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Starting Point

UNODA National Report on 
PoA and ITI (2003 – present)

UNODC Study on Illicit 
Firearms Trafficking (2015)



New Mandate

The Conference of the Parties to the United Nations Convention against
Transnational Organized Crime “requests the United Nations Office on Drugs and
Crime to continue to collect and analyse, on a regular basis, quantitative and
qualitative information and suitably disaggregated data on trafficking in firearms,
their parts and components and ammunition […] taking into account target 16.4 of
the Sustainable Development Goals […]” (CTOC/COP/2016/15, RES 8/3)



Methodological Development

 Expert group meeting (2016)

 Pilot studies - 14 countries (2017)

 Regional meetings - Africa, Asia, Europe, and Latin America (2017-2018)

 Consultations with IAEG-SDG and NSOs (2018)

 Finalized questionnaires (2018)

 Illicit arms flows database (2018)



SDG 16.4.2 Calculation

Indicator 16.4.2: Proportion of seized, found or surrendered arms whose illicit origin or context
has been traced or established by a competent authority in line with international instruments



Preliminary Results
Preliminary Results for SDG Indicator 16.4.2

Country Numerator
(1.2 + 1.3 + 1.4)

Denominator
(1.2 + … + 1.7 + 3)

Indicator 
16.4.2

Total Seizures
(for reference)

El Salvador 246 2,151 11.4% 4,855
Greece - 11,637 0.0% 11,637
Hungary 11 353 3.1% 530
Kenya 34 5,202 0.7% 14,992

Liechtenstein - 45 0.0% 45
Lithuania 3 558 0.5% 571
Moldova 5 53 9.4% 68
Panama 460 2,594 17.7% 2,594

Philippines - 35 0.0% 59
Romania - 85 0.0% 85

United Kingdom 114 1,268 9.0% 2,225
Note: Figures reflect the totals for the 2016-2017 period.



 Finalised the methodology after a comprehensive review process that involved exhaustive consultations
with the IAEG-SDG, NSOs and national/international experts

 Created a database of focal points, which facilitated data collection and established a direct line of
communication with Member States

 Difficult to accurately understand tracing terminologies (e.g. point of diversion, last legal record, otherwise
established by a competent authority, etc.)

 Strenuous to thoroughly establish (e.g. through consultations with countries) the underlying meaning of
data provided (e.g. “tracing pending” for how long, “no information” means what, “unknown status” why)

 Challenging to increasingly align countries’ current reporting practices with the UN’s new reporting
requirements

 Continue to conduct training workshops, as previous ones have produced concrete results and
demonstrated considerable improvements

 Plan to undertake outreach activities to improve understanding, enhance alignment, and increase
responsiveness

 Aim to continuously refine existing questionnaires and design new tools

Achievements - Issues - Solutions


