Statement of the Government of Canada
8th Meeting of States Parties

Clearing Mined Areas
Th{mk You Mr. President

As this year marks the 10® Anniversary of the negotiation and si gning of the
Ottawa Convention, it is important that we all reaffirm our commitment to -
“finishing the job,” particularly in the area of mine clearance. We understand:
- that the goal of a mine free world is certainly a challenge, but it is achievable

with continued dedication and perseverance.

Mine clearance obligations under Article 5 are very clear, and each State Party
has agreed to destroy all mines in all known areas. Priority setting in each '
mine affected states is crucial, as those high and medium impact areas that pose v

-~ significant risk to populations must be addressed first. However, an interim

' phase of reaching a “mine-safe” or “mine threat free” status is important, and
- commendable, but is only a step along the road to meeting all of our Article 5
obligations. '

~ We recognize the daunting task that is ahead for many States Parties, and
despite their best efforts, will require an extension to meet the obligation of
destroying all of the mines in mined areas. We thank all those involved in

- establishing a process on how the States Parties may chose to handle extension
- requests. We encourage States Parties to adopt the voluntary template and to
‘use it when requesting an extension, We also encourage States to make use of
the valuable resources from the GICHD ISU.

Before commenting on our assistance in the area of mine clearance and mine
risk education, we would like to take the opportunity to encourage those States
- Parties that have yet to begin a mine clearance program to do so as soon as
possible. We remind all States Parties that we have made a clear, legal
' commitment to renounce the use of mines immediately and completely, with no
exceptions. States Parties should not be purposefully utilizing existing
- minefields to derive military benefit such as,areas around military installations,
_prisons, and in border areas. We thus urge all States Parties to begin clearing

known areas without unnecessary delay.

Mr President,

In response to your questions, I will quickly outline some of our support for the ‘
clearance of mined areas and in mine risk education. Our funding in 2006- |
2007 increased from previous years totally at more than CDN $34 million. .
- Through our dedicated Canadian Landmine Fund and our humanitarian, ‘
~ development, peace and security programmes, we provided more than-$23




- . million for integrated mine action programs, mine clearance and mine risk
education. - ' o

As we have integrated mine action into a number of programmes we are able to
provide funds for clearance and mine risk education in a number of :
- circumstances: For example, we have provided emergency mine clearance
funds to allow humanitarian access in countries such as Sudan; clearance and
mine risk education to support the repatriation process of internally displaced
persons and refugees in Uganda; and clearance in Afghanistan to complement
the ongoing peace and security operations. Further, as a strong supporter of
mainstreaming mine action into development, Canada has integrated mine
action into a number of its bilateral aid programs to encourage land release for
-sustainable development in countries such as Cambodia and Bosnia and
Herzegovina. , .

rdetitAEEe. President, with 22 countries facing deadlines
for clearance in 2009, it is critical that we redouble our collective efforts to
meet these deadlines.” This Convention has — and can continue to be - a
remarkable achievement of which we can all be proud. :
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Mine Ban Convention

8™ Meeting of the States Parties in J ordan, 18 — 22 November 2007
Norwegian statement under Item 11 ¢ Clearing mined areas
Ambassador Steffen Kongstad :

Thank you, Your Royal Highness, Mr. President,

~ The Mine Ban Convention is about to enter what is probably its most important and
interesting phase since its adoption ten years ago as the first deadlines for meeting obligations
under Article V come up in 15 months’ time.. This is an opportunity to demonstrate the
success of the Convention, and the value of a model where states, non-governmental
organisations and international organisations work together sharing a common humanitarian
goal. Several States Parties have already completed their mine clearance obligations, and we
congratulate them. In the coming few years, our achievements will be measured, discussed
and commented upon. Our commitment to the Convention, our commitment to compliance
with the various obligations, and particularly our commitment to landmine survivors must
remain at the highest level to maintain the credibility of the Convention. ’

One lesson we have learned during the eight years the Convention has been in force, is the
importance of national ownership. National ownership has in many respects become a
~ clichée, but true national ownership is decisive to effective and sustainable mine action and
implementation of the Convention. Being assembled here at the shores of the Dead Sea, it is
natural to point to how Jordan has addressed its landmines problem. Through an effective,
- well organised, civilian national authority Jordan has during the last years produced major
achievements in clearing land. Jordan serves as a model of how effectlve national ownershlp
and respons1b111ty can be assumed.

Mr. President,
(Implementation of Article V obligations) -

The obligation under Article V is to clear all known mined areas as soon as possible and no
later than 10 years after the entry into force of the Convention for a particular State Party. It
is essential that the utmost is done to implement the obligations as soon as possible. We have
focused on accelerated implementation in our period s first Co-Rapporteur and then Co-
Chair of the Standing Committee on Mine Clearance, Mine Risk Education and Mine Action
Technologies. Over the last few years, we have also seen the development of alternative and
more efﬁc1ent approaches to the safe release of suspected mined areas .

Despite efforts made, challenges are of such a magnitude that not all countries will be able to -
fulfil their obligations within the deadlines. The Convention opens up for extension requests.
In spite of tremendous efforts by States Parties, NGOs and mine clearers, there are still large
mined areas to be cleared. In order to fulfil the Convention’s obligations, all known mined
-areas must be cleared, even areas where mines at the moment do not present a pressmg
humanitarian problem.

One of our priorities during the Norwegian and Chilean term as Co-Chairs of the Standing
Committee on Mine Clearance has been to ensure that further steps are taken to identify
efficient, effective and practical ways to fulfil Article V obligations. One part of this was a




- seminar on the Implementation of Article V in Latin America in August 2007, held by Chlle
and Norway in Santiago.

The seminar demonstrated that affected countries face very diverse situations, as regards both
the background for the problem, the nature of the contamination, and with regard to what
efforts are necessary to overcome challenges. The discussions were good, open and fruitful, -
and have been summarised in the publication introduced by Chile in the Co-Chairs’ opemng
remarks and which is ava11able outside this room. : ~

In October this year, Norway and Mozambique held a seminar in Maputo with the objective
of presenting and discussing some of the challenges facing the national mine action = -
‘authorities of Mozambique — as a country with very demanding Article V obligations and
approaching its Article V deadlines, in a situation with changing funding modalities. The
outcome of the seminar will be presented at the meeting of the Resource Mobilisation Contact
Group during lunch time today and in the Norweglan 1nterventxon under the Cooperation and
Assistance session.

~ When discussing practical implementation of Artlcle V obligations, we have over the last
years seen interesting concepts being developed. Rapid land release through other means than
mine clearance has been advocated by many as one way to increase the cost-effectiveness of
mine action. Cancellation and area reduction are two concepts of land release that could
greatly reduce the time and resources needed to allow people to resume their lives and
activities safely in an area previously suspected to be mine-affected. Of course, resources are
‘needed to develop these concepts further, and to identify, plan and implement specific tasks
that will facilitate efficient release of suspected mined areas. But it is important to underline
that security standards and quality must not be compromised as new methods are bemg
developed. » :

:Integrating a gender perspective when discussing mine clearance is essential, as, for example,
women and men, girls and boys use their land and environment in different ways, and’
different methods of mine clearance and land release will affect them differently.

. Mr. President,
(Article 5 extensions process)

Last year, the 7" Meeting of the States Parties agreed on a process for submitting, receiving,
assessing and deciding extension requests. The process sets certain timelines, and provides
guidance to States Parties on how to handle extension requests. A voluntary template has
been developed to assist States Parties in developing their requests. The process will be open
and transparent, and will be the responsibility of the President working together with the Co-
Chairs and Co-Rapporteurs. The Implementation Support Unit will be — and indeed already is
— playing a crucial role in assisting States Parties in preparing the submission of extension
requests. We strongly recommend all States Parties with Article V obligations that see the
need for an extension, to make the fullest use of the invaluable support that the ISU can
; provide. We also urge States Parties in a position to do so, to provide additional fundmg to
enable the ISU to take on this responsxbxhty in a satisfactory way.

The agreed process for extension requests must be followed and fully utilised. Itisan .= .-
" opportunity for affected states to demonstrate their commltment their pohtlcal will, the




resources they are willing to put into meeting the Convention’s obligations. Requests must be
accompanied by a realistic and concrete national plan clearly demonstrating such political will
to act and full national ownership of the process, in accordance with Article V, paragraphs 3,
4,5, and 6. Compliance with the Convention remains the respon31b1hty of the individual
State Party. :

A realistic case for an extension based on identified criteria and assumptions must be made.
The Convention opens up for the possibility of further extensions. There is therefore no need
to immediately request a full 10 year extension unless it is documented that the magnitude of
the problem clearly is such that 10 years is needed: This is to be clanﬁed in the extension

_ request and national plan. :

(Cooperation and assistance for mine clearance activities)

Cooperation and assistance related to Article V and the process for extension requests should
be seen as an opportunity for mine-affected countries to accelerate a state party’s fulfilment of
Article V obligations; an opportunity to improve or develop national plans, and — last but not -
least — to make a case for resources needed from the international donor community. States
Parties in a position to do so have an obligation under Article VI to provide cooperation and
assistance to States Parties with mine clearance obligations. However, donors will base their
funding decisions on the quality of national plans that should accompany a request for

‘extension. This is an issue that we will discuss further this afternoon.

Specific support for efforts to meet Article V commitments is needed to ensure compliance
~ with the Convention, its humanitarian goals and, ultimately, the credibility of the Convention.
- Modalities in mine action funding are changing, and we need to respond and adapt to that.
Even if funding for mine action again has increased since the dip last year, it is not likely that
there will be an increase in overall funding for mine action in coming years. It is a challenge
to make better use of existing resources. National resources should be identified to
supplement existing resources. The land release concept that I referred to earlier, is one way
that we are certain will contribute to a better overall resource utlhsatlon

v ~ Your Royal Highness,
*(The way forward)

We look forward to cooperating closely with you as President, with the Coordinating
Committee, with mine-affected countries, and with the ISU as we enter the first year of
processing extension requests. The Convention’s credibility is at stake, as is the lives and
livelihoods of thousands of potential landmine victims. We must all rise to the occasion and
do our utmost to take the opportunity that exists to improve, accelerate and reinforce our
efforts to clear all mines and to reach our ultimate goal of a world free of mines and no new
victims.

Finally, I wish to invite all interested parties to the lunch event of the Resource Mobilisation
Contact Group. We will further elaborate on the plans for the work of the group over the next
two years. Deputy Foreign Minister Henrique Banze of Mozambique will reflect on the
resource situation in his country. We will also discuss other issues related to resource
utilisation. The event is taking place in the Moutah Room. : . .




- Thank you.




International Campaign to Ban Landmines _
Statement during the Informal Discussions on Implementing Article S
Eighth Meetmg of States Parties to the Mine Ban Treaty
Dead Sea, Jordan
20 November 2007
Delivered by Tamar Gabelnick, ICBL

‘Mr. President,

The ICBL has been following the practice of mainstreaming of mine action into

- development budgets out of our desire to see mine action funding remain at high
levels for years to come. We see some promise in this practice because of the
potential for longer-term, multi-year funding allocations and the recognition that
landmines stifle economic opportunities for individuals, communities, and nations.
But we also see some risks associated with this trend that we have mentioned in past

‘meetings and want to highlight agaln here.

One of our key concerns about mainstreaming is that it appears to take away the
guarantee of a minimum amount of spending on mine action through a specific budget
line and replaces it with a system that has two potential weak links. The first weak
link is on the recipient side. It appears that mainstreaming will create the necessity
for new actors to be involved — those people developing national priorities for
development assistance. Such persons may have little or no knowledge of mine action
and may not understand its connection with development. Given a long list of
priorities pressing for their attention, they may overlook mine action. But if a mine-
affected state does not let donors know that mine action is part of their priorities for -
development aid, the donor state may no longer fund mine action for that state,
jeopardizing mine action programs and treaty compliance.

The other weak link is on the donor side. If an actor ina donor state involved in -
bilateral development assistance also does not appreciate the urgency of mine action
and the connection with economic development, it would not push the recipient to
include it in its request. It might even actively discourage the mclusmn of mine
action. ‘

This is why the ICBL strongly suggests keeping a point person or office in charge of
mine action on the donor side to supervise the process on both sides, educate all new
actors about how mine action affects development and also actively encourage mine-
affected states to include mine action in their development funding priorities. A .
central point of contact could keep track of funding dispersed among many bilateral
desks so that the state or organization can evaluate whether its mine-related policy

* goals are being met. - -

Many of our concerns stem from observing how the changes to the European
Commission system unfolded. We have been straightforward with the EC on our-
concerns, and they have been equally straightforward in their responses. We thank the
EC for their presentatlon today, which we hope will make it clearer to states here
about how mine action fundmg in the EC has changed. As we told the EC, its
leadership position on mine actlon is on the line, and only a strong centrahzed




| ‘management of landmine funding will help them maintain that status and their
capacity to shape mine action around the world. The same applies to other maj or
donors.

As we said yesterday during the linking mine action and development contact group ‘
meeting, the ICBL also thinks it is important for donor’states to continue to consider
states' treaty obligations that are not directly related to development While it is true
that areas with humanitarian and development 1mpact should be given a high priority
in the selection of clearance tasks, the treaty requires that all mined areas must be
“ultimately be cleared. So while this is of course the affected states' primary
_ responsibility, donor states should also help mine-affected states to develop the
national capacity to perform such operations and sustain them after 1ntemat10na1
- operators have left. : ' '

We would also like to encourage donors to keep additional specific or mainstreamed
budgets for non-development related mine action or for states that are mine-affected
but not part of a sometimes limited list of priority states for receiving development aid
from a that state. Finally, Mr. President, donors must also give a clear political
message that their movement of funds to development does not signal that other
demining tasks are less important and stress that treaty obhgatlons will not be fulfilled
until all mined areas are cleared. ‘ - : :

* Thank you.




International Campaign to Ban Landmines
_ Statement on Clearing Mined Areas
- Eighth Meeting of States Parties to the Mine Ban Treaty
: ' Dead Sea, Jordan
Delivered by Nick Cummings-Bruce, Landmine Monitor
20 November 2007

Mr. President,

It’s a source of satisfaction that 10 years after the signing of the Mine Ban Treaty, the mine
action community continues to report a significant acceleration in clearance. In 2006,

countries reported clearing a total of 450 square kilometers of land, representing an increase .
of more than one-third over the previous year. Although clearance of mined areas remained at
about the same level as the previous year, battle area clearance rose by over 60 per cent. And
the amount of land released through area reduction and cancellation almost tripled to 860
square kilometers. ‘

The increases testify in part to improvements in the productivity achieved by certain

©_countries, acting on the experience of recent years to refine and improve clearance

methodologies. In Afghanistan and Laos, we have the example of two countries where major
reviews of management and implementation of operations are yielding big gains in
productivity. . :

However, Mr.‘President, beneath these alluring headline mimbers, we observe wide ‘
disparities in the results from different countries and mine action programmes that raise a -
number of major concerns.. '

First, the progress is extremely narrowly distributed. More than half of the mined area
clearance in 2006 occurred in just two countries, Cambodia and Afghanistan. Similarly much
of the advance in battle area clearance occurred in two countries, Afghanistan again and,

“perhaps surprisingly, in Iraq, where operators claimed to have cleared almost 100 square
kilometers in this way, compared with less than 15 square kilometers the previous year.
Nearly 90 per cent of the land released occurred in just three countries, Cambodia, Bosnia &
Herzegovina and Yemen. ' '

Secondly, the corollary to this phenomenon is that too many other countries are making at
best modest progress in landmine clearance. Too much. effort goes into clearing land that is
not actually contaminated. Many states still do not have strategic plans in place, and some
that do are oriented towards achieving a “mine-safe” status. This does not meet treaty
requirements. Some states are delaying mine clearance operations because of the strategic
'value of the mined areas, which contradicts the treaty’s obligations not to use mined areas
and to demine as quickly as possible. It’s unacceptable that eight years after they signed the
treaty, four countries, France, Niger, the UK and Venezuela, had yet to initiate formal '
clearance operations, though we welcome the fact that France has now begun clearance
operations and aims to meet its deadline. ‘ -




‘A third major concern is the disappointingly hlgh proportion of countries which are now
almost certain to miss the clearance-deadlines to which they committed when they acceded to

. the Mine Ban Treaty. The treaty allows for extensions but intended these to be granted only

for states with severe contamination. In Nairobi, states reiterated that “few if any” should
need to ask for extensions. It is therefore disappointing that of 29 countries with clearance

. deadlines in 2009 or 2010, over half will not finish in time. Some of these states have valid

reasons, but others have sunply not demonstrated sufficient will to meet their obligations.

Mr. President, the mine ban treaty also requlres states partles to make every effort to identify
~ all mined areas. A decade into the life of the treaty, it is therefore regrettable that many states
- have yet to accurately define the extent of their mined areas and rely on inflated estimates of
the extent of the contamination, resulting in poor task selection and poorly focused clearance,
wastage of precious resources and delays in fulfilling their clearance obligations under the
treaty. ' o : ‘

Clearly, with the approach of Article 5 clearance deadlines, states parties will feel growmg
pressure to accelerate the clearance and release of land through area reduction and
cancellation. It is therefore a good moment to emphasize the importance that it is done \
without jeopardizing safety. ICBL has drawn up guiding principles on area reduction and we

~ are pleased the issue will be discussed in detail this afternoon. We hope that the debate will
reinforce the urgent need for all mine action stakeholders --operators, national authorities and
international institutions-- to develop mternatmnal guidelines for area reduction. and

- cancellation of suspected areas.

With the approach of Article 5 deadlines, Mr. President, we would like to take a minute to
consider the extension process that you elaborated earlier. We would like to express our
support for the template tabled at this meeting as a way to encourage states partles to prov1de
the comprehens1ve information required by the mine ban treaty -

We realize this requires considerable detailed information from countries requestmg
“extensions but much of this information should have already been gathered by mine action
authorities in the course of their existing planning and operations. And it is therefore the
. ICBL’s V1ew that the process should not distract states partles from the work of clearlng
Regarding the evaluation of extension requests by other states parties, we are also pleased to
hear that the process is to be transparent and that documents will be made quickly available to
-the public, ensurmg the widest possible scrutiny among stakeholders. '

The extension process allows ample time for the evaluation of requests. But the ICBL
strongly believes that the process will only be meaningful if the end result is more than a yes
or no from the other states parties. It is our view that the decisions states parties render should -
include four elements. In addition to approval or rejection, they should include the number of
years granted, which may be different from the number requested, performance benchmarks
on the road to completion for those states that have made the least progress, and the rationale
behind the decision. There would be little point to havmg a nine month evaluatlon mcludmg
outside experts advice if the outcome is reduced to a yes-or-no decision.




o The ICBL has prepared criteria for judging extension requests that we hope will help states
parties in the task of evaluating extension requests. We made them available to the
intersessional in Geneva in April and they are available outside.

Fmally Mzr. President, we would also hke to recommend adding the followmg bullet point
under Article 41: “When requesting extensions to Article 5 deadlines, States Parties should
observe the convention requirement that all antipersonnel mines in mined areas be destroyed
as soon as possible. States Parties should therefore request extensions for the minimum
‘practical tlme requlred supported by the 1nformat10n prov1ded in the Voluntary template ”

Thank you.
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o THE DELEGATION OF THE REPUBLIC OF MACEDONIA

, Check against delivery ’

EIGHT MEETING OF THE STATE PARTIES TO THE CONVENTION ON THE
PROHIBITION OF THE USE, STOCKPILING, PRODUCTION AND TRANSFER OF
ANTI-PEROSONAL MINES AND ON THEIR DESTRUCTION :

ITEM 11 ¢): Mine Clearance.
STATEMENT OF THE REPUBLIC OF MACEDONIA

Mr. Dusko Uzunovski
Head of Delegation

AMMAN, November 19, 2007




~Your Royal Highness,
Excellencies,
Ladies and Gentlemen,

Since, that I am taking the floor for the first time, please allow me to join
all previous speakers who have congratulated you on your election for President
of the 8th MSP. We also share the conviction that your able leadership will

bring us to the envisaged results of the 8™ Meeting.
I would like to state that the Republic of Macedonia fully associates itself

with the statement distributed yesterday by the Delegation of Portugal on behalf

of the EU.

information in our experience regarding the mine clearance process.

Ottawa Convention. With the fact that we have convened this meeting in Jordan,

for the first time in Middle East is another sign of determination of all state

parties to succeed in achieving the goals of the Convention. ;

I have the pleasure to commence my statement by reiterating that the
Republic of Macedonia is a part of the group of State Parties that have already
fulfilled its obligations under the article 4 and the article 5 of the MBT. I truly
believe that the results accomplished serve as an encouragement not only to the
state parties in our Region. Your Royal Highness, in this context, I would like to

extend our support to the principle mentioned in your Statement at the Opening

Ceremony: that the most important goal of the Convention is to achieve results,

* no mater of the size of the country. We also commend the intention of Jordan to IR

PHEYL¢ UlLbe

fulfill the obligation under the Art

icle 5 until the en
9 ofimplem

that our accomplishments are contributing directly to Confidence building

amongst the countries in the Region, Implementation of the regional initiative:

SEE zone free of anti-personal mines by 2009; Improvement of the safety in the
border zones, Strengthening the stability in the Region, Normalization of the life
in the previously contaminated zones and in addition producing preconditions

for the local economic development. ,
In our.-view, Mine Clearance under the Article 5 is essential for full

success of the Convention. Requests that will come for an extension of the

deadlines should be completely elaborated by the respective states parties,

~as per the template provided in this Conference documents.

In order to ease the decision process about extension, the MofSP has

to be provided with a precise plan and program by the respective country

In addition I would to make few comments and to provide some /

8MSP is very important milestone in the history of the Convention. It isa -
turning point; it is a point of acceleration in overall implementation of the




with deadline for fina! fulfillment of the obligations under the Article 5.
Beside other things, this kind of approach certainly will be useful for the

SC Qs /
%&i tinua#

“Your Royal Highness, _
The Republic of Macedonia with generous assistance of the country

partners, have made maximum efforts to fulfill its obligations even before the -

deadlines set out in the Convention. The assistance by the donor countries was
essential to reach this goal. Jointly we have developed and trained our own de —
mining teams and later we have achieved the results that we are proud of.

In our case and we hope in many other to follow, the genuine cooperation

in the framework of the Ottawa Convention will stay as unique hallmark and
mechanism destined to success. This attitude is making the Convention an
excellent fore in the domain of Disarmament in which we are practically
demonstrating successful cross regional cooperation fully dedicated to the
security, protection and care for citizens. ‘ . ~ ‘

' In the year that we are celebrating the 10th anniversary, we have to
~ make all necessary efforts to turn the actual stage of "success in progress"

_into the next phase that will not last too long — to make the Convention "a

complete success story". |

The Republic of Macedonia truly believes that this goal is possible

and achievable. ,
Your Royal Highness,

, In concluding, allow me to again express our gratitude for the Jordanian
hospitality that we are enjoying on the 8" Meeting of the State Parties of the

-Ottawa Convention.

Thank you.
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Eighf Meeting of the States Pafties to the
.~ Convention on the Prohibition of Anti-Personnel Mines
Dead Sea, 18-22 November 2007

- ICRC Statement on clearance- Arﬁcle 5

Thank you Mr. President,

Let me begin by thanking all States Parties that have taken the floor in the last two déys
to provide updates on their progress and plans. ; :

- The ICRC wish to congratulate the Kingdom of Swaziland for having completed the
clearance of all known mines in areas under its jurisdiction or control before the end of its
deadline and for having used the declaration of completion template adopted at the 7%
MSP. We also commend the few states, such as Jordan, France, Serbia or Albania, that
have stated that they expect to meet their clearance deadlines. ‘ :

However, we regret that 3 States Parties which have deadlines falling in 2009 and 2010
did not take the floor to share with us their plans on the implementation of article 5 of the

Convention.

We also note with concern that, while all States which have taken the floor have reported
on past progress, many, which have a deadline in 2009 and 2010, have not indicated
- whether they expect to achieve clearance of all mined areas within their respective
- deadline, how they will do so and if not, whether they will request an extension of time in
the coming months. ' ~ _ : ' : -

The ICRC witnesses with déep concern that more than half of the States which. have a
deadline falling in 2009 or 2010 have indicated that they will request an extension of time
to meet their obligation under Article 5 of the Convention. o '

- While the number of requests for extension of time is not a problem in itself, the extent to v
which States, which have a problem of limited scale, have relied on this possibility

contained in the Convention, is unfortunate and undermines the humanitarian purposes of
the Convention and its credibility. . ‘ :

Importantly, we must understand that every day duriﬁg which the Convention’s deadline

i not met is a day in which civilians are put at risk. Extensions will most likely be
measured in lost limbs, lost lives and lost livelthoods. S -

A number of extension requests will be submitted in the next few months. It is essential
that these requests are managed in a way which maintains the credibility of the
Convention and promote completion within a realistic, well planned and adequately

funded extension period.




We must recognize that an extension request reflects problems by a State Party in meeting
its commitments under the Convention. It is ‘essential that the process of making and
examining an extension request identifies the problems which have been encountered and
ensures that they are adequately addressed by the requesting State with collective support
from States in a position to provide assistance. ° ~ _

We believe that extension periods should only be granted for the minimum period necessary
to carry out a well prepared and financially viable clearance plan. The 9MSP should have
the option to grant an extension which is less than the actual time requested by the State
Party, if the request is received late or if the Conference believes that demining activities

~could and should be undertaken more rapidly.

Furthermore, we would like to stress that no extension request should be made or, if made,
approved if the delay in clearance would constitute a de facto use of anti-personnel mines
through a failure to clear them. For the ICRC, a de facto use means leaving mines in the
- ground in order to obtain a military advantage from them.

Finally, we hope that the pace of demining activities between now and the occurrence of

deadlines for States Parties will be increased. States should take advantage of this time to
diligently implement their obligations under article 5 of the Convention '

I thank you, Mr. Pre_sident.r




Mine Ban Convention

8™ Meeting of the States Parties, 18-22 November 2007, Jordan
Item 11 (c) Clearing mined areas

" Co-Chairs’ summary remarks

| Ingunn Vatne
* Thank you.
Your Royal Highness, Mr. President, ‘l

On behalf of Norway and Chile, outgoing Co-Chalirs of the Standing Committee on Mine
Clearance, Mine Risk Education and Mine Action Technolo giesk, I would like to foer a few
conciuding remarks on what we have learned during the last days in our discussions under
" Ttem 11 (c) Clearing mined areas, and on the way forward before handing overtothe

incoming Co-Chairs, Canada and Peru.

- During our discussions, we have heard a number of mine-affected States Parties provide an

update as to the status of the implementation of Article V obligations. We have also heard a
| number of other States Partles prov1de an update on international cooperatlon and assistance
~ for mine clearance, and comments on the extensmn process Additionally, we have heard

NGOs and international organisations present their views.

Let me first, again, congratulate Swaziland with its achi_ev‘ement, and thank Swaziland for -
setting such a good eXample as to reporting on its fulfillment of ‘Articie V obligations. What
- Swaziland has done and presented to us shows the importance of focusing on the possibilities
that the land release concept provides. Also other mine-affected States Parties and other
States Parties have discﬁs‘sed land release in their statements and p_resentations, and we hope -

to see this issue further developed in the time to come.

The debate has been rich and interesting, With many.detailed presentatiens*‘ and we are
. pleased that many are focusing their statements according to the questionnaire provided.
. -Many States Parties have prov1ded us with good updates clanfymg where they are in the
| process of fulﬁlhng Artlcle A" obhgatlons and what factors are 1nﬂuencmg progress, rangmg

from vegetation, c-lnnate, lack of funding, political dlfﬁculttes, to armed internal conflict. We




have learned about the variety of challenges that States Parties face. Several States Parties
have ensured us that they intend to fulfill their Article V obligations within set deadlines, and
we commend their efforts to reach this goal. Many have indicated that they \;Vill need to ask
for an extension of the deadline to fulfill Article V obligations. We are glad to see that many
States Parties are already relating to and making full use of the opportumt1es that the agreed
process for extension requests provide. We are particularly pleased that some States Parties
have indicated that even though they will have to ask for an extension, they will ask fora
sshorter extension than the Convention provides for, based on realistic and ambitious
assumptions. We are also glad to learn that many, as we are approaching the first deadlines, .
are redoubling their efforts and reinvigorating their work so as to come as far as possible .

before the deadline passes.

We would like to commend States Parties for their openness and transparency in this regard.
This contributes to preserving the credibiﬁty of the Convention. A good understanding of the
problems States Parties face is essential when donors make their pnontres As we heard from

many States Parties during this debate resource needs are still great.

On the other hand, some States Parties are still unelear as to whether they will be able to
complete their obligations Within the set deadlines, or whether they would need to request an
" extension. In addition, we have also heard tne use of words that are not contained in the
Convention, such as,mine-free,‘impact—ﬁ'ee or mine-safe, even if to a lesser degree than
before. We would like to urge States Parties to do their utmost to ensure a speedy
implementation of the Convention’s obligations, and to ensure_that the agreed procedures for

applying for an extenSion — if needed — are followed, within the set timeframes.

" Ibelieve there is Widespread_agreement that in the coming years, the handling_‘of extension
requests will be most important. The credibility of the Convention is at stake, and the way we
collectively meet this challenge, will be crucial for the way the Convention is perceived by
the world. We need to practical, flexible, open and transparent We must preserve the
~ cooperative atmosphere of the Conventlon between mine- affected and other countries;

| ‘betv‘veen states and civil society. And we must keep our focus clear to reach our final goal: A

world free of the scourge of anti-personnel mines.




Finally, Mr.President, let me on behalf of Norway and Chile again thank all colleagues for the
good cooperation we have had, with both the previous and the current President, and in the |

Coordinating Committee.

. On behalf of Norway and Chile, we wish Canada and Peru all the best as they take on the co- f
chairmanship of the Standing Committee on Mine Clearance, Mine Risk Education and Mine
Action Technologies, and would like to ensure‘ybu that we will be available for discussing

-anything that might come up. Thank you for your efforts and cooperation as co-rappqrteurs.

On Qui' own behalf, Norway would like to thank Chile for an excellent cooperation during
these two years as co-rapporteurs and co-chairs, and to wish Chile good luck when you take
- on yet another office under the Convention, clearly demonstrating the strength of Chile’s

Commitment to the humanitarian goal of our work.

Thank you.




_ Declaracién de Canad4 y del Peri
. Enla asuncién de los Cargos de Copresidentes del
. Comité Permanente de Desminado, Educacién sobre el Riesgo de las Minas, y
Tecnologias de Accion contra las Minas.

Prioridades para el 2008

Gracias sefior Presidente

En primer lugar, quiero expresar nuestra gratitud por la confianza depositada en
- Canadd y el Pert, como los nuevos Co-Presidentes del . Comité Permanente de
.. Desminado, Educacion sobre el Riesgo de las Minas y Tecnologias de Acci6n contra las
Minas, durante lo que promete ser un afio muy importante y atareado.

Es nuestra opinién que para el afio 2008 debe haber cuatro prioridades. La
primera es continuar trabajando diligentemente para apoyar a todos los Estados Parte, en
- el cumplimiento de sus obligaciones en el marco del Articulo 5°. Esperamos conseguirlo

~prosiguiendo con las actividades de los anteriores Co-Presidentes, en proporcionar

claridad sobre el estado de implementacion del Articulo 5° en todos los Estados Parte
afectados por minas antipersonal. El trabajo realizado anteriormente tuvo ese propésito.
Esta accién no s6lo nos ayudars a todos a comprender dénde estamos en términos de
" implementacién de la Convencion, sino también a que los Estados Parte afectados por
- minas antipersonal concentren su atencién en ello y avancen en este proceso.

La segunda prioridad es trabajar estrechamente con nuestro Presidente, nuestros

- Co-Relatores y los Copresidentes y Co-Relatores de los distintos Comités Permanentes,

con ¢l objeto de dirigir el proceso de solicitud de prérroga. La Sétima Reunion de Estados

Parte aprobd el proceso de solicitud de prérroga y corresponde ahora a nuestro Presidente

“ocuparse de su implementacion. Los Copresidentes de este Comité Permanente nos
comprometemos a llevar a cabo todo lo posible para apoyarlo en sus esfuerzos.

Nuestra tercera prioridad es continuar apoyando a los Estados Parte a comprender

¢l denominado "Land Release Process". De existit acuerdo en el Comité Permanente,
esperamos recomendar a la Novena Reunién de Estados Parte, que este proceso sea

refrendado por todos, a condicién que cuente con el aseguramiento de calidad necesario .
asociado con todas nuestras actividades de accién contra las minas antipersonal. En la
“actualidad, al menos tres Estados Parte utilizan dicho proceso y consideramos de gran
importancia que sus esfuerzos sean reconocidos y que a través de ellos podamos decir
-que el proceso esta casi "institucionalizado", ampliando-su uso y asegurando que cuente
con los altos estandares necesarios para ello. - B

Por tltimo, debemos mantener nuestros esfuerzos en asegurar la difusién de la
Educaci6n sobre el Riesgo de Minas Antipersonal, asi comola Tecnologia para la Accién
contra las Minas Antipersonal, en primer lugar para limitar el riesgo-de nuevas victimas y

en segundo lugar para, finalmente, eliminar ese riesgo.

Gracias sefior Presidente
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