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Article 5 - AP MBC

o ldentify all known or suspected
mined areas.

o Ensure all mined areas perimeter
marked, monitored and fenced.

o Destroy all anti-personnel mines in
mined areas under its control
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Fencing and Marking

o Markings standard set out in CCW
AP I

o International Mine Action Standards
(IMAS 08.40)
o IMAS draws on AP MBC and AP Il

o GICHD Study on Fencing and
Marking

o Looking at examples / best practice in
over 10 countries
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The Problem

o General assessments and impact
surveys have led to large areas of
"suspect” land, but in reality much
less is actually mined

o Anti-vehicle mines and ERW also
likely to be present

o Good procedures in place for full
clearance, but not land release
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Danger!! Mines!!
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Minefield Clearance & 4
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How much land is actually
contaminated?

o Kosovo
oLIS survey — 350km?
oClearance required — 45km?2
o Cambodia
oLIS survey — 4,466km?
oReality? 10%7??
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Bosnia — Community based anatlvsisv
of 14 suspect areas
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How to get from b 4
Suspect Hazard Area
to
Known Mined Area ?

o SHA sq metres locked in database
o Need auditable trail to release land
o To date, only Technical Survey

o A risk management approach will
provide additional tools
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R 4
What is Risk Management?

o A systematic process to
o identify/quantify risk (survey), and
o mitigate risk (clearance/technical

survey), to
o tolerable levels (end user
acceptance)
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Laos — National level

o Thorough analysis of data such as:

o Population density; Land use; Accidents;
Sorties; Intensity of bombing; Type of
bombs; Rate of duds; Propensity to
detonate; Rate of fatality as a function of
distance to detonation; Clearance records

o Results in;
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Shall we... or not...(Cambodia)@®
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Decision Making Tools
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Field questions Present situation

QUESTION 1: ) Did you seefhear of UKD presence on site? e 7
b) If "maybe’’ by whom? family members, neighbour h
] IF "yes" or "maybe” what type of UXO; IF "no” what type of suspected UX0? Land Service Ammunition
d) How Far i the iterm from the community? kmto 1,5km

QUESTION 2: 4] 'was there ever an accident on site? Mo 7
b) If "maybe’’ by whom? family members, neighbour h
] IF "yes" or "maybe” what type of UXO; IF "no” what type of suspected UX0? General Purpose Bombs

QUESTION 3: what has the land been used For? hospital h

[ME: carefully reply ko this question if sampling iz performed]

Office questions I _|

QUESTION 4: Dioes bombing data indicate targets in a 2km radios from site? ‘fez 7
[ME: requires judgement based on bombing maps [dot analysis anly])
QUESTION 5: 4] Was the bombing heawy? e b
b) what type of ordnance is predominantly recorded as dropped in the area? Land Service Ammunition
Your site risk vs action program . .
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potentially on site detonating,
T combined with a numeric estimate
of potential victims.
= -
3 W Clearing
% O Sampling|
=
h @ cancel
The plot tothe left proposes action
programmes as a function of the
site risk
AU TR S Ty o e it
AR ey rerindt I PERY RS G &
T SRR R SR AT AT
Seal | v It AT I e E G TR P 5 A
cale values ourresu Secinion

Red - “the operator shall undertake full clearance of
the area surveyed

Green - “the operator MAY release the area surveyed

Yellow — “the operator SHALL undertake a process of
further investigation
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Benefits of a Risk Management
Approach

o Standardised methodology for land
processing

a Protection for decision makers at all
levels

o Ability to make more effective
strategic plans

o More effective use of the limited
resources available
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Risk Management

1. Helps define “known mined areas”
more quickly and efficiently

2. Does not imply reduced tolerability
towards mine clearance (reduced

quality)

3. Clarify liability in case of accidents —
part operator, part host country
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