Anti-Personnel Mines Reported Retained by States Parties for Purposes
Permitted by Article 3 of the Convention

l. Status of implementation of Article 3

At the start of the Fourth Review Conference, it was recorded that 70 States Parties had reported, as
required by Article 7, paragraph 1 d), anti-personnel mines for the development of training in mine
detection, mine clearance, or mine destruction techniques in accordance with Article 3.

Since then, the following has transpired:

= Three States Parties — Botswana, Brazil and Chile — indicated that they now retain no anti-personnel
mines for training purposes.

= One State Party — Tajikistan — indicated that the anti-personnel mines they retain under Article 3 are
inert and therefore do not fall under the definition of the Convention.

= One State Party — Tuvalu - has not yet declared whether it retains anti-personnel mines for
permitted purposes.

There are now 66 States Parties that have reported that they retain anti-personnel mines for permitted
purposes (see table 1).

Il Annual transparency reporting

In accordance with Article 7.1 d), States Parties are required to report annually updated information on the
“types, quantities and if possible lot number of all anti-personnel mines retained or transferred for the
development training in mine detection, mine clearance, or mine destruction techniques, or transferred for
the purpose of destruction (...).”

= |n 2020, 27 of the 66 States Parties retaining anti-personnel mines under Article 3 submitted a
transparency report in accordance with Article 7. The following 38 States Parties have not yet
submitted a transparency report: Bangladesh, Belarus, Benin, Bhutan, Bosnia and Herzegovina,
Bulgaria, Burundi, Cameroon, Canada, Cape Verde, Congo, Céte d’lvoire, Cyprus, Denmark, Djibouti,
Ecuador, Eritrea, France, Guinea Bissau, Honduras, Indonesia, Italy, Kenya, Mali, Mauritania,
Mozambique, Namibia, Nicaragua, Nigeria, Rwanda, Senegal, South Africa, Sri Lanka, Tanzania, Togo,
Uganda, Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of) and Zambia.

= The following States Parties which have reported that they retain anti-personnel mines in
accordance with Article 3 have not submitted annual transparency information on their retained
mines for many years: Benin (2008), Cameroon (2009), Cape Verde (2009), Congo Brazzaville (2009),
Djibouti (2005), Gambia (2013), Guinea Bissau (2011), Honduras (2007), Kenya (2008), Mali (2005),
Namibia (2010), Nigeria (2012), Rwanda (2008), Tanzania (2009), Togo (2004), Uganda (2012) and
Venezuela (2012).

= As of 15 June 2020, it is understood that 66 States Parties retain a total of 153,731 stockpiled anti-

personnel mines under Article 3 based on information provided in Article 7 reports submitted in
2020 or previously. This represents a decrease of over 8,000 mines compared to 2019.

M. Information provided on retained anti-personnel mines



Since the 6MSP in 2005, the opportunity has been given to States Parties to report additional information on
a voluntary basis as part of their Article 7 reports, on the actual use of anti-personnel mines retained for
permitted purposes and the results of such use as well as their plans for future use.

= |n 2020, most States Parties have provided some level of voluntary information on the use (present
and/or future) of retained anti-personnel mines.

In Action #16 of the Oslo Action Plan, States Parties that retain anti-personnel mines for reasons permitted
under Article 3 of the Convention committed to “annually review the number of mines retained to ensure
that they do not exceed the minimum number absolutely necessary for permitted purposes, and will destroy
all anti-personnel mines that exceed that number. The States Parties will report annually by 30 April on the
use of retained mines and on their destruction.”

=  While numbers of retained anti-personnel mines have decreased in the majority of States Parties,
there has been no reported use of anti-personnel mines retained for permitted purposes since 2014
in Bangladesh, Mauritania, Peru and Zimbabwe.

= |n 2020, Angola, Germany, Jordan, Slovakia, Sweden have reported no change in the number of anti-
personnel mines they retain under Article 3.

= |n 2020, three States Parties — the Gambia, Oman and Serbia — submitted an annual report but the
report did not contain information on anti-personnel mines retained under Article 3.

In addition, States Parties retaining anti-personnel mines under Article have committed in Action #17 of the
Oslo Action Plan to “explore available alternatives to using live anti-personnel mines for training and
research purposes where possible.”

= |n 2020, two States Parties — Irag and Sudan — indicated that they were currently exploring available
alternatives.
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Table 2: States Parties which have reported that they no longer retain anti-personnel mines for permitted
purposes

State Party 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020

Botswana ' ' | 1102 1102 0

Brazil?® 1204 364 0

Chile 2197 1192 0

Tajikistan 37 37 37
Key:

Number of mines reported retained in a particular year Numeric value

No report was submitted as required

No report was required N/A

tatus and information on it is transparency report (Article 7). At this stage landmines especially Ap-mines and the Ap- improvised nature are also
presented in Yemen in large numbers.

28 |n its reports submitted in 2006 and 2009, Brazil indicated that it intends to keep its Article 3 mines up to 2019.



