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Foreword

Every year, the Flemish Peace Institute, as anpir#ent institute of the Flemish Parliament for
research on peace issues, publishes a report fatfiament about its activities. As establishethi
founding Act of the Peace Institute, these actsitinclude conducting scientific research, progdin
advice, documentation and information.

The present annual report portrays the developroérihe Peace Institute in 2011 based on an
overview of research results, advice notes, andramition and communications work. The first

chapters (1-4) present the substance of the Peatiule’s activities: research programmes, support
for the work of the Flemish Parliament, and thel@ation report of the Peace Institute's Scientific
Council. The second part of this annual report fftdra 5-7) provides an overview of the Institute’s

most significant organizational developments.



Arms Trade and Arms Production

The Peace Institute examines legislation and patiogcerning the international arms trade and
monitors the facts and figures concerning armsymtion and arms trade in Flanders.

Since 2003, the regions have been responsiblelgiude for imports, exports and transit of strategic
goods. This means that Flanders implements its @mtrol policy for the foreign trade in military
equipment, firearms and dual-use items. Militaryipment comprises arms or parts of arms that are
used in a military context. Firearms make up a igh@ategory: not only the armed forces and the
police, but also civilians can buy, own and userthBual-use items are not developed specificalty fo
military purposes but may nevertheless have aanyliapplication.

Belgium has its own legislation for foreign tradetihese goods. Increasingly, however, regulation is
taking on a European and international characteat Ts why the Peace Institute closely monitors
regional (European) as well as international ledjish.

Besides legislation, the Peace Institute also rmonihe facts and figures concerning trade in amifit
equipment, firearms and dual-use items, with aqaar focus on the end-use of these products.

Details about publications, networking and actegtiwithin this research programme can be found in
the second part of this annual report. The follgvsections explain the aim and content of the
Institute’s research activities under each relategect.

11 Military egquipment
1.1.1  Annual report on the Flemish foreign arms trade

The Flemish Peace Institute continually monitoeslibences for import, export and transit of mijta
equipment that are issued and denied by the Fleaniiorities. Each spring, the Institute publisties
annual report with figures, analyses and interfimtaof developments in the Flemish foreign arms
trade. The annual report "Flemish foreign armserad10" was presented in the Flemish Parliament
on 30 March 2011.

Imports

In 2010, the Flemish authorities issued a totafi4 import licences for military equipment with a
combined value of 18.9 million euro. In 2010, thEue of licensed arms imports was significantly
lower than in previous years. Imports of militagticles and vehicle components in 2010 accounted
for 55% of the value of licensed imports in Flarsdérhese vehicles and components were intended
for the Flemish defence industry. The level of impaf this equipment mainly accounted for the
decline in arms imports: the involvement of sevdflmish companies in contracts between the
Belgian armed forces and major foreign defence @m@s for the supply of new military vehicles
was coming to an end.

Approximately 90% of all applications for licencés arms imports related to firearms and their
accessories. These items thus represented 37%eofatue of licensed arms imports in 2010.
Primarily dealers and private individuals importbdse arms.

Between 2005 and 2009 the value of licensed immdrigsearms rose sharply in Flanders. In 2010 a
marked decline occurred, as the factors accourftinghe previous increase were of a temporary
nature.



Exports

In 2010 the Flemish authorities issued 330 armsixicences with a combined value of 320.5
million euro. This represented a 13.5% increasepawed with 2009, or a doubling of Flemish arms
exports over a five-year period. This sharp inceesas not due to a fundamental change in the nature
of the defence-related industry in Flanders. THatikely small group of Flemish companies that
specialize in the defence market has been perfgrmiall in recent years and took part more
frequently in military projects.

The three most important defence-related Flemigloproducts were visualisation screens, military
electronic equipment, and (components of) militeghicles. In 2010, export licences were also issued
for exports of equipment for military training, @aft components, imaging equipment, technology
and a number of other defence products.

Flemish arms exports were destined for recipienmntées worldwide, but mainly for the defence-
related industry in Europe (60%) and the UnitedeSt#28%). Asia was the recipient region for 12%
of all licensed arms exports from Flanders.

A resolution was adopted by the Flemish ParlianreMarch 2011 in which the Flemish Government
was asked to treat arms exports to the Middle BadtNorthern Africa with the utmost caution. A
total of 38 licences were issued in 2010 for whicé last reported user was situated in the Middle
East or North Africa. These two regions accounted0.6 million euro, or nearly 10% of all Flemish
licensed arms exports, with exports to the UnitedbAEmirates, Turkey, Bahrain, Oman, Egypt,
Saudi Arabia and Iraqg.

Two-thirds of licences for Flemish arms exports tige (defence-related) industry as the last regort
user. This has important implications for Flemisimnsexports control policy, as there is a real ckan
that Flemish military equipment will be re-exportegthe foreign industry in recipient countrieseaft

its incorporation into larger weapons systems. Uilienate end-user of these weapons systems (and
hence also of the Flemish products incorporatethém) is thus not known during the Flemish
licensing procedure, and consequently not includeid

Transit
In 2010 the Flemish authorities issued 18 trams#nices with a combined value of 75.8 million euro.

The number of transit licences issued in Flandersecent years has been remarkably low. 2010
confirmed this trend: the Flemish authorities isbtlee second fewest transit licences since 1999.

For more information see:

Flemish Foreign Arms Trade 2010
Author: Nils Duquet
Brussels, 30 March 2011 - ISBN 9789078864417, 78 p.

1.1.2 Investigation into the end-use of Flemish militaguipment

In a 2011 research project, the Peace Instituteiged an answer to two questions that have been
asked repeatedly in recent years in the FlemishaRent and in the social debate on arms exports:
"Where does exported Flemish military equipmenimdtely end up?" and "For what is this
equipment used?". The specific nature of the defealated industry in Flanders makes it difficalt t
obtain a view of the actual end-use of exporteanidl defence items. Flemish licensed arms exports



are carried out by a relatively small group of highh companies (often mainly targeted at theiaivil
market) and consists primarily of components irdegnt into larger weapons systems by foreign
companies. In recent years, 90-95% of licensed iBlearms exports have been destined initially for
foreign companies (mainly in Europe and the Unifdtes). By way of these companies, Flemish
items end up in the hands of armed forces arourdetitire world. An analysis of the Flemish
Government's reports reveals that the ultimate umed-is usually not known during the Flemish
licensing procedure and this information is therefaot included in the licensing decision.

Based on an analysis of governmental reports, erigéen of the Flemish defence-related industry,
and 15 specific case studies, the research prigiethe first time sketched a representative imaige

the end-use of military equipment exported frormBEkrs between 2006 and 2010. These case studies
indicate a wide diversity of end-use of Flemishemef items. The Peace Institute came to the
conclusion that exports of Flemish defence itemmmifa small but significant part of the global arms
trade. These items are inextricably linked to dohéiituations in various ways.

1. Flemish defence items are included in all softsveapons systems that find their end-use in
ground-force, naval or airborne military applicaso A number of exports are related to ground
vehicles and vehicle components. They often invaemponents of caterpillar tracks for military
vehicles, but other components (such as, for igstdiire control systems or screens) are also ¢sgor
with a view toward integration in all manner of itaty vehicles. Exports of entire vehicles occugsle
often. Further, a number of Flemish defence itemrsground operations are not integrated into
vehicles but used directly by soldiers - for exammirotective garments. Flemish items also find an
end-use in military airborne operations. Thesenaaely items exported by companies specializing in
the production of specific aircraft components,duation of radar and communications equipment,
maintenance of aircraft motors, or production afugilisation screens. These items have their end-use
in various types of airborne vehicles (includingntxat, transport, surveillance and training airgraft
and various types of helicopters (including comdnad multi-role helicopters). Additionally, various
Flemish defence items also have an end-use inanyilinarine applications. In general this applies to
exports of visualisation screens and radar equiprtteat have their end-use in various types of
military vessels including submarines, destroyes @atrol ships. Flemish defence items are alsd use
for educating and training soldiers — primarilynaiation equipment.

2. Flemish defence items almost always have armeg$ as their end-user and find their end-use in a
wide variety of countries. After their integrationo larger weapons systems, these items are ge lar
part destined for end-use by the armed forces oMEhber States, also including the Belgian Army,
but they are also used by the armed forces okr gifa - the United States, Saudi Arabia, the dthit
Arab Emirates, India, the Philippines and poss#i$p Iraqg.

3. Defence products exported from Flanders areachetized not only by the diversity of countries of
end-use, but also by the wide variety of specifilitany applications. The end-use of these items is
some instances almost purely defensive, while rerotases a distinctly offensive end-use can be
determined. Moreover, Flemish components are alsegiated in weapons systems that support
military operations in other ways, for instancerbyar surveillance or logistical support, or tha a
used for law enforcement. We can further conclb@¢ in several cases, items were also used for very
different applications, for instance in operatitaigeted against piracy at sea or against illegdktin
narcotics.

4. Arms systems with Flemish components were adgal un recent conflict situations. Various case
studies from the report refer to the end-use ofmlEbk defence items in military operations in
Afghanistan (for example, Tiger helicopters andRhench Army's E-3F aircraft, and CV90 armoured
vehicles and fragment protection vests from theifharmy) and in Libya (for example, British
Army Typhoon combat aircraft, French Army Tigeribepters and E-3F aircraft, and converted Ohio
submarines from the US armed forces.



It is the companies' responsibility to know theroétte end-use of their items, so far as possibiés, T
however, is not always self-evident. Participatinrserial production of (new or already existing)
weapons systems, Indefinite Delivery/Indefinite @ity contracts, and deliveries to the parent
company constitute significant challenges.

In order to allow reliable monitoring of the endeusf Flemish defence items, the Peace Institute
concluded that the Flemish Government needs tougage the companies concerned to ask their
customer about the end-use of items as systemgataslpossible. A number of Flemish component
suppliers have an internal policy whereby they aysttically ask their customers about this: an
important corollary is that implementing such aippls not a matter of course for every company.

This investigation has in fact shown that, despite difficulties outlined above, there are real
possibilities for the authorities to gain greatesight into the eventual end-use of Flemish defence
items than is currently the case. For reliable nooimg of end-use it is of utmost importance threg t
Flemish authorities not only take this task of mnfation exchange seriously by completing the
required information-sharing as thoroughly as gaesbut also make sufficient resources availadle t
carry out information exchange and control of esd-tefficiently. Finally, the Peace Institute
concluded that not only is it becoming harder fog twthorities to follow up on the end-use of the
trade flows it has licensed, but parliamentary sigdt of the role of end-use in the arms exporicyol
will also become significantly more difficult folding implementation of the European Directive with
regard to intra-Community trade and the new FlerAishs Trade Act. The challenge will be to report
as transparently as possible about licences isgnddr the new licensing system being introduced.
This should help enable the Flemish Parliamenoliow-up on and monitor the licensing policy, and
in particular the end-use of military equipment mad Flanders.

For more information see;:

Made in Flanders: the end-use of Flemish militaguipment
Author: Nils Duquet
Brussels, 13 December 2011 - ISBN 97890788644 ™ pl5

1.1.3  The European defence market and control of arndetra

In 2010, the Peace Institute kept close watch aofgan developments with regard to arms trade and
arms production. Initiatives at the European léhale, indeed, important consequences for Flemish
arms trade policy and for the Flemish defence itrgug-ollow-up at the European level focuses in
particular on the implementation in a new Flemigimé Trade Act of the European Directive from
2009 on intra-Community trade in arms and militaquipment.

Additionally, in 2011 an extensive report was psidid on the European defence market conference
that the Peace Institute had organized during #gi& EU Presidency. This event enquired into the

delicate balance between security-related objestied economic ambitions in the arms trade sector.
The discussion of arms trade and the European ckefearket threw up some apparent issues about
underlying political choices that will shape thdéura of the EU as a global actor.

For more information see;:

The EU Defence Market: balancing effectiveness responsibility
Authors: Alyson JK Bailes & Sara Depauw (eds.)
Brussels, 15 September - ISBN 9789078864455, 92 p.




1.1.4  Dutch-language summary of the SIPRI Yearbook 2011

The Stockholm International Peace Research Instifearbook $IPRI Yearbookcontains original
data from numerous fields such as global militagpenditure, international arms trade, arms
production, the nuclear powers, major armed casfimd multilateral peace operations, together with
the most recent analyses of important aspectsmo$ aontrol, peace and international security. The
Yearbook is a collaborative effort among SIPRI agskers and external experts.

The SIPRI Yearbook was first published in 1969 @0d1 saw its 42nd edition. Since 2005, the
Flemish Peace Institute has undertaken the Dusttsiation and publication of a summary version of
this Yearbook.

The 2011 edition of the SIPRI Yearbook particulddgtured the topics of corruption and arms trade,
natural resources and armed conflicts, and thédragnsensus for peace operations.

For more information see;:

SIPRI Yearbook 2011 - Summary in Dutch by the ElerReace Institute
Brussels, 22 September 2011 - 24 p.




1.2 Firearms

In its annual report on Flemish foreign arms tr&ade@008, the Peace Institute noted a significant
increase in the value of licensed imports of sraaths and light weapons and related equipment in
Flanders. Between 2005 and 2008 the value of lesmsports of these items rose from 5.4 to 13.4
million euro. Imports of ammunition also increagidmatically: from 1.7 million euro in 2005 to 9.1
million euro in 2008. Licensed imports of riflegvolvers, and similar small arms and light weapons
in 2008 doubled compared with imports in 2005.

These research findings resulted in a number oftepres and a debate in the Flemish Parliament, and
in 2009 the Peace Institute launched a researghgpraimed at supplementing and more thoroughly
analysing the relevant data, and illuminating #ngal and social context. Despite much lively debate
about firearms and over legislation on the mattaate has often been a remarkable dearth of obgecti
data or analyses providing a full picture of theuation. Through its research, the Flemish Peace
Institute has been able to fill that gap by illuating a broad range of aspects of the trade, peisses
and use of firearms.

On 15 March 2011, the Peace Institute presentedbdib& ‘Vuurwapens: handel, bezit en gebruik’
(Firearms: Trafficking, Possession and Use - phblisby Acco) to the Flemish Parliament. This book
is a definitive work providing an overview of trafking, possession and use of firearms in Belgium.
The analyses for this study were based not onlgroextensive study of the literature on the subject
but also on new data gleaned from the most re¢anstics. Further, the Institute conducted a uaiqu
survey for the project amongst all stakeholders addressed a questionnaire to more than 1,000
citizens. This study has, for the first time in @iaim, presented a comprehensive view of all agwit
involving firearms; evaluated the Weapons Act; stigated the social background, and explored the
correlation of firearms possession with mortalayes.

The Belgian Weapons Act

Until 2006, possession of firearms in Belgium wagulated under the 1933 Weapons Act. This was a
less than strict regulation: a licence was onlymegl for a limited category of weapons of war, khi
the rest were freely available to adults. For insga the latter could simply buy a hunting rifle or
revolver by showing their identity card. This regfidbn came under pressure in the 1980s, among
other reasons because of the violent acts of tlpeINGang and the CCC (Cellules Communistes
Combattantes). The European Union also demandéctestregulations. Step by step, the old
Weapons Act was modified in such a way that it bec@omplex and incoherent. In the early 2000s
an entirely new Weapons Act was introduced onto pbétical agenda. The government and
parliament worked on it, but political opinions aba new Weapons Act were extremely divided and
consultations with the relevant stakeholders prdedae heavy going.

On 11 May 2006, Belgium was shaken by the murdeatiagks by Hans Van Temsche in Antwerp.
Two people lost their lives, including a two-yedd ohild. Van Temsche committed his crimes with a
freely accessible hunting rifle that he had pureldasarlier that day. These events acted like an
‘electric shock': approval of a new Weapons Adbfeéd soon thereafter. On 9 June 2006, a new Act
was published in the Belgian Official Journal, attucing a stricter control regime. The introduction
of the new Weapons Act took place so quickly thatbjems with its practical implementation, and
heavy resistance from certain interest groups, \wexeitable. In order to solve various problems, a
number of points in the Weapons Act were adjusteZl008. These adjustments, together with major
efforts by the authorities to put the Act into gree, have ensured that the Belgian Weapons Act is
currently stable and generates few protests.

The most fundamental question when formulating aapdes Act is: may private citizens possess a
firearm? A first option is to entirely forbid posséon of firearms. A second option is to allow



everyone to possess a firearm. A third possihilitgllowing firearm possession for certain indivatii
under certain conditions. The pre-2006 Belgian VdeapAct chose the second option: firearms
possession was in practice virtually unrestricfBoe new Belgian Weapons Act opted for the third
option: only those who have a 'legal reason' may avirearm.

This Belgian Weapons Act establishes three categoaf firearms: forbidden firearms, freely
available firearms and firearms requiring a licenerbidden firearms are firearms that cannot be
owned under any circumstances, such as automatwgiguns with a silencer or guns with a sawn-
off barrel. Freely available firearms are firearthat everyone can possess without a licence, for
instance, firearms that have been made definitivebperable or antique guns with a historical,
folkloric or decorative value (HFD firearms). Ammnition for these firearms may not be currently
available. Firearms requiring a licence are allsthdirearms that are neither forbidden nor freely
accessible. In order to possess and use thesenécessary to request a licence and satisfy \&ariou
preconditions. A person must above all have al'legeson’ to possess that firearm. Firearms ragiri

a licence are, for instance, hunting rifles, pstahd carbines. The former Belgian Weapons Act
assumed that all firearms that were not on thefivrbidden firearms were freely available. Theawn
Act reverses this logic: all firearms not listedanrg the forbidden or freely available firearms now
require a licence.

The Belgian Weapons Act establishes many precamditfor eligibility for a licence to possess a
firearm: one must be of age, have no criminal rcao previous history of psychiatric problems,
have a theoretical test diploma, a medical cedtificand a 'legal reason'. Belgians can only olatain
firearms licence for: hunting, target shooting, gicdng a high-risk occupation, gun collecting, or
participation in historical or folkloric activitieShe Weapons Act also provides for the possibaity
'passive firearms possession’, whereby - for irtanheirs who inherit a legal firearm may keep tha
firearm on condition that they only retain possassif the firearm itself and not the ammunition for
it.

Five years after the new Weapons Act, it appeanms fa survey of all stakeholders (administrations,
police, hunters, marksmen, etc.) and from a suofely000 Belgians that the balance-sheet of the new
Weapons Act is positive. The clear legal framewavkereby people can only possess a firearm if
they have a legal reason, enjoys wide support (@b%e population). Only a small minority wishes
to return to a more flexible system (9%) or woulke lto see a complete ban on possession of firearms
(16%). Furthermore, in recent years there have lieeer fatalities as a result of firearms. The
number of suicides by means of a firearm in théope2006-2008 has declined by more than a third in
comparison to the period 2000-2005.

While the balance is generally positive, there sti# a number of problems with the current
regulations, the most significant relating to histal, folkloric and decorative firearms ('HFD

firearms'). Under the new Weapons Act, these didrsely obtainable: no licence is needed to own
these firearms. Which firearms belong to the HFER@ary is determined in a list, which is currently
guite extensive: it includes types of widely avlidafirearms that are not really rare or historical
While it is forbidden to own the ammunition for feefirearms, sometimes it is still easily found,
potentially creating a loophole in the Weapons Actrthermore, Belgian regulation in this regard is
not consistent with the European Firearms Directive

Facts and figures about firearms in Belgium

It is often said that there are 1.5 to 2 millioreéirms in our society. It is not clear where tlineate
comes from and on what it is based. It is virtuathpossible to make a well-founded estimate of
private firearm possession in Belgium. There isemtanty regarding the scope of the possession of
legal as well as illegal firearms.

There is no registration requirement for freelyamwable firearms, mainly antique guns for which no
licence is necessary, and thus nobody knows howy rohthese types of firearms are in circulation.



The number of firearms requiring a licence, fotamse for hunting or marksmanship, is in principle
kept track of in the Central Weapons Registry (CWRj)atabase of the federal authorities. The CWR,
however, is not always entirely reliable: firearax®@ sometimes registered late, erroneously ortnhot a
all. Still, the CWR is a unique tool with potential develop into an important source of information
about legal and illegal possession of firearms.r@teage approximately 410,000 people registered in
the CFR as currently owning a firearm, which repngés 4% of the Belgian population. Collectively
they own approximately 740,000 registered firearBesed upon successive surveys, we also know
that the possession of firearms has sharply detlimeBelgium in the last decade. In 1989, 17% of
families claimed to own a firearm; in 2010 thatufig was 5%. In a European perspective, Belgium is
around average when it comes to firearm ownership.

Who owns these guns? Traditionally, hunting is ofilhe most significant activities for which prieat
individuals use firearms. Approximately 12,000 hogtpermits are issued in the Flemish region
annually; more than 17,000 are issued in the Wall@gion. A hunter has on average around four
registered firearms. Marksmen may also own and aiggun. In order to practise their hobby,
marksmen must be members of a shooting club, wikidh turn a member of a recognized shooting
sports federation. There are more than 27,000 mmaksn Flanders with a marksmen's licence. Some
marksmen do not shoot with firearms for which atice is required, but with freely obtainable
airguns. Finally, there are also the collectorsréhare an estimated 900 recognized gun colleittors
Belgium. A recognized gun collector owns on avera§eegistered firearms. These must fit within a
theme, for instance: the same manufacturer, acpéaticonflict or a historical period.

Private individuals can go to recognized gun deai@purchase firearms. At present, in Belgiumeher
are approximately 180 retailers trading in weapam&l ammunitions. Most businesses focus
exclusively on a particular market sector, suchwaging or marksmanship.

Dealers obtain a large proportion of the weapoasttiey sell in Belgium from abroad. The necessary
import licences must be requested from the competetiorities for imports of these weapons. In
Flanders this means the Strategic Goods Monitddnig. The value of licensed imports of firearms
has increased sharply in recent years: from 1.Bomieuro in 2005 to 3.4 million euro in 2009. This
increase can partly be explained by a rising demimdfirearms from the police services, in
connection with a drive to harmonize the serviceapams of the various Belgian police districts.
Another partial explanation for the rise is thewgray import of historical, folkloric and decorative
firearms. These so-called HFD weapons are freetgindble and can simply be sold by dealers to
private individuals without a licence. Due to arsiigant expansion of the list of HFD weapons in
2007, the demand for these weapons has risen gha&phumber of dealers reacted to this by
purchasing HFD weapons abroad on a large scalelar to then sell them in Belgium to Belgian and
foreign individuals.

For more information see:

Vuurwapens: handel, bezit en gebruik (Firearmstfitking, possession and use)
Authors: Nils Duquet & Maarten Van Alstein
Acco Publishers, Leuven, 15 March 2011 - ISBN 9738184919, 243 p.




13 Dual-use items
1.3.1  Annual report on the Flemish foreign trade in dugk items

Together with licensed trade in military equipmehe Flemish Peace Institute also monitors licences
issued and denied by the Flemish authorities fqoiis, exports and transit of dual-use items. Every
spring, the Institute publishes an annual reporth wstatistics, analyses and interpretation of

developments in trade from and to Flanders. On ¥ 011, the annual report "Flemish foreign

trade in dual-use items 2010" was published anideteld to the Flemish Parliament’'s Committee for

Foreign Policy, European Affairs and InternatioBabperation.

Dual-use items are items that are not developecifagadly for military purposes, but can nonethales
have a military application. Exports of these dusd items are governed by Regulation (EC)
428/2009, which is directly applicable throughotie tEuropean Union. There is an important
distinction between the transfer of dual-use itanthin the EU, exports of these products to ‘frignd
countries, and exports to ‘other’ countries.

Intra-Community transfer

With the exception of a number of nuclear-relatechs, no licence is required for the transfer afldu
use items to other EU Member States. The totabswaransfers of dual-use items from Flanders thus
cannot be estimated on the basis of the licensegds In 2010, Flanders issued 16 individual liesnc
for the transfer of nuclear materials (CATO) toe®\EU Member States. They mainly concerned the
transfer of special fissile materials.

Exports to ‘friendly’ countries

For exports to seven ‘friendly’ countries (AustaaliCanada, Japan, New Zealand, Norway,
Switzerland, and the United States), a Communityega export licence applies for most dual-use
items, which in practice means that no furthemeapplications need be made in EU Member States
for this trade. This means that here also, we aable to estimate the overall scale of dual-use/sp

to ‘friendly’ countries. For the products for whiehspecific licence is required, 20 individual hices

and one global licence were applied for in 2010sMicence applications related to exports of rarcle
materials (CATO), but some were also submittedsfmrcial materials (CAT1).

Exports to ‘other’ countries

Flanders issued 87 individual licences and 51 dlbtances in 2010 for exports to ‘other’ countries
outside the EU.

The individual licences related to a specific teat®n, in particular to cases where a businessaslan
to export specific licensable products to one dtirecipient in one specified country. Electranic
(CAT3) and special materials and related equiprf@AT1) represented respectively half and a third
of the value of individually licensed exports ofathuise items in Flanders in 2010. Further, indigidu
licences were also issued for exports of products ifformation security (CATS5), materials
processing (CAT?2), sensors and lasers (CAT6), anctaterials (CATO0) and receiving equipment for
Global Navigation Satellite Systems (CAT7). Theatotalue of individual licences issued was 42.7
million euro. This is a significant decline relaito previous years, mainly because applications fo
exports of special materials and related equipr(@Af 1) were increasingly made for global licences
instead of individual licences.

Global licences are not issued for a specifiedviddal transaction, but allow a Flemish exporter to
export a number of pre-specified items to all cdestincluded in the licence, within the value loé t



licence. The combined value of global licences adsin 2010 amounted to 429.3 million euro.
However, since Flemish businesses apply for glibbahces to export their products to a broad range
of potential clients, we know that this definitedyerestimates the value of actual exports of these
products under global licence. While global licencgsued in 2010 for exports to ‘other’ countries
listed 9.3 recipient countries on average, apprakéty half of these global licences had only one
recipient country. Most global licences are issded exports of special materials and related
equipment (CAT1), but many licences were also @30e2010 for products for information security
(CATD). A restriction was imposed on end-users urddeglobal licences in total.

In order to avoid undesirable end-use, such adelielopment of weapons of mass destruction, as far
as possible, the dual-use regulation includescheat clause enabling exports of ‘free’ productde
made subject to licensing obligation. In 2010, Bkemish authorities issued six individual licences
with a combined value of 5.2 million euro on theibaof this catch-all clause.

In 2010, the Flemish authorities denied a totahiok applications for an export licence for duad-us
items. This was more than in previous years.

For more information see:

Flemish foreign trade in dual-use items 2010
Author: Nils Duquet
Brussels, 31 May 2011 - ISBN 9789078864424

1.3.2 Investigation into the legal framework for tradedunal-use items

In 2011, together with facts and figures, the Péasttute also published a comprehensive anabfsis
the existing legal framework for trade in dual-iteens.

As mentioned above, dual-use items are civiliamdpets which can be used in their entirety or irt par
in military applications (for conventional militarpurposes as well as for weapons of mass
destruction). As a result dual-use items are atswidered as strategic goods, trade in which maist b
controlled by the authorities under internatiorgde@ments. The trade in dual-use items, unlikeithat
military products, is subjected to the Europeanddis Community legislation as part of the common
trade policy. This trade is governed by Council itation (EC) 428/2009 for the control of exports,
transfer, brokering and transit of dual-use itewtsich is directly applicable in all EU Member State

In Belgium, however, the regional authorities aesponsible for implementing this policy, and the
Flemish Government still needs to take a numbampiementing measures for this purpose. In its
research, the Peace Institute provided an overuoiethie applicable legislation for (foreign) trade i
dual-use items, the division of competences, cbpulicy as it is presently organized in Flandensgl

the implementing measures that the Flemish autesritill must or may take to ensure correct
application of the regulation. Given that the lelasis for the current control measures and sargctio
relating to dual-use items is the federal Act of Sdptember 1962 governing imports, exports and
transit of such products, and that all implementimgasures are currently reflected in administrative
procedures, our research concluded that thereasoneto create a Flemish Act or implementing
decrees also for trade in dual-use items, which ldvaenshrine (at least) the most essential
implementing measures.

For more information see:

The legal framework for the control on trade in Huae items in Flanders
Author: Sara Depauw
Brussels - 25/05/2011 - ISBN 9789078864448, 40 p.




Peace and Society

Since violence is a manifest problem for socieiyypdy stopping or preventing it is an obvious first
step in the right direction; but dealing with cact® demands much more, namely addressing the
underlying factors as well.

In its Peace and Society Programme, the Peacéubestocuses on potential sources of violence and
looks for their likely causes. Further, the IndBtexamines social processes that are conducive to
conditions for peace, at local and at internatideskl. This research takes its starting point from
specific problems or from striking observationsttreguire further analysis. What role does violence
play in the lives of young people? How do peoplal @gth the commemoration and the remembrance
of conflicts? And what is the impact of democratatitical structures on peace?

As the meaning of peace depends on the sociatjgablieconomic, and cultural context in which the
concept is used, continual reflection is needetherconcepts and definitions employed; and attentio
is always paid to this during the Institute’s rasha

Details of publications, networking and activitieghin this programme can be found in the second
part of this annual report. The following secti@xplain the aim and content of the research aietsvit
under each related project.

2.1 Peace education

Within the Peace Institute’s research programmé®eace and Society, a research project on peace
education has been ongoing since 2007. In it, thac® Institute examines what exactly peace
education entails and how it is implemented in fica¢inter alia in our educational system. Thedéea
Institute accordingly seeks insights into peacecation in general and the form it takes in Flandiers
particular.

In an earlier phase, a survey was carried out icigarecent peace education initiatives in the
education sector. Further research was undertakieiclude a conceptual dimension and an inventory
of the existing range of peace education initisive Flanders. The research looked at the actual or
potential content of the idea of peace educatiomj at the means of implementation, the
characteristics, and the sub-categories attachad fdhis analysis resulted in a set of parameters
defining peace education, which is being used tp ma the range of peace education initiatives on
offer in Flanders.

The Peace Institute further pursued this researcB0il1, inter alia through continuous updating,
dissemination, and the promotion of a web portalualpeace-educational projects for the Flemish
educational system.

For more information see;:

The Peace Education database is accessible at viaamegvredesinstituut.eu/vredesopvoeding|(in
Dutch)




2.2 Commemoration and remembrance

In 2010, the Peace Institute started a new reseamagject on the topic of commemoration and
remembrance. War and political violence can cawesp difts and schisms in societies and among
states. In the aftermath of violent conflicts, stieis have to find a place for these painful, tratien
events in their collective memory, inter alia iretform of commemorations. History shows that
commemoration can take place in various ways. Hestlly speaking, such reminders have often
contributed to keeping social and inter-state c¢ctsfl and tensions alive. At the same time,
commemorations can also provide an incentive aintukis for movements to prevent and ban wars
and violent conflicts, based on the experience dahd memory of appalling violence.
Commemorations and collective memory then conteliatunderpinning the practice of peace, and,
by recognising mutual suffering, to bringing aboetonciliation. The Peace Institute investigatesl th
role of commemoration and remembrance in genertdl,atso focused on current commemoration
practicesinter aliain the run-up to the commemoration of the Centgnéthe First World War.

An earlier analysis by the Peace Institute of tradal commemorative practices and of literature
devoted to commemoration and remembrance has, leoywdrawn attention to a need to think about
the contemporary meaning and relevance of thesecaamemorative events, particularly in the
context of the commemoration of the Centenary efRist World War. A research project concerning
this resulted in the 2011 report, "The Great WamBmbered: Commemoration and Peace in Flanders
Fields".

The Flemish authorities have in fact made it onehef objectives of their project for the WWI
Centenary in 2014-2018 that the commemorationsldremnvey a message of peace. The Institute’s
research project explored how this objective caradld@eved. It did so, firstly, by investigating the
conditions under which peace-oriented war commetiooracan be normatively and historically
justified. Secondly, based on a survey of stakehreldand active experts, it examined how
contemporary commemorations can be linked to tbe af peace in practice.

Historical perspective

A historical perspective on the commemoration ef first World War teaches us that there is a long
and many-sided tradition of peace-oriented war cemaoration. This has been propagated both by
local actors and peace movements and by authooitiadifferent levels. At the same time, an initial
historical review reveals a complex diversity ofrsbemoration traditions that invoke history in their
various ways. Consequently, peace-oriented formsonfmemoration are less self-evident than they
may seem at first glance. The question arisesinBiance, how peace-oriented war commemoration
should relate to commemorative practices that spme@ssages other than the idea of peace. There is
also an issue about the relationship between mearahhistory.

A critical analysis of commemoration, history arehpe

In its research, the Peace Institute sought outtitieal conditions under which peace-oriented war
commemoration can be normatively and historical$tified.

First of all, it examined how war commemorationattivant to spread the idea of peace can relate to
commemorative traditions that seek to assign &mifft meaning to the past. Here it became clear tha
peace-oriented war commemoration should not onyep a message of peace, but should also strive
for a peaceful culture of remembrance. This implied the diversity in war commemoration should
be acknowledged and that other forms of remembrsingeld be approached through open dialogue.

Secondly, the area of tension between history @miembrance — or between historiography and
public memory — was examined more closely, and samticisms by historians regarding



contemporary remembrance practices were discudsedddress this criticism, a distinction was
made between two ‘remembrance logics’. The firgidstarts from a current objective and appeals to
the past as a means to achieve that objectives@t@nd logic, on the other hand, starts from tis¢ pa
itself and assumes that the diverse stories tledaiotnt about the war create an awareness of thiersor
of war as well as of the value of peace. The Péastitute’s study concluded that the second logic
offers better guarantees of avoiding the risk afndateral, anachronistic and possibly manipulative
approach to history.

Peace-oriented war commemoration in practice

A survey was used in order to draw on the expedissakeholders and practitioners concerning war
commemoration, heritage, remembrance tourism, réareamae education and so forth. Two methods
for linking war commemoration to the idea of peaoceerged from the survey. An explicit approach

opts for formulating the message of peace expresslyinstance on information panels and in

brochures. An implicit approach, which was représgmost strongly in the survey, lets the idea of
peace grow from the bottom up by telling storiesulregular soldiers, citizens and children who
experienced the destructive impact of the war @ir ttiaily lives.

The Peace Institute commended the second appraactthe understanding that the historical
framework and the structural mechanisms and dyreamaking war possible should not be neglected.
Other conclusions were as follows:

>> The international dimension of the commemorapooject provides the ideal context in which to
look for a balance between the transmission of ssage of peace, and the recognition of the diyersit
of remembrance traditions. This is an exerciseifothacy which could in itself be a symbol for a
peace-oriented approach to commemoration.

>> The architectural heritage of the war (cemesgrimemorials and landscapes) will play an

important role in the commemoration project. Thixitage originated from a specific historical

context. Peace-oriented war commemoration musteotsime historical meaning of heritage. On

information panels, in brochures and during guitteds, visitors can by all means be encouraged to
reflect critically on war and peace.

>> During the 2014-2018 commemoration period, rebmamce events will be set up at the local as
well as international levels. Cultural war heritag# play a significant role in this. One of thepects
emphasized in the survey is the importance of fipestbries of soldiers and citizens, as well aamf
and culture. As concerns formal remembrance cerEsptwo options emerged from the survey. One
group of respondents argued in favour of the refofnthese ceremonies so that they can reach a
broader audience. Another group advocated the ioleanaintaining these classic forms of
commemoration out of respect for the groups wheetieaditionally played a role in those ceremonies.
This does not exclude a certain measure of renematondition that one always looks for a balance
between old and new.

>> Remembrance tourism offers possibilities forveying a message of peace, but as an economic
activity it also involves risks, for instance wharcommercial logic determines which stories ard tol
about the past. Some respondents were very crittoalit remembrance tourism, while others tried to
find a balance between the characteristics of sauand those of remembrance. There was unanimity,
however, on the point that tourism should alwayy pdtention to the ethical framework of
remembrance. This concern is reflected in the qanteurism+’, which has been proposed by the
authorities with a view to the expected increas®imism in the context of the Centenary.

>> Education is an important component in the rebramce project. The intention is to set up all
kinds of remembrance and peace educational projectall levels and forms of education on the
occasion of the Centenary of the First World War.the survey, respondents underlined the
importance of active types of projects, such ahamge programmes, site visits and creative tasks in



which new media are used, as well as telling stotfi@t fit in with young people’'s worlds. When
setting up educational projects it is importantt thiention be given to finding a balance between
knowledge and experience.

The study concluded that the authorities can coizeretheir commitment to peace-oriented

remembrance in three steps. First of all, the aiiibe can develop a remembrance philosophy in
which they indicate how they want to link the conmaeation of the First World War to the idea of

peace. This philosophy can be communicated by mefasvision document, brochures, speeches,
and so on. Secondly, this remembrance philosopbhyst be put into effect wherever possible and
insofar as it lies within the authorities’ purviefinally, this peace-oriented remembrance philogoph

needs to be disseminated ‘at the negotiation @fidlemembrance and commemoration’.

For more information see:

The Great War Remembered: Commemoration and Paddanders Fields
Author: Maarten Van Alstein
Brussels, 8 November 2011 - ISBN 9789078864486).88

2.3 Youth and violence

‘Youth and violence'... the theme not infrequenitiyokes strong feelings and heated discussions,
where young people themselves are seen first apthfist as the problem. The media, politicians, and
scientific researchers have been giving seriowenttin to the phenomenon, and the conviction that
youth are becoming increasingly violent is now Wydaccepted. Policy makers have taken a host of
preventative and repressive measures in resporthestsocial concern. The view that youth violence
has increased in recent years, however, is ramelyded on a scientific analysis. Furthermore, the
perceptions and opinions of young people themselk@sardly ever given proper consideration in the
ongoing debate.

From prior research carried out by the Peace utstif'Peace in Flanders") it appears that young
people have an ambivalent attitude towards viole@rethe one hand, young people often undertake
targeted political action to promote peace or nimtence, such as demonstrations, signing petitions
donating money. On the other hand, youth in genbeale a higher tendency to use violence
themselves. More generally speaking, violence bgl against young people has a direct and
significant personal and social impact.

Following up on this, in 2009, the Peace Institstirted a research project "Youth and Violence" in
collaboration with the Leuven Institute for Crimlogy (LINC) of the Law Faculty at the K.U.
Leuven. This study collated recent data availabl&landers about youth violence. Besides taking a
critical look at the extant figures, it made a rnievdepth analysis of statistics from the YRP or ¥ou
Research Platform and the Safety Monitor. This gteative section offered an outline of the scope,
nature, and development of the problem. The resfiltew qualitative research into the attitudes and
perceptions of young people themselves were ategriated. The results of this research were cdllate
into the book, "Youth and Violence", which was psbéd by the Peace Institute on 26 May 2011
through Acco Publishers.

Figures and trends

In order to determine the scope of youth violenwe, need figures about youth as victims and
perpetrators of violence. There are two typesguires: official figures and self-reported figurBsth
types have their limitations, but together offez thest available picture. Figures about youth wicde



must therefore be treated with due caution. By gusioth types of data and remaining conscious of
their limitations, the Peace Institute has mappedstope of youth violence.

Official figures show that youth violence mainlysht do with 'assault and battery'. This accoumts f
80% of the cases concerning acts of violence tleabeught before juvenile court. Official figures

the percentage of young people who commit actsabémnce, however, do not exist - though a number
of self-reporting studies are indeed available. sSEhehow that a minority of young people are
involved.

The justice system and the police compile varigasstics about young people who, either as victim
or offender, come into contact with the police ppear before the juvenile court judge. Criminality
figures concern actual youth violence, but alsdectfthe actions and priorities of the police and
prosecutors. The figures depend upon reports ¢énoe@, which in turn are determined by the social
sensitivity of some acts. Policy priorities als@ypla role. Finally, an (unknown) number of violent
offences will not be found in the official statittibecause they were not reported to the policdeit
crimes that do not appear on the radars of polickjastice are called the ‘dark number’. By asking
the youth population about their experiences withemce by means of a representative survey, we
learned more about youth violence that is not tegsl by the official authorities. The reliabiliof
self-reporting, however, depends upon, inter ale quality of the survey, the extent to which
guestions are answered honestly, and the effecteofory.

Figures from the Youth Research Platform (YRP) sniitar, a 2007 survey of a representative sample
of 3,710 Flemish youth, outline the most recentgenaf the scope of youth violence in Flanders.
According to the figures, in the foregoing year arerage of 4% of young people had ‘assaulted
someone such that this person sustained injuMesith violence is indeed closely related to age and
there is a major difference between boys and girisong boys 16 to 21 years of age, the percentage
of offenders peaked at around 20%. An internati@oshparison of acts of youth violence in cities
showed that the figures for Belgium in 2006 (3.9%@re lower than in our neighbouring countries
Germany (8.3%), the Netherlands (6.6%) and Frah&84).

The most recent YRP figures show that in the foregoear, 5% of all young people had been
threatened with a weapon. Approximately the sanregotage of youth (5.5%) was the victim of

physical violence in the previous year. Again, thignarily concerns youth from 16 to 21 years of
age. An international comparison at the urban lav&l006 showed that the proportion of victims of

physical violence in Belgium (2.8%) is lower thanGermany 6.1%), but higher than in, for instance,
Finland (2.4%), Sweden (2.3%) or Spain (1.2%). Careg to the rest of the population, young people
aged 15-24 are more often the victims of physicalence. These findings contradict the socially
dominant image in which youth are seen as potewfit@nders rather than potential victims of

violence.

The question whether violence has become more lgrgvamong youth in recent years proved more
difficult to answer, due to a lack of reliable atmmparable figures over the long term. According to
the results of the YRP Monitor, it appeared thapptation of violence in the short period between
2005 and 2008 remained stable. In any case, thusfacientific evidence has been found to support
the oft-heard claim that an increasing number afiigppeople are committing violent acts. The YRP
Monitor also showed no shifts between 2005 and 28f&erning victimhood among youth. The
Safety Monitor, a different survey, revealed thetiween 1998 and 2008 the number of young victims
of violence remained stable.

Profile of offenders

Official figures from justice and the police madear that most registered violent offences were
perpetrated by boys. Girls hardly appeared in thmigality statistics as perpetrators. From an
investigation into 'steaming’, for instance, it epred that nearly all the perpetrators (94%) wesesb

The 'gender gap' was also confirmed by self-reddiigures. According to the results of the Youth



Research Platform (YRP) Monitor, for instance, 1.4#0qirls perpetrated physical violence, as
compared to 7% of boys.

Perpetration of physical violence differs strongiyjong the various age groups. Youth from 16-21
years of age commit violent acts much more oftam thther age categories: nearly 20% as opposed to
an average of 4% of all youth. The experimentalabaur of boys of this age does not necessarily
lead to criminality, but usually disappears onaeytheach young adulthood. From police and justice
figures, it appears that 'real' youth delinquentso veommit multiple acts of violence constitute a
minority. These form a sub-group that accumulateses and convictions. Of the approximately 4%
of youth who commit violence, most are only guiifiycommitting an act of violence on one occasion
and most do not get involved in other forms of dniatity.

Young peoples' situation at home and the type ataiibn they follow have a limited influence on
whether or not they commit acts of violence. Wha¢siplay a role is in particular how they spend
their leisure time. The more often that young peag out with friends, the greater the chance that
they will commit violence. Violence is primarily gonitted in groups and in ‘high-risk situations'.
Self-esteem also plays a role: young people witrelcself-esteem are more often offenders.

Profile of victims

According to figures from the YRP monitor, boys tee victims of physical violence and of threats
with a weapon approximately 3 times more often thals. Girls are victims noticeably more often
than boys only in the case of sexual violence @alirfg threatened for sexual reasons. Girls ae als
more likely to feel insecure in response to po#drttireats because for them, the danger of sexual
violence is always lurking.

The age group of young people most at risk of viodeis the same as that of those who most often
perpetrate violence: there is a peak at the ad® &b 19, particularly among boys. According to YRP
figures, one in five boys (20%) within this age gpads the victim of physical violence.

Just as with the perpetrators, family and schazibfa do not play a decisive role as to whetherabr
one becomes a victim of violence. However, leigime factors are significant: the more often young
people go out and spend time with friends, the tgrethe chance they will become the victim of
violence. Young people with lower self-esteem aisoa higher risk.

Connection between offenderhood and victimhood

The Peace Institute re-analyzed the profiles opgieators and victims in relation to the same
categories of sex, age and use of leisure timgéd®ators as well as victims of youth violence are
primarily boys between the ages of 16 and 21 wlemdpgmuch time with their friends: i.e., young
people of the same age who circulate in the samaromment. There is thus a remarkable
homogeneity between perpetrators and victims: dhgescategories of youth who commit violence run
a greater risk of becoming the victim of violen@éis connection can be explained by their similar
lifestyles, which more often bring them into higbkrsituations. There is thus an indirect relatiops
between being a perpetrator and being a victinpeieators and victims share the same profile, style
of life and activities. However, there is also aedit relationship between being a perpetrator and a
victim. Perpetrators of physical violence had aesetimes greater chance of also being the victim of
physical violence.

Many claims are made about youth violence: youéhsaid to be increasingly violent, offenders are
becoming younger and younger and the violencefitsere brutal. The absence of any scientific
evidence for these popular myths about youth videstoes not mean that we should not be concerned
about violence committed by and against youth. &@lelan urgent need for improved record-keeping
and more research in order to gain a better viethefissue. Further, violence plays a real part in
young people’s lives. While the available data slaowlatively small percentage of youth coming into



direct contact with violence, young people havelifficulty describing a relatively recent experienc
with violence, whether as perpetrator, victim ostayder. Again, the 5% or so of all youth who
become the perpetrators and/or victims of violeince=ality still amounts to a large number. Hence
the importance of paying serious attention to youttence. Accurate data, correct contextualizihg o
the problem, and participation by young people thelaes can help in this regard.

For more information see:

Jongeren en geweld: dader- en slachtofferschap tamen beleefd(Youth and Violence
Offenderhood and Victimhood measured and experiénce

Authors: Evi Verdonck, Diederik Cops, Stefaan Pielyand Johan Put

Acco Publishers, Leuven, 26 May 2011 - ISBN 97831@31B96, 246 p.




Support for parliamentary activities

The Peace Institute supports the Flemish Parlidmantivities through research (see chapters 1 and
2), publishing advisory notes (see 3.2), developinglocumentation centre (see 3.3), and by
contributing to meetings and organizing work visisd conferences (see 3.1). In the following
sections, the direct support given to the FlemigHidment is further illustrated by an accountla# t
Peace Institute’s involvement in parliamentary wodn overview of the advice issued, and
information on the documentation collection of Berliamentary Information Centre.

31 I nvolvement in parliamentary activities
Committee meetings

On 13 January 2011, Director Tomas Baum presertedPeace Institute’s annual report to the
Flemish Parliament Committee for Education and E@mportunities. Discussion mainly concerned

the research of the Peace Institute into peaceatidacand preparations for the commemoration of the
Centenary of the First World War.

On 10 May 2011, there was an exchange of ideaseirFlemish Parliament Committee for General
Policy with the Director and Chairman of the Pe#tstitute concerning the International Day of
Peace on 21 September.

The annual report on the Flemish foreign arms tiad2010 and the advice of the Flemish Peace
Institute informed the debate held in the Commitfee Foreign Policy, European Affairs, and
International Cooperation about the 2010 Annualdrefjpom the Flemish Government to the Flemish
Parliament on licences issued and denied for aammunition, and materials specifically intended for
use by the military or law enforcement agenciesthpd associated technology.

On 25 October, the Peace Institute presented titgtees during the last working year in the Flemis
Parliament Committee for Foreign Policy, Europedfaits and International Cooperation. Attention
was drawn in the process to previously publishegaech about Flemish arms trade, a new Flemish
Arms Trade Act, possession and use of firearmaumcountry, and preparations for commemoration
of the Centenary of the First World War. The Ingéts evaluation by the Parliament and strategic
planning for the future were also addressed.

On 13 December 2011, the Peace Institute pres¢htedeport "Made in Flanders: the end-use of
Flemish military equipment”, to the Flemish Parlearh Committee for Foreign Policy. Baseder

alia on 15 specific case studies, the report providedreswer to the questions, ‘Where does Flemish
military equipment end up?' and 'For what is itdusepractice?'. In the run-up to the discussiom of
new Flemish Arms Trade Act, this study for thetfiisne gave an insight into the actual end-use of
Flemish defence products.

Working visit

From 19 to 21 September 2011, a delegation fromFHbkenish Parliament and the Flemish Peace
Institute paid a working visit to Barcelona witheththeme of conflict resolution at school. This

working visit took place in collaboration with tHevans Foundation and the International Catalan
Institute for Peace (ICIP). The programme includadpng other things, a visit to a school where a
project from the Escola de Cultura de Pau is orggaam exchange seminar with organizations from
various European countries working on conflict teSion, and the awarding of the "Evans Prize for

Peace Education 2011".



Led by the delegation chairman, members of the Blefarliament also paid a visit to the Catalan
Parliament where they had a meeting with the Speatkhe Parliament and a working meeting with
the Catalan Parliament’s Committees for Educatimhlaternational Relations.

The delegation comprised the following members:

Flemish Members of Parliament:

Boudewijn Bouckaert - Chairman of the CommitteeEducation and Equal Opportunities
Ann Brusseel

Bart Caron

Frank Creyelman - Chairman of the Committee forekpr Policy

Tom Dehaene

Marc Hendrickx

Chris Janssens

Fatma Pehlivan

Jan Verfaillie

Members of the Board of Directors
Nelly Maes - Chair

Philip Nauwelaerts - Vice-chairman
Annemie Charlier

Jan Clement

Olivia Rutazibwa

Scientific Secretariat staff

Tomas Baum - Director

Wies De Graeve - Communications Officer
Marjolein Muys - Researcher

Participation by Flemish Members of Parliament

On 10 February 2011, the Peace Institute, togethihr SIPRI (Stockholm International Peace
Research Institute), organized a seminar in theniBle Parliament to debate recent developments
concerning 'nuclear governance'. This seminar vhagred by Flemish Member of Parliament Kris
Van Dijck.

On 15 March 2011, Flemish Members of ParliamennhtigeMoerman and Jan Roegiers formed a
respondent panel for the presentation of the Peetiéute's book, "Firearms: Trafficking, possessio
and use" in the 'Pillar Hall' of the Flemish Parlent.

The Peace Institute presented its annual repdeniiBh foreign arms trade 2011" in the Rik Wouters
Room of the Flemish Parliament on 30 March 2011s Phesentation was presided over by Flemish
member of Parliament Frank Creyelman, ChairmarhefGommittee for Foreign Policy, European
Affairs and International Cooperation

On 26 May 2011, Flemish member of Parliament SaBileyn responded to the presentation of the
book "Jongeren en geweld: dader- en slachtoffepsgjgameten en beleefd” (Youth and Violence:
Offenderhood and Victimhood measured and exper@ncethe Van Eyck Room of the Flemish
Parliament.

On the occasion of the fifth anniversary of therapienal start of the Flemish Peace Institute i0&0
the start of Flemish Peace Week, the Internati@l of Peace and the publication of the Dutch-
language summary of the SIPRI Yearbook 2011, ois@&ember the Peace Institute organized the
colloquium 'Military expenditures under debate' tire Flemish Parliament. Mr. Jan Peumans,
President of the Flemish Parliament, deliveredibkeome address for this celebratory colloquium.



The Peace Institute’s report "The Great War RemeatheCommemoration and Peace in Flanders
Fields" was presented in the 'Pillar Hall' of tHerfish Parliament on 8 November 2011. A panel of
Flemish members of Parliament with Lieven Dehandkeh Luckas Van Der Taelen and Johan
Verstreken gave an initial reaction to the reseagshilts.

The Peace Institute also welcomed members of Reha and their staff to various events: for
instance, the presentation of the Egmont PaperattDef an Institution: The End for Western
European Union, a Future for European Defence?Z'6dune 2011, and a seminar on small arms and
light weapons, fragile states and development o®dtbber 2011.

3.2 Advice

The Institute’s advisory role constitutes its mabtect service to Parliament and its political
environment. The Peace Institute can formulatecaden the basis of its expertise or the resulthef
research it has conducted. Advice given on its mitiative may flow from scientific research as el
as in response to a political or social stimuluse Bther advice functions of the Institute arediving

of advice on request from the Flemish Parliamemd, providing advice on the report of the Flemish
Government to the Flemish Parliament on impleméntadf the Act of 5 August 1991 regarding
imports, exports and transit of arms, ammunitioth @xaterials specifically intended for military uze
for law enforcement and associated technology.

All advice from the Peace Institute is issued lsyBibard of Directors. The Board of Directors is
composed of 19 voting members from different sectdrFlemish civil society. The members hold a
5-year mandate and are appointed by the Flemidiafant. To guarantee an independent institute
with broad support and the required expertise, Itfsitute’s founding Act prescribes a balanced
composition of experts and representatives fronfrlelnish parliamentary parties, universities, socio
economic actors and the peace movement. Playiragl@isory role within this broad social platform,
the Peace Institute takes its role as a Flemiskigadsocial organization to heart.

In 2011 the Institute published three advisory sotme prescribed by the founding Act and two at th
request of the Flemish Parliament. The 2011 adyisotes were issued unanimously by the Board of
Directors. They were sent to the Speaker of thenile Parliament, the Flemish Members of
Parliament and the competent ministers. The adyvisotes were also published on the Institute’s
website and disseminated by newsletter.

3.2.1  Advice concerning the annual report of the Flen@vernment about Flemish foreign arms
trade in 2010

Context

The Act describing the activities of the Flemisla&eInstitute stipulates that the Institute wilbyide

the Flemish Parliament with advice on the annyabrefrom the Flemish Government to the Flemish

Parliament concerning licences issued and deniecrios, ammunition, and materials specifically

intended for military use or for law enforcemeneages and associated technology. On 13 April
2011, the Flemish Government submitted its sevantiual report to the Flemish Parliament. In its

advice on this report, the Peace Institute higidigha number of important elements in the Flemish
Government’s report. These points of particulaerest and the advice from the Peace Institute were
based on prior advice and on the Institute’s refeander its Arms trade and production research
programme. The advice was informed in particularth®y study report "Flemish foreign arms trade

2010", presented to the Flemish Parliament on 3cMa011. It also underlined the importance of the
resolution adopted by the plenary meeting of thefidh Parliament on 16 February 2011 regarding
export control and the political unrest in seve@lintries in the Middle East and North Africa. With



this advice, the Peace Institute sought to evaltiee-lemish Government’s policy on foreign arms
trade and to support and enhance the parliameotatyol of that policy.

Content

The Flemish Peace Institute emphasised five kayaies with regard to the Flemish Government’s
annual report to the Flemish Parliament about Gesrissued and denied for arms, ammunition and
materials specifically intended for military uselaw enforcement and the associated technology as
submitted to Flemish Parliament on 13 April 2011:

- the share of arms exports for which the industag the last reported user at the time of issubef
licence remained very high;

- the high value of licensed arms exports to coesfirom the Middle East and North Africa,;

- transparency in the annual reports had improverkedly over the past few years, but there wals stil
room for significant improvement;

- the importance of an unambiguous interpretatidntitee Munitions List of the Wassenaar
Arrangement;

- the number of licences issued for the transiniitary equipment had systematically declined sinc
1999.

With regard to these points of particular interédst, Peace Institute advised the Flemish Parliament

- to ask the Flemish Government to make an exfi@teo collect all available information on the
recipient and the actual end-user if the two afferdint parties; to include this information in the
assessment of licence applications, and to infartident accordingly;

- given the high value of the licensed arms exfmthe Middle East and North Africa in 2010 as well
as the resolution of the Flemish Parliament of &6rgary 2011, to scrupulously monitor the arms
export policy to the Middle East;

- to ask the Flemish Government to maintain thestaad transparency in its annual report to the
Flemish Parliament and to enhance transparencyidiyding detailed information about the actual
foreign trade in military equipment, licence ren&syaemporary transactions, licences under the
system of European Directive 91/477, as well asxganation for licences denied,;

- to ask the Flemish Government to carry out regated in-depth screening of the products of the
companies involved on the basis of the specifiogticn the Munitions List of the Wassenaar
Arrangement and to clearly communicate the scregemisults to the companies involved;

- to have an investigation carried out into theexysmtic decrease in the number of transit licences.
Action taken

The advice accompanying the annual report of teenlsh Government about the arms trade in 2010
was forwarded to the Speaker of the Flemish Padidnand the Chairman and members of the
Committee for Foreign Policy, European Affairs, dntkrnational Cooperation on 23 May 2011. The
advice was included in the discussion of the Anfegort by the Flemish Government to the Flemish
Parliament about foreign arms trade on 14 June.2011



3.2.2  Advice concerning the preliminary draft for a FlsmiArms Trade Act
Context

On 4 May 2011, the Flemish Peace Institute recewegquest from the Speaker of the Flemish
Parliament to proffer its advice on the preliminamaft of a Flemish Parliament Act controlling
imports, exports and transit of firearms, ammuniti@efence-related materials, the associated
technology and other equipment specifically intehder military use or for law enforcement
purposes.

The advice that the Peace Institute formulated los question should be read together with the
preliminary draft of a Flemish Parliament Act comiag imports, exports and transit of firearms,
ammunition, defence-related items, the associagstinblogy and other equipment specifically
intended for military use or for law enforcementygmses, as approved in principle by the Flemish
Government on 8 April 2011.

Content

On the whole, the Flemish Peace Institute consitidre preliminary draft of a Flemish Parliament
Act to be a balanced proposal, strongly focusetherimplementation of European Directives. It also
created a more flexible regime for a significandbgmrtion of Flemish exports. At the same time, it
provided for the possibility to tighten controls sensitive transactions by enabling end-use cantrol
The evaluation criteria were in line with the Eueap criteria from the Common Position
(2008/944/CFSP) and in some cases were even mprepajately detailed. The distinction between
the more flexible regime for intra-Community trafie implementation of the EU directives) and
extra-Community trade (trade with countries outsiieEU) was clearly identified.

The Flemish Peace Institute advised the Flemishe@wmrent to consider the following points when
reviewing the text:

1) The difference in scope of application betwdss ¢ontrol regime for trade in ‘civilian firearms'

(Title 2) and the control regime for defence-redadguipment (Title 3) had not been clearly defined.
The Peace Institute recommended that the scopepdication of both these titles be distinguished
more clearly.

2) The preliminary draft of a Flemish Parliament Acontained an adequate catch-all clause that could
be invoked on a case-by-case basis when specdigigeconsiderations so require. Combined with

the option of adopting an additional list of goagesguiring a licence, this catch-all clause could be
applied in a ‘pure’ manner, i.e. avoiding its usesystematically impose a licence requirement for
certain products. The planned additional list obdurcts requiring a licence should assume that
function instead.

The introduction of general licences for intra-Coomity trade in defence-related equipment largely
implemented the provisions of the ICT Directive.vidgheless — and contrary to the Directive — the
preliminary draft Act did not clearly state thangeal licences were prescribed for specific (catego
of) items, nor did it enumerate the types of itetinat could be placed under a general licence
obligation. A definition of the use of general iImes was lacking in the current preliminary proposa

4) The new licensing system in part shifted thetrdrof trade in defence-related items for intra-
Community trade from ex ante to ex post controldéhthe new licensing system it would be vital for
companies to report to the authorities about ttrette transactions. A draft of a Flemish Parliament
Act should thus include detailed provisions on camps’ reporting obligations vis-a-vis the
authorities. The provisions of the ICT Directiveutbserve as a guideline for this.



5) Transparency by the Flemish Government towardsHiemish Parliament was equally crucial to
facilitate parliamentary and public controls of Bevernment’s policies. The preliminary draft of a
Flemish Parliament Act missed the opportunity tdecththe improvements in transparency made by
the Flemish authorities in recent years in a FlarRiarliament Act. Moreover, it was not clear hoe th
reporting on the new licensing system would takapsh The Peace Institute advised against reverting
to the provisions of the Belgian law of 1991: rathidis Act should enshrine at least the current
practice in terms of transparency.

The preliminary draft of a Flemish Parliament Aotluded a substantial list of operative provisions
for the Flemish Government. Moreover, several dideft the executive power large scope for
interpretation. It would therefore be very impottdao include all implementing provisions in the
reporting process to Parliament, and to provideaildet explanations about how the Act was
implemented.

6) Further, the text of the Institute’s advice fotated a number of rather technical - but neveetel
important — recommendations on a number of articksy boxes in the article-by-article discussion
provided more information. Certain elements had be#n addressed in the preliminary draft of a
Flemish Parliament Act because of ambiguities i division of competences between the policy
levels (such as brokering, third-country productiand checks by customs). These elements were also
crucial building blocks of an effective export cantpolicy and thus needed to be taken up with the
other competent policy levels.

Action taken

The advice from the Peace Institute accompanyiegptieliminary draft of the Arms Trade Act was
forwarded on 4 June 2011 to the President of tkenish Parliament, the Chairman and members of
the Committee for Foreign Policy, European Affaand International Cooperation and the Minister-
President of the Flemish Government. This advices Wwecorporated in the draft of a Flemish
Parliament Act that was submitted by the Governneitie Flemish Parliament.

3.2.3  Advice concerning the proposal for a Flemish Parlent Act concerning arms trade by Bart
Caron, Filip Watteeuw and Mieke Vogels

Context

On 6 June 2011, the Flemish Peace Institute regaavesquest from the President of the Flemish
Parliament to formulate advice on the proposakféiemish Parliament Act from Messrs Bart Caron
and Filip Watteeuw and Mrs. Mieke Vogels concernihg transfer, imports, exports, transit and
brokering of firearms for civilian use, defenceateld items and other equipment specifically intende
for military use or law enforcement purposes arairtrelated technology. The advice that the Peace
Institute formulated to this request should be reggther with the proposal for a Flemish Parliaimen
Act from Messrs Bart Caron and Filip Watteeuw and Mlieke Vogels from 4 February 2011.

Content

The advisory note stated that the proposal foreafsh Parliament Act by Messrs Bart Caron and
Filip Watteeuw and Mrs. Mieke Vogels was a compnsinee Act setting forth detailed procedures

and conditions to control foreign trade in varimagegories of items (defence-related items, firsarm

for civilian use, others for military use or equipm for law enforcement purposes, and dual-use
items). The proposal took account of the framingditions (mostly defined at EU level or as a result

of the Belgian State structure) that the legistatiuthority needed to observe.

The draft Act proposed a number of interestingdife action - primarily in the areas of reporting,
transparency and penalties - that offered cleae@daddlue with regard to existing legislation. Thaftl



also attempted to address ambiguities or hiatustgei allocation of competences between the federal
authorities and the regions by including in the Aahumber of aspects of arms trade (for example,
brokering) on the basis of the regions’ implicitguetence.

Nevertheless, the Peace Institute suggested thdexh of the proposal for a Flemish Parliament Act
could be improved on a number of points.

The Flemish Peace Institute recommended:
1) To structure the text of the proposal more ¢year

2) To include the provisions concerning dual-usamig in a separate Act that would adopt the
operative provisions of EU Regulation 428/2009.

3) To define the concept ‘firearms for civilian ‘usa the basis of use and not on the basis of the
characteristics of the weapon (drafting a list efygons).

4) To formulate the catch-all provision differentind only to apply it if deemed necessary according
to specific security considerations. Systematicatintrolling certain items could better be addrdsse
with a supplementary list of items requiring a fice.

5) That the control of end-use for intra-Commurtitgffic should be monitored as far as possible
during the licence application before the item &mavFlemish territory. The Peace Institute
recommended adjusting the draft Act so that infaiomaabout the destination and end-use for global
as well as individual licences would be demandethan licence application. Since requesting this
information for general licences would not be polesithe use of general licences should be
restrictively defined. The use of export restrinBounder transfer licences could similarly be agapli
selectively in sensitive cases.

6) The Peace Institute also recommended that tingresments established for the certificate of end-
use for trade with countries outside the EU shdadddifferentiated according to the sensitivity of
exports or transit, in the interests of effectinel @ecisive control of end-use.

Action taken

The advice from the Peace Institute accompanyiegptieliminary draft of the Arms Trade Act was
forwarded to the President of the Flemish Parligméme Chairman and members of the Committee
for Foreign Policy, European Affairs, and Interoatll Cooperation on 6 July 2011. This advice was
included in the parliamentary discussion of theppsal for a Flemish Parliament Act in 2012.



3.3 Documentation centre

In cooperation with the Flemish Parliamentary Infation Centre, in 2011 the Peace Institute has
further expanded its documentation centre with Bection of books, journals, and other media
publications. This collection is placed at the garof the employees of the Peace Institute batsis
accessible to parliamentary personnel, represeasatand the general public.

In the catalogue system of the Parliamentary Inédiom Centre, ‘Peace Research’ was assigned the
number 800. This ‘800 heading’ was further dividatb a detailed classification that contains 9
separate sub-headings reflecting the Peace Iessitotoad-ranging approach to peace research:

810. Theory and Methodology
820. International Relations
830. Peace and the Economy
840. Society and State

850. Peace and Conflict studies
860. Peace Culture

870. Defence and Weapons
880. Regions and Countries
890. Narrative literature

The materials acquired are made available in tH&lS Inetwork, following the currently valid
procedures. LIBIS-Net operates as a cooperativimgrahip among more than twenty institutions that
utilize the same ALEPH 500 installation for the ith@ization of their libraries. Aside from the
members of the K.U. Leuven Association, a numbegoaernment libraries, small scientific libraries,
and libraries operated by civil society groups amaditutions have also chosen to join the network.
With some 3,000,000 bibliographic entries, LIBIStNepresents the largest library network in
Belgium. Via the Peace Institute’s website, a dearmmgine is available to search for the desiredkboo
or journal in the Institute’s collection or the ieatLIBIS catalogue.

External researchers or other interested partieeatadirectly borrow books or other documentation
material from the Peace Institute's library. Theystmdo so through Inter-Library Lending (ILL)
whereby they can request the work via their unitiers town library, which in turn requests the koo
from the Parliamentary Information Centre. Thislodity is more clearly and prominently flagged
on the renovated website. 59 requests were suloitiiteugh ILL in the period 2010-2011.



Evaluation report of the Scientific Council

In accordance with the Peace Institute’s foundingt, Ahe Scientific Council evaluates the
performance of the Institute’s research assignméstassessment is included in this annual report.

The evaluation report was approved unanimously®March 2012 by the members of the Scientific
Council.

4.1 Preface

The Scientific Council of the Flemish Peace Ingtitnaompleted its process of reconstitution during
2011, and in October held its first meeting undeareav Chair. It has been an equal pleasure to
welcome new members to the team, and to recogné&z€ouncil’s debt to the excellent work of those
colleagues now leaving us and of the first Chaioféssor John Groom of the University of Kent -
who happily remains a member of the Council. THemfiembership is now as follows: Alyson J.K.
Bailes, Adjunct Professor at the University of &a (Chair); Prof. Dr. Sven Biscop, Director of the
Security & Global Governance Programme at the Edrimstitute; Prof. Dr. Mark Duffield, Professor
of Development Politics at the University of Bristdrof. Dr. Elise Féron, Senior Lecturer in
International Conflict Analysis at the University Kent and the Brussels School of International
Studies; Prof. Dr. John Groom, Emeritus Profesdointernational Relations at the University of
Kent; Prof. Dr. Elspeth Guild, Professor of Eurapdmmigration Law at the Radboud University
Nijmegen and visiting professor at the London SthafoEconomics and Political Science (LSE);
Prof. Dr. Antoon Vandevelde, Professor at the Gefur Ethics, Social and Political Philosophy and
Dean of the Institute of Philosophy at the K.U. \wen; Prof. Dr. Wolfgang Wagner, Professor of
International Security at the Department of PalitiScience at the Vrije Universiteit Amsterdam
(VU).

The Council is thus a mixed and balanced groupaiional background, research specialization, and
not least in gender: but it shares a clear visibitsorole and a will to function as a hands-ondha
working body. Its members are themselves activeiargaested in the Institute’s fields of work, are
keen to stay in contact also between the twicely€aouncil meetings, and are ready to experiment
with new modes of intellectual exchange. The Cdim@wn evaluation routines are now well
established and the previous practice has beeswfedl also in the production of this report, makiing
very much a collective effort.

The Council recognizes that at the end of its firgt years, the Flemish Peace Institute has gone
through an important process both of coming-of-age review. Both its general performance and the
performance of its Director have been independeswiyluated, leading to the renewal of Director
Tomas Baum in his post and the renewed affirmabiprihe Flemish Parliament of the role of the
Flemish Peace Institute as one of its para-parlaang institutions. We welcome this opportunity to
build further on the strong and healthy foundatialteady laid, and will play our part in supporting
the Institute as it follows up the lessons and sediguidelines emerging from the evaluation. The
Council should be especially well placed to helphwthe better balance now sought between the
Institute’s two major research programmes, and withrenewed effort for dissemination, outreach
and impact assessment.

The Flemish Peace Institute has in several waysnasual position and role, as reflected also in its
governance structure. The Scientific Council comsicche model that it represents — above all, its
function of parliamentary advice — neverthelesbd¢mne of considerable international relevance and
appeal, at a time when the importance of repregeatalemocracy and transparency in security
governance is clearer than ever. To provide ilsafided value both in its primary role for Flansler

and as an international partner and example, hawé#we Institute needs a constant and self-critical



effort to maintain the quality of its academic autpWhile the present report focuses on Institute
publications as a measure of this quality, theitbitsts own seminars and lectures, and contribgtion
by its researchers at other events, are also leeyegits in its profile; so it is good to see theeadily
increasing and broadening in range.

The conditions for maintaining and further devehgpithese high standards are an unquestioned
intellectual independence; carefully focussed areticulous research efforts; proper attention to
parliament’s requests, to the politico-social eoninent of Flanders and to the constantly changing
international research scene; a good choice oh@estips, and skilful dissemination and outreach.
The Scientific Council stands ready both to mon@od support, within its competence, the Institite’
future efforts to these ends.

The rest of this report contains an evaluationhef institute’s publications in 2011. In the Scitati
Council’'s opinion it reflects an impressive bodyresearch and publishing for a single year, and
underlines the level of competence and professgmathat the Institute and its researchers have
attained. It is an achievement for which the SdfierCouncil would like to thank and congratulati
concerned.

4.2 Reports
4.2.1 Flemish foreign arms trade 2010

This annual report, designed both to support teenldh Parliament’s work of oversight and to inform
a broader public, has become one of FPI's flagphiplucts over the years. Its 2010 version appears
shorter than usual because of a decision to tredetin dual-use goods separately — principally
because the regulatory framework and issues inddlvéhat field are so different (although thisis
explained in the text). Despite the logic of thisva, it makes it harder for readers to get a single
conspectus view of arms-related issues in Flanderfuture, the Institute could usefully include a
brief mention of the rationale of separate treatni@nthe two issues; and ideally, should add tchea
report the short abstract of conclusions from asnterpart, together with an online address (URL) f
the latter.

Within the new scope of its contents, the 2010 mepetains the same structure as usual, with
exhaustive coverage of imports to, exports frond, @mansit of military equipment through Flandets. |
is richly illustrated with tables and other grapghiand more of the same are provided as annexes.

The report identifies some interesting trend chargyeging 2010. Imports of weaponry dropped quite
sharply, following a period when purchases werestembboth by official buying (for the armed forces
and police) and by developments on the privateafirs market. By contrast, exports of military
equipment — which in Flanders essentially meanspooents and technology for larger systems -
increased by over 13 per cent, following a gengsld in the EU. For the most part this involved
sales by established firms to established Westarmgrs, but as much as 10% of the total value was
accounted for by increased exports to the Middl&t Bad North Africa — an important point to note in
view of the Flemish Parliament’s resolution in Reby 2011 urging that exports to these regions be
treated ‘with the utmost caution’. Some componevese also traded with the Israeli industry for re-
export to western countries.

More general policy points raised in the reporfude a familiar concern — the fact that around two
thirds of Flemish exports go to manufacturers else®, so that Flanders itself does not control the
ultimate destination of the finished products - #melimportant changes on licensing practice tht w
shortly flow from implementation of the Europeanithis 2009 ‘defence market’ directives. Beyond
noting the importance of preserving parliamentacrgoantability and transparency under the new
system, the present report does not offer a ddtpidicy commentary: that is reserved rather ford=P



advice to Parliament (also reviewed here) on tleenidh authorities’ own arms trade report for 2010.
However, this document contains all the detailddrination needed for any political actor seeking to
address the security issues and normative ississgar

The report is clearly structured and laid out, he point of being somewhat repetitive with similar
points made in its executive summary and conclgsiobespite its technical nature, the language
shows signs of careful editing and is clear, cdestsand correct throughout. This is a work of Eec
and committed scholarship that represents one t$ RSt important regular contributions both to
research and to public information

4.2.2 Flemish Foreign Trade in Dual-use items 2010

Reporting and analyzing Flemish trade in arms amal-dse items has been a core activity of the
Flemish Peace Institute. Until last year, the Fiblighed one research report covering both trade in
arms and trade in dual-use items; in 2010, howeaasealready noted, the topics were for the firaeti
handled separately. This allows the issue of dealitems and technology to be addressed in a more
specific and comprehensive way.

Trade in dual-use items is highly relevant for Elemish industry. Given the devolution of Belgian
arms control competencies from the federal goventrtee the regions in 2003, the report is highly
relevant for Flemish politics. It does an excellgti in providing the Flemish Parliament and the
public with a reliable, detailed and accessibleoaot of Flemish trade in dual-use items.

The research report is a well structured, readaitethus accessible compilation of key figures abou
Flemish trade in dual use items. Accessibilityugher ensured by the use of graphs and tables. The
report makes good use of previous editions thatafor comparisons with previous years and the
identification of trends over time. Ideally, thecinsion of comparisons with other countries and/or
general EU trends — on which the parallel reporttrale in military equipment does make some
comments - would further add to a full assessméttie@Flemish trade. Only comparisons with other
states would allow conclusions on whether trendd$=lemish trade are symptomatic of broader
European trends or rather exclusively Flemish dgpraknts.

The research report also provides the backgroufminiation necessary to understand and interpret
the figures available. This includes a definitiohdoial-use items and a brief introduction into the
pertinent regulations, mostly on the level of thardpean Union, which are responsible for
distinguishing various categories of states andmpanying licensing regimes. In this context, the
use of a category described as ‘friendly’ statey beproblematic as it suggests that other countrie
would be ‘unfriendly’, which is clearly not the @aat least for those where exports of such seasitiv
items may be contemplated. The term ‘friendly coyris not part of the Regulation (EC) 428/2009
and does therefore not have the character of mitteis technicus’. In future English translationsda
the original version as necessary) another mordradeterm might be sought to denote non-EU
countries with this special status.

The report is very reluctant to judge or comment=tamish policy on dual-use items. Although the
introduction talks about an analysis of the licengeanted and denied in 2010 (p.8), the analysis is
limited to the description of figures and trendsl asschews any assessment, let alone normative
judgment. Although it might be tempting to followet practice of other peace research institutes to
publicly monitor and criticize arms control policihe descriptive focus of this report has the
advantage of establishing an uncontested factuald@tion on the basis of which everyone can draw
his or her own conclusions.



4.2.3 The legal framework for the control on tradelual-use items in Flanders

The background note outlines the system of coofrtlade in dual-use items: a “top layer” consists

a number of international regimes that define listsgoods that are considered to fall under the
category of dual-use. On a “medium layer”, the pean Union is responsible for defining a set of
common rules governing the export, transfer, briokeand transit of dual-use goods for its common
market. The specific legislation implementing thg Eegulation is left to the Member States. In the
case of Belgium, this responsibility has been fiensd to the regions. However, thus far, Flanders
has not adopted any implementing legislation ebengh government and parliament have indicated
their willingness to do so.

The pending adoption of implementing measures amdiérs, as well as the European Commission’s
current efforts to consult with stakeholders abiwat functioning of the dual-use regime, make the
background note highly relevant. The note suggtsit a Flemish Act of Parliament or a set of
implementing regulations could be used as a basithé regime in future; remedying, in the process,
disparities that are identified between the EU k&tipn, and the 1962 Belgian Act that has governed
the trade in dual-use items thus far. Most promigerthe EU regulation provides for a much
narrower definition of the “catch all clause” tlakows for ad hoc restrictions on goods that haste n
been listed as dual-use goods. An update of the 18@islation by way of a Flemish Act of
Parliament would thus seem appropriate.

Although the case for a Flemish Act of Parliameatrss reasonable and fair, the causes and
consequences of not enacting such measures reamgie ¥n this note. This may in part be attributed
to the nature of an EU regulation that — in contrims directives — does not always require
implementing legislation but can often be transgos#o national law by way of administrative
procedures. The advantages of a Flemish Act of idPhaeht over merely administrative
implementation measures could thus be spelled are nsystematically, including any relevant
considerations of democratic answerability andgpamnency. The final paragraph of the background
note refers to the effective combating of the dllegade in dual-use items but it remains unclear t
what extent and in what specific ways an Act ofliBarent would contribute to this, especially since
the catch-all clause of the EU regulation is mudmramestricted than the one in the 1962 Belgian Act

4.2.4 The EU Defence Market: Balancing Effectiverveith Responsibility

This conference report discusses the recent dewelots in arms trade and arms production in
Europe, and explores the potential contradictidres might arise between on the one hand the
strengthening of a European defence market - esperi the current context of the economic crisis
and on the other hand the EU's stated objectiywdeent armed conflicts and terrorism. Most of the
texts in it were prepared for, and are informed digcussions that took place at a conference at the
Flemish Parliament in Brussels in November 2010e Tonference was organised jointly by the
Flemish Peace Institute, the Strategic Goods Cburit of the Flemish Department of Foreign
Affairs, the Groupe de Recherche et d’Informationla Paix (GRIP) and the Stockholm International
Peace Research Institute (SIPRI), with the suppbthe Belgian Presidency of the Council of the
European Union. The outcome is a well-structurgmbmethat deals with a very pertinent — though
under-researched — topic and asks extremely retiensastions. It undoubtedly contributes to a lbette
understanding of the challenges that lie aheathfodevelopment of a European Defence Market.

The report builds on a great variety of contribsfarith highly different backgrounds and areas of
expertise. Far from impeding the overall consisyenicthe report, this variety constitutes one @ th
main explanations for the richness of the work pomdl. Various theoretical and empirical
approaches, as well as diverse points of viewrgeesented and confronted with each other, ranging
from researchers to policy makers and to stakehalde



The report is divided in three main parts. The fexction, called “The rationale for a common deéen
market revisited: political and economic aspeaVjews the evolution of arms production in the EU,
and discusses the role the European CommissidmedEtropean Defence Agency might play in the
emergence of a European defence market. The figgiter highlights the extremely interesting debate
on the potential merging of the fields of defencel gecurity, and analyzes the role played by the
blurring of the boundaries between military and -nafitary products, in part because of
technological dynamics. It also stresses the istmgadiscrepancy between these rapid advances in
technology and the evolution of the legislationtle use of such technological products. The second
chapter questions the emergence of a Europeanadefearket, stressing the fact that such a field
remains largely dominated by national and regigmakests, and that the current financial diffizgt
faced by several EU Member States further impededévelopment of such a coherent market. The
third chapter reviews the tasks and role of theogpean Defence Agency, and stresses the need for the
European defence industry to adapt, specializ&uctare and reduce costs.

The second section of the report, called “Arms expontrol: European and national policies” focuses
on the export control policy developed by the E&well as on the attempts to harmonize European
policies on exports of military equipment. It pagecific attention to policies aiming at preventing
arms transfers that might fuel armed conflicts faaditate human rights abuses. Chapter 4 describes
the recent effort to harmonize arms export policsswell as the call for more ethical foreign piels.
Because these goals might entail a surrenderinState sovereignty, and because officials do not
prioritize them, they seem difficult to accomplighterestingly, the author also stresses the pialent
risks that harmonization might entail, such as ducton of standards to a lowest common
denominator. Chapter 5 highlights the tensions betwthe prevention of irresponsible arms transfers
and the promotion of the interests of armament congs. Chapter 6 addresses possible future roles
for the EU. It clearly states that if the EU watdsAct as a watchdog in the field of arms expdrt, i
should adopt a clear common policy: but so faM&mber States do not seem ready to accept any
serious constraint on their own export policies.

The third and final section of the report, calldthé European directive on intra-EU trade in defence
equipment and the challenge of control”, offerseaaluation of the directive on intra-EU trade in
defence equipment, aiming at liberalizing tradenititary goods within the EU. Chapter 7 describes
the history of the adoption of the directive, anslcdsses its expected consequences as well as its
relations to the principle of transparency. Finatligapter 8 assesses the risks of the directiterms

of transparency and exports controls, and stresskke several of the foregoing authors - that
decisions taken by Member States have so far bidermied by national interests. It also highlights
the fact that the context of the current economisishas heightened the importance of exports, as
well as the need to explore new export markets asdhe security market. The chapter puts stress on
the worrying fact that lower trade barriers forgatommunity trade have not been matched - in the
process - by stronger rules to prevent destahgiaims exports to non-EU countries.

By wrapping up the main conclusions reached bw#r®us authors, the conclusion and the afterword
shed further light on the existing tensions betwidenefforts undertaken to control proliferatiordan
the interest that the European companies haveparshng their share of the market. To sum up, the
report deals with a highly relevant topic, it islh&ructured, well referenced and written. Various
chapters provide useful recommendations, as wetbastructive insights. As pointed out by Alyson
Bailes in the afterword, up to now research on toigic has been lagging behind policy and
technological developments. This report undoultadpresents a first significant step towards
bridging this gap.

The only remark to be made, it seems, is that fimgpa bibliography at the end of the report, adl we
as a list of treaties and legal documents relet@itte field, would have been useful and would have
increased the significance of the report, furthegita status as a reference document.



4.2.5 Made in Flanders: The end-use of Flemisltam equipment

This report aims at answering two main questiolghére does exported Flemish military equipment
ultimately end up?” and “For what purpose is theenial used?”. It is divided into 4 main partddas
from the introduction and conclusion. The firsttgat introduces the general context and describes
the political and legal framework within which Flesin licensing procedures for arms exports are
applied; it also details the latest European degraknts. The second section offers a general aralysi
of the issue of end-use for arms exports licenseBlanders, going through various categories of
military equipment. The third main part provides extremely rich picture of the defence-related
industry in Flanders, while the fourth main parégents a series of detailed case studies of end-use
from aircraft components to electronic equipment.

This is a much-needed study, as the final destinatif these products, as well as their end-use, is
often unclear — as noted by the author, 93% of a&xpsrts are intended for foreign industry (andsthu
for potential re-export), and only 6% for foreignmed forces. What is more, a majority of Flemish
export licences are issued without taking into aotavho the ultimate end-user will be. The repsrt i
very well informed and demonstrates a thorough kedge of the field, founded upon a systematic
collection of data. It is also appropriately stured, with a clear presentation of the issuesadkestit
explains, for instance, that control of the tramlenilitary equipment is essential not only for emsgy
transparency and accountability, but also for mgldgare that these products do not endanger world
peace and stability.

One of the main strengths of this report is the m@hensive overview it provides of the issue, tisank
to the presentation of 15 case studies that toggtie a full and representative picture of the-asd

of Flemish military equipment. Numerous further mdes, beyond these case studies, are also cited
throughout the report, as well as many very usifioles and figures. The report also provides a clea
and well-informed description of the defence-redabedustry in Flanders. In these regards it is an
incredibly rich and well-documented study, whichlwhdoubtedly be used by all those interested in
defence-related issues in Flanders.

The report systematically demonstrates that, ite sifi their limited size when compared with exports
by the major participants in global arms trade dpats manufactured in Flanders have a clear impact
in various conflict situations around the worldr 'example in operations against ocean piracy, in
Afghanistan, or in Libya. Such an impact cannotdwerlooked, especially in view of Flanders’
commitment to a control policy aimed among othémngh at preserving world peace - as noted above.
The report further discusses future trends, andvsirattention to the worrying consequences,
especially in terms of transparency and accouritybilf the ICT Directive that liberalizes the deée
market inside the European Union.

Overall, this report thus provides useful and ilimating explanations for the deficit in information
who are the end-users of exported products fromdées. It illustrates this deficit in the first pay
documenting the end-use of Flemish arms exportg with the help of information drawn from
government reports, an approach that gives limigsdlts and is likely to be concealing some pdirts o
the picture and distorting others. In the secont] fge author demonstrates how these limitatioag m
be overcome and a fuller picture presented witratef a wide range of other data sources.

Undertaking a (limited) comparative analysis withey EU regions might also have been helpful, in
order to be able to assess more precisely Flandpegific features in respect of arms exports, and
also to learn from good and bad practices implegtermtisewhere. Other EU regions might have
experienced a similar lack of visibility with reglato the end-users of their arms exports, and might
have implemented measures in order to ensure mansparency. Together with the inclusion of
some references to more academic literature ontdpe, use of such a comparative approach
(notably, for instance, in the introduction andhe conclusion) would have helped to make sense of
this situation within a broader IR perspective, andght also allow Flanders’ situation to be
characterized in terms of exceptionality or confibym



To sum up, the work note deals with a highly refgvand sensitive topic, and is well structured,
documented and illustrated. Various case studiegige useful insights, and shed light on an under-
researched issue.

4.2.6 Research Report: ‘The Great War Rememberedin@2moration and Peace in Flanders Fields’

The season of centenary commemorations is almast up. The period 2014-2018 will see a rolling
panorama of First World War commemorations which extend its influence to the period 2039-
2045. This research paper is therefore partiguliamely especially in the context of the Flemish
Government’s determination to ensure that the iietsvare normatively and historically correct. iSh
means that there must be an acknowledgment ofivieesity and ambiguity of a remembrance that is
open to all.

Past practice can offer some lessons but thera manenber of other factors that are new. For exampl
there are now virtually no living witnesses of tl&eat War, which changes the purpose of
commemoration. Moreover there is a significanfedénce between modes of commemoration not
only in Flanders but in Belgium, France, Germang Britain - to consider only those involved on the
Western front, and not forgetting colonial and Doimin participants. Above all, there is the already
existing commercialisation of the memory of the &r&/ar and its physical relics in battlefields,
museums, memorials, long-standing traditions aadikie.

The ambition of the Flemish Government is to avpifialls, build on good practice and work into
processes of commemoration the practices of pemcejatively and lastingly. It is for this reason
that the FPI has undertaken a major study of conomation practices and their effects. This study is
excellent. It reveals a sure command of the litgeain Dutch, English and French. As political
science it is sophisticated, sensitive and a reatribution to conflict research; but it is alscsiba
approachable by the practitioner. The argumentsvaleset out and analysed.

Above all, for the reasons set out above, the teigotimely. It asks many tough questions and
supplies some good answers. It is an excellenbriusf academic work for a practitioner’s purpose,
as is appropriate for the FPI. Part of the stiteiod the study is the major survey it undertookhof
stakeholders in Flanders concerned with commenaoralihe survey was wide in participation and in
substance, and the responses are carefully analyBedthere is one danger that is not really given
salience. The survey does not include stakeholfiiers other countries involved on the Western
Front; and there is a certain risk that others a¢opérceive the Government of Flanders as
‘nationalising’ or poaching ‘their commemoration.

Moreover, even if the Flemish Government is malaniig and commendable effort to ‘get it right’
and to promote innovative peace thinking, otheromajternational players may have a bigger and
different agenda.

This report looks carefully at the promises andafig of the commemoration season, its new factors
and its capacity to develop a peace culture. dvides an analysis of the existing literatureretats
almost all of the issues in a manner easily acolessbd practitioners; it has set out and analysed t
views of multiple stakeholders in Flanders, andabhed a range of difficult issues. In short, itiis
difficult job well done and the text deserves aevitissemination beyond Flanders itself.

4.3 Books
4.3.1 Firearms: trafficking, possession and use

This study has the ambitious aim to provide a laddrand impartial analysis of the different aspects
of firearms in (Belgian) society. According to taathors, such a study is warranted for at least two



reasons: first, in 2006 and 2008 Belgium has chértgefirearms law for the first time since 1933
which merits an evaluation of the new law and itpport in society. Second, public discussions
following incidents of deadly use of firearms setamfollow a standardized pattern of exchanging
ever-repeated arguments, often on a dubious faotas#é. The study thus aims to enlighten this gebat
(at the time of writing this review, another succident had just taken place in the Belgian city of
Liege).

The study deserves to be praised on various cobingd.of all, it is very well written. Although €o
authored texts always face the challenge of integyralifferent approaches and styles, the text show
no traces of any tensions between its two autliren though the text is a scientific one, it rersain
remarkably accessible and can therefore be usefulfbroad audience that includes interested
laypersons.

Second, the study is very well structured. Maineatpof the overarching topic of firearms in Befgia
society are addressed in individual chapters: ef tiistory of the new law on firearms (ch. 2), an
outline of the legal control regime and its intdim@al context (ch. 3), an overview of the possmssi
of firearms in Belgium (ch. 4), an overview of tBelgian firearms industry, its exports and economic
significance (ch. 5), an overview of the varioustie of use of firearms such as hunting, shootirdy an
collecting (ch.6), a brief summary of the lethale usf firearms (ch.7) and an overview of the
possession of illegal firearms (ch.8). This stroetis outlined in the first chapter. Chapter 9 dodes
with a summary of the various chapters and theinrfiadings. Although the study has the intention
to cover the issue of firearms in its entirety, dlear structure allows individual chapters to bad
selectively, following one’s particular interestsd. in the economic aspects or in the main elesnent
of the legal regime).

Third, the study is scientific in the best sensamaly crystal-clear about the methods used, dritica
about the evidence available, and cautious abeutdhclusions drawn.

With a view to the scientific outlook of the studiiere is only one minor point to criticize. Chapte
discusses estimates of the number of firearms ivaig possession in Belgium. This discussion
heavily draws on survey data from the “Internaticd@eme Victims Survey”. These data are used to
compare Belgium with other European countries anchap trends in firearms possession over time.
Given the unavailability of reliable official figas and the problems of estimating the number of
illegal firearms, the use of these survey data segarranted and useful. However, the comparison of
data from the “International Crime Victims Survewith data from the 2010 survey on firearms as
commissioned by the Flemish Peace Institute seawtdgmatic. Although the comparison makes
prima facie sense as the question posed has beetically phrased, the difficulty remains that both
surveys use different samples whose representatigeis impossible to judge. It would have been
good to address the potential limits of comparisothis case along the same lines as the previous
discussions about caveats in interpreting datah Sudiscussion seems even more important as this
comparison is the basis for one of the major figdjmamely that the number of firearms in private
possession has dropped dramatically. Although fleiseasons for such a drop exist (most
prominently of course the new legal framework), thetion that has characterized other parts of the
study should have been applied to this part as well

Fourth and finally, the study yields very interegtifindings: The representative survey finds that t
principles of the new Belgian firearms law are Jydsupported in Belgian society - and that
significant differences now exist between the tlo@mmunities.

All in all, the study clearly achieves its ambitiogoal of providing a better basis for discussiarao
topic of high relevance to Belgian society: thegession, production, trade and use of firearms. The
study succeeds in both gathering new data (mogiritauptly in form of a representative survey) and in



critically reviewing existing data and argumentsor®bver, the study succeeds in providing an
impartial evaluation of the new Belgian firearmgistation.

4.3.2 Youth and violence

This book, commissioned by the Flemish Peace institsummarises the main findings in the

literature on ‘Youth and Violence'. It surveys thgailable empirical information for Flanders and

Belgium on the subject and it adds a new piecegdiecal research on the experience of violence by
youngsters themselves.

It calls in question the popular myth that youngstesort to violence more than in past generations
and that perpetrators start their criminal andenblcareer at an earlier age. It also tries tocrphe
perspective of young people themselves, the waydkperience violence in their life world.

The first three chapters of the book present teerthon youth and violence, a definition of consept
the main causal nexuses and explanatory mecharisom. the outset it is made clear that youngsters
can be both perpetrators and victims of violencgpakently many adolescents, especially boys, go
through a phase of undersocialisation around tleecfd 6-17. Some of them commit violent acts or
yield to various forms of criminality. However, fonost of them this is a passing period in life.
According to the researchers this is nothing reatigormal to worry about.

In the fourth chapter, the authors present an @aaref the empirical data on violence by youngsters
There is no evidence for increased youth crimipatit recent times (although many young people
have stories about violence in their neighborhodte researchers strongly emphasize the lacunae in
the data. It is hard to discern general trends, iatetnational comparisons are also hard to make
because of a lack of standardization in availalale.dit is probable that most violent events are no
reported to police.

In the fifth chapter the researchers develop tbein quantitative analysis of the relation between
youth and violence by making use of data provideg & survey done by JOP
(JongerenonderzoeksplatformYeouth Research Platfo)mThe quality of the relationship with the
mother seems to be of crucial importance, more fereral control over their children by parents.
Variables related to the school environment do mneaily matter according to available data, but
maybe the most relevant variables here simply ateised. Peer group variables, by contrast, are ver
important. Only a small percentage of youngstensostly boys - are prone to violence. Perpetrators
are, more often than others, also the victims ofevice.

Chapter 6 reports the results of ‘focus groupsyaiingsters discussing violence. Most interesting is
the variety of opinions about the definition of ience. Most boys speak in the first instance about
physical violence. Young girls emphasize the imgaece of psychic and verbal violence, the latter
leading often to the former forms of violence. Somghlight structural violence as a reason (or a
pretext?) for physical violence. They also discties importance of violent intentions, of power
asymmetry, violence against persons and againstishj. Most youngsters have a classical morality.
They reject the use of violence, except for sefedee or for the defence of their nearest and deare
Some youngsters acknowledge that violence, espeaiahdalism, can also deliver a ‘kick’. The
remedies for violence that young people cite argenur less the same as what one can find in
scientific literature: more police in the stredist also, tackling the underlying factors that gatee
violent behavior, namely poverty and social exdusi

This book does not yield major new insights or réi@e for violence in society. It also chooses oot t
focus especially on violence by perpetrators ofthéfrican origin. It uses the resources of scieimce
order to demystify popular prejudices, and gainsrgjth from the way it combines literature review,



analysis of existing data, and empirical work witleus groups for greater depth and authority. The
result is a reliable source of information, notyooh theoretical literature, but also on the plate
violence in the life experience of the young.

4.4 Advice
4.4.1 Advice concerning the preliminary draft foFl@mish Arms Trade Act

This unusually long and detailed Advice Note, resjiog to a request to the Institute received ve th
Flemish Parliament, forms part of an ongoing cdasioh between the Flemish Government and
Flemish Peace Institute on the preparation ofi-&iver Flemish Arms Trade Act. The institutional
interplay is of interest in itself as a model ofahpolicy making and legislative work can be enrithe

by consultation with independent academic reseascied observers, building in turn on information
about arms transactions released by the execuitherdies.

The note contains an impressive array of genemldatailed comments on the Government’s initial
draft, motivated by four main generic concerns: sistency with various applicable and legally
binding EU instruments; coherence and workabilitihin the Belgian federal framework; clarity and
practicability; and effective political control ardemocratic oversight of arms-related transactions.
The specific points on which adjustments to thdtdiee suggested cover much the same range and
include the need for a clearer demarcation betw&entreatment of civil firearms and military
equipments; more precision on the types of goaistactions to which the new liberalized ‘general
licences’ for export may apply; more extensive répg duties for firms (i.a. to help cover end-use
concerns), and more extensive/specific reportingth®y executive authorities to parliament. The
advice also highlights some cases where a cledtgbusion of competences and detailing of
procedures will be needed within the executive tinan

It is clear that powerful and up-to-date techniegpertise has been brought to bear in this Advice,
allowing both the salient issues and some lessoolsvones to be identified and expert advice to be
offered on solutions. Despite its normative consethe note reflects a certain effort for balarice;
tries to avoid encroaching too much on the legislatown political discretion, or prejudicing
sensitive points of competence sharing within tedefal Belgian system. While very specific
solutions are offered on the most technical poiotslarger issues the report more typically lays ou
alternatives for the authorities and Parliamentdosider. The arms industry’s own interest in being
handled under clear and predictable procedurelsdsduly noted \ide the arguments for a ‘purer’
application of the catch-all clause).

In presentational terms the document reflects atgeéfort for clarity of structure and argument. It
spells out the fullest possible rationale for itglgements and suggestions, and provides a very
transparent listing and recapitulation of all pijrad points.

The technical nature of the topic does not makesémy reading, but the standard of English is corre
and clear. A final close edit might have caughfesr minor inconsistencies of language and
punctuation errors.

4.4.2 Advice concerning the annual report of thenkish Government to the Flemish Parliament on
the implementation of the Act of 5 August 1991 mdigg the import, export and transit of arms,
ammunition and equipment specifically intended ifoititary use or for law enforcement and
associated technology

This Advice Note is an annual product in which Elemish Peace Institute provides Parliament with
comments on the Flemish Government’s report omatsdling of arms imports, exports and transit



during the preceding year. As the FPI publishesvta annual report on the same topic based on data
released seriatim by the authorities, the AdvicéeNas such can be relatively short, and typically
repeats/highlights remarks made in the longer EBligation.

On this occasion, the note picks out a mixtureeaafurring concerns and more actual themes. The
former include the very high proportion of Flemestms-related exports that have a recipient in other
countries’ arms industry, thus raising the questbwho decides (and how) on the destination of the
completed equipment; and the mystery of a steadjindein licences granted for transit of arms
deliveries through Flanders. The outstanding ctittegme is that of arms deliveries from Europe and
Flanders to countries in the Maghreb and Middlet,Bakich are shown to have been sharply on the
rise when the Flemish executive decided in Febr2f¥l to freeze the granting of licences to
locations involved in the ‘Arab Spring’ — raisingpwdous questions about how that freeze has taken
effect.

The note also shows the FPI's customary conceradoountability and transparency, and encourages
Parliament to press for further official data otuat movements of arms-related products in anadbut
Flanders as well as of licences granted. It untEsithe need to update and extend official repgrti
procedures as the new licensing arrangements nmexhdgtEU defence market directives start to take
effect.

The note shows a confident, wide and deep expeastisesues of the arms trade in Flanders, the EU
and more widely; an alertness to new developmemtd;a normative concern for maximum restraint,
consistency and transparency in this field. If mahyts themes are repeated from earlier FPI notes,
this presumably reflects issues still unresolved/@anthe chance to apply new evidence. The text is
clearly written and structured and arrives at m®aiecommendations. There are no linguistic or
editorial weaknesses.

4.4.3 Advice concerning the draft Decree tabledviagsrs Bart Caron and Filip Watteeuw and Mme.
Mieke Vogels regarding the import, export and tiansf arms, ammunition and equipment
specifically intended for military use or for lawfercement and associated technology

The background to this note is that while the FmGovernment has been preparing its own draft
(on which FPI has also commented) of a Flemishigradntary Decree to govern the exercise of
Flanders' devolved competences for arms expororits and transit, a group of Flemish MPs have
tabled another draft on which the Flemish Parliantes invited the Institute's advice. This lengthy
note addresses the MPs' version on its own merddiads much to commend, notably insofar as the
draft aligns Flemish practice with the latest EUigdtions, offers detailed guidance on administeati
procedures, and calls for consultation on posgjtdg areas left by the division of competencesiwith
Belgium. The Institute however remarks on the nfmdclearer structuring of the text and calls
attention to some general problems such as thesioe@d reference implying inclusion of dual-use
items, which should actually be treated in anothgulatory context.

Other technical comments are laid out on an arbglarticle basis, and summarized at the start and
end of the note. They include points that theitinst has stressed also in regard to the authgritie
drafts and reports, such as the need for clearfnitttns of firearms for civil use and of the
distinction between them and military equipment,vwasdl as a 'purer' conception of the catch-all
clause. As the present draft Decree aims to becislyestrict (over and above the present EU norm)
in retaining national control of re-export and ers#, the Institute offers more detailed and caatipn
comments than hitherto on how such efforts miglst be targeted in practice. It warns of the need
not to overload the relevant supervisory organstmoeintroduce case-by-case licensing for intth-E
exchanges by the back door: but recommends ratheffodus attention on critical items and
components, and to adapt the control proceduregbljeto the various types of export permission



now available. At the same time it warns that thestrflexible (‘general’) form of licence now
applicable to intra-EU exports should be limitectdefined set of less sensitive commodities.

This is a very detailed and thorough advice, wisiabceeds very well in presenting a comprehensive
and understandable analysis of a very complex jssasd concludes with well-argued
recommendations. It reflects both deep technicpkdise and an effort for objectivity and balance.



Thelnstitute

51 Context
The Act: handbook for the Flemish Peace Institute

In the founding Act (7 May 2004) of the Flemish Bednstitute, the Flemish Parliament laid down
four tasks for the new paraparliamentary institutieo conduct fundamental and topical peace
research, to collect information sources and makentavailable to the general public, disseminate
information, and advise the Parliament and Govenitme

Peace research, covering both fundamental scieméfearch and research that responds to current
events, is the primary task of the Peace Instiflibe research conducted is designed to contriloute t
the promotion of peaceful and equitable solutiansdnflicts and to establishing the conditionsdor
lasting peace.

Another of the Peace Institute’s tasks is to infahm Flemish Parliament, civil society, and alse th
general public about peace and the preventionadénte, and about the results of research conducted
It is also tasked with creating forums where exqgrblicy makers, and members of civil society can
meet with each other and discuss questions comgepaace.

Finally, the Peace Institute has been empowerddrioulate general or specific advice, either on its
own initiative or at the request of the Flemishligarent. The Flemish Parliament Act explicitly
identifies the Institute’s advisory function to thReemish Parliament regarding the annual repothef
Flemish Government concerning arms trade, but d&aent can also call upon the expertise of the
Peace Institute in other matters. The Peace Itssiizelf can at any time formulate advice on thsi®

of its research.

In its fourfold mission, the Peace Institute tasgetroad audience. As a paraparliamentary institut
the Institute in the first instance serves the kénParliament, providing support in the execuidn

its core duties. Among other tasks, the Peacetuitstassists the Flemish Parliament in drawing up
Acts of Parliament as well as in the effective nming and oversight of executive action flowing
from the transfer in 2003 of competence for impaigorts, and transit of arms.

The Peace Institute also targets civil society #nmedgeneral public. Through its Board of Directors,
the Peace Institute keeps a finger on the pulsth®fbroader social environment in Flanders —
employers, workers, academia, peace movementqaitidal parties.

Mission Statement

The Board of Directors has translated the missiaihe Peace Institute into a Mission Statement that
takes its starting point unmistakably in a Flemisbntext, yet aims to reach across regional
boundaries. The Institute employs established nasthaf peace research but is not reluctant to
experiment with new approaches. The text emphattisemvolvement of civil society and the general
public in the Institute’s activities. The MissiomaBment is a concise but rich and balanced text th
can serve as a guiding thread for the continuedldpment of the Peace Institute.

“The Flemish Institute for Peace and the PreventidrViolence is an independent institute founded
by the Flemish Parliament to advocate and promopeace culture in Flanders, and which aims to
contribute to building peace in Europe and the orl



The Flemish Peace Institute joins a long tradit@frpromoting peace in the areas of peace economy,
social defence, arms control, control of the inaional arms trade, respect for human rights, and
peaceful forms of conflict management.

The Flemish Peace Institute conducts and promaasgresearch and makes publications, advisory
notes and information available to the public andblic authorities.

The Flemish Peace Institute is prepared to pardtapactively and effectively in peace initiativies,
consultation with civil society and the public aofities.

In the development of a Flemish peace culture,Rleenish Peace Institute pays due attention to a
peace economy and peace education, as well ast@pproaches for building peace, among others
an ethical, gender-sensitive, or ecological apptoac

The Flemish Peace Institute seeks to be an opesehshere all are welcome.”
52 The Board of Directors
Composition

The Board of Directors of the Peace Institute isigosed of 19 voting members from various sectors
of Flemish civil society. The members hold a 5-yesndate and are appointed by the Flemish
Parliament. In order to guarantee an independestitite with a broad platform and the necessary
expertise, the founding Act establishes a balamepdesentation: six members seated in their own
name nominated by the parties in Flemish Parliajrterée members on the recommendation of the
Flemish Interuniversity Council, three members be tecommendation of a voluntary cooperative
partnership of Dutch-language peace organizatiamd,four members on the recommendation of the
Flanders Social and Economic Council. The Boar®ioéctors thus constituted further co-opts three
more members. In composing the Peace Instituteardof Directors, the principle of balanced
representation between men and women in advisahadministrative bodies is applied.

On 17 January 2011, the date of its first meeting0d11, the Board of Directors was composed of the
following members:

For the political parties:

Mr Freddy Sarens

Mrs Monica Van Kerrebroeck
Mr Jan Clement

Mr Axel Delvoie

Mr Raf Burm

Mrs Anna Maria Charlier

For VLIR (Flemish Inter-University Council):
Mr Jacobus Delwaide

Mr Philippe Nauwelaerts (Vice-chairman)
Mrs Anne Walraet

For the peace movements:
Mr Walter Baeten

Mr Philippe Haeyaert

Mrs Inez Louwagie

For SERV (Flanders Social and Economic Council):
Mr Jean Boulogne
Mrs Els Dirix



Mr Guy Putman
Mr Jan Renders

Co-opted:

Mrs Nelly Maes (Chair)
Mrs Brigitte Herremans
Mrs Olivia Rutazibwa

In 2011 Mrs Inez Louwagie, Mrs Anne Walraet and d&n Renders resigned from the Board of
Directors. Mrs Gita Deneckere and Messrs Patrickedere and Hans Lammerant were welcomed as
new members.

Meetings
In 2011, the meetings of the Board of Directorstted Flemish Peace Institute took place on 17
January, 28 February, 4 April, 16 May, 31 May, 8iie]l 12 September, 24 October and 5 December.

Daily Management

Decisions made by the Board of Directors are ptw jpractice through the work of the Daily

Management, which consists of the chairman, viaaraan, and the Director of the Peace Institute.
The members of the Daily Management are closelplired in the Institute’s preparations for the

meetings of the Board, its activities, and its parel policy.

53 The Scientific Council

As scientific research constitutes one of the bpiliars sustaining the activities of the Peacdituie,

the founding Act provided for a Scientific Countol give the Board of Directors and the Scientific
Secretariat substantive support in their reseawtlvites. As an advisory body of international
composition, the Scientific Council evaluates thaliy of the Peace Institute’s research activitied
advises the Board of Directors as well as the $SfierSecretariat on important trends in research
about peace and security. Given its expertise,ay mlso be consulted in the course of ongoing
research.

The Scientific Council is composed of the Chairtbé Board of Directors, eight national and
international specialists selected from academicles and NGOs, and the Director of the Peace
Institute. The Board of Directors appoints the memlof the Scientific Council for a term of 5 years
The Scientific Council meets twice a year. In 20h&, Council met on 11 March and 21 October.

In 2011, the Scientific Council was composed offtilwing members:

Alyson J.K. Bailes - Adjunct Professor of Politicatience at the University of Iceland.

Prof. Dr. John Groom - Emeritus Professor of Inrtiéional Relations at the University of Kent.

Prof. Dr. Sven Biscop - Director of the Security&obal Governance Programme for Egmont — the
Royal Institute for International Relations - an@d@dinator of Higher Studies in Defence and
Security.

Prof. Dr. Mark Duffield - Professor of Developméditlitics at the University of Bristol.

Prof. Dr. Elise Féron - Senior Lecturer in Intefoaél Conflict Analysis at the University of Kema
the Brussels School of International Studies

Prof. Dr. Wolfgang Wagner - Senior Lecturer witle tBepartment of Political Science at the Free
University of Amsterdam (VU).



Prof. Dr. Elspeth Guild - Professor of European fdigpn Law at the University of Nijmegen and
Guest Professor at the London School of EcononnidsPalitical Science (LSE).

Prof. Dr. Antoon Vandevelde - Professor with thent@e for Ethics, Social and Political Philosophy
and Dean of the Higher Institute of Philosophyhat KU Leuven.

On 11 March 2011, Ms. Alyson J.K. Bailes was apfaalrunanimously as chairman of the Scientific
Council by the members of the Council. She repldded. John Groom who was chairman from 2006
to 2011.

54 The Scientific Secretariat

The Scientific Secretariat is the Peace Institutggerational centre. In the premises of the Houdse o
Flemish Representatives the researchers pursue ek, the documentation centre is further
developed, and advisory notes are prepared.

In 2011, the Secretariat was composed of the fatigunembers:

Director
Tomas Baum

Researchers

Sara Depauw

Nils Duquet
Maarten Van Alstein
Marjolein Muys

Communications Officer
Wies De Graeve

Office Manager
Margarida Ferro

The Peace Institute offers internships to give estitsl local and from abroad, the opportunity to get
acquainted with a professional work environmerg, fremish Parliament, and the academic tasks of
the Institute. In 2011, under the guidance of Paasitute staff, Liva Kuipers, Thijs Baum and Marc
Soubry began working as interns with the Peacétuest Alyson J.K. Bailes worked for four months
as guest researcher at the Peace Institute in 2011.

55 External relations

5.5.1 Network

Academic networking

So that the Peace Institute can fulfil its reseamdindate, national and international contacts in
academia are needed inter alia for the exchangefofmation, for developing networks and for
conducting complementary research. In 2011, theadir existing contacts were further developed and
valuable new contacts were established with otmastitutes involved in peace research and
international relations at a domestic and inteometi level. The Institute achieved this by contiitog

to conferences, setting up collaborative activitiepublications, and through personal contacts.

Employees of the Flemish Peace Institute made tibation to the following academic events:



- On 1 April 2011, Director Tomas Baum gave a glesture, "De regulering van wapenhandel in een
Europees kader" (The regulation of arms tradeBumpean context), at the University of Antwerp in
the lecture series "Issues in international pdlitic

- The British International Studies Association $B)) annual conference took place in Manchester
from 24-29 April 2011. Researcher Sara Depauw pitegea paper, "The political limits of de-
securitization: security, arms trade and the Etemic targets".

- The Politicologenetmaal (24-hours' ConferenceMolitical Scientists) took place in Amsterdam on
9 and 10 June 2011. Director Tomas Baum and Walf§sagner, member of the Scientific Council,
led an English-language session on "Domestic psligind international security". Tomas Baum and
Sara Depauw presented a paper, "The EU defencekemabalancing effectiveness with
responsibility".

- The Stockholm Criminology Symposium took placénsen 13 and 15 June 2011. Researcher Nils
Duquet presented a paper on 15 June, "Gun corguillic opinion and mortality: The case of
Belgium" in the session, "Policing micro crime @atSelected studies in crime and criminals”.

- The Third Global International Studies Conferenée¢he World International Studies Committee
(WISC) took place in Porto from 17 to 20 August 20Director Tomas Baum delivered a lecture on
18 August, "Export controls and the European defentarket: combining effectiveness with
responsibility" in the section "Building the foreigind security policy of the EU", and a lecture26n
August, "Mediating the local and the global: a Kamtplea for limiting powers of enforcement"” in the
section "New perspectives and issues in polititabty".

- The Sixth General Conference of the European @tinm for Political Research (ECPR) took place
in Reykjavik from 25-27 August 2011. Director Tonaum delivered a lecture, "Mediating the local
and the global: a Kantian plea for limiting powefsenforcement". Researcher Maarten Van Alstein
presented a paper, "Remembering the Great Walfigpatrands of commemorating the war".

- Director Tomas Baum delivered a lecture on amadet in a European perspective at the University
of Iceland (Institute of International Affairs - @tee for Small State Studies) on 25 November 2011.

As concerns contacts with similar institutions iel@gdum and abroad, the following contacts in 2011
stand out: with the Stockholm International Peaesedarch Institute, SIPRI (translation SfPRI
Yearbook seminar on ‘nuclear governance’); with the Pedesearch Institute Oslo, PRIO (seminar
on small arms and light weapons); with the Egmastifute (presentation of Egmont Paper on the
WEU); and with the International Catalan Institiibe Peace, ICIP (work visit with a delegation of
members of the Flemish Parliament).

Policy-oriented networking

As a paraparliamentary research institution iti$® @rucial for the Peace Institute to develop @alr
network within its political environment. It goesitiiout saying that the Flemish Parliament and
Flemish MPs are given priority. The Peace Instifutevides support to Parliament, inter alia through
the publication of advisory and background notes,development of a documentation centre and the
organization of conferences and seminars (see €haptThe Peace Institute kept the parliamentary
community informed of its activities with varioustiales in Parlando, the Flemish Parliament’s in-
house magazine, which saw its final year in 2011.

Together with its role in the Flemish Parliamemig Peace Institute has also forged contacts with
Flemish policymakers in general, including the ®gac Goods Control Unit (Flemish Department of

Foreign Affairs) for arms trade and production, tBducation Administration as regards peace
education, and the Project Secretariat 2014-20118 niegard to the commemoration of the Centenary
of WWI.



The Peace Institute has also continued to expasmdpdlitical network at international level,
particularly in connection with the European dimensof its work. Contact was established with the
European Parliament's Subcommittee on Security Rei@nce in the wake of the conference on
"Arms export control and the emerging European mfemarket” held in the Flemish Parliament
under the Belgian EU Presidency in 2010. On 11 1A®11, Director Tomas Baum was invited to
contribute to a European Policy Centre workshoghenrole of European External Action Service
(EEAS) in arms export control ("The EEAS and noaliferation, arms control and disarmament”).

During a work visit to Barcelona in the contextafropean projects for conflict resolution at scheol
working meeting was organized between members ef Ghtalan and Flemish Parliaments (see
Chapter 3).

Contacts with civil society and stakeholders

Alongside the parliamentary and academic commw)itizvil society is also an important partner and
stakeholder of the Peace Institute. After all, ltiitute is more than a centre of expertise; dls a
Flemish political-social institution. Structurallythis partnership is anchored in the strong
representation of civil society organizations oa lifstitute’s Board of Directors.

The Peace Institute is also developing additiamfarimal contacts with Flemish civil society. Cortgac
with this network are used mainly for the dissenioraof research results. Events organized by the
Peace Institute in 2011 regularly included brogutesentation from organizations engaged in issues
of peace and other matters of social import. Howetés flow of information is not just one-way:eth
Peace Institute looks for a two-way flow and intgien of information and experience. In 2011,
contacts were also established with internatioivéll gociety organizations.

- From 26 to 28 May 2011, the Belgian Gun Collestdssociation (BVVW) organized the "FESAC

International Arms Collectors Congress Brusselstha Army Museum in Brussels. On 26 May,

researcher Maarten van Alstein gave an explandemture there on the Peace Institute’s book
"Firearms: trafficking, possession and use".

- On 23 September 2011, the Commissariat for Gérildr Rights organized a study day, "Violence
reported and counted’, about the approach to welagainst children and youth. Based on the book
on "Youth and violence" that the Peace Institutblished in May, Direction Tomas Baum offered a
reflection about violence among children at thiglgtday.

- On 26 September, in the framework of Flemish Beafeek, the Peace Institute of the City and
Province of Antwerp organized the debate, "Do nmbos development to pieces: achieving an
international treaty on arms trade". Director TorBasm provided the introduction for this debate.

- On 23 November 2011, Director Tomas Baum spolautapeace activities in Belgium and the
Netherlands over the past decade during an Acadgession held to mark the 25th anniversary of the
Aalst Peace House.

- On November 11 2011, Director Tomas Baum gavdatha@atory speech for the award of the City of
Ypres Peace Prize 2011 to Dr. Denis Mukwege. Drkwge acts on the behalf of women in East
DRC who have been victims of sexual violence.

In 2010, research results published by the Peasttuie also received considerable attention in
publications by civil society organizations, notaklith reference to peace education, remembrance,
and the arms trade. Furthermore, the Peace Imstiéps close track of peace activities in Flanders
and Institute personnel were regularly presenténfield.



The business world is another important actor weglin the Peace Institute's operations. Contacts
need to be kept open particularly in the contexrais trade and arms production.

In 2011, during preparation of the advisory notadte draft and proposal for a Flemish Parliament
Act concerning arms trade, several meetings weldeihter alia with the working group "Arms trade
and arms production” which supports the activinéthe Board of Directors. Representatives from
relevant civil society organizations and the bussneorld were represented in this working group.
The work group "Peace and society" also consultigldl avbroad range of civil society organizations,
inter alia on peace education, youth and violemckvear commemoration.

5.5.2 Events

- On 10 February 2011, the Peace Institute, togetita the Stockholm International Peace Research
Institute (SIPRI), organized a seminar about redenelopments concerning 'nuclear governance' in
the Van Eyck Room of the Flemish Parliament.

- On March 2011, the Peace Institute presentededdts of its research into firearms in the &®ill
Hall' of Flemish Parliament; researchers Nils Ducaued Maarten Van Alstein presented their book
"Firearms: trafficking, possession and use".

- Every year, the Institute publishes an annuabntepn Flemish foreign arms trade. The 2011 version
was presented on 30 March to members of Parliamedtpress in the Rik Wouters Room of the
Flemish Parliament.

- On 26 May 2011, the book "Youth and violence:enfferhood and victimhood measured and
experienced" was presented by the authors and e¢heePInstitute in the Van Eyck Room of the
Flemish Parliament.

- On 16 June the Peace Institute presented, tagetita Egmont - The Royal Institute for
International Relations - Egmont Paper no. 46: ‘tDeaf an Institution: The End for Western
European Union, a Future for European Defence?Alggon J.K. Bailes and Graham Messervy-
Whiting in the Rik Wouters Room of the Flemish Rarlent.

- On the occasion of the fifth anniversary of ttertsof the Peace Institute in 2006, the startlefrfish
Peace Week, the International Day of Peace anplblcation of the Dutch-language summary of the
SIPRI Yearbook 2001, on 22 September 2011 the Reatitute organized the celebratory colloquium
"Military expenditures under debate” in the 'Shaflithe Flemish Parliament.

- The Peace Institute, Bradford University and Beace Research Institute Oslo (PRIO) together
organized a seminar on small arms and light wegpoagile states and development. The seminar
took place in the Rik Wouters Room of the FlemighliBment on 11 October 2011.

- The report, "The Great War Remembered: Commeiorand Peace in Flanders Fields" was
presented in the 'Pillar Hall' of the Flemish Rarlent on 8 November 2011 by author Maarten Van
Alstein.

- To commemorate the end of the First World Wae, Fflemish Peace Institute, the In Flanders Fields
Museum and Ypres, the City of Peace, organizedraeR#rance Day Lecture on the eve of the 93rd
anniversary of the Armistice. Following Mayor Taoihi Akiba of Hiroshima in 2008, war
correspondent Robert Fisk in 2009 and author EMantier in 2010, this year former UN diplomat
and Algerian politician Lakhdar Brahimi acceptedimwitation to portray his vision of war and peace
in commemoration of the First World War. The mukicgerlude of the Remembrance Day lecture
was performed by Jozef De Beenhouwer.



5.5.3 Communication

Strategic communication

Effective external communication is the step thamnpletes the Institute’s research, advisory and
documentation work. In order to enhance its efiectess, and as a complement to the Institute’s
strategic plan, the best way to link the Institit@ission, vision and strategy with external (siyaf)
communications was addressed in a strategic conuatioms plan for 2010-2011.

In 2011, this communication plan guided the Peas#tute's external communication, serving both to
support the established strategic plan and to grdfee Institute's identity. In 2011, the entirdi@t
plan from this strategic communication plan was plated. An evaluation of the two-year plan
helped form the basis for a new strategic commuioicgplan 2012-2013, which was approved in
early 2012 by the Board of Directors of the Peastitute.

House style

For the design of its house style, the Peace ustitvorks with Gramma nv. Gramma is a network
partner of the Total Identity Group and specializestrategic searches in the areas of identitagien
and positioning, and the resulting visual and comicative implications. Gramma is responsible for a
portion of the lay-out of the Peace Institute peedtiions.

Website

The websitef the Peace Institute is the central vehicle mborimation and communication: thus all of
the Institute’s products clearly display the websitidress. The updating and further development of
the site are a constant focus of attention. Traesgg and restrained simplicity are primary elersent
in both structure and design. A complete renovaticthe website was completed in February 2011.

www.vlaamsvredesinstituut.eu
www.flemishpeaceinstitute.eu

Digital Newsletter

In 2011, electronic newsletters were regularly gensubscribers. By subscribing to the newsletter,
interested parties c&eep abreast of the activities or new publicationshe Peace Institute.

Web 2.0

The Peace Institute has had its own Facebook erafilwww.facebook.com/vlaamsvredesinstituut
since April 2011.

Since March 2011 the Peace Institute has had its Y@uTube channel for sharing docu-clips and
other videos.

5.5.4  The Peace Institute in the press
Press releases
18/01/2011 "Europese wapenhandel op recordpeilfofi@an arms trade at record pace)

15/03/2011 "Vuurwapens in Belgié: de balans vigirjaa de invoering van de wapenwet" (Firearms in
Belgium: the balance five years after adoptiorhefWeapons Act)



30/03/2011 "2010 was een recordjaar voor wapenéxpar het Midden-Oosten en de Magrhreb"
(2010 was a record year for arms exports to thedMi@ast and North Africa)

03/05/2011 "Vredesinstituut reageert op speculaties zijn toekomst" (The Peace Institute reacts to
speculation about its future)

26/05/2011 "Jongeren als daders en slachtoffersgeaveld in Vlaanderen" (Young offenders and
victims of violence in Flanders)

25/10/2011 "Vlaams Vredesinstituut vandaag aamierd in het Vlaams Parlement” (Flemish Peace
Institute takes the podium in the Flemish Parliathen

13/12/2011 "Wapens van Vlaamse makelij worden wiergd ingezet" (Weapons made in Flanders
used around the world)

Audiovisual media coverage

21/02/2011 "Wapenleveringen aan het Midden-Oogtamhs transfers to the Middle East)
Radio 1: Today

22/02/2011 "Les armes Belges circulent” (Belgiansin circulation)
RTBF: News

22/02/2011 "Vlaamse wapens in Bahrein" (FlemishsamrBahrain)
Q-Music/JOEfm (radio): News

22/02/2011 "VIaamse wapenhandel" (Flemish armsjrad
Studio Brussel (radio): Zet ‘m op Bram

15/03/2011 "Vuurwapens in Belgié" (Firearms in Behg)
VRT Radio: Het Nieuws (The News)

Eén: Het Journaal 13u (The 1 p.m. news)

Actua TV: Nieuwslus (News)

15/03/2011 "VIaamse pantsers in Bahrein" (Flemasiks in Bahrain)
Eén: Het Journaal 19u (The 7 p.m. news)

17/03/2011 "Vuurwapens in huis" (Firearms in thenbd
Radio 1: Peeters & Pichal

30/03/2011 "Jaarrapport wapenhandel” (Annual reporirms trade)
VRT Radio: Het Nieuws (The News)

Q-Music/JOEfm: News

Eén: Het Journaal (The News)

VTM: Het Nieuws (The News)

Canvas: Ter Zake (Current issues)

Actua TV: Nieuwslus (News)

03/05/2011 "Impact nieuwe wapenwet" (Impact of Weapons Act)
ATV (Antwerp TV)

06/08/2011 "Hiroshima en kernwapens" (Hiroshima anclear weapons)
Radio Centraal



13/12/2011 "Eindgebruik van Vlaams militair matefig End-use of Flemish military equipment)
VRT Radio: Het Nieuws (The News)

13/12/2011 "Vlaamse wapenhandel en vuurwapens lgi8e(Flemish arms trade and firearms in
Belgium)

Radio 1: Today

14/12/2011 "Vuurwapens in Belgié" (Firearms in Betq)

Studio Brussel (radio): Zet ‘m op Bram
VT4: Flanders Today

Written press

18/01/2011 "Vlaamse wapenexport opnieuw sterk geste— De Morgen (Flemish arms exports
sharply increase once again)

5/02/2011 "Directeur Tomas Baum over het Vlaamsdesmstituut" - Mo.be (Director Tomas Baum
on the Flemish Peace Institute)

22/02/2011 "Vlaamse wapens in Bahrein" - De Mor@fdamish arms in Bahrain)
22/02/2011 ‘Waar zijn Waalse wapens?’ — De Starti@sthere are the Walloon weapons?)

22/02/2012 "Vlaanderen exporteerde wapentuig naardin" — De Redactie (Flanders exported arms
to Bahrain)

23/02/2011 "VIaamse wapenexport schiet omhoog" MDBegen (Flemish arms exports on the rise)

23/02/2011 "De Crem bezoekt wapenbeurs Abu Dhalie-Standaard (De Crem visits Abu Dhabi
Arms Fair)

23/02/2011 "De Crem op wapenbeurs in Abu Dhabi'et NMieuwsblad (De Crem at Abu Dhabi Arms
Fair)

26/02/2011 "Ook Vlaanderen is wapenhandelaar" -Staedaard (Flanders is also an arms dealer)
26/02/2011 "(Less) Lethal weapons™— De Tijd

14/03/2011 "In Focus: interview met Tomas Baum pevdnandel, herdenking, werking" — Metro (In
Focus: interview with Tomas Baum - arms trade, cemaration, action)

16/03/2011 "Helft minder dodelijke schietincideritenDe Standaard (Fatal shooting incidents down
50%)

16/03/2011 "VIaamse pantsers rijden Bahrein binreDé Standaard (Flemish tanks enter Bahrain)
16/03/2011 "Wapenwet werpt vruchten af" — Metro @ens Act paying dividends)

16/03/2011 "Vuurwapens in Belgié" — Belang van Limg(Firearms in Belgium)

16/03/2011 "Vuurwapens in Belgié" — Gazet van Ampea (Firearms in Belgium)

16/03/2011 "Een op de twintig gezinnen heeft vuypevd — De Morgen (One in twenty families has a
firearm)



16/03/2011 "Saoedi’'s rukken Bahrein binnen met Msa pantsers" — De Morgen (Saudis enter
Bahrain with Flemish tanks)

16/03/2011 "Wapenwet wordt aanvaard™— Knack (Weephact approved)

17/03/2011 "Saoedi-Arabisch pantserorder lever@awis bedrijf 65 miljoen euro op™— De
Morgen (Saudi-Arabian tank order worth 65 milliar@ to Flemish company)

31/03/2011 "Midden-Oosten tuk op Vlaamse wapenBe-Standaard (Middle East keen on Flemish
arms)

31/03/2011 "Vlaamse wapenexport verdubbelt in jaiffr" — Het Nieuwsblad (Flemish arms exports
double over five years)

31/03/2011 "Wapenexport verdubbeld in vijf jaar"-etkd (Flemish arms exports double over five
years)

31/03/2011 "Jaarrapport wapenhandel" — Belang wanblirg (Annual report on arms trade)
31/03/2011 "Vorig jaar was recordjaar voor wapelwekpaar het Midden-Oosten en de
Maghreblanden" — De Morgen (Last year was a regest for arms exports to the Middle East and
North Africa)

01/04/2011 "L’atout trés discret de d’Yves Letermd’e Vif (Yves Leterme's discreet trump)

01/04/2011 "Les exportations d’armes par la Flamohtedoublé en cing ans" — Metro (FR) (Flemish
arms exports double over five years)

12/04/2011 "Hoe raakt u in Belgié aan een legaalwapen" — De Morgen (How to obtain a legal
firearm in Belgium)

12/04/2011 "lllegale wapens talrijker dan ooit" az8t van Antwerpen (More illegal weapons than
ever)

12/04/2011 "Verboden wapenbezit blijft stijgen” el@g van Limburg (Forbidden possession of guns
continues to rise)

03/05/2011 "Opheffing dreigt voor Vredesinstituut Kinderrechtencommissariaat’ — De Morgen
(Peace Institute and Commissariat for Childrenghiithreatened with dissolution)

04/05/2011 "Kinderrechtencommissaris dreigt te wgreen" — Metro (Commissioner for Children's
Rights in danger of disappearing)

04/05/2011 "Politeike rel over Kinderrechtencommargzat" — De Standaard (Political storm about
Commissariat for Children's Rights)

04/05/2011 "Werkgroep bekijkt Vredesinstituut" —l&®& van Limburg (Working group examines
Peace Institute)

04/05/2011 "Peumans ontkent rel met nota commesér- Het Laatste Nieuws (Peumans denies
clash with commissariat note)

27/05/2011 "Jeugdcriminaliteit stijgt niet" — Betaman Limburg (Youth criminality not on the rise)



27/05/2011 "Bijna één op vijf tienerjongens geweldig" — De Morgen (Nearly one in five teen
youths are violent)

27/05/2011 "Een op twintig jongeren pleegt wel egeweld" — Metro (One in twenty young people
have committed act of violence)

01/07/2011 "Vuurwapens in Belgié" — Internation@feectator (Firearms in Belgium)

13/07/2011 "Vlaanderen krijgt in 2014 kans vredeslszhap uit te dragen" — Tertio (Flanders
receives opportunity to convey message of pea281id)

08/08/2011 "Vredesactivisten herdenken atoombomognlapan” — Het Laatste Nieuws (Peace
activists commemorate atom bombs on Japan)

08/08/2011 "Doden Hiroshima en Nagasaki herdachtlictgjes" — Het Nieuwsblad (Hiroshima and
Nagasaki dead commemorated with lights)

03/09/2011 "Sportschutters in Vlaanderen" — De Mar{Marksmen in Flanders)

25/10/2011 "Kinderrechtencommissariaat en Vred&tius moeten besparen” — De Morgen
(Commissariat for Children's rights and Peacetinstimust face cutbacks)

25/10/2011 "Minder geld voor Vlaams VredesinstituatDe Standaard (Fewer funds for Flemish
Peace Institute)

25/10/2011 "Vlaanderen snoeit in kinderrechten esdésinstituut" — Gazet van Antwerpen (Flanders
cuts budget for children's rights and Peace Irisjitu

25/10/2011 "Paraparlementaire instellingen afgeliuw Belang van Limburg (Paraparliamentary
institutions facing cutbacks)

02/11/2011 "Diplomaat Lakhdar Brahimi geeft lezing"Het Laatste Nieuws (Diplomat Lakhdar
Brahimi delivers lecture)

09/11/2011 "Luckas Van Der Taelen wil In Flandeiedds verplichten voor scholieren” — Het
Nieuwsblad (Luckas Van Der Taelen wants to makeldmders Fields obligatory for schoolchildren)

09/11/2011 "Honderd jaar Grote Oorlog" — Knack (Great War Centenary)

14/12/2011 "Vredesinstituut wil meer duidelijkhexver eindbestemming wapens" — De Morgen
(Peace Institute wants greater clarity about faegtination of arms)

14/12/2011"VIaamse wapens toch in conflictgebiedenDe Standaard (Flemish arms in conflict
areas)

14/12/2011 "Wat Van Themsche deed, kan niet medde-Tijd (What Van Themsche did cannot
happen again)

14/12/2011 "Vlaamse wapens in Libié en AfghanistanDe Tijd (Flemish arms in Libya and
Afghanistan)

14/12/2011 "Vlaamse wapens gebruikt in conflictgelen" — Het Nieuwsblad (Flemish arms used in
conflict areas)



14/12/2011 "Eindbestemming 3 op 4 Vlaamse waperszl®nd" — Het Laatste Nieuws (Final
destination of 3 out of 4 Flemish weapons unknown)

14/12/2011 "Hou meer rekening met eindgebruik wapenMetro (Greater awareness of end-use of
arms needed)

14/12/2011 "Zwarte markt voor wapens is ‘giganttselNRC Handelsblad (Black market for arms is
‘gigantic’)

15/12/2011 "Verboden wapens waar niemand vat ofi"he®e Morgen (Forbidden arms no one has
control over)

15/12/2011 "lllegale wapenhandel groeit fors" —$andaard (lllegal arms trade grows sharply)

15/12/2011 "Een Nagant-revolver mag in Belgié nediet Financieel Dagblad (A Nagant revolver
still allowed in Belgium)

20/12/2011 "Er zijn te veel wapens vrij verkrijgbaa- De Morgen (There are too many guns
available)

21/12/2011 "Vlaamse wapens zijn overal" - Wabl{efemish arms are everywhere)

555 Publications in external forums

- Van Alstein, M. (2011), "Een oefening in herinngsarcheologie. De herdenking en
memorialisering van de slag van Verdun", Strevé),413-425. (An exercise in commemoration
archaeology: Commemoration and remembrance ofatike of Verdun)

- Duquet, N. (2011), "Swamped with weagpadrhe proliferation of illicit small arms and ligh
weapons in the Niger Delta", In: Obi, C. &4%ad, S.A. (eds.), Oil and Insurgency in the Niger
Delta. London: Zed Books.

- Van Alstein, M. (2011), "1945-1949: Nederlaenl Belgié en de nieuwe wereldorde”, in: R.
Coolsaet and D. Hellema (eds.), Nederlands — BwHgisbetrekkingen van 1945 tot heden,
Amsterdam: Boom. (1945-1949: Netherlands and Beigind the new world order)

- Van Alstein, M. (2011), "From Enigma to Enemaul-Henri Spaak, the Belgian Diplomatic
Elite, and the Soviet Union, 1944-1945", in JouiwfaCold War Studies, 13(3), p. 126-148.

Financial Report

In cooperation with the services of the Generalr&@adat of the Flemish Parliament, the Flemish
Peace Institute operates an autonomous budgetahyfimancial accounting system in SAP. This
means that, besides the separate budget, a separatal account is also prepared. The Flemish
Parliament assigns an annual operating allocatdhe Institute and, on the recommendation of the
Board of Directors, approves its budget and acsoufihe Peace Institute adheres to the rules of
accountancy as imposed on it by the Budgetary andoéntancy Regulations for institutions
associated with the Flemish Parliament. The Instgiaccounts are audited by the Audit Office.

For a financial report of the Peace Institute's12@brking year, we refer to "Flemish Peace Initut
accounts for financial year 2011" which was subeditio the Flemish Parliament.



List of Publications 2011

7.1 Publicationsin Dutch

Reports

Vlaamse buitenlandse wapenhandel 2010
Author: Nils Duquet

Publication: Brussels, 30 March 2011
ISBN 9789078864417, 78 p.

Juridisch kader voor de controle op handel in dusé producten in Vlaanderen
Author: Sara Depauw

Publication: Brussels, 25 May 2011

ISBN 9789078864448, 40 p.

Vlaamse buitenlandse handel in producten voor tvieiegebruik 2010
Author: Nils Duquet

Publication: Brussels, 31 May 2011

ISBN 9789078864424, 56 p.

De Europese defensiemarkt: een kwestie van eftigi€én verantwoordelijkheid
Author (s): Alyson JK Bailes & Sara Depauw (Eds.)

Publication: Brussels, 15 September 2011

ISBN 9789078864455, 92 p.

SIPRI Yearbook 2011 - Samenvatting in het Nedesland
Author(s): SIPRI
Publication: Brussels, 22 September 2011

Honderd jaar Eerste Wereldoorlog in het teken vieede
Author: Maarten Van Alstein
Brussels, 8 November 2011
ISBN 9789078864462, 83 p.

Van Vlaamse makelij: het eindgebruik van Vlaamgaiimaterieel
Author: Nils Duquet

Publication: Brussels, 13 December 2011

ISBN 9789078864479, 156 p.

Books

Vuurwapens: handel, bezit en gebruik

Authors: Nils Duquet & Maarten Van Alstein
Publication: Leuven, 15 March 2011 (Acco Publishers)
ISBN 9789033484919, 243 p.

Jongeren en geweld

Authors: Evi Verdonck, Diederik Cops, Stefaan Pleysier ankan Put
Publication: Leuven, 26 May 2011 (Acco Publishers)

ISBN 9789033484896, 246 p.



Advisory notes

Advies bij het jaarlijks verslag van de Vlaamseearagg over de wapenhandel in 2010
Publication: Brussels, 16 May 2011

Advies bij het voorontwerp voor een Vlaams wapedékiecreet
Publication: Brussels, 3 June 2011

Advies bij het voorstel van decreet inzake wapeddélaman Bart Caron, Filip Watteeuw en Mieke
Vogels
Publication: Brussels, 5 July 2011

Annual report

Jaarverslag 2010
Publication: Brussels, 17 June 2011
ISBN 9789078864431, 96p.

Lectures

Vuurwapens: handel, bezit en gebruik
by Tomas Baum, Maarten Van Alstein and Nils Duquet
Publication: Brussels, 15 March 2011

'UBUNTU: ik ben omdat jij bent'
by Prof. Ludo Abicht
Publication: Brussels, 23 March 2011

Elfnovemberlezing
by Lakhdar Brahimi
Publication: Ypres, 10 November 2011

Laudatio voor Dr. Denis Mukwege
by Tomas Baum
Publication: Ypres, 11 November 2011

7.2 Publications trandated into English

Reports

Flemish foreign Arms Trade 2010
Author: Nils Duquet
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ISBN 9789078864417, 78 p.

The legal framework for the control on trade in Huae items in Flanders
Author: Sara Depauw

Publication: Brussels, 25 May 2011
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Flemish foreign trade in dual-use items 2010
Author: Nils Duquet

Publication: Brussels, 31 May 2011

ISBN 9789078864424, 56 p.



The EU defence market: balancing effectivenessnadthonsibility
Author(s): Alyson JK Bailes & Sara Depauw (Eds.)
Publication: Brussels, 15 September 2011

ISBN 9789078864455, 92 p.

The Great War Remembered: Commemoration and Paddanders Fields
Author: Maarten Van Alstein
Brussels, 8 November 2011
ISBN 9789078864462, 83 p.

Advisory notes

Advice concerning the annual report of the Flentilvernment about the Flemish foreign arms trade
in 2010
Publication: Brussels, 16 May 2011

Advice concerning the preliminary draft for a FlesmiArms Trade Act
Publication: Brussels, 3 June 2011

Annual report

2010 Annual Report
Publication: Brussels, 17 June 2011
ISBN 9789078864431, 96p.
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11 November Lecture

by Lakhdar Brahimi
Publication: Ypres, 10 November 2011
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