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Terminology
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Core Issue 1: Non-Intrusive Information
Collation and Analysis

ady being done to some extent.
urvey and documentation is vi

tion happens at thi




Survey Action Centre Multi-country Mission and Workshop

Core Issue 2: The Intrusive Information

Collation and Analysis

e countries have established intrusive
dures that lead to cancellation.

e established procedures:

Intly lowerec




Survey Action Centre Multi-country Mission and Workshop

Core Issue 3: The Ethical Issue

e may be paralysed by this issue to the
ent that: |

want to do the best for those who




Survey Action Centre Multi-country Mission and Workshop

Core Issue 4: the Legal Dimension

 This and the ethical issue overlap, but not
entirely.

e There is uncertainty over the legal

implications of an accident after land has
been cancelled.

 Problem has been largely overcome for
clearance through the creation of
international norms (e.g., IMAS).
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So What?

Non-intrusive information collation and
analysis broadly OK.

Intrusive information collation and analysis
needs more work.

Problem is land which locals still fear but for
which clearance is not technically justified.

Most national authorities seeking guidance on
the moral and legal issues.
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What Can Be Done?

e Need for an internationally recognised,
technically valid and transparent process
providing the best outcome for all interested
parties including the end user, the national
authorities and the donors.

e There are not unlimited funds so hard choices
have to be made.
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How Can This Be Achieved?
ALARP
Low As Reasonably Practicable
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ALARP
ALARP decision is a judgement call but:

iternationally recognised.
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What About The End Users?

e As those accepting the risk, end users should
be central to the process.

e Hopefully the process will be accepted and
SHAs cancelled. If not, possibly more
sampling to build confidence.

e Eventually the hard decision may be needed

to cease any further work (increased residual
liability?).
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What about the ethical and legal issues?

No one reasonably expects zero risk — we live
with it daily, often by choice.

That is accepted by Health & Safety
authorities.

The requirement is an accepted process (best
practice) to reduce risk that is technically
sound and transparent.

That is acceptable in most courts.
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What Next?

ed an ‘acceptable process’.

o document best practi




Survey Action Centre Multi-country Mission and Workshop




Survey Action Centre Multi-country Mission and Workshop

What is there to build on? (1)
Recognition of village reclaimed land.

Increasing willingness to go beyond
reclassification to cancellation of land.

Good national authority/IP co-operation on
non-intrusive cancellation and reclassification.

Emerging acceptance of liability by national
authorities.

Very positive community involvement in the
process.
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What is there to build on? (2)
ansparency.
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Challenges (1)
Definition of criteria (in IMAS or NMAS).

National institutional capacity to accept a risk-
based logic.

Finding the balance of responsibility between
national authority, IP and users.

Creating a justifiable, technically sound and
defensible process to allow authorities to
release land.
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Challenges (2)

Achieving global acceptance of the process in
Its correct context.

Harmonisation of process with Article 5.

How to extend the process without a mine
action mine action programme.

Legal and liability dimension poorly
understood and need clarification.

Terminology!
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Challenges (3)

e Need to consider specialised issues: UXO,
route verification etc.

e QA and QC critical part of process.

e Building global consensus to get on with the
process of an integrated and phased approach
to release through non-intrusive, intrusive
processes and clearance.
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