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Thank you for Giving me the floor,
Transparency and the availability of information are the essential foundation that enables States to undertake objective, rigorous risk assessments for arms transfers. Without reliable and up-to-date information flows, exporting States are unable to verify the likelihood that weapons will be used to commit serious violations or be diverted.
States are required to prevent any transfer when they know that the arms will be used to commit genocide or war crimes, an obligation that necessitates full transparency regarding the identity of the end user and the final destination, to avoid clandestine transactions.
These obligations are further complemented by the need for exporting States to assess whether the arms will contribute to undermining peace and security. For such a “substantive risk” determination to be made accurately, the provision of information by importing States and civil society is the only practical tool.
From a practical perspective, the Ukrainian case has faced real and complex challenges at the outset of the 2022 conflict. These included the difficulty of field-level tracking of the flow of small arms and light weapons in the absence of digital traceability mechanisms; historically entrenched structural corruption in the defence sector requiring ongoing reforms; and intelligence reporting warnings about the risk of diversion to black markets and organized crime.[footnoteRef:1][footnoteRef:2] [1:  ]  [2:  ] 

Nevertheless, the Ukrainian context provides a salient example of how information flows can be strengthened through oversight mechanisms by developing advanced digital tracking and joint monitoring systems. It also helps address concerns about leakage by making logistical data available to donors and monitors, reinforcing the understanding that transparency is a continuous oversight process that updates risk assessments based on field conduct.
To strengthen transparency in the implementation of the Arms Trade Treaty, Partners for Transparency proposes the following measures:
1. Establish a unified international digital system and an encrypted cloud database consolidating exporting States, importing States, and transit States. Such a system would function as a centralized mechanism for the real-time and secure exchange of shipment and logistics data, enabling near-instant auditing of export licences, shipping routes, and end-user certificates, thereby eliminating timing gaps and “blind spots” exploited by smuggling networks and covert operations.
2. Strengthen the role of defence committees in parliaments by ensuring review and scrutiny of major arms deals prior to approval, to verify alignment with international humanitarian standards. This should include the official and structured participation of independent civil society organizations, including the use of their field reports on violations as a key input for risk assessment under Article 7.
3. Create a single national coordination mechanism within each State, bringing together all relevant agencies, including Ministries of Defence and Foreign Affairs, intelligence services, customs authorities, and financial intelligence units, to enable the real-time electronic sharing and interconnection of arms licensing data and related movements.
4. Conclude mandatory information-sharing protocols among the agencies of exporting States, importing States, and transit States. These protocols would ensure that each stage of shipping is systematically recorded and documented, and that final destination verification is carried out. This operational integration would enhance “early warning” capacities and help dry up sources of suspicious and clandestine activity attempting to circumvent the obligations of the Arms Trade Treaty.
Thank you,

image1.jpg
Partners For Transparency
FITNNIPRE




