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Consideration of requests submitted under Article5
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deadlinefor completing the destruction of anti-per sonnel
minesin accordance with Article 5 of the Convention

Submitted by the President of the Twelfth M eeting of the States Parties
on behalf of the States Parties mandated to analyserequests for
extensions’

1. Niger ratified the Convention on 23 March 199Be Convention entered into force
for Niger on 1 September 1999. In its initial trpagency report submitted on 12 September
2002, Niger reported areas under its jurisdictioncontrol suspected to contain anti-
personnel mines. Niger was obliged to confirm onydéhe presence of anti-personnel
mines in these areas by 1 September 2009. On 52D@& at the meeting of the Standing
Committee on Mine Clearance, Niger declared thethéu to the peace agreements, those
presumed to have laid anti-personnel mines reportéen consulted, that they had never
used anti-personnel mines in the course of hassliluring the 2000 rebellion. However
anti-tank mines had been used which had led td#hef that anti-personnel mines could
have been used. Two organisations present in Niggirmed at the time that there was no
evidence of anti-personnel mine use in Niger. lis tontext and on the basis of all the
accidents recorded, Niger was able to confirm i@&Q@hat the presence of anti-personnel
mines was no longer suspected in the country.

2. In June 2011, after the expiry of Niger's orgimeadline to implement Article 5,
Niger discovered one area under its jurisdictiorcantrol that is known to contain anti-
personnel mines and five areas that are suspestedntain anti-personnel mines. Niger
reported the discovery of these areas in its tiamesgy report submitted on 15 November
2012. Niger believing that it would be unable tcstdey all anti-personnel mines in the
mined areas before the next Meeting of the StadeteB submitted to the President of the
Twelfth Meeting of the States Parties (12MSP) ajduly 2013 a request for an extended
deadline in accordance with the commitments rejatio the discovery of previously
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unknown mined areas after deadlines have passee byatthe States Parties at the 12MSP.
Niger's request is until 31 December 2015.

3. The States Parties mandated to analyse regswisisitted under Article 5 of the
Convention (hereafter referred to as the “analysgrgup”) noted that through the
submission of a request for an extended deadlimggrNlemonstrated its commitment to
adhere to the obligations enshrined in Article 8haf Convention and the decisions of the
States Parties relating to the discovery of prestipunknown mined areas.

4, The request indicates that following changesthi@ security situation after the
conflict in the north of the country and the Libyenisis, Niger requested the conduct of an
assessment mission which uncovered the preseraenafefield in the northern part of the
Agadez region, in the department of Bilma, on thbtamy post of Madama. The request
specifies that some of the localities that were tube visited by the assessment mission
remained inaccessible for security reasons. Theestdqurther indicates that the identified
minefield totals an estimated 2,400 square meta¢sHat mines may have moved due to
sand storms occurring in the region. The minefisddperimeter-marked, fenced and
monitored by a military surveillance post. The resfualso indicates that Niger identified
five other areas where the presence of anti-pesdonmes is suspected, also located in the
Agadez region and in the department of Bilma, ngnm#duzoudinga, Achouloulouma,
Orida, Enneri and Blaka. The surface area for tlfigsesuspected areas remains unknown.
The request also indicates that Niger, throughNational Commission for the Collection
and Control of lllicit Weapons (Commission Natiosgdour la Collecte et le Contrdle des
Armes lllicites) identified a number of hazardowads and paths. The analysing group
noted that it would be beneficial in Niger couldyide information on the circumstances
that led to anti-personnel mines being used in Nige

5. The request indicates that no general or teahsiorvey has taken place and that the
suspected areas have been identified followingdemwtis and accidents caused by mines
involving people or animals, on the basis of repgntovided by patrols, minutes of the
police and information provided by the local poiagia.

6. The analysing group noted that it would benafiéi Niger provided details the
methods used to identify the area known and areapested to contain anti-personnel
mines, particularly given that the request, ontihad, indicates an “assessment” was the
means employed and, on the other hand, indicates itlentification followed from
incidents or accidents. The analysing group notet such details could include the
methodology of the assessment and clarity regandimgther incident or accident reports
clearly pointed to anti-personnel mines as the edrether than other explosive remnants
of war). Furthermore, in recalling that the Unitdtions’ International Mine Action
Standards define a “suspected hazardous area” rasar@a where there is reasonable
suspicion of mine or other explosive remnants aof gantamination on the basis of indirect
evidence of the presence of mines or other exgagmnants of war,” the analysing group
noted the value of Niger summarizing what indireetdence led it to believe such areas
exist in Niger and what criteria are contained witlis national mine action standards for
making such determinations.

7. The analysing group noted that the request owntao information on the
humanitarian, social, economic, and environmemalications of the request.

8. The request indicates that in preparation ofwioek remaining to be carried out,
Niger has taken the following measures: (a) devakat of national standards, (b) training
and refresher training of deminers, (c) training deployment of eight community liaison
agents to raise awareness, (d) installation ofrifemation Management System for Mine
Action (IMSMA) and training of IMSMA users plannéar July 2013 and, (e) development
of a two-year work plan.
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9. As noted, Niger’s request is until 31 Decemi@&t3and it contains a two-year work
plan for the period 2014-2015. The work plan oetiractivities to clear the minefield
located on the Madama military post and to identifieg suspected areas through the
conduct of a technical survey. The work plan aleoludes mine awareness raising
activities and activities to strengthen the capaoit the National Commission for the
Collection and Control of lllicit Weapons. Whilegthechnical survey and preparation for
demining work would take place in 2014, the actminining work would take place in
2015. The analysing group noted the length of theeveen the discovery of the mined
areas and the start of work. The analysing grotdu noted that Niger may find itself in a
situation wherein it could proceed with implemeiatatfaster than suggested by the amount
of time requested by starting work already in 2@h8 that doing so could benefit both the
Convention and the local population in the minezhar

10. The analysing group noted that the work plaruld/abenefit from containing
monthly benchmarks for survey and demining ac#sitind more details on responsibilities
for carrying out these activities. In noting that\ey activities would be completed during
2014 and that they should result in a more accuuatgderstanding of the remaining
implementation challenge, the analysing group aisted that the Convention would
benefit from Niger submitting a revised work plamntaining updated information on the
implementation challenge including a list of alkas known and suspected to contain anti-
personnel, projections of which areas and what tifyaof area would be addressed when
and by whom and a revised detailed budget. Theysinal group also noted the importance
of Niger considering carrying out work with combihesurvey and demining teams to
prevent a potential second visit the same rematatiens twice.

11. The request indicates the following as riskat thay affect the implementation of
the plan: (a) geography and climate with areastéatan a difficult desert environment due
to the heat and shifting sand, (b) funding of tr@kaplan, and (c) insecurity due to terrorist
threats within Niger and at the border between Niged other countries. The request
further indicates that Niger set up a reinforcedusiéy team for deminers and is seeking
cooperation from the local population. The analgsgnoup noted that providing a more
detailed assessment of the security situation atengal future risks would benefit Niger
in addressing its remaining implementation chalkeagd make more accurate projections
for its work plan.

12.  The request indicates that the total budgetHerwork plan is US$ 800,000. The
request also indicates that Niger will to contribtd 50 per cent of the cost of the work
plan through financial and in-kind contributionsittwits proposed financial contribution
amounting to US$ 250,000 and its in-kind contribaticomprising (a) the provision of
demining teams and their expertise, (b) securitydémining activities, (c) support vehicles
and, (d) logistical support. The request furtheticgates that the UNDP, which already
supports the removal of anti-tank mines, would bking to continue supporting Niger
with US$ 23,000 available to train deminers. Thguest also indicates that the European
Union has also expressed its willingness to supeottnical survey in the designated areas.
The request indicates that US$ 527,000 remain tomlebilised from bilateral and
multilateral partners. The analysing group notet this positive that Niger will contribute
to financing the cost of its work plan and that destrating national ownership in this
manner could help facilitate resource mobilisatafforts. The analysing group further
noted that implementation could proceed quicker Nifger developed a resource
mobilisation strategy to acquire the missing funds.

13.  The analysing group further noted that monti@épchmarks for progress contained
in the request would greatly assist Niger and &lte3 Parties in assessing progress made in
implementation during the extension period. In tieigard, the analysing group noted that it
would be of benefit to both if Niger provided upestrelative to these benchmarks at
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meetings of the Standing Committees, Meetings & Btates Parties and Review
Conferences. The analysing group also noted theritzapce of Niger keeping the States
Parties regularly apprised of Niger's national fioml and in-kind contribution to
implementation, efforts to mobilise external resmsrand the results of these efforts.

14.  The analysing group noted that the Conventionlavbenefit from Niger, informing
the States Parties, by mid-2014, of (a) the methmsdsl to identify the area known and
areas suspected to contain anti-personnel mindgbdithe humanitarian, social, economic,
and environmental implications of the request. Tdmalysing group noted that the
Convention would benefit from Niger reporting aniyiao the States Parties on the
following:

(@) Progress made relative to the activities listeits 2014-2015 work plan;

(b)  The outcomes of survey efforts and how add#tioclarity obtained may
change Niger's understanding of the remaining imi@istation challenge;

(c) Changes in the security situation and how thesanges positively or
negatively affect implementation; and

(d)  External financing received and resources nza@éable by the Government
of Niger to support implementation.




