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States in the Middle East/Gulf should consider practical, ready-to-start measures to address the technical and organisational aspects of regional
security and bypass the political disagreements on a regional weapons-of-mass-destruction-free zone (WMDFZ). Firstly, establishing a comprehensive
Bernd W. Kubbig and Marc Finaud
expert group on the verification of arms control, non-proliferation, and disarmament would increase confidence in the ability to sustain the provisions
of a zonal arrangement. Secondly, creating a regional security centre would provide an institutional mechanism that would facilitate the conversation
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the achievements and deﬁcits of the Glion/Geneva informal consultation process and describes the currently

held divergent positions of major players. With reference to several necessary conditions for success, the authors make concrete proposals for a
compromise-oriented new NPT cycle that does not repeat the mistakes of the past.
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Box No. 1: The Road Map as a Controversial Issue

to capacity building to address the lack of centre to establish sustainable, continuous
expertise
and knowledge on verification in communication among all regional parties
For the Arab countries, a road map was an important element from early on, as the “Arab
the
Middle
East.
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proposal for 2012 conference Final declaration document paper/Elements for 2012
without the need for external facilitation.
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and the US in the past) or the facilitator.
The “Sandra’s List” document of 26 November 2013 issued by the Ofﬁce of the Facilitator,
however, was vague and inconclusive on the issue of a road map, while the “Informal Orientation
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There is universal consensus on the absence of an institutional mechanism in
the Middle East to discuss WMD issues
and regional security concerns. Historically, the only forum in the Middle East
for discussion that had the potential of
producing a regional security agreement
beyond traditional and unfruitful national
statements was the ACRS Working Group.
Major positive outcomes of this Working
Group included the following:
1. The Declaration of Principles and
Statements of Intent on Arms Control and Regional Security;
2.

The establishment of a regional security centre in Jordan and two affiliated
institutions in Qatar and Tunisia; and

3.

The establishment of a communications network by end-user stations in
capitals to convey information regarding the ACRS process (based on the
one developed by the Conference on
Security and Co-operation in Europe
to facilitate urgent communication
during emergency situations).

However, these measures were not adopted by regional states when the formal talks
ended in 1995 (Dassa Kaye, 2001).
The Middle East needs a regional security
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