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Reporting under the Oslo Action Plan 

The Oslo Action Plan has three Actions concerning reporting: 

 These Actions emphasize the importance of high-quality information being provided in Article 7 
Reports in accordance with the Guide to Reporting, the fact that Article 7 is an extremely 
important measure to ensure compliance and asks the President to work with the relevant 
Committee in the event that a State does not report on progress in implementation of Article 3, 
4 or 5 in a two year period. 

 It also highlights the importance of Article 9 in ensuring compliance and requests those that 
have not done so urgently take all appropriate legal, administrative, and other measures to 
implement those obligations and report on the measures taken no later than by the 20MSP. 

Key priorities concerning reporting 

 In the case of national legislation, the percentage of States is very low. We invite States with 
outstanding obligations under Article 9 to please report on efforts in this regard. 

In the event that legislation is still not in place, we welcome updates on where States Parties 
are in the process.  

This is a group of 52 States and as legislation takes some time to enact it is important to move 
forward as soon as possible to complete implementation by the 20MSP deadline in the Oslo 
Action Plan.  

We welcome your engagement on this issue. 

Stockpile Destruction 

In terms of Stockpile destruction, the Oslo Action Plan emphasized the importance of reporting and 
transparency in the implementation of our commitments. 

In particular, it highlights the need to present time time-bound plans with clear milestones for the 
fulfilment of Article 4 and the importance of regularly inform States Parties on progress made and 
remaining challenges in implementation.  

This is increased in importance for those States that are in non-compliance with Article 4. 

Concerning Article 3, the Oslo Action Plan highlights the importance of , State retaining mines, reviewing 
the number of mines retained on an annual basis, ensure that they do not exceed the minimum number 
absolutely necessary for permitted purposes and destroy those mines that exceed this number.  

It also emphasized the importance of reporting on the use of retained mine in annual article 7 reports.  

The Oslo Action Plan also encourages States to explore available alternatives to using live anti-personnel 
mines for training and research purposes where possible 
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Key priorities concerning reporting 

For those States in the process of completing their stockpile destruction obligations under Article 4 it is 
crucial that we step up our efforts up.  

I would ask you to provide clear, timebound plans for implementation in your next Article 7 Report. I 
will be reaching out to each of you individually as well in the near future. 

For those States retaining mines, the percentage of States that are reporting is far too low. This group 
of states is significan, and we would like to hear more from you.  

We welcome information on your efforts to carry out annual reviews of the mines retained.  

We need to not only speak about the use of these mines but include information that clarifies why they 
are being retained or how they are being used. This is especially important for those States that retain 
the same amount of mines year after year. You may have a very good reason for this. We would like to 
know what these reasons are. 

Finally, we welcome information in your report on efforts to find alternatives to the use of lie anti-
personnel mines. As you can see, since the Oslo Review Conference no state has reported on successful 
implementing this action of the OAP. 

Cooperative Compliance 

 

Indicators 
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