
particular) included raising public awareness of the issue and participating in the actual

negotiation of an international convention. The later was a truly ground-breaking development.

What became to be called the Ottawa Process was characterised by:

1) a partnership between states and NGOs in the conduct of international diplomnacy.

2) a coalition of small and niedium-size like-minded states,

3) a willingness to operate outside the normal channels and fora.

Therefore, the Process suggests that non-hegemonic states and transnational social movements

can achieve diplomatic ends by working ini partnership. The Process essentially estabtished the

"basis for new mechanisins of horizontal accountability by bringing together like-minded states,

in partnership with NGOs, outside of traditional arms control fora."

According to Cameron, three tessons camne out of the Ottawa Process:

1) Partnership pays.
2) Coalitions of the tike mînded can tead.
3) Obsotete diplomatic fora can be subverted.

The last tesson brought to focus the rote of the United Nations systein as a forum for

negotiations as well as the retationshîp between NGOs and the UN. Should diplomatie initiatives

take place at the margins of the UN? Should the UN be democratised and access of NGOs to the

UN process facilitated? How should the transformation of the UN be effected? Despite the

criticism aimed at the tack of NGO accountabitity, they can prove invaluabte in the fotlowing

areas:
- raising awareness,
- bridging the knowtedge gap between international negotiators and real world conditions,

- pushing for accountability by public officiats.

The idiosyncrasies of the ban movement included:

1) The issue was unique.
2) Luck played a rote.
3) A big gamble paid off.


