
natural part of their mandate to report casualties from these mines. and their location.

This was especially true in a post-conflict situation where the parties to the conflict

had resolved their differences and moved on to post-conflict reconstruction. Later in

the caxnpaign groups like Human Rights Watch produced excellent technical work

on the mines theinselves- who made them, how they, worked, etc. And for those

states reluctant to join, the security and military aspects of the issue took priority.

But for the most part it was a coalition forged on a humanitarian consensus, which

allowed humanitarian NGOs to play a major role. For small arms and light weapons

this situation is only in its infancy. As stated in the previous section, it will be

difficuit to stigmnatize any specific weapon per se which is the backbone of every

armed force in the world. Lt is their use in specific types of situations, by certain

groups, and particularly against civiliaxi targets, that must be deaIt with. These goals

will bc difficult to accomplish with a primary focus on a ban on a certain type of

weapon.

More importantly, many of the NOOs whicb have entered this field are veterans of

batties involving the arms trade, militai>' expenditures, and the other securit>' issues

which dominated the Cold War. This has several implications. First, these NGOs will

seldomn have links with the humanitarian NGOs so critical to focusing the world's
.. .-- -- ký..a lrn,- hv, tht--z- weanôns. Second, they will have a


