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Foreword

he years following the collapse of the Soviet Union and the consequent end of the Cold War

have seen a rapid expansion in both the number and scope of international peace operations. Most of

these endeavors have been carried out under the aegis of the United Nations, although there are some

notable exceptions. Many of these operations have been of the traditional peacekeeping type, in which a
truce, to which all parties agree, is maintained by the international force whose presence is accepted by all sides
(e.g., G/prus, Multinatonal Force and Observers in the Sinai). However, there has been an increasing tendency of
these operations to go well beyond this traditional mold. In these operations, there may be an inclination for the
international force to be caught up in processes that gdoentind maintaining a cease-fire or promoting a peace
settlement. Unfortunately, as the scope of these interventions has increased, the United Nations has been unable to
keep up with all the demands that they present. Severe setbacks in Somalia and Bosnia have demonstrated glaring
weaknesses in its responses. Difficulties have been in part due to a scarcity of resources and a major increase in the
number of operations to deal with. But another overriding problem has been an incoherence of organization, plan-
ning, doctrine, and policy on the part of the international body.

In 1994, the Office of Technology Assessment was asked by the House Armed Services Committee and by
members of the Senate Armed Services Committee to examine the role that technology could play in improving the
prospects for international peace operations. In June 1995, OTA convened a workshop that brought together some
of the world’s leading practitioners, academic experts, experienced diplomats, and leading technologists in order to
study and discuss this issue.

This report contains a summary of the results of the workshop, along with the original papers presented. The
chief conclusions are that the main problems with past peace operations have been political in nature. The partici-
pants suggested a number of means to deal with these issues, which are reported here, with the understanding that
they reflect not OTA conclusions, but a consensus among these individuals. Further, most participants agreed that,
although political and policy issues play a primary role in determining the performance of peace operations, the
proper application of technologies, both new and old, can add significantly to the prospects of success for an oper-
ation, should one be initiated. Technological contributions can be made in the areas of sensors (especially for mon-
itoring in the more traditional types of peacekeeping operations), intelligence gathering, communications, data
fusion, countersniping technologies, mine clearance, ewdocontrol. Some technologies are well in hand, and
others are being rapidly developed and may be available in a very few years. The use of several options among the
less-than-lethal weapon categories may be quite effective, but will require some consideration of policy issues to
determine a) compatibility with current or future international treaties and b) the vulnerability of U.S. forces to
such weapons, if used against them.
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