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and light weapons to the Register. In general no changes were made to the Register
categories for major political reasons (that is, for every change that some agreed to, others
disagreed). But the 1994 review did address the role of anti-personnel landmines: "The
Group recognized the terrible suffering, injuries and deaths caused by the misuse of
antipersonnel mines, but felt that the Register was not the appropriate mechanism to deal

with this problem".*

Arguments for inclusion in the Register

There are some good reasons for the Register to expand to include this class of
weapon.

o There are cases of states exporting this class of weapon in large quantities to
regions of tension and conflict, the exact type of situation for which the Register was created.

¢ Furthermore, a significant percentage of the trafficking in these weapons is illicit.
One of the first steps in tackling illicit trade is to make the legitimate trade transparent.
e There is increasing evidence that better monitoring of the flow and visibility of
these weapons is possible and that such data could be used to provide early warning to those
in a position to prevent or ameliorate armed conflict using these weapons.*

e Given the systemic shift in the nature of conflict currently dominating the
international system, movement in the direction of making the trade in weapons actually
being used to kill people in armed conflict more transparent would add legitimacy to the
Register. Those States not participating because the Register is irrelevant to their security
situation would be more likely to participate.

Arguments against inclusion in the Register *

» This class of weapon is inherently more difficult for States to monitor. In the early
days one way that the Register gained credibility was to match its data with the public data
of the Stockholm Intemational Peace Research Institute (SIPRI). As it turned out the Register
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