the world. This universal
legal instrument provides in Article 2 § 4 of
the UN Charter that: "All Members shall
refrain in their international relations from
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the threat or use of force against the
territorial integrity or political
independence of any state, or in any
other manner inconsistent with the
Purposes of the United Nations» (see
article 2 § 4 of the UN Charter). This
article is linked to the principle of nonuse of force and is the expression of a
guarantee to the international peace and
security.
However,
a
simple
misinterpretation of the international
legal text can serve as a pretext to launch
a war against an enemy State and it is
specifically the case of the AngloAmerican aggression against Iraq in 2003
on behalf of the Saddam Hussein's
regime threat to international peace and
security. Saddam Hussein was accused of
possessing weapons of mass destruction.
Mohamed ElBaradai who served as a
General Director of the International
Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) reported
that they found no concrete evidence on
Iraqi ability to produce nuclear weapons

(ElBaradei, 2003). Iraq did not have
weapons and the invasion of Iraq took
place despite its international illegitimacy
and without an acceptable legal basis
approved unanimously. The example of
the war against Iraq can explain that the
UN exists, but everything depends on the
strategic interests of nations and world
balance of power. For a state that does
not produce weapons, peace can be
achieved by the purchase of war products
to guard against any attack that may be
conducted by the opponent. However, the
sovereignty of the State which has no
weapons may be easily breached. The
establishment of the nation's security by
weapons is a specific obligation on the
sovereign State vis-à-vis the people and
nation.
Lastly, the State peace should be
ensured by the gun, not only by the
justiciability of the questions, because
even if the UN creation target is to achieve
international peace, the facts that have
marked contemporary history argue that
today's conflicts has killed more people in
comparison with the Second World War.
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The UN has only reinforced the
dominance of the five permanent
members in the Security Council, they
decide according to their interests the
fate of all mankind ●
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