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Locating dangerous
areas would become
easier should States
agree to provide
details of battle areas.

() Dangerous Areas (Cluster)
¥ Casualties

Nations, yet such databases do not exist.
In part, the problem for many states
appears to be a reluctance to provide
information, perhaps because they perceive
this as a loss of control.

The GICHD will continue to play
an active role in negotiations. Two
recently published reports on infor-
mation requirements and warnings
and risk education® were written to try
to provide delegates to the meetings
with a better understanding of the
issues involved. The Centre’s mandate

https://commons liB§fuRawyéle jeahatizebdisiorsn the States

Parties involved in the discussions. Areas

we will be concentrating on in the second
half of the year include secking to
underline the importance of providing
information that is as broad and detailed
as possible, giving examples from the
field to explain the reality of clearance and
risk education work, and explaining the
strengths of the clearance community.

The next meeting of the GGE on
ERW is 17-24 November 2003. Shortly
after, there will be a meeting of States
Parties to the CCW, on 27—28 November,
to consider the next step on this issue.
While it is unclear what the States
Parties will decide, there are two
probable outcomes: an agreement to
create a legally binding protocol or a
non-legally binding “scatement of best
practice” for ERW. Discussions on ERW
continue, possibly because the States
Parties cannot decide on the legal seatus
of the proposal or due to the demands
in any paper being unacceprable to some
States Parties. Perhaps the greatest
danger is a legally binding document
that has been so weakened to achieve
agreement that it does litele if any-
thing to alleviate the acknowledged
humanitarian impact of ERW. m

YAl graphics courtesy of the author.
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Use of Certain Conventional Weapons Which May
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adopted it would become the fifth protocol of the
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