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Nature, Timing and Sequencing of Post-2004 M eetings of the
States Parties and Related M atters

1 On February 13, 2004, the First Preparatory Meeting considered, inter alia, the
discussion paper prepared by Germany and Mdaysia on “Nature, Timing and Sequencing of
Post-2004 Mestings of the States Parties and Related Matters,” contained in document
APLC/CONF/2004/PM.1/WP.2 dated January 26, 2004 (hereinafter referred to as “the
Discusson Paper”). The Meeting expressed that the contents of this paper “would provide
useful direction to the President-designate in his ongoing efforts to develop with the States
Parties|[...] adraft document on the nature, timing and sequencing of post-Review Conference
Meetings of the States Parties and related matters|..].”

2. During the consideration of the Discussion Paper, many States Parties aswell as
interested international and non-governmental organizations expressed clear views asto their
preferences for one or severd of the options developed in the annex to the Discussion Paper.
However, it gppeared from the ddliberations that the mode solutions presented in the paper
could be further refined, differentiated, or reconceived. With the gpprova of the President-
designate, Germany and Mdaysa, therefore, in order to gather more detailed and additiond
views on the matter, developed a questionnaire including severd options (1 — 4), which was
submitted to States Parties, interested international and non-governmenta organisations.

3. In total 23 answersto this questionnaire were received (21 States Parties, 2 NGOs),
which are indicative and hdpful in identifying trends and opinions with regard to the decision to
be taken at the Review Conference.

4, Evaduaion of answersto the questionnaire, including the different optionsincluded in it,
comes to the following results:

()  Generd preferences arein favour of maintaining the organisational structure and
nature of meetings, as developed in the years since the Convention entered into
force. There seemsto be no need for any basic changes.

1 Procedural Report of the First Preparatory Meeting, paragraph 15 (document APLC/CONF/2004/PM.1/2
dated 3 March 2004).
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(i) Annud medtings: While there is comparatively lessinterest in Option 3, alarge
mgority of answers (17 of 22) supports a leaner annua programme (Options 1, 2,
4), of Mesetings of States Parties (MSP) and informa Mesetings of Standing
Committees (M SC) but opinions are divided or contradictory on how best to
achieve thisam, be it through

(iif)  Option 1 (respectively one MSP and one MSC per year). Arguments in favour of
this option appear to be, that it maintains established meetings schedule until 2RC
as important implementation deadlines are due in the intervd; warrants important
atention on Convention’s humanitarian objectives, is cost-effective; maintains of
good baance between forma and informa mestings; represents a reasonable
compromise between rationdizing the intersessona work programme and the
necessity to reaffirm high political commitment, or

(iv)  Option 2 (dso holding two meetings per year, but only 2 MSPsin the run-up to the
Second Review Conference, holding additiond MSCsin the intervals), arguing
that this option emphasises the informa mechanism; provides more opportunities
for deliberations of experts, is effective in terms of cost, discussion, problem
solving and time-saving; avoids the burden and the costs of the exigting structure.

(v) Inaddition, answers to the separate question about an adequate number of meetings
(MSP and MSC) indicate a certain interest in increasing the number of MSCs, as
compared to MSPs.

The matter will merit further discussion during the forthcoming Second Preparatory Meeting

(vi) Duration of meetings There seems to be no significant interest to shorten the
mesetings as such; arhythm of 4 — 5 days as the usud duration of forma (MSP)
and informa (MSC) mestings, seems to be well established and acceptable for
most.

(vi) Venueof future megtings Concrete answers to this question are scarce. There
seems to be little objection to holding meetings — as until now — both in mine-
affected States and in Geneva

(viii) Regiond Meetings With regard to a possible introduction of informa regiond
mesetings in addition to the Meetings of States Parties and the informa meetings of
the Standing Committees, opinions are clearly divided among "pros' and "cons'
and do not indicate any clear trend. Further discussion of this question seemsto be
necessary

(viii) Many answers are in favour of gregter flexibility of the conference mechanisms, in
accordance with practica needs and interests of consultation and cooperation,
focussing primarily on the intersessond work programme, without modifying
rules of procedure

(x) Themdic discussons receive support, in particular in the framework of MSCs
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(xi) While mogt see the existing structures of forma MSPs and informa MSCs as
alowing for an adequate participation of nongovernmenta organizations, afew
answers il see room for improvement.

(xii) Exiging structures of and time dlotted to the Standing Commiittees in the
framework of meetings are generdly considered as being adequate for serving the
purposes of the Convention. The same applies to the existing sharing of
repongbility between mine-affected and non-mine-affected States Partiesin the
Standing Committees.

(xiii) The exigting structures of the Coordinating Committee and the Implementation
Support Unit are equdly consdered by a clear mgority of the answers asbeing
adequate for serving the purposes of the Convention.

(xiv) Following the different answers, there is no clear picture on what kind of meetings
—MSPs, MSCs, or Regionad Meetings— may best serve as adequate fora

(xv) toexchangeinformation on victim assigance

(xvi) or to pogtively influence the digposition to allocate resources for the purposes
pursuant to Article 6 of the Convention

(xvii) But, with regard to transparency, answers indicate very clearly that participants are
of the opinion that both Meetings of the States Parties and the informa meetings
of the Standing Committees serve adequately as means to exchange information
pursuant to Article 7 of the Convention, and as means to highlight the importance
of the Convention’s trangparency reporting obligations.

5. Based on these results and taking into account additional comments by States Parties,
interested internationa organisations and non-governmental organisations, the Second
Preparatory Meeting may wish to consider the following proposal:

Draft Decision of States Parties on the Nature, Timing and Sequencing of Post-2004
M eetings of the States Partiesto the Ottawa Convention

Convinced tha both forma meetings of States Parties, aswell asinforma Meetings of
Standing Committees, on aregular basis, and with the full and active participation of States
Parties, interested International Organisations and of Non-Governmenta Organisations, aswell
as States not parties that share our aims but have not yet joined our common effort, are
indispensable and of the greatest vaue for the future functioning of the Convention and the
redisation of itsaims,

Taking into account the consderable experience gained in the years Snce the entering into
force of the Convention, including the existing organisationd structure and characteristics of
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mesetings with their focus on the Convention's core aims, partnership and cooperation, flexibility
and informdity, continuity, and effective preparations,

Appreciating the work and structure of the Standing Committees, the Coordination
Committee and the Implementation Support Unit as important eements for the implementation
of the Convention,

Recognizing the vaue of regiond initiatives, including conferences and workshops that can
help enhance efforts to implement the Convention and assst in preparing States Parties for
Mestings of the States Parties and Meetings of the Standing Committees,

Convinced that transparency isimportant to assuring confidence and that the exchange of
information is centrd to the proper functioning of the Convention's cooperation mechanisms,

States Parties decide to

1. hold— until the Second Review Conference — [one Meeting of the States Parties every year]
[Mestings of the States Parties in the years 2006 and 2008] which will regularly take placein
the second hdf of the year.

2. Convene, including in the year 2009, informd intersessona mestings of the Standing
Committees at atimein thefirst haf of each year, when the States Parties could take
advantage of new information furnished through Article 7 reporting. [1n the years 2005 and
2007, intersessiona meetings will aso be convened in the second half of the yeer.]

3. Duration of these meetings will normally be of up to 4, maximum 5 days.

4. The Second Review Conference will take place in the second half of the year 2009.

5. The Sixth Meeting of States Parties will take place in the second hdf of the year 200[6] in

6. [Meetings of the Standing Committees will take place XX-XX May/June 2006]

7. Inkeeping with the States Parties practice of being flexible and pragmétic in addressing
changing circumstances, the States Parties may review decisions regarding their 2005 — 2009
programme of mesetings at each Mesting of the States Parties prior to the Second Review
Conference.



