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REPORT OF THE OFFICE OF THE CHAIR ON THE
ACTIVITIES OF THE GENERAL COMMITTEE
(For the period 2009-2010)
A. OFFICERS

In compliance with Article 28 of the Rules of Procedure of the Permanent Council, the General Committee was installed at a meeting held on July 15, 2009.  Comprising one representative from each member state, it was chaired by the Chair and Vice Chair of the Permanent Council in accordance with the terms of Article 15 of those same Rules of Procedure. 

The Committee began its work on September 29, 2009, under the chairmanship of Ambassador Pedro Oyarce Yuraszeck, Permanent Representative of Chile to the Organization of American States (OAS), with Ambassador Bayney R. Karran, Permanent Representative of Guyana to the OAS, serving as vice chair.  During the period January-March Ambassador José Enrique Castillo Barrantes, Permanent Representative of Costa Rica, and Ambassador Gillian Bristol, Permanent Representative of Grenada served as Chair and Vice-Chair of the Committee. 

From April to June 2010, the General Committee was chaired by Ambassador Carmen Lomellin, Permanent Representative of the United States to the OAS, with Ambassador Francisco Proaño, Permanent Representative of Ecuador to the OAS, serving as Vice Chair.  At the Chair’s request, the Vice Chair presided over all the meetings held during this period.

B. DISTRIBUTION OF TOPICS

Pursuant to Article 30 of its Rules of Procedure and in accordance with the functions set forth in Article 16 thereof, on July 15, 2010 the Permanent Council agreed that the General Committee would be responsible for considering the mandates contained in thirteen resolutions approved at the thirty-ninth regular session of the General Assembly and seven annual reports of the organs, agencies, and entities of the Organization (CP/doc.4422/09 rev. 2 corr. 1).

C. WORKING MEETINGS

During this reporting period, the Committee held nine meetings where it received 16 reports and considered 20 draft resolutions.  Of these, three were referred to other permanent committees for consideration and two were withdrawn by the delegations that had proposed them.  In all, 15 draft resolutions were approved and are attached to this report.  The following is an account of the activities conducted and measures taken at each meeting.

At its first meeting, held on September 29, 2009, the General Committee installed the Working Group to Prepare the Program of Activities for Inter-American Year of Women. Pamela Albornoz, Alternate Representative of Chile to the OAS, was elected to chair the Working Group.

At the meeting held on February 18, 2010, the General Committee considered and adopted its Work Plan for 2010 (CP/CG-1809/10 rev. 1).  It also listened to and took note of the presentations of the following reports:  “Report of the Chair of the Working Group to Prepare the Program of Activities for the Inter-American Year of Women” (CG/GT/PAIM-13/10 rev. 3), and the “Report on Consumer Protection” presented pursuant to resolution AG/RES. 2494 (XXXIX-O/09) by the Department of Special Legal Programs of the Secretariat for Legal Affairs.

At the meeting of March 15, the General Committee received the annual reports of the Administrative Tribunal, the Inter-American Commission of Women (CIM), and the Pan American Institute of Geography and History (PAIGH).  It also received the Report from the Secretary General on compliance with resolution AG/RES. 2441 (XXXIX-O/09) “Strengthening of the Inter-American Commission of Women” (CP/CG-1813/10); the Report on the Mechanism for Follow-Up on Implementation of the Inter-American Convention on the Prevention, Punishment and Eradication of Violence against Women “Convention of Belém do Pará,” in compliance with resolution AG/RES. 2451 (XXXIX-O/09) (CP/CG-1812/10), and the Report of the Secretary General on the implementation of the “Inter-American Program on the Promotion of Women’s Human Rights and Gender Equity and Equality (PIA),” in accordance with resolution AG/RES. 2454 (XXXIX-O/09) (CP/CG-1816/10).

At the meeting held on March 26, the General Committee received the annual reports of the Pan American Health Organization (PAHO) and the Inter-American Children’s Institute (IIN).  It also received the reports that Mrs. María de los Dolores Aguilar Marmolejo, Director of the IIN, presented on the XX Pan American Child Congress; the resolutions approved at the 84th Regular Meeting of the IIN Directing Council; the Prevention and Eradication of the Commercial Sexual Exploitation and Smuggling of and Trafficking in Children and Adolescents, in keeping with resolution AG/RES. 2486 (XXXIX-O/09); and the Final Report of the 83rd Regular Meeting of the IIN’s Directing Council.  The General Committee also received the Report of the Secretary General on OAS Cooperation with the African Union, prepared pursuant to resolution AG/RES. 2489 (XXXIX-O/09) and presented by Ms. Irene Klinger, Director of the Department of International Affairs of the Secretariat for External Relations, and the Report of the Permanent Council on “Free Trade and Investment in the Hemisphere” and its draft resolution, presented by the delegation of Mexico, CP/CG-1822/10 rev. 1 and CP/CG-1821/10 rev. 1, respectively.

At the meeting held on April 22, the General Committee received the Annual Report of the Inter-American Telecommunications Commission (CITEL) and its draft resolutions.  Also presented at that same meeting were the report on the activities of the Department of Electoral Cooperation and Observation of the Secretariat for Political Affairs and on the Modernization and Use of Electoral Technologies, prepared pursuant to resolution AG/RES. 2528 (XXXIX-O/09).  Both reports were presented by Pablo Gutiérrez, Director of the Department of Electoral Cooperation and Observation.  The Committee then continued its consideration of the Report and draft resolution on “Free Trade and Investment in the Hemisphere,” presented at the previous meeting.  The Committee also undertook its discussion of the draft resolution presented by the delegation of Uruguay on the “Prevention and Eradication of the Commercial Sexual Exploitation and Smuggling of and Trafficking in Children and Adolescents” (CP/CG-1826/10).

The meeting held on May 7 was devoted entirely to examination of the following draft resolutions :“Contributing to the Reconstruction Process in Haiti in the Wake of the January 12, 2010, Massive Earthquake,” presented by the delegation of Haiti and co-sponsored by the delegations of the Dominican Republic, Peru, Chile, Canada, Guatemala, Antigua and Barbuda, Ecuador, the United States, Nicaragua, Colombia, Uruguay, Paraguay, Jamaica and Trinidad and Tobago (CP/CG-1835/10 rev. 2); “Promotion by the Inter-American Telecommunications Commission (CITEL) of Cooperation for the Development and Dissemination of Information and Communication Technologies in the Americas” (CP/CG-1841/10); “Modifications to the CITEL Statute and Regulations” (CP/CG-1842/10); and “Mechanism to Follow up on Implementation of the Inter-American Convention on the Prevention, Punishment, and Eradication of Violence Against Women, ‘Convention of Belém do Pará’,” presented by the delegations of Mexico and Chile and co-sponsored by the delegation of Costa Rica (CP/CG-1823/10 rev. 1).  These four draft resolutions were approved.  The following draft resolutions were then introduced:  “Prevention and Eradication of the Commercial Sexual Exploitation and Smuggling of and Trafficking in Children and Adolescents,” presented at the previous meeting by the delegation of Uruguay and co-sponsored by the delegations of Chile, Peru, and Canada (CP/CG-1826/10 rev. 1); “Promotion and Strengthening of Democracy: Follow-up to the Inter-American Democratic Charter,” presented by the delegation of Canada and co-authored by the delegations of Belize, Brazil, Chile, Costa Rica, and Peru and co-sponsored by Guatemala and Dominican Republic (CP/CG-1833/10 corr. 1); “Consumer Protection – Network for Consumer Safety and Health,” presented by the delegation of Brazil and co-sponsored by the delegation of Peru (CP/CG-1827/10); “Recognition of the International Year for People of African Descent,” presented by the delegation of Colombia and co-sponsored by the delegations of Barbados and the United States (CP/CG-1828/10); “Promotion of Corporate Social Responsibility in the Hemisphere,” presented by the delegation of Canada and co-sponsored by Uruguay and Peru (CP/CG-1832/10 corr. 1); “Coordination of Voluntary Enlistment in the Hemisphere for Disaster Response and the Fight Against Hunger and Poverty–White Helmets Initiative,” presented by the delegation of the Argentine Republic and co-sponsored by Paraguay, Bolivia and Uruguay (CP/CG-1836/10).  Consideration of these draft resolutions was postponed for an upcoming meeting. The following draft resolutions were also introduced at the May 7 meeting: “Hemispheric Cooperation to Prevent, Combat, and Eliminate Kidnapping and to Provide Assistance to Victims,” presented by the delegation of Colombia (CP/CG-1830/10) and referred to the Committee on Hemispheric Security for consideration; “Prevention and Reduction of Statelessness and Protection of Stateless Persons in the Americas,” presented by the delegation of Colombia (CP/CG-1840/10) and referred to the Committee on Juridical and Political Affairs (CAJP) for consideration, and the draft resolution on the “First World People’s Conference on Climate Change and Mother Earth Rights,” presented by the delegation of Bolivia (CP/CG-1829/10) and then withdrawn by that delegation.

The meeting the General Committee held on May 12 was also entirely devoted to nine draft resolutions, specifically:  “Prevention and Eradication of the Commercial Sexual Exploitation and Smuggling of and Trafficking in Children and Adolescents” (CP/CG-1826/10 rev. 3) and “Promotion of Corporate Social Responsibility in the Hemisphere” (CP/CG-1832/10 rev. 4), both of which were approved; “Promotion and Strengthening of Democracy: Follow-up to the Inter-American Democratic Charter” (CP/CG-1833/10 rev. 1); “Consumer Protection – Network for Consumer Safety and Health” (CP/CG-1827/10); “Recognition of the International Year for People of African Descent” (CP/CG-1828/10 rev. 1); “Coordination of Voluntary Enlistment in the Hemisphere for Disaster Response and the Fight Against Hunger and Poverty–White Helmets Initiative” (CP/CG-1836/10 rev. 1); “Towards the Establishment of Priorities on Youth of the Americas,” presented by the delegation of Antigua and Barbuda and co-sponsored by Paraguay (CP/CG-1831/10 rev. 1); “Strengthening of the Inter-American Commission of Women,” presented by the delegation of the United States (CP/CG-1843/10); and “Promotion of women’s human rights and gender equity and equality,” also presented by the delegation of the United States (CP/CG-1844/10) .  Their consideration was postponed until the Committee’s next meeting.

As with the two previous meetings, the General Committee’s May 17 meeting was devoted exclusively to consideration of draft resolutions.  There, it negotiated the language of the following draft resolutions:  “Strengthening of the Inter-American Commission of Women” (CP/CG-1843/10 rev. 1) and “Promotion of women’s human rights and gender equity and equality” (CP/CG-1844/10 rev. 1), both of which were approved.  The following draft resolutions were postponed for an upcoming meeting: “Towards the Establishment of Priorities on the Youth of the Americas” (CP/CG-1831/10 rev. 1); “Promotion and Strengthening of Democracy: Follow-up to the Inter-American Democratic Charter” (CP/CG-1833/10 rev.1); “Consumer Protection–Network for Consumer Safety and Health” (CP/CG-1827/10); “Recognition of the International Year for People of African Descent,” (CP/CG-1828/10 rev. 1) and “Coordination of Voluntary Enlistment in the Hemisphere for Disaster Response and the Fight Against Hunger and Poverty–White Helmets Initiative” (CP/CG-1836/10 rev. 1).

The following draft resolutions were negotiated at the meeting of May 21: “Consumer Protection: Network for Consumer Safety and Health” (CP/CG-1827/10 rev. 2); “Recognition of the International Year for People of African Descent” (CP/CG-1828/10 rev. 3); “Coordination of Voluntary Enlistment in the Hemisphere for Natural Disaster Response and the Fight Against Hunger and Poverty–White Helmets Initiative” (CP/CG-1836/10 rev. 3); “Promotion and Strengthening of Democracy: Follow-up to the Inter-American Democratic Charter” (CP/CG-1833/10 rev. 3 corr. 1); “Towards the Establishment of Priorities on the Youth of the Americas” (CP/CG-1831/10 rev. 3) and “Human rights and older persons” presented by Argentina and co-sponsored by Peru, Costa Rica, and Chile (CP/CG-1848/10 rev. 1).  All these draft resolutions were approved.

D. ANNUAL REPORTS

The General Committee received the annual reports of seven organs, agencies and entities of the Organization.

By way of general observations and recommendations, the General Committee underscored the fact that all annual reports are to be presented by the statutory deadline and acknowledged the work that the organs, agencies and entities of the Organization have performed to promote the principles and objectives of both the Organization and of the inter-American system.  It also urged them to include a section on the measurable results obtained, in keeping with previous General Assembly reports, and to approve their respective reports by the procedures prescribed in each case and at least 120 days prior to the opening of the General Assembly’s regular session.

The following are the General Committee’s observations and recommendations on each of the seven reports presented:

· Administrative Tribunal (TRIBAD) – The Annual Report of the Administrative Tribunal to the General Assembly (CP/doc.4472/10) was presented by its President, Judge Andre Surena, at the meeting held on March 15, 2010.

In his presentation, he pointed out that one of the main activities described in the report is a set of proposed draft amendments to the Tribunal’s Statute, which he noted had been approved by the Administrative Tribunal during its fifty-seventh regular session. He indicated that the proposed amendments were the end product of a mandate that originated in 2005, during the fifty-third regular session of the Tribunal, in which the judges had identified the need to amend the Tribunal’s Statute and Rules of Procedure.

When the General Committee turned its attention to the draft resolution (CP/CG-1814/10) that TRIBAD submitted together with its Annual Report, the delegations of the United States and Mexico requested that, given the budgetary implications of the draft resolution, it be referred to the Committee on Administrative and Budgetary Affairs (CAAP).

The General Committee resolved to bring the annual report to the attention of the Permanent Council; to recommend that the General Assembly include the item “Amendment of the Statute of the Administrative Tribunal of the OAS” on the agenda of the fortieth regular session of the General Assembly, and to refer the Draft Statute to the Committee on Administrative and Budgetary Affairs (CAAP) to review possible budgetary implications.

· Inter-American Commission of Women (CIM) – The annual report of the CIM (CP/doc.4476/10) was presented by Dr. Wanda K. Jones, President of the CIM, at the meeting held on March 15, 2010.

Dr. Jones indicated that this report covers the activities carried out during 2009 and points out the areas of opportunity and challenges faced by the CIM during the year.  She made reference to changes in CIM leadership, including its President, Vice President, and Executive Secretary, and pointed out the work of each of its members.  She also highlighted that the CIM had received unprecedented support from the Secretary General, which had served to strengthen the CIM and its work, both within the OAS and in the region, noting that for the first time the CIM had been included within the Cabinet of the Secretary General and therefore participates in strategic discussions regarding planning and policy formulation.  The CIM has become a member of the OAS Project Evaluation Committee, which guarantees that the gender perspective is an integral part of the Organization’s technical work. 

Dr. Jones continued her presentation by pointing out that the CIM was part of the OAS Haiti Task Force and was lending its support for gender issues and for the participation of women in the planning and implementation of the Task Force response and recovery efforts. 

Dr. Jones stressed the urgent need to harmonize the work of the CIM with the pillars of the OAS (Democracy and Governance, Human Rights, Multidimensional Security, and Integral Development), with a view to responding effectively to new and emerging issues, creating synergies, and avoiding duplication of efforts with other organizations in the region, as reflected in the Biennial Work Plan 2008-2010.  Dr. Jones articulated the CIM’s commitment to increasing its scope to include civil society as a key actor in this work, as well as academia, the private sector, and partner organizations.  She indicated that one such partnership includes the work under way with the United Nations Secretary-General in the “UNiTE to End Violence against Women” campaign.

The Argentine delegation mentioned the efforts of the Working Group to Prepare the Program of Activities for the Inter-American Year of Women, and gave its full support for the recommendations contained in the CIM Annual Report.  The delegation said it was especially grateful to the Secretary General and the Assistant Secretary General for their political support of the CIM.

The Mexican delegation commended the CIM for its hard work and indicated it would continue to support the CIM’s efforts.  It also noted the political support provided by both the OAS Secretary General and the Assistant Secretary General.

The Brazilian delegation reiterated its commitment to continue working to strengthen gender mainstreaming at the OAS.

The Chilean delegation saluted the CIM for its clear commitment and the work it has accomplished and urged that it continue to be strengthened.

The delegation of Saint Kitts and Nevis commended the CIM for its work in the Caribbean and expressed its unqualified support for it.

The delegation of the United States underscored the similarity between the agenda of the CIM and that of its own government.

The delegation of El Salvador took note of the report presented and indicated that the CIM was clearly positioning itself as the hemispheric political forum for gender equality and the empowerment of women.  It further emphasized the support provided by the CIM to women’s leadership and political participation, an essential component of governance, and the integration of a gender focus as a necessary condition for sustainable development.

The delegation of Canada commended the work done by the CIM which, it said, was well documented in the report that the CIM had presented.

The Bolivian delegation made reference to the political repositioning of the CIM within the inter-American landscape.

The delegation of Barbados described the CIM as the shining star in the OAS and extended the delegation’s best wishes for the President’s and the Executive Secretary’s continued success.

The Peruvian delegation again expressed its support for the CIM’s activities.

The Chair congratulated the CIM for the work carried out to promote women’s rights in the Hemisphere, which was well-reflected in its annual report, and particularly for its assistance in gender mainstreaming within the General Secretariat and for the progress made toward implementation of the PIA.

The Committee decided to take note of the reports presented and of the delegations’ observations and comments, and to forward them to the Permanent Council, which would in turn present them to the General Assembly at its upcoming regular session. 

Pan American Institute of Geography and History (PAIGH) – The Annual Report of the PAIGH (CP/doc.4475/10) was introduced by its Secretary General, Mr. Santiago Borrero Mutis, at the meeting the General Committee held on March 15, 2010.

Mr. Borrero Mutis pointed out, inter alia, that the Pan American Agenda of the PAIGH for the period 2010-2020, established at its last meeting, served to strengthen the Institute’s position as a Pan American regional forum for the advancement of geographic information and the integral development of the member states.  He observed that the Institute’s objectives include fostering the development of spatial databases to support decision making, endeavoring to make warning systems more efficient, improving disaster response systems, and identifying actions that contribute to regional integration in specific fields, such as climate change, land-use planning, and natural disasters.  In addition, Mr. Borrero emphasized the importance of supporting the development of a geographical information infrastructure of the quality required for the analysis of processes associated with specific fields, such as soil degradation, biodiversity, wildfires, and the threats posed by human settlements in coastal regions and risk zones.  Mr. Borrero Mutis observed how important it is to promote alternatives for the study of the process of Pan American development, in areas such as environmental history, regional integration processes, dissemination and conservation of cultural heritage, preservation of historical archives, and commemoration of significant historical events.

The PAIGH Secretary General also spoke about the economic and operational situation, noting that the Regular Fund has achieved financial stability and that the Operations and Special Funds are on sound economic footing.  He pointed out that institutional assets have grown, and that the Institute is current on all its labor and benefits obligations.  He pointed out that, as a part of the budget of the Regular Fund for 2009, a Technical Assistance Program comprising 35 projects was adopted and implemented without incident.  He noted that a total of 146 projects were approved and implemented by 17 member states, and that nearly 400 fully-funded or partial grants had been awarded.  He also mentioned that publication of PAIGH journals on cartography, geography, the history of the Americas, American anthropology, American archaeology and geophysics continued. 

Mr. Borrero also referred to the GeoSUR program (CAF-PAIGH), which was launched in Brazil in March 2007, within the framework of the South American Regional Infrastructure initiative. He noted that GeoSUR contributes to the development of spatial data infrastructure in the region, and supports the production of strategic spatial data at the country level, as well as the production of regional infrastructure maps.

Mr. Borrero mentioned the development of the Institute's communications infrastructure, noting that its website had evolved into a more dynamic and informative resource for the Pan American community, averaging 17,000 hits per month.

He pointed out that with the Pan American Professional Network (RPP), the database system was replaced by the creation of the RPP, a voluntary registration system consisting of specialists distributed among the various technical committees.

Finally, Mr. Borrero indicated that in 2010 the focus of attention will be on the natural disasters that struck Haiti and Chile.  Accordingly, the PAIGH has given these situations priority status, as they have shaped and will shape the earth sciences and history in both countries.  It will also be providing support to the respective national sections.  He also reported on how the work of Haiti’s National Center of Geographical Information (CNIGS) and the Haitian Academy of Geography and History have been affected, and on the passing of Gina Porcena, President of the National Section of the PAIGH and Director General of the National Center of Geographical Information, who perished in the Haitian earthquake.

The delegations all thanked and congratulated the PAIGH Secretary General for his thorough report and expressed their condolences for the passing of Gina Porcena, President of the Haitian National Section of the PAIGH and Director General of Haiti’s National Center of Geographical Information.

The Mexican delegation indicated that the financial and administrative sustainability achieved by the Institute in recent years was especially noteworthy, reversing the trend that had virtually paralyzed it at the beginning of the decade.  In addition, it highlighted the 2010-2020 agenda and offered support for establishment of the Pan American Laboratory for the Observation of Natural Disasters.  It also requested that future reports contain a section specifically devoted to the progress made on this project. 

The Ecuadoran delegation remarked that, financially and structurally, the Institute had regained much prominence and was becoming a particularly relevant center of hemispheric cooperation.

The delegation of the United States congratulated the Secretary General of the Institute on his reelection, and emphasized how important the Institute’s work was to the United States, as evidenced by its very active involvement in the PAIGH’s four committees. 

The Chilean delegation emphasized the importance of the PAIGH for its country. It remarked that the Institute’s projects, workshops, and publications were held in high regard.  The delegation underscored Chile’s support for and commitment to the work that the Institute conducts. 

The Committee thanked the Institute’s Secretary General for such a thorough report and agreed to forward it to the Permanent Council for submission to the General Assembly at its fortieth regular session, together with the delegations’ observations and comments.

Pan American Health Organization (PAHO) – The Annual Report of PAHO (CP/doc.4470/10 and add. 1) was introduced by Dr. Jon Kim Andrus, Deputy Director of PAHO.  In his remarks, PAHO’s Deputy Director said that the report covered the 2008-2009 period and was divided into six sections:  1) A New Vision, 2) Moving toward Universal Coverage, 3) Building People-Centered Health Services, 4) Promoting Public Policy for Health, 5) New Leadership for Health, and 6) Facing Future Challenges.  The report was presented at the meeting the General Committee held on March 26, 2010.
On Section 1, “A New Vision,” he said that despite impressive gains in life expectancy and other aggregate indicators millions of people still lacked access to health care and other conditions essential for good health.

On Section 2, “Moving toward Universal Coverage,” he said that in the period covered by the report the PAHO member states had made significant progress toward universal access to health through new laws and policy frameworks as well as through concrete programs on the ground.
On Section 3, “Building People-Centered Health Services,” Dr. Andrus said that this work ranged from sweeping decentralization efforts to more focused initiatives aimed at improving the quality and acceptability of care.
On Section 4, “Promoting Public Policy for Health,” Dr. Andrus pointed to PAHO’s technical cooperation in the area. 

As for Section 5, “New Leadership for Health,” Dr. Andrus said that PAHO and its member countries had carried out a number of initiatives aimed at promoting a primary health care orientation through cross-sector advocacy and dialogue, building of leadership capacity, and improvements in health information gathering.  He cited as examples the collaboration between PAHO and the WHO to promote synergies between global health initiatives and efforts to strengthen health systems based on primary health care.  PAHO was working with existing regional integration mechanisms–CARICOM, MERCOSUR, SICA, UNASUR, and the Andean Community.

On Section 6, “Facing Future Challenges,” Dr. Andrus said the challenge of achieving “Health for All” would not be met easily or soon.  Many countries in the region still did not have broad health protection schemes, and significant numbers of people–some 125 million regionwide–continued to lack access to basic health services.  He described the Health Agenda for the Americas as a political expression of the intent to address this situation, adopted by the Ministers of Health of the Americas in 2007.  The Health Agenda represented the countries’ perspective and their framework for future action.  Dr. Andrus said that, looking ahead, the progress made needed to be preserved and sustained.  Among the important advances in the region, he cited those of the immunization program, with the elimination of measles and the eradication of polio; the impact on diphtheria and whooping cough; and the elimination of rubella.

Summarizing his presentation, Dr. Andrus went on to say that a renovation of primary health care was needed now more than even throughout the Americas. Through its technical cooperation programs and promotion initiatives, PAHO would continue to support this process to make “Health for All” a reality in all member states.

The delegations of Argentina, Peru, Chile, Paraguay, Uruguay, Mexico, and Saint Kitts and Nevis thanked the Deputy Director of PAHO for his complete and very illustrative report and recognized the important work done by PAHO, which all of them called essential to the region.

The delegation of Argentina also pointed to PAHO’s work and leadership in coordinating the health action group in Haiti.  The delegation supported the efforts of PAHO to revitalize primary health care with the aim of achieving health for all; to renew primary health care was to renew the capacity of all countries to organize a coordinated, effective, and sustainable strategy for resolving existing health problems, addressing new health challenges, and improving equity, in keeping with the United Nations Millennium Declaration.

The delegation of Peru said it was pleased to read in the report about efforts by PAHO and its member states to address the Health Agenda for the Americas, for example, the broadening of universal health coverage, the Vaccination Weeks in the Americas, and the launch of the Pan American Alliance for Nutrition and Development.  Peru also pointed to PAHO’s role in responding to and mitigating the effects of the earthquakes in Haiti and Chile.  The delegation had taken due note of the challenges still to be faced in the region so as to adequately address the health needs of the Hemisphere’s population.  It underlined Peru’s firm commitment to the Health Agenda for the Americas and its special interest in contributing to the work of PAHO and the OAS to meet their high objectives.

The delegation of Chile said that the programs and projects under way contributed to improvements in health in the Americas.  It valued in particular the efforts to bring about universal coverage and to promote public health policies, saying that primary health care was very important to the region.  It cited Vaccination Week in the Americas as one of PAHO’s successful programs and also underscored the efficiency and swiftness with which PAHO had taken very effective action after the recent catastrophes in Haiti and Chile: for example, how PAHO had acted in Chile to obtain vaccinations in record time.  The delegation reaffirmed Chile’s commitment to continued collaboration with PAHO.

The delegation of Paraguay referred to the key role played by PAHO at the time of the earthquakes in Haiti and Chile.  It expressed particular gratitude for PAHO’s collaboration in the case of indigenous peoples and made a special appeal to PAHO to not forget the dengue problems in Paraguay and to continue its assistance in this area.

The delegation of Uruguay noted in particular PAHO’s efforts in response to the earthquakes in Haiti and Chile.  Uruguay voiced its support for PAHO’s work and its intention to continue to build upon its cooperation with PAHO.

The delegation of Mexico thanked PAHO for its support in response to the earthquakes in Haiti and Chile.  It also pointed to PAHO’s special support to Mexico during the outbreak of the H1N1 epidemic, in particular its invaluable technical cooperation.

The delegation of Saint Kitts and Nevis placed special emphasis on PAHO’s work in the countries of the Caribbean, thanking it for the assistance given after the earthquakes in Haiti and Chile.  Saint Kitts and Nevis said it and CARICOM would continue to support the important work of PAHO.

The General Committee took note of the report and of the observations and comments of the delegations and decided to convey them to the Permanent Council for subsequent presentation to the General Assembly at its next regular session.

· Inter-American Children’s Institute (IIN) – The Annual Report of the IIN (CP/doc.4468/10 and addenda) was introduced by Mrs. María de los Dolores Aguilar Marmolejo, Director General of the Institute, at the General Committee’s meeting on March 26, 2010.

As she began her presentation of the IIN’s annual report, the Director General referred to the Institute’s spirit of transparency and genuine commitment to promoting and protecting the rights of children and adolescents in the Americas.  She also referred to the declaration in support of Haiti, in which the countries pledged to conduct joint efforts, while recognizing the sovereignty of the state, and established agreements and lines of work; this had resulted in a proposed “Technical assistance project for strengthening institutions for the effective protection of the human rights of children and adolescents in Haiti.”

Mrs. Aguilar pointed out that the IIN had made 2009 a special opportunity for celebrating various important dates, such as the 82nd anniversary of the founding of the Inter-American Children's Institute, the 50th anniversary of its incorporation into the Organization of American States, the 20th anniversary of the adoption of the Convention on the Rights of the Child, and the holding of the 20th Pan American Child Congress. 

She also referred to the various activities conducted with the OAS through the Civil Identity Program in the Americas (PUICA) and with the Inter-American Program on the Promotion of Women's Rights and Gender Equity and Equality (PIA).

She observed that the IIN had developed an Internet portal, “Our Voice in Colours,” to disseminate information on participation by children and adolescents.  This was the first permanent forum exclusively devoted to children’s participation.  She described it as an interactive site enabling groups of children and adolescents to communicate with each other and share information on national and regional experiences with children’s involvement.

The Director General also mentioned that during this reporting period two meetings of the Working Group on Children’s Participation had been held –the first before the 20th Pan American Child Congress, the second after the Congress.  The meetings had allowed the IIN to work on the frame of reference for children’s participation.

In the area of training, she said, a virtual course had been given on children’s participation in citizenship-building and its influence on public policies, the aim being to provide information and strategic elements to those responsible for crafting proposals and initiatives to promote participation.

As for activities to promote participation, she said that the First Pan American Forum on Children, held during the 20th Pan American Congress, reflected the member states’ firm commitment to add children’s voices to the inter-American system’s highest forum for issues related to children and adolescents.

On the subject of violence, the Director General said that the IIN had prepared a special electronic newsletter that included a video on corporal punishment of children and adolescents.

When she turned her attention to the projects conducted by the Institute with specific funds, the Director General observed that the Agreement concluded between the Organization of American States and the Canadian International Development Agency (CIDA) for Promotion and Protection of the Rights of the Child had been designed to strengthen the capacity of national institutions to learn about and generate mechanisms for the defense and promotion of the rights of children and adolescents, and to strengthen public policies, legislation, and independent systems for monitoring these rights.

Mrs. Aguilar Marmolejo reported that the IIN’s Directing Council held its 84th regular meeting in Lima, Peru, with 24 member states participating, during the week of the 20th Pan American Child Congress, in accordance with the procedure adopted for the Congress. 

The Director General explained that the Pan American Child Congress is an inter-American ministerial meeting held to promote discussion of experiences and to enable the peoples of the Americas to share information on topics relevant to the Institute and to make recommendations on those topics.  She said the Congress was held every five years, as convened by the IIN Directing Council.

Among the outcomes of the 20th Pan American Congress, the Director General observed that in resolution CPNNA/RES. 1 (XX-09), the states had agreed upon a series of proposals to give direction to the measures being taken on children’s issues.

She pointed out that financial management had been an important factor in enabling the IIN to function properly.  The IIN had been able to function well throughout 2009 thanks to transparent use of the resources entrusted to it.  The Director General said that operating expenses were considerably less than in previous years, following a re-evaluation of costs and after settling on a new set of purveyors of goods and services.

Regarding the commercial sexual exploitation of children and adolescents, she said that the IIN had submitted to the Secretary General the report on strategies developed by the states, which included efforts to adapt law to the framework of international standards and the development and implementation of public policies consistent with international recommendations on the matter.

Mrs. Aguilar Marmolejo reported that a virtual course-workshop had been conducted for persons responsible for this area; it had been designed to promote critical thinking from a rights perspective.  She emphasized that the Institute had worked with the states to eliminate this problem.  Among the achievements she cited was the update of the AnnaObserva Inter-American Observatory (“An Atlas about Children”) and the technical advisory services rendered to member states.  In conclusion, Mrs. Aguilar said that progress had been made in the region’s understanding of the problem with broader dissemination of information on intervention and prevention measures from a rights perspective.

The delegations of Mexico, Brazil, Uruguay, Saint Lucia, Venezuela, Peru, and Saint Kitts and Nevis thanked Mrs. Aguilar for presenting such a complete report, noted the extraordinary efforts of the Institute on behalf of children and youth in the Americas, and reaffirmed their support for its work.

The delegation of Mexico said that the report demonstrated the Institute’s relentless work and its progress to date.  In particular, Mexico recognized progress in the area of the commercial sexual exploitation of children and adolescents, saying that the publication on best practices, planned for distribution this year, would be very useful to the countries.  The discussion of experiences surely would help to make the Hemisphere safer for children and youth.  The delegation noted with great interest the new activities in the participation area, especially the “Our Voice in Colours” portal.

The delegation of Brazil referred to the IIN’s support of children and youth in Haiti, which it called highly important in view of the humanitarian emergency.  The delegation expressed Brazil’s interest in tightening cooperation and the discussion of best practices in promoting and protecting the rights of children and adolescents among the countries of the region.

The delegation of Uruguay said that the topic of children and adolescents had always been a priority for its country, from the inception of the Institute through the inspired vision of Dr. Luis Morquio, who had been a tireless champion of the rights of children and youth.  It should be recognized, it said, that the IIN had, since its founding, remained faithful to its historic commitment to the rights and welfare of the child and adolescent population and continued to serve the Hemisphere as a technical and social policy reference point of fundamental importance in the search for innovative answers to the diverse and complex problems of children and youth. 

The delegation of Venezuela recognized the importance of the Institute, particularly in assisting the states in formulating policy for protecting the rights of children and youth in the region.

The delegation of Peru said that the review of the efforts and activities of the Institute and the member states on behalf of children and adolescents in the Hemisphere–including the 20th Pan American Child Congress and the First Forum on Children, held in Peru in September 2009–demonstrated the progress made toward strengthening rights, training human resources, building citizenship, and promoting democratic values and practices among children and youth of the Hemisphere.  The delegation expressed its firm commitment to continuing to work in coordination with the member states and the Office of the Director General of the IIN to address the pending agenda and the complex challenges it posed in the present context in terms of children’s issues, bearing in mind the enormous human capital the children and youth of the Hemisphere represented and taking a human rights perspective.  Lastly, it thanked all the member states serving on the IIN Directing Council for their valuable contributions to the 20th Pan American Child Congress, held in Peru, as well as the IIN officials, in particular its Director General, for their dedicated work in conducting those events.

The delegation of Saint Kitts and Nevis congratulated the Institute on its work and encouraged it to continue on that positive path for the benefit of the children and youth of the Americas.  It also welcomed the agreements reached, especially with UNICEF and the Regional Office for Latin America and the Caribbean of PLAN International, and the Internet page that gave children a chance to contribute to their own development.

The General Committee took note of the reports and of the observations and comments of the delegations and decided to transmit them to the Permanent Council with the recommendation that they be presented to the General Assembly at its fortieth regular session.

· Inter-American Telecommunications Commission (CITEL) – The Annual Report of CITEL (CP/doc.4467/10 corr. 1) was introduced by Mr. Clovis Baptista, Executive Secretary of CITEL, at the General Committee’s meeting of April 22, 2010.

Mr. Baptista underscored the fundamental contribution that information and communication technologies (ICTs) make toward stimulating economic growth, employment, and general sustainable development within the region.  The following, inter alia, are fundamental to the existence of an information society conducive to the development of an environment of technological convergence: formulation of suitable policy, more effective management of the radiofrequency spectrum, and regulatory frameworks that promote investment in ICTs.  He also underscored the importance of appropriate interconnection agreements, awareness of the benefits of next generation network technologies, the need for flexible numbering, allocation, and reserve plans, the advantages of technological neutrality, the need for active promotion of broadband installation, and the growing importance of environmental considerations in the development and use of ICTs.
CITEL’s Executive Secretary pointed out that today’s difficult economic climate has led some operators to put their network development plans on hold.  In this new environment, a forum like CITEL is essential to enable the public and private sectors to work together and to gain better awareness of their respective needs; and, through close collaboration, to be able to meet the demand for services, creating an environment conducive to the emergence of new services, increasing cybersecurity, promoting price reductions and solutions to connectivity problems, and accelerating network installation in underserved areas.

He pointed to the following as some of CITEL’s more notable activities during 2009:

· Adoption of different recommendations on standards coordination to ensure the interoperability and timely introduction of advanced technologies; harmonization of the radio spectrum and the operation of radiocommunication services, including broadcasting; development and implementation of cutting-edge technologies and economic aspects to promote the development of telecommunication services and networks;

· Different telecommunication professional development courses offered, with material prepared by accredited training centers in the region and coordinating with the Center of Excellence for the Americas Region of the International Telecommunication Union (ITU);

· Coordination and harmonization of the region’s perspectives for world telecommunication forums, through the development of common positions and inter-American proposals; and

· Organization of different seminars and workshops on matters of priority to the countries.

Mr. Baptista observed that CITEL should remain an inter-governmental steering organization, where member states and associate members work together to foster the growth and sustainable development of telecommunication and information networks and to facilitate universal access, so that everyone everywhere can participate in the Global Information Economy and Global Information Society and take advantage of their benefits.


The delegation of Mexico welcomed the progress achieved in 2009 in the various priority areas of telecommunications, notably interoperability of advanced technologies, harmonization of the radiofrequency spectrum, and promoting the development of telecommunications services and networks.  It made specific reference to the project on the Tele-health Network of the Americas and the offer of scholarships on a variety of subjects important to the region, which include issues related to internet security and telecommunications networks and systems, the Global Portal of Telecommunications for Indigenous People, interference disruptive to satellite systems and communications during emergencies.  It noted that in 2009, 51 scholarships went unclaimed.

The delegation of Brazil was grateful for the very “thorough and fascinating” report.  It noted that Brazil closely follows the activities of this OAS entity, which stands at the forefront of a revolution that will create an information society.  It also stated the Brazilian government’s commitment to the effort to democratize access to information and to narrow the digital divide.  It said how pleased it was that CITEL’s scholarships had benefited 27 countries, but how unfortunate it was that so many of those scholarships went unclaimed for lack of interest.

The delegations of Ecuador, Costa Rica, the Dominican Republic Venezuela and Nicaragua expressed thanks for the report presented.

The General Committee took note of the report presented and of the delegations’ observations and comments and decided to convey them to the Permanent Council so that it might, in turn, present them to the General Assembly at its upcoming regular session. 

· Inter-American Institute for Cooperation on Agriculture (IICA) – The Annual Report of IICA (CP/doc.4473/10) was presented by Mr. Víctor Villalobos, Director General of IICA, at the meeting of the Permanent Council on April 7, 2010.


In his remarks, Mr. Villalobos explained the initiatives that IICA would carry out under his administration. 


The representatives of Mexico, El Salvador, Ecuador, Uruguay, the United States, the Dominican Republic, Bolivia, Costa Rica, Chile, Jamaica, Paraguay, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Venezuela, Grenada, Brazil, and Guatemala expressed their thanks for the report and wished Mr. Villalobos every success in his efforts at the helm of IICA.


The Permanent Council took note of the Annual Report of IICA and of the comments of the delegations and transmitted them to General Committee for consideration.


The Permanent Council thanked Mr. Villalobos for the report and for sharing with the members of the Council his ideas and proposals for the future of the agency, and wished him success in his work.

E. ACKNOWLEDGMENT

In closing, I would like to express my appreciation for the support I have received from my colleagues, from the Secretariat of the Permanent Council, and from the interpreters and translators, all of which enabled the undersigned to complete the tasks assigned to him by the Chair of the General Committee.

Ambassador Francisco Proaño

Permanent Representative of Ecuador to the OAS

Vice Chair of the General Committee
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DRAFT RESOLUTION

FREE TRADE AND INVESTMENT IN THE HEMISPHERE

(Approved at the meeting held on April 22, 2010)

THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY,

RECALLING resolution AG/RES. 1364 (XXVI-O/96), “Free Trade and Investment in the Hemisphere,” through which the Inter-American Juridical Committee (CJI) was instructed to conduct a study on the matter;

RECOGNIZING the opinion of the Inter-American Juridical Committee (CJI/RES. II-14/96), in which the Committee unanimously concluded that “in the significant areas described above the bases and potential application of the legislation which is the subject of this Opinion are not in conformity with international law”;

TAKING INTO ACCOUNT resolutions AG/RES. 1447 (XXVII-O/97), AG/RES. 1532 (XXVIII-O/98), AG/RES. 1614 (XXIX-O/99), AG/RES. 1700 (XXX-O/00), AG/RES. 1826 (XXXI-O/01), AG/RES. 1884 (XXXII-O/02), AG/RES. 1914 (XXXIII-O/03), AG/RES. 1976 (XXXIV-O/04); AG/RES. 2063 (XXXV-O/05); AG/RES. 2239 (XXXVI-O/06), AG/RES. 2301 (XXXVII-O/07), AG/RES. 2376 (XXXVIII-O/08) and AG/RES. 2450 (XXXIX-O/09); and

CONSIDERING the Report of the Permanent Council on Free Trade and Investment in the Hemisphere (CP/CG-1822/10 rev. 1),

RESOLVES:

1. To take note of the Report of the Permanent Council on Free Trade and Investment in the Hemisphere, presented pursuant to resolution AG/RES. 2450 (XXXIX-O/09).

2. To request the Permanent Council to report to the General Assembly at its forty-first regular session on developments in this regard.
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DRAFT RESOLUTION

MECHANISM TO FOLLOW UP ON IMPLEMENTATION OF 

THE INTER-AMERICAN CONVENTION ON THE PREVENTION, PUNISHMENT, AND ERADICATION OF VIOLENCE AGAINST WOMEN, “CONVENTION OF BELÉM DO PARÁ”

(Approved at the meeting held on May 7, 2010)

THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY,
HAVING SEEN resolutions AG/RES. 2162 (XXXVI-O/06), AG/RES. 2330 (XXXVII-O/07), AG/RES. 2371 (XXXVIII-O/08), and AG/RES. 2451 (XXXIX-O/09), “Mechanism to Follow Up on Implementation of the Inter-American Convention on the Prevention, Punishment, and Eradication of Violence against Women, ‘Convention of Belém do Pará’”;
TAKING NOTE of the Permanent Council report on the implementation of the Mechanism to Follow Up on Implementation of the Inter-American Convention on the Prevention, Punishment, and Eradication of Violence against Women, “Convention of Belém do Pará” (MESECVI) (CP/CG-1812/10);
CONSIDERING:
That the Convention of Belém do Pará, adopted in 1994, is the only binding international legal instrument that specifically addresses gender-based violence, whereby the states parties undertake to implement national and regional policies, laws, and programs of action to eradicate violence against women; and
That to date, 32 member states have ratified the Convention of Belém do Pará;
RECALLING:

That the Statute of the MESECVI establishes that the Mechanism consists of the Conference of States Parties and the Committee of Experts (CEVI), and that the Secretariat of both is the OAS General Secretariat, through the Permanent Secretariat of the CIM, with advisory services provided, as appropriate, by the Inter-American Commission on Human Rights (IACHR);

That the MESECVI concluded the evaluation phase of its First Multilateral Evaluation Round in July 2008, with the adoption, at the Second Conference of States Parties, of the final country reports and its first Hemispheric Report ;

That the MESECVI is currently at the stage of following up on the recommendations made by the CEVI to the states parties in the final country reports and the Hemispheric Report; and

That the MESECVI Secretariat has a need for specialized permanent staff to ensure the proper performance of its functions;

NOTING that the Third Conference of States Parties of the MESECVI will be held in Guatemala in September 2010, at which time the report on follow-up to the CEVI recommendations will be presented, thus concluding the First Multilateral Evaluation Round; and
NOTING WITH CONCERN that the human and financial resources at the disposal of the Technical Secretariat of the MESECVI are not sufficient to ensure its stable, full, and effective operation, and that financial contributions to date have not brought about a process whereby the MESECVI is able to provide technical support to governments that need and have requested it,
RESOLVES:

1. To take note of the Permanent Council report on the activities undertaken by the Mechanism to Follow Up on Implementation of the Inter-American Convention on the Prevention, Punishment, and Eradication of Violence against Women, “Convention of Belém do Pará” (MESECVI) (CP/CG-1812/10).
2. To reiterate its appreciation to the Permanent Secretariat of the Inter-American Commission of Women (CIM) for its support to the states parties in the process of implementing the MESECVI; and to express appreciation for the invaluable role played by the Mechanism’s Technical Secretariat in helping to meet the objectives of the Convention of Belém do Pará.
3. To urge the member states that have not already done so to give prompt consideration to ratifying or acceding to, as the case may be, the Inter-American Convention on the Prevention, Punishment, and Eradication of Violence against Women, “Convention of Belém do Pará.”

4. To invite all the states parties and states not party to the Convention, as well as permanent observers, international financial institutions, civil society, and the private sector to contribute to the specific fund set up to finance the operation of the MESECVI, or to make other types of contributions, such as providing the Mechanism with human resources to enable it to meet its work schedule and ensure its optimal functioning, hosting international meetings as necessary, holding workshops, and sharing experiences with best practices.
5. To thank the Government of Mexico for its contribution in human resources to the Permanent Secretariat of the Inter-American Commission of Women (CIM) and for its annual financial contribution to the specific fund of the Mechanism.
6. To urge the states parties to the Convention to facilitate the participation of experts in meetings of the Committee of Experts (CEVI); and to urge those states parties that have not yet done so to appoint their respective expert and Competent National Authority.
7. To urge the states parties to disseminate the CEVI recommendations to public agencies and to civil society as a whole.
8. To request the Secretary General to allocate, in accordance with available financial resources, the necessary human, technical, and financial resources for the CIM to continue supporting the implementation of the MESECVI.
9. To request the Permanent Council to report to the General Assembly at its forty-first regular session on the implementation of this resolution.
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DRAFT RESOLUTION
PROMOTION BY THE INTER-AMERICAN TELECOMMUNICATION COMMISSION (CITEL) 

OF COOPERATION FOR THE DEVELOPMENT AND DISSEMINATION OF INFORMATION AND COMMUNICATION TECHNOLOGIES IN THE AMERICAS 

(Approved at the meeting held on May 7, 2010)
THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY,
HAVING SEEN:
Resolution AG/RES. 2440 (XXXIX-O/09), “Telecommunications Development in the Region to Reduce the Digital Divide,” by which the OAS General Assembly expressed its support for the Fifth Regular Meeting of the Assembly of CITEL, as well as its interest in representation of the member states of the Organization in that meeting by their highest-level governmental telecommunication authorities; and
That from March 8 to 11, 2010, the Fifth Regular Meeting of the Assembly of CITEL was held in Mexico City, where the Declaration of Mexico was adopted, which reiterates the shared desire to build an integrating and development-oriented information and knowledge-based society in the Americas region, as well as the Strategic Plan for 2010-2014, which indicates goals and actions so that these needs are fully translated into practical actions;
RECALLING that, in the Declaration of Santo Domingo:  Good Governance and Development in the Knowledge-Based Society, the Ministers of Foreign Affairs and Heads of Delegation of the member states of the OAS request that “the organs, agencies, and entities of the Organization of American States (OAS) continue to support the incorporation of ICTs into national development plans,” and further request the OAS to continue, through its General Secretariat, in particular through its specialized commissions, such as CITEL, coordinating regional efforts to develop initiatives and identify additional resources to provide greater access to ICTs and their use and benefits, thus contributing to bridging the digital divide;
CONSIDERING:

That the environment of telecommunications and information and communication technologies (ICT) (hereinafter “telecommunications/ICTs”) is undergoing major change as a result of rapid technological progress, market globalization, and growing demand from users for integrated services adapted to their needs;
That telecommunications/ICTs are promoting economic growth, employment, and greater sustainable development in the region;
That the advance of global information infrastructure, specifically the development of the Internet protocol (IP)-based networks and, especially, the Internet, remains of fundamental importance, since it is an important force driving economic growth in the 21st century; and

That telecommunications/ICTs are essential at all stages—disaster prevention, preparedness, response, and relief operations—and provide the necessary means and links to mitigate the effects of disasters, whatever their nature;
AWARE that despite advances in regional connectivity, the digital divide persists in many member states, and that challenges are enormous, especially at a time when the region is slowly recovering from the economic crisis and from devastating natural disasters; and
RECOGNIZING:
That the establishment of national telecommunication policy and effective regulatory frameworks that promote the sustainable development of telecommunication/ICT services is essential for the integral development of the Americas;
That recent tragic events in the region clearly demonstrate the need for telecommunication/ICT services to contribute assistance in disaster relief operations so as to minimize risks to human life and meet the corresponding general needs for information and communication with the public in such situations;
That, as a result of the application and development of telecommunications/ICTs, new threats of different origins have arisen, such as threats to individual users resulting from viruses, spam, and identity theft; threats to businesses, governments, and other organizations through the exploitation of data storage vulnerabilities, industrial espionage, and threats to critical public infrastructure, including electronic communications networks, financial systems, and emergency services, which may compromise confidence and security in the use of these services by all users;
That such threats may also affect the maintenance of peace and the economic and social development of all member states, so that reliable telecommunication/ICT systems are essential;
That it is necessary to prepare proposals coordinated at the regional level, for presentation in international forums regarding matters that determine the strategy for telecommunication/ICT development in the region if the shared objectives of the members states in this area are to be achieved; and
That the OAS, through CITEL, is in an ideal position and has the necessary experience to serve as the forum for coordination, debate, and harmonization of national and regional telecommunication strategies and policy, as well as information exchange in this area,
RESOLVES:

1.
To congratulate and thank the Government of Mexico for successfully hosting the Fifth Regular Meeting of the Assembly of the Inter-American Telecommunication Commission (CITEL). 

2.
To endorse the Declaration of Mexico, adopted on March 11, 2010 (see Appendix I), which is an integral part of this resolution.
/ 

3.
To urge CITEL to continue coordinating efforts to harmonize, develop, and improve telecommunication/ICTs and to continue to provide a platform where policymakers, regulators, private sector representatives, researchers, academics, and other interested parties can exchange views, experiences, and best practices in this area that contribute to promoting the inclusion of the countries of the region in the Information and Knowledge-based Society.
4.
To urge the member states to participate in the activities of CITEL in order to ensure regional representation in the debates.
5.
To request CITEL to report to the General Assembly at its forty-first regular session on the implementation of this resolution, the execution of which shall be subject to the availability of financial resources in the program-budget of the Organization and other resources. 

APPENDIX
INTER-AMERICAN TELECOMMUNICATION COMMISSION
DECLARATION OF MEXICO
March 11, 2010
THE REPRESENTATIVES OF THE TELECOMMUNICATION ADMINISTRATIONS OF THE ORGANIZATION OF AMERICAN STATES (OAS), at the Fifth Regular Meeting of the Assembly of the Inter-American Telecommunication Commission (CITEL), held in Mexico, D.F., Mexico, from March 8 to 11, 2010,
TAKING INTO ACCOUNT:
That the Heads of State and Government, at the Fifth Summit of the Americas, decided to reaffirm the values of the Charter of the United Nations, the Charter of the Organization of American States, the Inter-American Democratic Charter, the Monterrey Consensus on Financing for Development, and the Millennium Declaration, in order to intensify the fight in the region against poverty, hunger, social exclusion, discrimination and inequality, and to promote inclusion and social cohesion to improve the living conditions of our people and achieve development and social justice; 

That the 2009 Report of the Millennium Development Goals Gap Task Force, established by the United Nations Secretary-General to improve tracking of the Millennium Development Goals, notes that the digital divide, in the form of differences in access and affordability, is still very wide between developing and developed countries, as well as within countries;
That the Agenda for Connectivity in the Americas recognizes the profound impact of telecommunications/information and communication technologies (ICTs) on our lives, as well as their social and economic consequences, including the disparity in the capacity to access information and the need (i) to transform such information into knowledge for the benefit of all citizens of the Americas, and (ii) for active participation by civil society, including the private sector, in implementing the Agenda for Connectivity; and
That resolution AG/RES. 2440 (XXXIX-O/09), “Telecommunications Development in the Region to Reduce the Digital Divide,” adopted by the OAS General Assembly, reiterates and strengthens the priority mandate of CITEL, inter alia to address the ongoing evolution of telecommunication/ICTs and to reduce the divide separating countries in the area of telecommunications/ICTs;
RECOGNIZING:
That confidence and security in the use of telecommunications/ICTs are highly important pillars in creating the Information and Knowledge-based Society, as a result of which the countries of the region, especially the developing countries, require an ongoing exchange of experiences and best practices for the formulation of national, regional, and international policies; 

That telecommunications/ICTs have the potential to provide solutions to development problems, promoting economic growth, competitiveness, and access to knowledge through information, contributing to the eradication of poverty and the integration of all countries of the Americas;
That Mexico will host the Sixteenth Session of the Conference of the Parties to the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change, to be held from November 29 to December 10, 2010, considering that telecommunications/ICTs play a very important part in international, regional, and national efforts to mitigate climate change, prevent natural disasters, and provide emergency relief;
That governments are formulating policies designed to meet national development needs, these being a significant factor in promoting participation by many interested parties to contribute to these efforts and ensure that measures adopted are supported by information exchange and regional and international collaboration;
That progress has been achieved in terms of the level of connectivity, driven especially by the growth of mobile wireless access.  However, substantial disparities remain in the region in terms of the penetration and affordability of telecommunication services. Therefore, connectivity promotion activities will constitute a tool to generate the integral development of the region;
That developing countries require support to profit further from technological convergence and the new technologies, to which end, more telecommunication infrastructure should be created to reduce the existing digital divide;
That governments, academic institutions, and university-associated research centers have a strategic part to play in building the Information and Knowledge-based Society; and
That diverse initiatives worldwide incorporate, as a societal goal, the facilitation of access to telecommunications/ICTs, based on an inclusive, universal, and supportive approach,
DECLARE:
That to continue to move forward in building the Information and Knowledge-based Society in the Americas, it is advisable to reaffirm our commitment to promoting the growth of telecommunication/ICT infrastructure through public and private investment, and to establish mechanisms for infrastructure-sharing at affordable costs, benefiting the end user, mainly the most disadvantaged sector of the populace;
That broadband access by the majority of the population of the Americas is one of the main challenges faced by governments; hence CITEL, as the region’s leading telecommunications/ICTs, entity, must constitute a strategic pillar for the establishment of public policy designed to promote better development and regional integration; and
That the advantages afforded by broadband are of great support in the development and implementation of public and social services, such as health, education, and culture, and for different areas of economic activity and government;
AGREE:
To promote, in the framework of CITEL, the generation and recommendation of guidelines supporting the Administrations in the establishment of policies and standards that promote: technological innovation, the transfer of knowledge, service development, market development, expansion of telecommunication/ICT infrastructure, promotion and development of medium and long-term sustainable applications, e-commerce, the security of networks, and the provision of government services applications, and, especially, to point to practical applications and provide mechanisms designed to achieve optimal use of telecommunications/ICTs;
To promote convergence and increased competition as forces driving the provision of telecommunication services at affordable tariffs for the population as a whole, especially the most disadvantaged, while fostering effective public policies to facilitate universal access; 

To promote the dissemination of information enabling the populace to learn about the characteristics of the service, and its tariffs and security, available on the market;
To strengthen CITEL so that it can remain the leading regional telecommunication/ICT reference point, proposing initiatives, developing programs, and executing projects aimed at fostering the sector’s optimal development with a view to achieving the Millennium Development Goals;
To collaborate internally with the OAS to formulate joint projects, among others, related to health and education, climate change, combating security concerns, gender equity, and the rights of indigenous peoples and persons with disabilities;
To establish closer ties with other regional and international organizations, promoting information exchange, technical assistance, and mutual support in analyzing specific matters, which will enable, among other things, awareness to be gained of international telecommunication trends;
To strengthen the development of activities and the review of best practices focusing on the use of telecommunications and ICTs to counteract the impacts of climate change;
To promote the coordination of efforts by public and private entities aimed at the appropriate handling of electronic waste and the use of reusable, recyclable and biodegradable equipment and materials, as well as products manufactured with recycled material in processes that do not damage the environment;
To promote the creation of local content enabling greater advantage to be taken of broadband access, taking the due precautions with respect to intellectual property rights in order to combat piracy and forgery;
To promote information exchange among interested parties regarding online security measures to protect children and young people from potential attacks and harmful content via the Internet.
To promote information exchange regarding the protection of confidential data of users who conduct various activities over the Internet and to afford interested parties greater certainty regarding the security of their transactions;
To propose and develop strategies that enable telecommunication infrastructure to be recognized as a decisive factor in natural disaster prevention, mitigation, aid, relief, and reconstruction actions;
To promote access by all citizens to the Information and Knowledge-based Society; to promote online network communities in education, research, health, business, and government; and to promote job creation and economic development, especially by small and medium-sized enterprises, trade and services, tourism, the agricultural and export sectors, culture, and recreation;
To continue fulfilling the telecommunication-related commitments assumed at the Summits of the Americas, and to promote and disseminate the implementation of the recommendations and guidelines of CITEL;
To encourage, on a voluntary basis, the implementation of Mutual Recognition Agreements (MRAs), such as that of CITEL, which can serve as instruments to facilitate efficient trade of telecommunication equipment in the region, to promote an effective regulatory cooperation, as well as to collaborate in the establishment of consistent procedures of market surveillance and exchange of information for the purpose of protecting the integrity of the telecommunication market in the region;
To build up CITEL’s telecommunication training program, in coordination with CITEL’s Regional Training Centers, the International Telecommunication Union’s Center of Excellence for the Americas Region, the private sector, and regional and subregional organizations, through the use of advanced education and research networks, and the establishment of Caribbean networks, as well as other civil society entities; and
To present this declaration to other regional and international forums for their information.
In witness whereof, the delegates of the member states participating in the Fifth Regular Meeting of the Assembly of the Inter-American Telecommunication Commission hereby adopt this Declaration in Mexico City, Mexico, on March 11, 2010. 
CHAIR OF THE ASSEMBLY
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DRAFT RESOLUTION
MODIFICATIONS TO THE CITEL STATUTE AND REGULATIONS
(Approved at the meeting of May 7, 2010)

THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY,

HAVING SEEN the revisions to the CITEL Regulations and Statute adopted by the Fifth Regular Meeting of the CITEL Assembly by resolutions CITEL/RES. 61 (V-10) and CITEL/RES. 62 (V-10); and
CONSIDERING:

That by resolution CITEL/RES. 61 (V-10) the CITEL Assembly modified section 2 of Article 86 of the CITEL Regulations, to clarify the participation of associate members in CITEL meetings;

That by resolution CITEL/RES. 62 (V-10) the CITEL Assembly adopted modifications to Article 3 of the CITEL Statute regarding its Objectives and Functions, to facilitate the implementation of CITEL’s 2010-2014 Strategic Plan;

That also by resolution CITEL/RES. 62 (V-10) the CITEL Assembly approved the change from “telecommunications” to “telecommunications/information and communication technologies (ICT)” (hereinafter “telecommunications/ICT”) in the text of the Statute and the Regulations; and 
That the amendments to the CITEL Statute adopted by the CITEL Assembly, pursuant to Articles 5 and 34 of  the CITEL Statute, are subject to the approval of the OAS General Assembly, and that the amendments to the CITEL Regulations approved by the CITEL Assembly must be sent to the OAS General Assembly for its information, 
RESOLVES:
1. To approve, retroactive to the date of their approval by the Fifth Regular Meeting of the CITEL Assembly by resolution CITEL/RES. 62 (V-10), the modifications to Article 3 of the CITEL Statute set out in Appendix I to this resolution, together with the editorial changes in the Statute approved in that resolution.
2. To take note of the modifications of the CITEL Regulations approved by the Fifth Regular Meeting of the CITEL Assembly in resolution CITEL/RES. 61 (V-10), set out in Appendix 2 to this resolution.
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Statute of the Inter-American Telecommunication Commission
(CITEL)
Edition 2010
EXPLANATORY NOTES
1. The Statute of the Inter-American Telecommunication Commission was approved by resolution AG/RES. 1224 (XXIII-O/93) and amended by resolution AG/RES. 1589 (XXVIII-O/98).
2. This text includes the amendments approved by resolution CITEL/RES. 34 (III-02) during the Third Assembly of CITEL. These amendments were approved by the General Assembly of the Organization by resolution AG/RES. 1946 (XXXIII-O/03).
3.
This text includes the amendments approved by resolution CITEL/RES.54 (IV-06) during the Fourth Assembly of CITEL. These amendments were approved by the General Assembly of the Organization by resolution AG/RES. 2159 (XXXVI-O/06).

4.
This text includes the amendments approved by resolution CITEL/RES.62 (V-10) during the Fifth Assembly of CITEL.

Example: The footnote [CITEL-2002] indicates changes introduced to the original text at the Third Assembly of CITEL held in Washington, DC, USA, August 12 to 16, 2002.
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STATUTE OF THE INTER-AMERICANTELECOMMUNICATION COMMISSION
CHAPTER ONE
ORGANIZATION, FUNCTIONS AND MEMBERSHIP
Article 1
Nature

The Inter-American Telecommunication Commission (CITEL) is an entity of the Organization of American States (hereinafter "the Organization"), established by the General Assembly, in accordance with Article 53 of the Charter of the Organization.

CITEL shall enjoy technical autonomy in the performance of its functions, within the limits of the Charter of the Organization, this Statute, and the mandates of the General Assembly of the Organization.
Article 2
Structure

CITEL shall achieve its objectives through the following:
a.
The CITEL Assembly;
b.
The Permanent Executive Committee (COM/CITEL);
c.
The Permanent Consultative Committees; and
d.
The Secretariat.
Article 3
/
Objectives and Functions
OBJECTIVES
a.
To facilitate and promote, by all means available to it, the continuing development of telecommunications/information and communication technologies (ICT) (hereinafter telecommunications/ICT) in the Hemisphere, in pursuance of sustainable development.
b.
To promote and foster the existence of appropriate telecommunications/ICT that contribute to the integral development process in the region, with particular attention to underserved areas.
c.
To organize promote, and evaluate the periodic holding of meetings of technicians and experts to study planning, financing, construction, operation, standardization, technical assistance, maintenance, and other matters related to the use and development of telecommunications/ICT in the Americas.
d.
To promote the unification of criteria and technical standards for the installation, operation, and maintenance of systems, in order to obtain maximum benefit from the facilities available to each country and to the region in general, in the global standardization framework of the International Telecommunication Union (ITU) and other relevant standardization organizations.
e.
To promote and study technical assistance, in agreement with the governments of the respective countries, giving priority to the needs of developing countries.
f.
To foster the improvement and harmonization of administrative, financial, and operational procedures for the planning, installation, improvement, maintenance, and operation of the telecommunication networks of the Member States of CITEL, within the framework of the recommendations of the ITU, as well as of other international and regional organizations, that promote widespread access to services, the use of new technologies, job creation , and the deployment of infrastructure in underserved areas.
g.
To recommend studies and promote the adoption of official agreements among governments of member states of the Organization for the planning, installation, maintenance, and operation of telecommunication systems in the Hemisphere.
h.
To promote and encourage the study and dissemination of problems related to the impact of telecommunications on the environment and climate change and their relationship to ICT, in keeping with policies developed by the ITU and other organizations with competence in this area. 

FUNCTIONS
a.
To serve as the Organization’s leading advisory body in all matters relating to telecommunications/ICT in the Hemisphere.
b.
To promote or undertake studies and programs for the orderly development of telecommunications/ICT networks, utilizing the most suitable and efficient systems available.
c.
To maintain ongoing contact with the various international governmental and nongovernmental organizations in the field of telecommunications/ICT, and to promote the coordination of their activities with those of the member states of the Organization.
d.
To request the cooperation of world or regional governmental organizations, especially the ITU and the Caribbean Telecommunications Union, and of international entities working in the field of telecommunications/ICT that enjoy consultative status with the United Nations or maintain cooperative relations with the Organization.
e.
To analyze and propose different forms of financing to support the plans and projects of CITEL.
f.
To compile and disseminate among the Member States of CITEL information pertaining to the fulfillment of its objectives, as well as any other information that may be of interest, including the evaluation of those results.
g.
To study the policy and regulatory aspects of telecommunications/ICT at the regional level.
h.
To study legal issues related to direct satellite transmissions, in order to prepare draft inter-American agreements on that subject and formulate uniform position thereon for adoption by the Member States of CITEL before the relevant international organizations.  

i.
To prepare studies on public policies in the area of telecommunications/ICT.
j.
To make recommendations in the area of telecommunications/ICT to the governments of the Member States of CITEL, taking into account those made by the ITU and by other relevant organizations.
k.
To promote research and technological development in the field of telecommunications/ICT.
l.
To consider any other matters related to inter-American cooperation in the field of telecommunications/ICT assigned to it by the General Assembly or the Councils of the Organization.
m.
To promote the development of new applications that promote the inclusion of the region’s countries in the Knowledge-based society.
n.
To review and assess the effectiveness of technical cooperation with the ITU and other regional and international organizations on an ongoing basis. 

o.
To develop mechanisms for full participation by all Member States in the meetings of CITEL, and to increase the number of associate members of the Committees of CITEL. 

Article 4
Membership

The following States can be members of CITEL:
a.
All the Member States of the Organization.
b.
Other American States which are not members of the Organization, whose request for membership in CITEL is favorably decided upon by the CITEL Assembly and the General Assembly of the Organization, because of the special interest shown by those governments in cooperating in the attainment of the purpose and objectives of CITEL.
-- * --

CHAPTER TWO
CITEL ASSEMBLY
Article 5
/
Purpose and Functions
Purpose

To serve as an Inter-American Forum in which the highest telecommunications/ICT authorities of the CITEL Member States will share opinions and experiences and make appropriate decisions to direct their activities towards achieving its assigned objectives and mandates.
Functions
a.
Establishing the policies for achieving the objectives and functions set out in Article 3 of this Statute.
b.
Electing the members of COM/CITEL.
c.
Establishing the Permanent Consultative Committees.
d.
Approving the request for membership in CITEL of American States that are not members of the Organization, subject to ratification by the General Assembly of the Organization.
e.
Proposing amendments to this Statute for approval by the General Assembly of the Organization.
f.
Approving the CITEL Regulations and presenting them to the General Assembly of the Organization for its information.
Article 6
Place and Frequency of Meetings

CITEL shall hold a Regular Meeting of the CITEL Assembly every four years, in the place as determined by the CITEL Assembly in accordance with the principle of rotation set forth in the Regulations.

The CITEL Assembly may hold Special Meetings as provided in the Regulations.
Article 7
/
Participation in the CITEL Assembly
Delegations

Each Member State is entitled to send a delegation to the CITEL Assembly. The delegation of each Member State may include a head of delegation, an alternate head of delegation, and such delegates and advisors as that State may accredit to the CITEL Assembly. 

Secretary General of the Organization

The Secretary General of the Organization, or his representative, may participate with voice but without vote in the deliberations of the CITEL Assembly, both in the plenary sessions and in the committees and subcommittees.
Observers

The following may be represented by observers at a meeting of the CITEL Assembly with the right to voice but without vote:
a.
Permanent Observers to the Organization.
b.
Subject to COM/CITEL's approval, those American States which are not Members of the Organization and which have asked to participate in the meeting.
c.
Subject to COM/CITEL's approval, those Non-American States that are Members of the United Nations or its specialized Agencies and which have asked to participate in the meeting.
d.
Inter‑American specialized organizations and entities of the Organization, and Inter-American intergovernmental regional organizations.
e.
The United Nations and its specialized agencies.
f.
International and national organizations that are parties to agreements or arrangements establishing relations of cooperation with the Organization, with  its organs, organizations or agencies, when such agreements or arrangements provide for participation of observers.
g.
Subject to COM/CITEL's approval, those international, regional, subregional and national agencies and organizations that are involved in telecommunications/ICT activities in the region and which have asked to participate in the meeting.
h.
The Associate members of the Permanent Consultative Committees.
Guests

Subject to COM/CITEL's approval and in consultation with the government of the host country, other persons or institutions not covered in this Article as may be deemed advisable, may attend the CITEL Assembly as special guests, as defined in the Regulations.
Article 8
Officers of the CITEL Assembly

There shall be a Chairman and two Vice Chairmen of the CITEL Assembly, elected at the first plenary session, by an absolute majority of the Member States represented at the Assembly. Before the election of the Chairman of the CITEL Assembly, the Chairman of COM/CITEL shall serve as the provisional Chairman.
Article 9
Agenda

COM/CITEL shall prepare the preliminary agenda for each CITEL Assembly meeting, and shall submit it to the Member States for consideration, at least three months in advance of the opening of the CITEL Assembly Meeting. The Member States shall have thirty consecutive days to present their observations on the draft agenda to the Chairman of COM/CITEL. On the basis of these observations, COM/CITEL shall draw up the final agenda. 


The agenda so approved, may be amended or otherwise modified only during the Meeting of the CITEL Assembly by a vote of two thirds of the participating Member States.
Article 10
Sessions and Meetings

Each Meeting of the CITEL Assembly shall consist of such Plenary Sessions as are required to complete the Agenda for the Meeting and the sessions of the Committees of the CITEL Assembly as provided under this Statute.
Article 11
Committees

There shall be a Steering Committee, a Credentials Committee and a Style Committee, as further provided in the Regulations. 


The CITEL Assembly may establish such other committees, subcommittees, and working groups when required.
Article 12
Quorum

For Plenary Sessions, the presence of more than half of the Member States shall constitute a quorum.

For the committees, subcommittees, and working groups of the CITEL Assembly, the presence of more than half of the Member States of the body concerned shall constitute a quorum.
Article 13
Voting

The decisions of the CITEL Assembly shall be adopted at the plenary sessions.  Each delegation of a Member State shall have the right to one vote. The right to vote does not imply an obligation to vote. 


In the absence of consensus in the deliberations, the decisions of the CITEL Assembly shall be adopted by the vote of an absolute majority of the Member States participating, except in those cases where a two-thirds vote of the participating Member States is expressly required.

In the committees, subcommittees, and working groups, decisions shall be adopted by a simple majority.

For purposes of this Statute, the term "absolute majority" means more than half of the votes of the Member States participating in a meeting of the CITEL Assembly. A simple majority means more than half of those present and voting in any given session of a Committee, subcommittee, or working group. 

-- * --

CHAPTER THREE
THE PERMANENT EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE (COM/CITEL)
Article 14 
/
Membership

The Permanent Executive Committee (COM/CITEL) is the executive organ of CITEL. It is composed of representatives of thirteen Member States of CITEL elected at the CITEL Assembly, who shall serve until the next Regular Meeting of the Assembly. The principles of rotation and of an equitable geographic representation shall be observed, insofar as possible, in the election of eleven of these Member States. One of the two remaining members shall be the representative of the Member State hosting the meeting of the CITEL Assembly in which the election takes place. The other shall be the representative of the Member State in whose territory the next Regular Meeting of the CITEL Assembly will be held.
Article 15
Installation Session and Officers 


COM/CITEL shall be installed by the Chairman of the CITEL Assembly before the closing of the Meeting at which the Member States that are to serve on COM/CITEL are elected. 


At the installation session of COM/CITEL, the Chairman of the CITEL Assembly shall be appointed Chairman of COM/CITEL. The representative of the Member State that has offered to host the next Regular Meeting of the CITEL Assembly shall become the Vice-Chairman of COM/CITEL.
Article 16
Chairman of COM/CITEL

The COM/CITEL Chairman shall have the following specific responsibilities:
a.
To preside over the meetings of COM/CITEL.
b.
To preside initially at the CITEL Assemblies.
c.
To represent CITEL before other Organs of the Organization, the governmental telecommunications/ICT entities of the CITEL Members, and other organizations that participate in telecommunications/ICT development activities in the Americas.
d.
To supervise and coordinate the fulfillment of the responsibilities of COM/CITEL, especially during the interim between Regular Meetings.
e.
To direct and coordinate the meetings and forums, that COM/CITEL may conduct with other entities of the regional telecommunications/ICT sector, or with other international entities.
Article 17
/
Functions of COM/CITEL

The functions of COM/CITEL are the following:
a.
To carry out the decisions of the CITEL Assembly, taking into consideration the recommendations of the General Assembly of the Organization and of the pertinent Councils with respect to telecommunications/ICT.
b.
To carry out and enforce the objectives of Article 3 of this Statute.
c.
To set the date for the Regular Meeting of the CITEL Assembly, the date and place for the Special Meetings of the CITEL Assembly and make amendments as necessary.
d.
To prepare the draft agendas for the Regular and Special Meetings of the CITEL Assembly and to submit them to the governments of the Member States of CITEL for consideration, through the Executive Secretary, pursuant to Article 9 of this Statute.
e.
To propose to the CITEL Assembly any amendments it may consider necessary to introduce to this Statute and the Regulations.
f.
To establish a work program for the Secretariat and for the office of the Chairman of COM/CITEL for implementation of the decisions of the CITEL Assembly.
g.
To adopt any urgent measures, which cannot be deferred until the next meeting of the CITEL Assembly and which shall remain in force until the CITEL Assembly can consider them.
h.
Through its Chairman or some other designated member of COM/CITEL, to represent CITEL at world, regional, or national meetings or conferences on telecommunications/ICT or related activities.
i.
With the cooperation of the Secretariat, to prepare studies, drafts of inter‑American conventions and treaties, and any other documents relating to telecommunications/ICT in the hemisphere.
j.
Through the Secretary General and the appropriate Council of the Organization, to present to the General Assembly an annual report on the activities of CITEL.
k.
To establish such technical committees and working groups as it may consider necessary determining its work program.
l.
Within the framework of CITEL's objectives, to plan and coordinate inter-American activities in the area of telecommunications/ICT.
m.
To review and approve a work program based on the program-budget approved by the General Assembly and an annual proposed budget for CITEL in pursuance of the provisions of Article 112  ( c ) of the Charter of the Organization; ensuring the strictest possible economy but mindful of the obligation upon CITEL to achieve satisfactory results from the work programs undertaken.
Article 18
Meetings and Headquarters of COM/CITEL

COM/CITEL shall meet at least once a year, in the country represented by its Chairman, in another country, or at the headquarters of the General Secretariat of the Organization, as the Committee may decide at its preceding meeting. 


Any Member State which is not a member of COM/CITEL may participate in the meetings of COM/CITEL, with voice but without vote. The Chairmen of the Permanent Consultative Committees whose countries are not Members of COM/CITEL shall be invited to participate in COM/CITEL with voice but without vote.

In consultation with COM/CITEL members, the Chairman may invite representatives of specialized agencies or experts in matters to be considered at the meetings to advise as required.

The Member State elected to preside over COM/CITEL shall organize, at its expense, and under the exclusive responsibility of the Chairman, an office in accordance with the Regulations. 

Article 19
Quorum

More than half of the members of COM/CITEL shall constitute quorum for a COM/CITEL meeting.
Article 20
/
Voting

In the deliberations of COM/CITEL, each Member State shall have one vote, and  in the absence of consensus, decisions of COM/CITEL shall be adopted by the vote of an absolute majority of its Members. However, on questions of procedure, decisions shall be taken by a simple majority of those present and voting. In the latter case, abstentions shall not be counted as votes cast.

Article 21
Travel Expenses

Travel expenses of the Chairman of COM/CITEL or some other member acting on his behalf, to attend a meeting of an international agency as the representative of CITEL, shall be defrayed by the Organization as provided in the Organization's Program-Budget.

Travel expenses incurred by the members of COM/CITEL to attend its meetings or those of the CITEL Assembly shall be defrayed by the respective Member States they represent.
-- * --

CHAPTER FOUR
PERMANENT CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEES
Article 22
Purpose

The purpose of Permanent Consultative Committees is to provide advice to all those entities that constitute the regional telecommunications/ICT sector, in matters relating to their respective areas of competence.
Article 23
Structure of the Permanent Consultative Committees
Organization
/
The CITEL Assembly shall organize the Permanent Consultative Committees it considers necessary to attain the objectives defined in Article 3 of this Statute and shall elect the host countries of the Permanent Consultative Committees, observing to the extent possible, the principles of rotation and an equitable geographic distribution. 

Officers

The representative appointed by the host country shall be the corresponding Chairman of the Permanent Consultative Committee and shall have the duties set forth in the Regulations. Each Permanent Consultative Committee may establish up to two positions of Vice President. 


The Member State elected to preside over a Permanent Consultative Committee shall organize, at its expense, and under the exclusive responsibility of the Chairman, an office in accordance with the Regulations. 

Meetings

The Permanent Consultative Committees shall meet at least once a year at a time and place determined by its respective Chairman. The Vice-Chairman shall be responsible for assisting the Chairman in his duties, and may offer to host an additional meeting of the Consultative Committee if deemed necessary. 


Each Consultative Committee may set up working groups which shall submit reports concerning their activities to the Consultative Committee.

Papers, studies, decisions, and draft resolutions of the Permanent Consultative Committees which require consideration of the CITEL Assembly shall be submitted to COM/CITEL at least four months before a meeting of the CITEL Assembly takes place.

In the absence of consensus in the deliberations of the Permanent Consultative Committees, draft resolutions shall be adopted in accordance with the voting procedures set forth in the Regulations.  The approval will always require the favorable vote of at least one third of the Member States.
Article 24
/
Participation in the Permanent Consultative Committees: 
Members, Associate Members and Observers

Member States and Associate members of CITEL, whose rights and obligations are defined in this Statute, collaborate with a view to attaining the objectives of CITEL.
/
Members

Each CITEL Member State may appoint a representative to each Permanent Consultative Committee. The representative shall be a specialist in telecommunications/ICT. A Member State may remove or replace its representative simply by notifying the Executive Secretary of CITEL of its decision to do so.
Associate members
/
1.
Any agency, organization or institution related to the telecommunications/ICT industry, which has legal personality, with the approval of the corresponding Member State of CITEL, may become an Associate member of a Permanent Consultative Committee. The Member State shall notify the Chairman of COM/CITEL in writing of the names of the agencies, organizations, or institutions it has approved. An agency, organization, or institution shall cease to be an associate member in the event that approval is withdrawn by the Member State.
2.
An international or regional inter-governmental organization with multiple memberships of States of the Americas that is related to telecommunications/ICT and has legal personality may become an associate member of a Permanent Consultative Committee with the approval of COM/CITEL. This international or regional organization shall cease to be an associate member in the event that approval is withdrawn by the COM/CITEL.
3.
Associate members of a Permanent Consultative Committee may fully participate in all the activities of that Permanent Consultative Committee, with voice but without vote. They may present technical papers and receive the documents of the Committee to which they pertain.
Observers

The terms and manner of participation of observers are dealt with in the Regulations.
CHAPTER FIVE
THE SECRETARIAT
Article 25
Purposes and Functions

The Secretariat is the central and permanent administrative organ of CITEL. It shall coordinate the administrative services required for implementing the decisions of the CITEL Assembly, COM/CITEL, and the Permanent Consultative Committees, and it shall perform such other functions as are assigned by those organs.
Article 26
The Executive Secretary of CITEL

In consultation with COM/CITEL, the Secretary General of the Organization shall appoint the Executive Secretary of CITEL, whose functions shall include:
a.
Performance of technical and administrative duties entrusted to the Secretariat, and coordination of the administrative services provided by the Secretariat. 

b.
Preparation and submission to COM/CITEL and to the Secretary General of the Organization of the proposed Program-Budget of CITEL, which should include travel expenses and salaries of the personnel assigned to the Secretariat.
c.
Representation of the Secretary General of the Organization, when so authorized, with voice but without vote, in the meetings of the CITEL Assembly, COM/CITEL, and the Permanent Consultative Committees. 

d.
Assistance in the coordination and implementation of the work plans of the Permanent Consultative Committees and the working groups of COM/CITEL.
e.
Preparations for holding the Regular and Special Meetings of the CITEL Assembly.

The Executive Secretary of CITEL shall perform those functions in accordance with the General Standards Governing the Operation of the General Secretariat of the Organization ("General Standards") and such other rules and regulations that apply to the General Secretariat and its personnel.
Article 27
Secretariat Services

The General Secretariat of the Organization shall provide secretariat services to CITEL in accordance with the allocation of funds in the Program-Budget of the Organization and the Secretary General shall appoint the technical and administrative personnel to provide those services in accordance with the General Standards and such other rules and regulations governing the operations of the General Secretariat of the Organization.
CHAPTER SIX
EXPENSES AND FUNDS OF CITEL
Article 28
CITEL Funding Sources

The resources of CITEL operations will come from:
a.
The Regular Fund of the Organization; and
b.
Specific Funds.

Each Member State of CITEL shall bear the expenses of its representatives.
Article 29
/
Specific Funds

The General Secretariat shall establish the following Specific Funds, pursuant to Article 74 of the General Standards for the Operations of the General Secretariat of the Organization.
a.
A Supplementary Fund for the Activities of the Permanent Consultative Committees to be funded by voluntary contributions from CITEL Members and by fees from associate members, as determined by the CITEL Regulations.
b.
A Supplementary Fund for Development Activities within CITEL's work program to be funded by specific gifts, donations, and contributions.
c.
A Supplementary Fund for Support of General Operations to be funded by voluntary contributions of CITEL Members.

Accounting for these Specific Funds shall be carried out in accordance with the General Standards and Financial Rules and Regulations of the Organization. 

-- * --

CHAPTER SEVEN
OFFICIAL AND WORKING LANGUAGES
Article 30
Official Languages

English, French, Portuguese and Spanish are the official languages of the CITEL.
Article 31
Working Languages

Spanish and English shall be the working languages. For the Regular and Special Meetings of the CITEL Assembly, the Executive Secretary shall inquire of the CITEL Members concerned if simultaneous interpretation into French and Portuguese will be necessary. Working documents of CITEL shall be made available in Spanish and English. Delegations may present their proposals to the CITEL Assembly in any of the official languages of CITEL.
Article 32
Documents

The draft resolutions, recommendations and decisions, and any amendments thereto, as well as the decisions of the CITEL Assembly, shall be published in the official languages. The CITEL annual report and the reports of the CITEL Assembly meetings shall be published in the official languages. Other documents emanating from CITEL shall be published in the working languages.
-- * --

CHAPTER EIGHT
GENERAL PROVISIONS REGARDING THE 
STATUTE AND RULES OF PROCEDURES
Article 33
Governing Norms

CITEL shall be governed by the present Statute, by its Regulations, and by the resolutions of the General Assembly of the Organization.
Article 34
Amendment

The present Statute, approved by the General Assembly of the Organization, may be amended only by the General Assembly, at its own initiative or upon CITEL's request as provided under CITEL's Regulations.
Article 35
CITEL Regulations

CITEL shall adopt its Regulations in accordance with this Statute and shall submit them to the General Assembly of the Organization with its first annual report.
Article 36
Entry into force

The present Statute shall enter into force on the date of its approval by the General Assembly.
-- *  --
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Regulations of the Inter-American Telecommunication Commission
(CITEL)
Edition 2010
EXPLANATORY NOTES
1.
The Regulations of the Inter-American Telecommunication Commission were approved by resolution AG/RES.1259 (XXIV-O/94) and amended by resolution AG/RES. 2159 (XXXVI-O/06).
2.
The text indicates the amendments introduced by resolutions CITEL RES. 29 (II-98), CITEL RES. 34 (III-02) and CITEL/RES.54 (IV-06).
3.
The Articles of the Regulations have been renumbered taking into account the modifications approved during the III CITEL Assembly. By a footnote we indicate at what meeting a modification has been approved. 

4.
The text includes the modifications approved by resolutions COM/CITEL RES. 178 (XIV-04), COM/CITEL RES. 183 (XIV-04), COM/CITEL RES. 200 (XVI-05) and COM/CITEL RES. 206 (XVIII-06).
5.
The text includes the modifications approved by resolutions CITEL RES. 61 (V-10) and CITEL RES. 62 (V-10).
Example: The footnote [CITEL-2002] indicates changes introduced to the original text at the Third Assembly of CITEL held in Washington, DC, USA, August 12 to 16, 2002.
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REGULATIONS OF THE INTER-AMERICAN TELECOMMUNICATION COMMISSION
CHAPTER I
NATURE, ORGANIZATION AND MEMBERSHIP
Article 1
Nature
1.
CITEL is governed by its Statute and these Regulations.  The Regulations complement the Statute which was approved by Resolution of the OAS General Assembly, and serve to provide more specific rules for the operation, administration, and procedures of CITEL for the achievement of its purposes and objectives.
2.
In case of conflict between the Statute and these Regulations, the Statute shall take precedence.
3.
The technical autonomy of CITEL established pursuant to the Statute, includes:
a.
The capacity and competence to freely program its activities within the scope of Article 1 of the Statute;
b.
A direct technical relationship with the General Assembly of the Organization of American States (hereafter "the Organization") notwithstanding its obligation to submit its Annual Report of activities to the Permanent Council of the Organization, so that the Council has the opportunity to present its observations and recommendations to the General Assembly pursuant to Article 91(f) of the Charter of the Organization;
c.
Direct contact with the Secretary General of the Organization for all administrative and budgetary matters;
d.
Competence to establish relations with other international organizations that participate in the development of telecommunications/information and communication technologies (ICT) (hereinafter telecommunications/ICT) throughout the American States; and
e.
Participation in the planning of technical assistance to CITEL members.
Article 2
/
Organization

CITEL fulfills its objectives through the following organs: the CITEL Assembly, the Permanent Executive Committee (COM/CITEL), the Permanent Consultative Committees, and the Secretariat.  The first three organs shall include such committees, sub-committees, working groups and ad hoc groups, joint working groups and rapporteurs as may be established in accordance with these Regulations.
Article 3
Applications for Membership

Any American State which is not a member of the Organization, must submit its membership request to the Secretary General of the Organization, who shall transmit it to COM/CITEL for study and recommendation before it is considered by the CITEL Assembly and approved by the General Assembly of the Organization.
Article 4
Liaison

Each Member State shall notify the Executive Secretary of CITEL, in writing, within thirty days of the termination of the Regular Meeting of the CITEL Assembly, the name of the institution and the person within the institution that will serve as the official liaison between CITEL and that Member State with respect to telecommunications/ICT. The person appointed shall serve as the official to whom and from whom, official correspondence shall be addressed and exchanged, including all notices, technical contributions to meetings, reports of meetings, and accreditation letters. 

-- * --

CHAPTER II
CITEL ASSEMBLY
A.  MEETINGS
Article 5
Regular Meetings

CITEL shall endeavor to schedule the Regular Meeting of the CITEL Assembly, held every four years, during the first quarter of the year. The Regular Meetings shall be numbered consecutively. 

Article 6
Principle of Rotation 


In the application of the principle of rotation in selecting the country where a Regular Meeting of the CITEL Assembly is to take place, it is understood that the Regular Meeting shall not be held in the territory of a Member State if another Member State in which fewer meetings have been held should offer its territory for this purpose.  Recognized regional affinities shall also be considered when applying the principle of rotation, e.g. North America, Central America, Andean, Caribbean Region, or other distinguishable regional affinities.
Article 7
Special Meetings

In special circumstances, at the initiative of the General Assembly of the Organization, on the recommendation of any Council of the Organization, or at the initiative of COM/CITEL, the CITEL Assembly may hold a Special Meeting to consider specific matters, if those matters are of such importance as to preclude waiting for the next Regular Meeting of the Assembly. COM/CITEL will convene and set the date and place for such Special Meeting, subject to available funding.
Article 8
Alternative Site for the Meetings

If for any reason a Regular or Special Meeting of the CITEL Assembly cannot be held in a selected country, it shall be held at the General Secretariat of the Organization headquarters, unless one of the Member States, with sufficient advance notice, offers to host the Assembly, in which case COM/CITEL may agree to hold the meeting in that country.
Article 9
Notice of Convocation of Meetings

The Secretary General of the Organization, or by delegation, the CITEL Executive Secretary, shall transmit the notice of convocation of the CITEL Assembly Meeting and the invitations to the participants as soon as the country offering to host the Assembly confirms to the CITEL Secretariat the exact date, city and specific location for the meeting, and that it has available sufficient funds for that purpose.  The country offering to host the Assembly shall provide this information to the Executive Secretary, no later than sixty days before the proposed date of the meeting.
B.  PARTICIPANTS

Article 10
Delegations

Each head of delegation may delegate his duties to the alternate head, or if there is none, to any other member of his delegation.  Each Member State shall endeavor to designate to its delegations representatives who are versed in telecommunications/ICT.  Delegations shall have the right to participate with voice and vote, in all public and private meetings of the Assembly, including its committees, subcommittees, working groups and ad hoc groups, in accordance with these Regulations and any special Rules of Procedure adopted for such meetings.
Article 11
Credentials

Accreditation of the members of each delegation shall be made by the respective governments by means of written communications to the Executive Secretary, granting the delegates full powers to participate in the decisions on subjects included in the agenda of the sessions of the Assembly. 

Article 12
Order of Precedence

At the informal session prior to the opening session of the Assembly, the delegations shall establish by lot an order of precedence to be used for the delegations' location in the sessions room, in the voting process and in the use of the floor whenever the delegations are requested to give their opinions on some subject-matter.  The host delegation shall not be included in the "by lot" procedure and shall hold last place in the order of precedence.
Article 13
Permanent Observers to the Organization
1.
States that are Permanent Observers to the Organization shall enjoy the same status in the CITEL and any of its organs.  They shall accredit their respective representatives to participate in the meetings of the CITEL Assembly, by means of a written communication addressed to the Executive Secretary.
2.
The representatives of the Permanent Observers may attend the public sessions of the CITEL Assembly Meetings, and of its principal committees and, when invited by the corresponding presiding officer, the private sessions. With the permission of the presiding officer, Permanent Observers may speak at any meeting.
Article 14
Observers from Inter-American specialized organizations, Organs of the OAS 
and from Inter-American intergovernmental regional organizations

Representatives of Inter‑American specialized organizations and organs of the OAS, and Inter-American intergovernmental regional organizations may attend the CITEL Assembly as observers.  With the permission of the presiding officer, those representatives may speak at the meeting or address the meeting in writing.
Article 15
Observers from the United Nations

Representatives of the United Nations and its specialized agencies may attend the Meetings of the CITEL Assembly as observers.  With the permission of the presiding officer, they may speak at the meeting or address the meeting in writing.
Article 16
/
Other Observers
1.
International and national organizations that are parties to agreements or arrangements establishing relations of cooperation with the Organization, its organs, organizations or agencies may also attend the CITEL Assembly meetings when such agreements or arrangements provide for the participation of observers.
2.
Subject to COM/CITEL's approval, the following may send observers to the CITEL Assembly:
a.
American States that are not Members or Permanent Observers of the Organization who have asked to participate in the meeting.
b.
Non-American States that are Members of the United Nations or its specialized agencies who have asked to participate in the meeting.
c.
International, regional, subregional, and national agencies and organizations that are involved in telecommunications/ICT activities in the region who have asked to participate in the meeting.
3.
The observers referred to in this Article may speak at the plenary session of the CITEL Assembly or at the sessions of its principal committees, only when invited to do so by the corresponding presiding officer, because of special interest or expertise in a specific topic of discussion.  Similarly, such observers may provide written statements on such topics when expressly authorized or requested to do so by the presiding officer.
4.
The participation of the observers referred to in this Article, before the CITEL Assembly, is without prejudice to the status that they may have, as associate members of the PCCs, in accordance with Article85 of the Regulations.

Article 17
/

Active associate members may attend the public sessions of the CITEL Assembly as observers.  The observers referred to in this Article may speak at the plenary sessions of the CITEL Assembly or at the sessions of its principal committees only when invited to do so by the corresponding presiding officer because of special interest or expertise in a specific topic of discussion.  Similarly, such observers may provide written statements on such topics when expressly authorized or requested to do so by the presiding officer. 

Article 18
/

Unless otherwise specified by COM/CITEL, any State or entity referred to in Article 16 that wishes to participate in a meeting of the CITEL Assembly as an observer, shall apply to attend, in writing, to the Chairman of COM/CITEL, at least sixty days before the anticipated opening of that meeting.  The Chairman of COM/CITEL shall consult such applications with the Members of COM/CITEL, and if they approve, the corresponding invitations shall be extended in accordance with Article 9 of these Regulations.
Article 19
Observer's participation fee
1.
Distribution of documents of the meetings of the CITEL Assembly to the categories of observers identified in Articles 13, 14 and 15 of these Regulations, shall be governed by the applicable principles, practices and rules of the Organization.
2.
Distribution of documents of the meetings of the Assembly to the observers identified in Article 16, shall be conditioned upon payment of a fee to cover the administrative cost of that category of observer's participation in the meeting.  This fee called "a participation fee" shall be equivalent to 15% of the "contributory unit" corresponding to an associate member.
3.
Notwithstanding the foregoing, COM/CITEL may decide to exempt payment of the participation fee by any observer, covered by Article 16, where CITEL is exempted from making similar payments to that observer, on the basis of reciprocity.
Article 20
Guests

Subject to COM/CITEL's approval and in consultation with the government of the host country, any person or entity not covered in Article 16, that is a recognized authority or that has a particular interest in the field of telecommunications/ICT may attend the meetings of the CITEL Assembly as a guest. COM/CITEL will develop guidelines to determine qualifications for guests.
Article 21 


Individuals or entities wishing to participate as guests to a meeting of the CITEL Assembly, under Article20, should apply in writing to the Chair of COM/CITEL no later than forty five days prior to the scheduled start of the CITEL Assembly meeting.  The Chair of COM/CITEL will consult with COM/CITEL members and, with their consent, extend the corresponding invitations pursuant to Article 9 of these Regulations, unless the Government of the host country objects.
Article 22

Guests may attend the plenary meetings and the meetings of the committees for the sole purpose of following the discussions.  However, they may take part in committee discussions only if they are requested to do so by the Chairman of the Committee and there is no objection from any Member State present.  Guests shall not receive copies of contributions, papers or reports of the proceedings, unless COM/CITEL decides to provide the documents to a guest when it approves an invitation.
C.  ASSEMBLY OFFICERS 

Article 23
Election of the Chairman and Vice-Chairmen

The Assembly Chairman and both Vice-Chairmen shall be elected in the first plenary session, in accordance with the procedures outlined in Article 8 of the Statute.  These officials will remain in office until the Assembly is adjourned. 

Article 24
Duties of the Chairman of the CITEL Assembly

1.
The Assembly Chairman shall:
a.
Convoke plenary sessions;
b.
Establish the order of business of the sessions;
c.
Open and close the plenary sessions and direct their discussions;
d.
Grant the floor to the participants in the order in which they request it, giving precedence to representatives of the Member States when appropriate;
e.
Put the topics under discussion to a vote, and announce decisions taken;
f.
Rule on points of order being submitted to the Assembly for consideration;
g.
Establish the working committees, and
h.
Generally, ensure compliance with these Regulations.
2.
When any speaker departs from the topic under discussion the Assembly Chairman may draw this to his attention.  Likewise, during discussion of a topic, the Chairman may propose limitation of the time to be allowed to speakers, limitation of the number of times a participant may speak, closure of the list of speakers, or closure of discussion.  He may also propose the suspension or adjournment of a session, or postponement of discussion of the matter under consideration.
Article 25
Participation by the Assembly Chairman in Voting and Discussion

The Assembly Chairman shall not participate from the chair in a substantive discussion, nor shall vote on any matter before the plenary sessions of the Assembly.
Article 26
Duties of the Vice-Chairmen Acting as Chairman

If the Chairman is absent from a session or from part of it, one of the Vice-Chairmen shall take his place, according to the order of precedence, and shall enjoy the same powers and duties as the Chairman.
Article 27
Absence or Disability of the Chairman and Vice-Chairmen

In the event of the absence or disability of the Chairman and the Vice-Chairmen of the CITEL Assembly, the Meeting shall be presided over by one of the Chairmen of the working committees, according to the order of numbering of those committees.
D.  AGENDA
Article 28
Agenda of the Regular Meetings
1.
COM/CITEL shall prepare a preliminary agenda for each Regular Meeting of the CITEL Assembly to be provided to the Member States for their consideration at least three months in advance of the anticipated opening of the Assembly.
2.
In preparing the preliminary agenda, COM/CITEL shall take into account the topics proposed by the governments of the Member States, those mandated by the General Assembly of the Organization, and may take into consideration those recommended by other organs of the Organization.
3.
The Member States shall have thirty days to present their observations on the preliminary agenda to the Chairman of COM/CITEL.  On the basis of these observations, COM/CITEL shall draw-up the agenda for the Assembly meeting.
4.
The agenda so approved, may be amended or otherwise modified only during the Regular Meeting of the CITEL Assembly by a vote of two thirds of the participating Member States.
Article 29
Agenda of Special Meetings

The agenda of each Special Meeting of the CITEL Assembly shall be confined to the subject or subjects for which the Meeting was convoked. The procedures and time periods for the preparation of the agenda of a Special Meeting shall be established in each case by COM/CITEL.
Article 30
/
Reports and Proposals

Generally, the CITEL Assembly shall consider two kinds of papers: reports and proposals. Reports shall be informative in nature, while proposals shall be submitted to the Assembly for its consideration.  During an Assembly meeting, other forms of work or technical contributions may be solicited. The documents thus submitted shall not include any information of a promotional or commercial nature.
Article 31
/
1.
Reports and proposals shall normally be presented to the Executive Secretary fifteen days in advance of the date set for the opening of the CITEL Assembly, in order to permit their distribution to the Member States in CITEL working languages, together with the report of COM/CITEL and that of the Secretariat. Documents that do not meet the deadlines set in this Article will be presented at the meeting of heads of delegation to determine whether they are to be considered as information or working documents during said meeting. The Executive Secretary shall make such documents available to the Member States as they are received, by the most suitable means, before the start of a meeting.
2.
At the beginning of a meeting, the Assembly may establish a period of time in which additional proposals may be submitted to it for consideration.
E.  SESSIONS
Article 32
Informal Meeting of Heads of Delegations

Prior to the inaugural session, the heads of delegations of the Member States or their alternates shall meet informally, upon being called together by the Chairman of COM/CITEL, to agree on the various aspects concerning the organization of the work of the CITEL Assembly.
Article 33
First Plenary Session

The first plenary session shall be held as soon as possible after the CITEL Assembly Meeting has been inaugurated.  At that session, the CITEL Assembly shall elect its officers, and establish the committees referred to in Chapter II section F of these Regulations.  Immediately thereafter the working committees shall be installed and their respective officers elected.
Article 34
Adoption of Decisions

The CITEL Assembly shall adopt its decisions in the form of resolutions, recommendations and declarations, at its plenary sessions.  The Secretariat shall distribute those decisions immediately after their adoption.
Article 35

Decisions with financial repercussions for the Organization shall include an estimate of the corresponding cost.
Article 36
/
Public and Private Sessions
1.
Plenary sessions at the Assembly and of the working committees shall be public. However, if the chairman so provides or any representative Member State so requests, the session shall be private, and shall so continue unless the members participating in the session decide otherwise.
2.
Private Sessions may only be attended by the heads of delegations of the Member States, the members of the delegations designated by those heads and such Secretariat personnel as the Chairman of the respective body may expressly authorize in each case. 

Article 37
/

All decisions taken by the CITEL Assembly in a private plenary session shall be announced at the next public plenary session.
Article 38

No plenary, committee, subcommittee, ad hoc group, or working group session shall be held unless the place and time have been announced to participants sufficiently in advance to permit them to attend.
F.  COMMITTEES
Article 39
Steering Committee
1.
The Steering Committee is made up of the Chairman of the CITEL Assembly, who shall preside over it, the two Vice-Chairmen, and the Chairmen of the working committees.

2.
The Chairman of the CITEL Assembly shall convoke the Steering Committee whenever he deems it desirable for the best performance of the work of the Assembly.
3.
The task of the Steering Committee is to resolve any difficulties that may arise regarding the functioning of the CITEL Assembly and to suggest appropriate solutions to the committees or to a plenary session.  For the effective operation of the CITEL Assembly, it shall coordinate the work of the working committees.
Article 40
Committee on Credentials
1.
The Committee on Credentials is composed of the representatives of three member states elected at the first plenary session of the CITEL Assembly.  The Committee shall elect its chairman.
2.
The Committee on Credentials shall examine the credentials of the delegations and submit a report to the CITEL Assembly forthwith.
Article 41
Style Committee
1.
The Style Committee is composed of the representatives of four Member States elected at the first plenary session of the CITEL Assembly, each of which shall represent one of the four languages.
2.
The Style Committee shall receive the drafts of resolutions and recommendations adopted by committees before they are submitted to a plenary session of the Assembly for its consideration, and shall introduce in them such style changes as it deems necessary.  If the Style Committee notes that a draft suffers from defects of form that it can not correct, then it shall raise the question with the committee concerned, or at a plenary session of the Assembly.
Article 42
Drafting Committee

The Drafting Committee for the working sessions of the Plenary meetings and for the Final Report of the Assembly, shall be designated during the first Plenary Session and shall be composed of the first four delegates by order of precedence who volunteer.  The Drafting Committee shall draft the minutes of the meeting of the informal session, of each Plenary session, of the inaugural and closing sessions, as well as the Final Report.  The Committee shall present to each Plenary Session a draft report of all preceding sessions.
Article 43
/
Working Committees
1.
The CITEL Assembly shall establish such working committees as it deems desirable for consideration of the various topics on the agenda.
2.
A working committee is made up of the delegations of the Member States that advise the Chairman of the CITEL Assembly before the first working meeting of the committee, that they wish to take part in that committee.
3.
The installation meeting of each working committee shall be held with the delegations that up to the time of the meeting, have expressed their desire to form part of it.
4.
Each working committee shall elect a chairman, and may also elect a vice-chairman and a rapporteur.
5.
Each working committee shall study the topics assigned to it by the CITEL Assembly and shall present to the plenary session a report on its discussions, the draft resolutions or proposals considered, and its recommendations.
Article 44
Subcommittees and working groups
1.
Each working committee may establish such subcommittees and/or working or drafting groups, as it considers advisable.  A working committee may also authorize its Chairman to appoint to the subcommittees or groups, members who reflect the different views that have been expressed on the matters which the subcommittee or group is to consider.
2.
Each subcommittee may establish such working or drafting groups as it may consider necessary.  The Chairman of each such group shall present to the body that established it, its conclusions or recommendations.
3.
Delegations that are not members of a subcommittee, working group, or drafting group, shall have the right to participate in the meetings of these bodies with voice but without vote.
G.  QUORUM
Article 45
1.
For Plenary Sessions, the presence of more than half of the Member States shall constitute a quorum.
2.
For the committees, subcommittees, and working groups of the CITEL Assembly, the presence of more than half of the members of the body concerned shall constitute a quorum.
H.  DEBATES AND PROCEDURES
Article 46
/
Proposals and Amendments
PROPOSALS
1.
Proposals must be presented in writing to the Secretariat by the Member State delegations no later than the day before the session at which they are to be discussed or submitted to a vote, in order to be distributed in the CITEL working languages to participating Member States before deliberation of them begins. However, if no Member State objects, the Chairman of the body that is required to deal with the matter may authorize discussion of a proposal that was not distributed in time.
2.
The delegation that presents a proposal shall indicate the working committee that should study it, unless the proposal is one that is required to be submitted to a plenary session for discussion. In case of doubt, the Chairman of the Assembly shall decide.
AMENDMENTS
3.
Motions to amend a proposal may be made during the deliberations on the proposal. 

4.
A motion is considered an amendment to a proposal if it merely adds to, deletes from, or revises part of a proposal.  A motion that would totally replace the original proposal, or that is not directly related to it, shall not be considered as an amendment. 

Article 47
Withdrawal of Proposals

A proposal or an amendment may be withdrawn by its proponent before it has been put to a vote.  Any delegate may present again a proposal or amendment that has been withdrawn.
Article 48
Reconsideration of Decisions

Proposals concerning decisions that have already been taken may be reconsidered, if a request to do so is made prior to the adjournment of the session at which the proposal was voted upon, or at the session immediately following.  In the case of a motion for reconsideration, the floor shall be granted to one speaker to second the motion and to two other speakers to oppose it, after which the motion shall be submitted to a vote.  For approval of such a motion, the affirmative vote of two-thirds of the members of the body concerned is required. When the motion for reconsideration has been approved, the discussion and vote on the substance of the matter shall be governed by the applicable provisions of these Regulations.
Article 49
/
Points of Order

During the discussion of a matter, any delegation may raise a point of order, which shall be decided upon immediately by the Chairman.  Any representative of a delegation may appeal the decision of the Chairman, in which case the appeal shall be put to a vote.  When raising a point of order, a representative may not speak on the substance of the matter under discussion.
Article 50
/
Suspension of Discussion

The Chairman or any representative of a delegation may make a motion that discussion be suspended.  Only two such representatives may speak briefly in favor of such a motion and two against it, after which it shall be immediately put to a vote.
Article 51
/
Closing Discussion
1.
Any representative of a delegation may make a motion that debate be closed when he/she considers that a topic has been discussed sufficiently.  This motion may be opposed by two representatives of delegations, after which it shall be declared approved if it receives the vote of two-thirds of the delegations present at the session.  The Chairman may limit the time allowed to speakers under this Article.
2.
The Chairman may close the debate if he/she considers that it has become repetitive, or if it no longer addresses the issue at hand. In which case, the Chairman shall take into consideration the issues which have up to then obtained consensus and establish the way in which the meeting shall proceed. Two delegations may speak briefly against such a decision, after which it shall be declared approved if it receives the vote of two-thirds of the delegations present at the session.
Article 52
/
Suspension or Adjournment of a Session

During the discussion of any topic, a representative of a delegation may make a motion that the session be suspended or adjourned.  Such motions shall be put to a vote immediately, without discussion.  The Chairman may limit the length of the remarks of the representative who proposes suspension or adjournment of the session.
Article 53
Order of Procedural Motions

Except as provided in Article 48, the following motions shall have precedence over all other proposals or motions, in the order set forth below:
a.
Suspension of the session.
b.
Adjournment of the session.
c.
Suspension of discussion of the topic under consideration.
d.
Close of the debate of the topic under consideration.
Article 54
General Provisions for All the Deliberative Bodies of the CITEL Assembly Meeting

The general provisions relating to discussion contained in this chapter shall be applicable to the plenary sessions, and to the committees, subcommittees, and working groups of the CITEL Assembly.
I. VOTING
Article 55
Voting on Proposals

After debate is closed, and if the proposals presented are not approved by consensus, those proposals, together with any proposed amendments, shall be put to a vote.  Proposals shall be voted upon in the order in which they are presented, unless the respective body decides to the contrary.  After the chairman has announced the start of the voting, no representative may interrupt it, except for a point of order relating to the manner in which the voting is being conducted.  The process of voting and vote-counting shall end when the chairman announces the result.
Article 56
Abstentions

For the purpose of establishing the necessary majority, abstentions shall be counted as votes cast.
Article 57
Ties

In the event of a tie, the proposal voted on shall be considered to have been rejected.
Article 58
Repeat Vote

Should any doubt arise as to the results of a vote, any delegation may request that the vote be repeated immediately. The new vote shall be limited to the same delegations that took part in the original vote. 

Article 59

When an amendment to a proposal is presented, the amendment shall be voted on first.  When two or more amendments to a proposal are made, the vote shall be taken first on the one that departs furthest from the original text.  The other amendments shall be voted upon in like order.  In case of doubt in this regard, they shall be voted upon in the order of their presentation.
Article 60

When the fact that one amendment has been adopted necessarily implies the exclusion of another, the latter amendment shall not be put to a vote.  If one or more of the amendments are adopted, the complete proposal as amended shall be put to a vote.
Article 61

If any delegation so requests, a proposal or amendment shall be put to a vote by parts.  If any delegation is opposed to that request, the body concerned shall decide whether the voting should be by parts. If the request for voting by parts is accepted, the various parts of the proposal or amendment that are accepted shall be voted upon as a whole.  If all the operative parts of a proposal or amendment are rejected, it shall be deemed that it has been rejected entirely.
J.  ELECTIONS
Article 62

In cases where only one Member State or one person is to be elected, if no candidate obtains the vote of an absolute majority of the participating Member States on the first ballot, a second, or if necessary a third ballot shall be taken, limited to the two candidates receiving the largest number of votes.  If after the third ballot no candidate has obtained the required majority, the election shall be suspended for a period of up to twenty-four hours.  When the election is resumed, up to two additional ballots shall be taken.  If neither of the two candidates is elected, the balloting procedure established in this Article shall be started again, with respect to the candidates who are presented.  

Article 63

When two or more elected posts are to be filled at the same time and under the same conditions, the candidates obtaining the vote of an absolute majority on the first ballot shall be declared elected.  If the number of candidates obtaining such majority is less than the number of persons or members to be elected, there shall be additional ballots to fill the remaining posts, the voting being limited to the candidates who have received the most votes on the previous ballot, in such a way that the number of candidates will not be more than twice the number of posts remaining to be filled. 

Article 64

In case of a tie among two or more candidates or Member States, as the case may be, who have received at least the required majority, if the number of places to be filled is less than the number of candidates or Member States who have received the same number of votes, another ballot shall be taken.  If the tie is not broken in this second ballot, the elections shall be decided by lot.
K.  DOCUMENTS
Article 65
Summary Minutes

Summary minutes shall be kept of the open plenary sessions and of the open committee meetings of the CITEL Assembly.  The Secretariat of CITEL shall distribute the summary minutes to the delegations as promptly as possible.  The delegations shall present to the Secretariat, within twenty-four hours following the distribution of the summary minutes, any corrections of style they consider necessary.  The minutes so corrected and the appendices shall be published as part of the official documentation of the CITEL Assembly.  The appendices of the summary minutes shall contain the complete statement of a delegation if the delegation so requests.
Article 66
Summary of the Activities

After the termination of the Assembly Meeting, the Secretariat shall prepare and distribute the final report of the Assembly, containing a summary of the activities carried out by it, which shall include background information on the Assembly; the list of officers of the Assembly and of the Committees, Subcommittees, Working groups and ad hoc groups; the official list of participants; a brief summary of the sessions held, and the decisions adopted by the Assembly in their final form.  This document shall be prepared in the four official languages.  For this purpose, the Secretariat may request the advice of the delegations to the Permanent Council of the Organization that represent the countries where those languages are spoken, and of COM/CITEL.
Article 67
Filing of Documents

The Secretariat shall be the custodian of the official documents and files of the meetings of the Assembly.  The Chairman of COM/CITEL shall keep in his possession copies of all these documents and files.
-- * --

CHAPTER III
THE PERMANENT EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE (COM/CITEL)
Article 68
Length of Term

The Officers and members of COM/CITEL shall occupy their positions until the election of the new members at the next Regular Meeting of the CITEL Assembly.
Article 69
Appointment of Representatives of COM/CITEL

The institution designated to act on behalf of each Member State elected to COM/CITEL, shall appoint a principal representative and an alternate representative, both of them specialized in telecommunications/ICT matters, and the Member State may replace them as it deems advisable.  The names of the representatives shall be communicated in writing to the Executive Secretary as they are appointed.
Article 70
Functions

The functions of COM/CITEL are set out in Article 17 of the Statute.
Article 71
/
Work Program
1.
At each installation session, COM/CITEL shall prepare its work program for the intervening period until its next meeting, and shall set the date and place for its meetings. 

2.
COM/CITEL may establish technical committees, subcommittees, working groups and ad hoc groups, joint working groups and rapporteurs to perform its functions.
Article 72
Duties of the Chairman

The Chairman of COM/CITEL is an ex officio member of all committees of CITEL and shall have the following duties in addition to those identified in the Statute:
a.
To preside provisionally over the Regular and Special Meetings of the CITEL Assembly until the Chairman of the Assembly is elected.
b.
To represent CITEL before other organs of the Organization, the governmental telecommunications/ICT entities of the CITEL Members, and other organizations that participate in telecommunications/ICT development activities in the American States.
c.
To see that the functions of COM/CITEL as provided in Article 17 of the Statute are performed.
d.
In cooperation with the Executive Secretary, to draw up the agendas for the meetings of COM/CITEL, in consultation with the other members.
e.
To speak for COM/CITEL to the Secretary General of the Organization, and to communicate to him the decisions that COM/CITEL has adopted.
f.
To communicate through the Executive Secretary with the governments of the Member States of CITEL and institutions interested in the objectives of CITEL regarding matters relating to the functioning of CITEL.
g.
To represent CITEL, when COM/CITEL so authorizes him, at public functions and at meetings of international organizations, with authority to delegate this representation to another member of COM/CITEL.
h.
Through the Executive Secretary of CITEL, to present to the Secretary General of the Organization an annual progress report on the activities of CITEL to comply with Article 91 (f) of the Charter of the Organization.
i.
With the assistance of the Executive Secretary, to make known and to coordinate on behalf of COM/CITEL, the work of the technical committees, and working groups established by COM/CITEL and see that it is carried out.
j.
To coordinate the work of the Permanent Consultative Committees, and to see that it is carried out.
Article 73
/
Order of Succession

In the event of temporary impediment of the Chair of COM/CITEL to serve, the Vice-Chair shall replace him/her.  In the event of impediment of both, the eldest of the Chairs of the Permanent Consultative Committees shall exercise the duties of the Chair while the impediment lasts.
Article 74
Headquarters of COM/CITEL
1.
The Member State elected to preside over COM/CITEL shall organize and maintain during its term, at its sole expense, and under the exclusive responsibility of the Chairman, an office composed of a full‑time assistant to the Chairman, and all necessary technical and administrative personnel.  In addition, that Member State shall provide premises for the office and for meetings, as well as other suitable work facilities for the best possible performance of COM/CITEL's duties and responsibilities.  For all purposes, the office shall be responsible exclusively to the Chairman of COM/CITEL, and shall not be dependent upon the General Secretariat of the Organization.  

2.
The Chairman of COM/CITEL shall maintain close cooperative and working relations with the Executive Secretary for purposes of coordination and liaison, as well as for the best possible performance of the various tasks of COM/CITEL.  The Chairman of COM/CITEL shall send copies of all official correspondence sent or received by him to the Executive Secretary.
Article 75

When COM/CITEL establishes a technical committee, subcommittee, a working group, or an ad hoc group, that committee, subcommittee or group shall have its headquarters in the country selected to preside over it.  As in the case of the headquarters of COM/CITEL, the country concerned shall provide, at its expense, the staff and the necessary facilities for the performance of its functions.
Article 76
/
Rules governing COM/CITEL meetings, quorum, voting and travel expenses are as contained in Articles 18 to 21 of the Statute.
Article 77
/
1.
The COM/CITEL shall adopt its decisions in the form of resolutions, recommendations, or decisions at its plenary sessions.
2.
In order to ensure their due deliberation, all draft resolutions, recommendations or decisions presented must be distributed in writing in the CITEL working languages to participating delegations, before the start of the session in which they are to be debated or submitted to a vote. However, if there is not objection on the part of any COM/CITEL Member State present at the meeting, a proposal written in only one of the working languages of CITEL may be discussed and decided upon.
3.
If for any reason a regular Meeting of COM/CITEL cannot be held in the country of the Chairperson, it shall be held at the General Secretariat of the Organization headquarters, unless one of the Member states, with sufficient advance notice, offers to host the meeting, in which case COM/CITEL may agree to hold the meeting in that country.
4.
The General Secretary of the Organization, or by delegation, the CITEL Executive Secretary, shall transmit the notice of the convocation of the Meeting and the invitations to the participants as soon as the country offering to host a meeting confirms to the CITEL Secretariat the exact date, city and specific location for the meeting, and that it has available sufficient funds for that purpose. The country offering to host the meeting shall provide this information to the Executive Secretary no later than sixty days before the proposed date of the meeting.
5.
Observers in the categories stipulated in Articles 13, 14, 15, 16 and 17 may attend COM/CITEL meetings as observers on the same conditions as those established in the Regulations for their participation in the CITEL Assembly meetings.
Article 78
/

When, in view of their urgency, matters to be resolved cannot be left until its next meeting, COM/CITEL may approve resolutions, recommendations, or decisions by correspondence.  Such resolutions, recommendations, or decisions shall be approved in keeping with such procedures as may be adopted by COM/CITEL for that purpose.  The CITEL Secretariat shall keep a written record of the consultation made and its results, and shall inform the Chair and the other members COM/CITEL thereof.
Article 79
/

COM/CITEL may invite representatives of associate members to participate in its Working Groups because of a special interest or expertise in a specific topic pertaining to the mandate of the working group.
--* --

CHAPTER IV

PERMANENT CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEES (PCCs)
A.  ORGANIZATION AND OFFICERS
Article 80
/
1. The CITEL Assembly shall establish the Permanent Consultative Committees (PCCs) that it considers necessary to attain the objectives defined in Article 3 of the Statute together with specific terms of reference for each PCC. For the selection of countries to host meetings of the PCCs, the principles of rotation and equitable geographic distribution shall be observed to the extent possible. A PCC shall continue in force until such time as the CITEL Assembly itself, or COM/CITEL, deems its functions and purpose to be concluded. The names of the PCCs are listed in Annex 1 of these Regulations.
2.
The host countries of the PCCs may submit their candidacy for one re-election only.  A Member State may not submit its candidacy for a second re-election, if another Member State – which has been elected fewer times – should present its candidacy.
3.
Each PCC shall be presided over by a Chairman who shall be the representative appointed by the government of the host country for the PCC.  The PCC may establish one or two Vice Chairman positions to assist the Chairman in the performance of his duties. The Chairman of each PCC shall recommend to the PCC the number of Vice Chairmen he deems appropriate, taking into account insofar as possible an equitable geographical distribution.  The country from which a Vice Chairman is appointed, may host an additional meeting of the PCC in a given year, and in such case, will be responsible for providing meeting sites, personnel, and administrative support for the meeting.
Article 81
/
Duties of the Chairman of a PCC

The Chairman of a PCC shall:
a.
Convene through the Executive Secretary the PCC at least once a year and designate the place and date for the meeting.
b.
Direct the work of the PCC, prepare the material for meetings, as well as studies, decisions, and draft resolutions, and send them to the Chairman of COM/CITEL for information and to the Executive Secretary for processing.
c.
Report PCC work results, in writing, every six months, to the Executive Secretary and to the Chairman of COM/CITEL.
d.
Report to the CITEL Assembly on matters within the competence of the PCC.
e.
Ensure that the Working Groups, Ad Hoc Groups, and Rapporteurs established as well as the coordination tasks assigned operate in accordance with the working procedures that govern PCC activities, as provided in Article 96.
f.
Seek to ensure that all decisions taken by the PCC Plenary are consensus decisions.
g.
Confirm that the quorum provided for in the regulations is present at the meeting.
Article 82
Chairman's Office

The Member State elected to preside over a PCC shall organize, and maintain at its sole expense, and under the exclusive responsibility of the Chairman, an office composed of the necessary technical and administrative personnel.  For all purposes, this office shall be responsible exclusively to the Chairman of the PCC and shall not be dependent in any way upon the General Secretariat of the Organization.
Article 83
/
Working groups and ad hoc groups
1.
Each PCC may establish working groups and ad hoc groups in accordance with Article 96.  Those groups shall submit reports of their activities to the PCC.
2.
PCCs shall also appoint rapporteurs for their working groups and ad hoc groups in order to deal with the issues entrusted to said groups.  The rapporteurs shall submit their reports to the working groups or ad hoc groups to which they belong.

B.  PARTICIPATION IN THE PCC
Article 84
Members

Each CITEL Member State may appoint a representative who is a specialist in telecommunications/ICT to a PCC in accordance with the method set out in Article 4.  A Member State may remove or replace its representative by notifying the Executive Secretary, in writing, of its decision to do so.

Article 85
/
Associate members
1.
Associate membership on a PCC is open to:
a.
Any entity, organization or institution related to the telecommunications/ICT industry, that has legal personality (hereinafter "entity"), provided that the entity's associate membership is approved by the corresponding Member State of CITEL. The expression "corresponding Member State of CITEL" means the country where the "entity" was constituted or has its principal office.
b.
An international or regional inter-governmental organization with multiple membership of States of the Americas that is related to telecommunications/ICT and has legal personality (hereinafter “the organization”), with the approval of COM/CITEL. 

2.
Applications from entities wishing to become associate members of a PCC must be forwarded to the corresponding Member State, together with an indication of the elected contributory unit and the pertinent information of a contact person to whom procedural information may be sent. The corresponding Member State shall be responsible for examining and approving such applications based on such criteria or procedures for sponsoring associate members as it deems appropriate.
3.
In the case of an organization, the application procedures for acquiring the status of associate member of a PCC will be made to COM/CITEL
4.
Where appropriate, the corresponding Member State or COM/CITEL will notify the Executive Secretary of its approval of an application received from an entity or organization, indicating the elected contributory unit and the pertinent information of the contact person appointed by the entity or the organization to whom procedural information may be sent.
5.
The Executive Secretary will notify the requesting entity or organization of the decision taken with respect to its application and the procedures which associate membership entails.
6.
The Executive Secretary will notify the Chairman of COM/CITEL and the Chairman of the respective PCC about the admission of the entity referred to in number 5 of this Article. In the case of the admission of an organization, the notification shall be sent only to the Chairperson of the respective PCC.
7.
A list of all entities and organizations granted associate membership in each PCC shall be compiled and maintained by the Executive Secretary.  The Executive Secretary shall provide the Secretary General of the Organization, all Member States of CITEL and the Chairs of the PCCs with a copy of that list.
8.
An entity shall cease to be an associate member in the event that approval is withdrawn by the corresponding Member State. An organization shall cease to be an associate member in the event that approval is withdrawn by COM/CITEL.

Article 86
/
Participation of associate members
1.
Each associate member has the right to participate in any of the meetings of the PCCs to which the associate member is affiliated by sending one or more representatives.  To that end, associate members shall provide in writing to the Executive Secretary the names of their representatives before the opening of each PCC meeting.
2.
Associate members of a PCC may fully participate in all the activities of that PCC with voice but without vote; nevertheless, without the support of the respective Member State, they shall not be able to take the floor to request the PCC to consider a proposal for the purpose of taking a decision.  An associate member of any PCC shall also be entitled to participate in the work of any joint working group to which its PCC belongs, without being requested the payment of additional fees.
3.
In order for an associate member to speak on behalf of and in representation of the corresponding Member State, he shall:
a.
Have been previously accredited as part of that Member State delegation, and
b.
be presented by his/her delegation, before speaking, indicating that his/her verbal statements are as a representative of that member State.
Article 87
/
Associate membership Fee
1.
Associate members shall share in the costs of operation of the PCC in which they participate by voluntarily choosing a contributory level.  The minimum contribution shall be "one" unit, which may be increased in levels of half a unit, as a minimum.
2.
The monetary value of the unit, stated in U.S.A. dollars, shall be established by the CITEL Assembly, and shall cover membership payment for one calendar year or, as the case may be, for the prorated corresponding part.
3.
Associate members shall have until October of each year to notify the Executive Secretary of CITEL of any change in the level of their contributions, which must comply with the provisions of this Article.  Any such change shall take effect as of the year immediately following.  Associate members that do not indicate any change shall continue to be considered as being at the previously selected contributory level.
4.
Funds derived from associate membership fees shall be allocated to the budget of the corresponding PCC and used as directed by the respective PCC Chairman to defray expenses of PCC meetings, their groups, and relevant activities of the corresponding PCC.
5.
Associate members shall pay their annual contribution in advance.  The due date for the payment of the annual membership fee is January 1 of the corresponding year; however, for a new associate member, the due date during the first year of membership is thirty days after that Member receives notice of its acceptance as an associate member.  Associate members who pay their membership fees within sixty days after the due date shall be deemed active associate members. Those who do not pay within this time without informing the Executive Secretary on the reasons for such delay shall be deemed passive associate members, and shall have their membership privileges suspended by the Executive Secretary until such time as their accounts are paid up to date. If the Executive Secretary is satisfied with the justification of the delayed payment of fees by a Member, he may extend the deadline for payment up until June 30 of the corresponding year.
6.
Any associate member may renounce membership in any PCC by written notification of such intention to the Executive Secretary. Such renunciation will become effective ninety days from the date of notification.  In such a case, membership fees will be prorated on a yearly basis. Passive associate member that is more than two years in arrears in the payment of membership fees shall be deemed to have implicitly renounced membership effective immediately.
7.
In case of resignation, associate members shall be liable for their fees up until the effective date of renunciation, and likewise, those who are up to date in their fees shall be considered active associate members up until that same effective date.
8. The Executive Secretary shall make all reasonable efforts to collect past due membership fees and shall report on those efforts annually to COM/CITEL.   Membership fees past due for more than three years shall be considered uncollectible and shall be treated accordingly on CITEL’s financial statements. 

9. Fee incomes shall be credited against the outstanding balance of the earliest fiscal year, as is the practice in the OAS.
Article 88
/
Observers and Guests
Observers
1.
Observers in the categories set out in Articles 13, 14, 15, and 16, paragraph 1 may participate as observers to the PCCs on the same terms as prescribed in Regulations for their participation in the meetings of the CITEL Assembly, by appointing their representatives in a written notice addressed to the Executive Secretary, who will inform the Chairman of the corresponding PCC.
2.
Observers in the categories referred to in Article 16, paragraph 2 may participate as observers of the PCCs, subject to the approval of their request to participate by the Chair of the corresponding PCC.  The request to participate shall be presented in writing to the Executive Secretary of CITEL forty-five days in advance of the corresponding meeting. 

3.
Observers referred to in Article 16, paragraphs 1 and 2 may speak at the PCC meetings only when invited to do so by the corresponding presiding officer, because of a special interest or expertise in a specific topic of discussion.  Similarly, such observers may provide written statements on such topics when expressly authorized or requested to do so by the presiding officer.
Guests
4.
An entity involved in telecommunications/ICT or a person with a specific interest in telecommunications/ICT may attend as a guest the meetings of PCCs, its Working Groups, and Ad Hoc Groups under the following conditions:
a.
The person or entity must request the Executive Secretary in writing their interest to participate in a meeting at least forty five days before the meeting.
b.
The Executive Secretary shall inform the corresponding Chairman and the Member States that participate in the group.
c.
If there is no objection and on the instructions of the respective Chairman, the Executive Secretary will extend the corresponding invitation.
5.
The guests, with the authorization from the Chair, and if there is no objection from a Member State attending the meeting, may receive copy of the documents of the meeting and make verbal or written presentations at the meeting.
C.  MEETINGS
Article 89
/
1.
Each PCC shall meet at least once a year at a time and place determined by its respective Chairman.  The meetings of a PCC shall be conducted in accordance with the provisions of these Regulations corresponding to the CITEL Assembly, to the extent that such provisions are applicable.
2.
Papers, studies, decisions, and draft resolutions of a PCC which require the consideration of the CITEL Assembly shall be submitted to COM/CITEL at least four months before a meeting of the CITEL Assembly is held.
3.
A PCC may hold private sessions restricting participation solely to Members and associate members. The Chairman of a PCC, a Working Group, or an Ad Hoc Group may convene private sessions during a meeting at his discretion or at the request of a Member State.  However, on the basis of reciprocity, observer organizations may be invited by the Chairman to attend these private sessions, if there is no objection from a Member State.
4.
If for any reason a Regular Meeting of a Permanent Consultative Committees cannot be held in the country chosen by the Chairperson, it shall be held at the seat of the General Secretariat of the Organization, unless one of the Member States, with sufficient advance notice offers to host the meeting, in which case the Chairman of COM/CITEL may agree to hold the meeting in that country.
5.
The Secretary General of the Organization, or by delegation, the CITEL Executive Secretary, shall transmit the notice of convocation of the meeting and the invitations to the participants as soon as the country offering to host the meeting confirms to the CITEL Secretariat the exact date, city and specific location for the meeting.  The country offering to host a meeting shall provide this information to the Executive Secretary, no later than sixty days before the proposed date of the meeting.
Article 90
/
Decisions
1.
In the absence of consensus in the deliberations of the PCCs, draft resolutions shall be adopted in accordance with the Regulations on voting established in Article 97 of these Regulations. In order to approve a resolution, decision or recommendation by vote or consensus, the PCC meeting must have a quorum of one third of the Member States of CITEL.
2.
The approval of any PCC resolution will require the affirmative vote of at least one third of all CITEL Member States.
3.
In addition, PCCs may adopt resolutions, decisions, or recommendations by correspondence provided there are no negative responses from the CITEL Member States and applying such procedures as may be established by COM/CITEL.
--* --

CHAPTER V
THE SECRETARIAT
Article 91

The Secretariat shall be composed of the Executive Secretary, appointed by the Secretary General of the Organization, in consultation with the members of COM/CITEL, and the professional and administrative staff that the Secretary General appoints in accordance with the General Standards to Govern the Operations of the General Secretariat of the Organization of American States.  

Article 92
/
The Executive Secretary of CITEL
1.
The Executive Secretary of CITEL shall be a person highly versed in the subject matter.  The post of Executive Secretary of CITEL is a position of trust, regulated by the General Standards to Govern the Operations of the General Secretariat of the Organization of American States.
2.
In addition to the functions established in the CITEL Statute, the Executive Secretary shall have the following duties:
a.
To prepare the technical documents assigned to him by the organs of CITEL and the working documents for CITEL meetings.
b.
To serve as Technical Secretary of the meetings of the CITEL Assembly and of COM/CITEL.
c.
To see that the minutes, decisions, papers, and draft resolutions of all the organs of CITEL are in accordance with the provisions of the Charter of the Organization, the mandates of the General Assembly, the Statute of CITEL, and these Regulations.
d.
To receive official correspondence relating to CITEL, to deal with it appropriately, and to handle communications regarding the work of the Secretariat, informing the Secretary General of the Organization thereof.  Copies of such correspondence shall be sent to the Chairman of COM/CITEL.
e.
To carry out the decisions and tasks that the different organs of CITEL may request.
f.
To cooperate with the Chairman of COM/CITEL in the preparation of the draft agenda for each CITEL Assembly Meeting, as well as in the preparation of the agenda for each COM/CITEL meeting.
g.
To prepare documents, studies, and reports necessary for each CITEL Assembly and COM/CITEL meetings, taking into account the guidelines established in this regard by COM/CITEL.
h.
Once COM/CITEL has decided upon the date and place for the regular and special meetings of the Assembly, to so inform the Member States immediately in writing.
i.
To prepare notices of convocation for the meetings of all CITEL organs.
j.
To cooperate with COM/CITEL in the preparation of the annual report of CITEL to be presented through the Secretary General to the Permanent Council of the Organization for its consideration.
k.
To keep CITEL Member States permanently informed of technical activities in the telecommunications/ICT field, in accordance with the instructions received from the Chairman of COM/CITEL and taking into account the information received by COM/CITEL.
l.
To provide information on the resolutions and decisions of the CITEL Assembly on telecommunications/ICT matters to world or regional governmental or non governmental agencies specializing in telecommunications/ICT, for which purpose a periodic newsletter may be utilized.
m.
To provide a periodic information service, with widespread coverage on the progress of telecommunications/ICT and their development in the American States.
n.
To maintain custody of the files containing the official documentation of all the meetings of the CITEL organs.
o.
To represent the Chairman of COM/CITEL at public or private functions and at meetings of international organizations, when the Chairman so decides.
p.
After consultation with the Chairmen of the Permanent Consultative Committees, to prepare and submit to COM/CITEL an annual preliminary draft budget taking into account the directions given by the previous CITEL Assembly Meeting. 

q.
To supervise the staff of the CITEL Secretariat, in order to ensure the most effective use of personnel.
r.
To prepare and make available to the Member States and associate members by electronic means the resolutions, recommendations, decisions, and declarations of the organs of CITEL.
s.
To prepare annually, for submission to and approval by COM/CITEL, a schedule of meetings covering the coming two-year period. In preparing the schedule of meetings, the Secretariat should take into consideration the schedule of pertinent OAS, ITU and Regional Organizations meetings, and should also coordinate beforehand with the chairpersons of the various committees.
t.
Regularly to prepare and distribute to the Chairman of COM/CITEL and the Chairpersons of PCCs a report on the expenditures paid with CITEL financial resources, including associate membership fees.
-- * --

CHAPTER VI
GENERAL PROVISIONS
A.  TRAVEL EXPENSES
Article 93

Travel expenses for staff members of the General Secretariat of the Organization attending any meeting of the CITEL organs, in order to be charged to CITEL's budget, must be expressly provided for and approved in that budget.
B.  WORKING METHODS OF CITEL
Article 94
/
Schedule of meetings and agendas
1.
Meeting dates should be set well in advance.
a.
COM/CITEL shall set and distribute a calendar of proposed meetings for all CITEL organs, including specific dates and venue.
b.
The calendar of proposed meetings should be drawn up to minimize conflict with major activities of the ITU, and as appropriate, with regional meetings of related standards or development organizations.
c.
To the extent practicable, meetings of CITEL organs provided for in the Statute should be regularized. Additional meetings may be scheduled at the discretion of the Chairmen.
2.
Information about the calendar meetings and meeting notices should be published regularly.
3.
COM/CITEL shall prepare a draft preliminary agenda for each Regular Meeting of the CITEL Assembly one year in advance.
4.
Chairmen of the PCCs, with the assistance of the Executive Secretary, shall send proposed agendas for the PCC meetings to all participants of the respective committees at least two months prior to the meeting.
Article 95
/
Conduct of meetings and administrative support
1.
The Secretariat shall provide administrative support to prepare for, conduct, and follow up on all the meetings of the CITEL Assembly, COM/CITEL and each of the PCCs in accordance with the budget, and taking into account the level of support provided by the host country to the meetings.
2.
The Chairman’s reports and the technical contributions or proposals to be considered at each PCC Plenary meeting should be made available to all members as they are received, by the most suitable means, prior to the meeting.  Additional technical contributions may be submitted up to the date of the meeting at the discretion of the Chairman.
3.
The Chairman may limit the time for the presentation and discussion of documents, taking into account whether they are information documents or proposals. Information documents shall not be submitted for discussion, but rather comments will be requested thereon which will also be subject to a time limit.  The Chairman will have to respect at all times the right to speak of the Member States and the associate members.
4.
All documents for meetings of the CITEL Assembly and COM/CITEL are to be translated and distributed by the Secretariat to members in final reproducible form, if possible in English and Spanish, as soon as they are available.
5.
Members are encouraged to use modern means of communication to conduct business to the extent possible.  This should be the normal way for working groups and ad hoc groups to work to minimize the number of meetings.
6.
Seminars, ad hoc groups and working groups meetings of each PCC should be scheduled in as much as possible, in conjunction with a relevant PCC Plenary meeting.
7.
Member States or associate members who host seminars, ad hoc groups or working groups that meet independently of a regular PCC meeting shall bear the costs of such meetings, if there are not resources approved for that purpose in the CITEL program-budget.
Article 96
/
Working Procedures governing the activities of the PCCs
1.
The process that determines areas of priority interest among the participants involves holding seminars on topics of interests, and forming ad hoc groups to explore areas that may be subject of permanent working groups.  This process should be used at the PCC level.
2.
Seminars and discussions on topics of interest should be held in conjunction with PCC meetings, with the meetings of Working Groups or Ad Hoc groups, or whenever necessary as agreed with the PCC.
3.
For a Working Group to be created, at least six Member States should undertake to actively participate in its work. The establishment of the Working Group shall be approved by a PCC resolution indicating its scope of interest and mandate.
4.
For an ad hoc group to be created, at least three Member States shall undertake to actively participate in its work.  The establishment of an ad hoc group shall be approved by a resolution indicating its specific tasks, its mandate, its duration, and its working schedule. The same resolution shall include the proviso that the findings of the group shall be reflected in a technical report attaching a draft resolution, decision, or recommendation.
5.
Ad hoc groups shall work up to two consecutive years, their term may be exceptionally extended by the corresponding Committee or by the Assembly when applicable, for a limited period to allow for the completion of tasks.  Eventually, the PCC may transform the ad hoc group into a Working Group, pursuant to the procedure described in paragraph 3 above.
6.
Every Working Group and ad hoc group shall have a Chairman and one or more Vice-Chairmen appointed by the Chairman of the PCC. The Chair and Vice-Chair may be held by either a Member State or an associate member. In the selection of a Chair or Vice-chair, equitable geographic distribution should be taken into account in as far as possible.
7.
All PCC members may attend the meetings of the Working Groups and the ad hoc groups.  However, only those that specifically register as members of the Working Group or ad hoc group may be assured of getting working documents and would be expected to participate actively in the work of the group. The discussions on the working documents and the reports arising there-from shall take place within the meetings held by the Group and shall at all times observe the provisions of the mandate.
8.
The Chairpersons of the Working Groups and Ad Hoc Groups must provide reports in writing and/or verbally at each PCC meeting. The final report presented by any Group shall reflect its results and must be distributed by the Executive Secretariat to the PCC members. The final report cannot be amended by the PCC.  Nevertheless, any proposal for action that might arise as a result of the report must be dealt with by the PCC.
9.
Any actions proposed to the PCC in the form of resolutions, recommendations, or decisions from a Working Group or Ad Hoc Group must be clearly identified and supported in the  Group report.  The report shall state whether the action being proposed has received approval from all the participating members of the Group.
10.
With a view to ensuring their due consideration by the Member States, all draft resolutions, recommendations, or decisions presented to the PCC Plenary meeting by a Working Group or Ad Hoc group shall be distributed, in the working languages of CITEL, to the Member States present at the PCC meeting before the start of the meeting, where they shall be discussed or submitted to a vote.
11.
The plenary of the PCC shall adopt the resolutions or recommendations of the Working Groups by consensus and with the presence of one third of the Members; those measures can be adopted also by correspondence provided that there are not negative answers.
12.
PCCs are allowed to change and adapt their work methods to most efficiently meet the needs of their members, provided they do not contravene the provisions of the CITEL Statute and Regulations.
13.
COM/CITEL shall routinely review the work programs of PCCs and provide advice to the PCC chairmen regarding areas where there is overlap or redundancy and where more coordination among the PCCs is required.  In this regard, the chairmen of the PCCs should routinely coordinate to avoid duplication and to identify areas where formal cooperation between of among PCCs would be useful. Likewise, efforts should be made to ensure that new Working Groups or Ad Hoc groups do not duplicate the work that is being performed by already existing groups.  This may be achieved by reviewing the mandates of the existing groups and taking such actions as may be necessary to effectively coordinate the work of the corresponding Working Groups, Ad Hoc Groups, or PCCs.
14.
PCCs shall regularly evaluate the need to retain their Working Groups and Ad Hoc groups depending on their activities and on the effectiveness of their work, in particular those having failed to submit their report at two consecutive meetings of the PCC. This evaluation may result in a draft resolution whereby:
a.
The group is required to continue its tasks.
b.
The group’s work is terminated.
c.
The group’s scope of activities, mandate or duration is changed.
d.
A new Chairman and/or Vice-Chairman are/is appointed for the group.
e.
Any other action is taken to contribute to achieving the goals sought.
15.
Work shall be performed, insofar as possible, with the use of electronic documents transmission systems.
16.
Both the CITEL Assembly and COM/CITEL may apply the above procedures or any part thereof in establishing their Working Groups or Ad Hoc Groups.
C.  VOTING RULES
Article 97
1.
Where the Statute or these Regulations requires that a decision be taken and a consensus is not reached, there shall be a vote by secret ballot.  The secret ballot rule may be suspended temporarily on a case by case basis, provided that, before the secret vote is begun, a motion is made to suspend the rule, and an absolute majority of the participating Member States approves that motion by a show of hands.
2.
The Chairman may permit a delegate to explain his vote, either before or after the voting, and he may limit the time for such an explanation.
D.  RELATIONS WITH OTHER ORGANIZATIONS
Article 98
1.
With a view to maximizing cooperation and coordination in its activities and work, CITEL shall collaborate, through such agreements as it deems pertinent, with technical, governmental, nongovernmental and intergovernmental agencies engaged in activities similar to those contemplated in the objectives and functions of CITEL, set out in Article 3 of the Statute.
2.
When the activities of CITEL are germane to the technical competence of an inter-American specialized organization, the subsidiary organs, agencies, and other entities of the inter-American System, CITEL shall request their cooperation in carrying out those activities.
E.  OTHER PROVISIONS
Article 99
Entry into Force

These Regulations shall enter into force on the date of their approval by the CITEL Assembly and shall govern all meetings of all CITEL organs.
Article 100
Amendments to the Regulations
1.
Proposals to amend these Regulations shall be submitted to the CITEL Assembly for adoption.  Adoption of amendments shall be by an absolute majority of the participating Member States.
2.
When COM/CITEL determines that an amendment is urgent, it may decide to apply that amendment provisionally pending final decision by the CITEL Assembly at its next Regular or Special meeting, in accordance with Article 17(g) of the Statute.
3.
Amendments to these Regulations, once adopted by the CITEL Assembly, shall be presented to the General Assembly of the Organization at its next regular session for its information.
Article 101
Suspension of provisions from Chapter II

The provisions of Chapter II of these Regulations shall apply to all meetings of the CITEL Assembly.  However, in exceptional circumstances, the Assembly may decide by a two-thirds majority vote of the participating Member States to suspend temporarily any provision of Chapter II of these Regulations for the more efficient functioning of the Assembly. This suspension shall not contravene any provision of the Statute.
Article 102
Unregulated matters

Situations and matters not provided for in these Regulations shall be decided by COM/CITEL by an absolute majority vote of the Member States participating in the CITEL Assembly or COM/CITEL members if the Assembly is not in session.  Should the Assembly or COM/CITEL not be in session, they shall be dealt with provisionally by the Chairman, after consulting with the other members of COM/CITEL, until COM/CITEL ratifies this decision at its next meeting.  COM/CITEL shall report all decisions adopted under this Article, to the next Regular Meeting of the CITEL Assembly.  No decision adopted under this Article can contradict the provisions of the CITEL Statute.
-- * --

ANNEX
/
NAMES OF THE PCCs

In reference to Article 80 of these Regulations, CITEL has the following Permanent Consultative Committees (PCCs):
Permanent Consultative Committee I (PCC.I): Telecommunications/information and communication technologies (ICT) (Telecommunications/ICT) 
Permanent Consultative Committee II (PCC.II):
 Radiocommunications including Broadcasting
-- *- -
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GENERAL COMMITTEE
Original: French/English

_________________________________________________________________________________

DRAFT RESOLUTION

CONTRIBUTING TO THE RECONSTRUCTION PROCESS IN HAITI 
IN THE WAKE OF THE JANUARY 12, 2010, MASSIVE EARTHQUAKE

(Approved ad referendum of Brazil at the meeting held on May 7, 2010)

THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY,

RECALLING its resolutions, and those of the Permanent Council, on the situation in Haiti; 

recalling also Permanent Council declaration CP/DEC. 44 (1740/10) of February 17, 2010: “Support for the People and Government of Haiti in the Aftermath of the January 12 Massive Earthquake”;

NOTING the needs and priorities established by the Government of Haiti in the “Action Plan for National Recovery and Development of Haiti: Immediate key initiatives for the future,” presented in March 2010 at the International Donors’ Conference Towards a New Future for Haiti, held at United Nations Headquarters in New York and encouraging member states and the Inter-American System to align their activities with the Action Plan; 

REAFFIRMING the importance of the principles adopted at the Montreal Conference in January, 2010 (coordination, sustainability, effectiveness, inclusiveness, accountability and especially, Haitian ownership and leadership);
RECOGNIZING the conclusion of the successful meeting of the Haitian Diaspora held at the OAS in March of 2010;

COMMENDING the support of the members states and the Inter-American System in their response to the earthquake; and

CONSIDERING the mission and expertise of the OAS, particularly in promoting democracy, peace, security, and socioeconomic development, as well as the need to support the rebuilding process in Haiti in the wake of the January 12 massive earthquake,

RESOLVES:

1. To support reconstruction in accordance with the Action Plan presented by the Government of Haiti at the New York Donors’ Conference and the principles adopted at the Montreal Conference, within the OAS mandates in Haiti.

2. To urge Member States to fulfill pledges they have made at the International Donors’ Conference in New York and to coordinate their reconstruction and development initiatives under the leadership of the Haitian Government to ensure optimal coherence and effectiveness.

3. To continue supporting political stability and democracy, in order to facilitate socioeconomic development with equity that takes into account the crosscutting dimension of disaster prevention and mitigation.

4. To request the General Secretariat to focus OAS cooperation with Haiti on capacity building, institutional strengthening, and governance.

5. To request also that the General Secretariat:

a. Continue its work in support of the Government of Haiti in relation to electoral processes and the establishment of the Permanent Electoral Council;  

b. Continue to support the Haitian authorities, especially the National Registry Office (Office National de l’Identification), as part of the process of modernization of civil registration and the issuance of national I.D. cards, and continue to work on transferring the required technical skills to that institution in order to make that process permanent and sustainable;

c. Assist the Haitian authorities upon their request in modernizing the cadastral systems and land-titling processes in order to facilitate development planning, zoning, and security of land ownership with a view to fostering socioeconomic development; and

d. Assist the Haitian authorities, upon their request, with strengthening the process of inclusive and open dialogue on the need for, and scope of constitutional reform and other major governance-related reforms.

6. To request further the General Secretariat to consider adjusting its structures dealing with Haiti, to better respond to OAS mandates in light of the new challenges facing this country and to strengthen internal coordination within the Secretariat, as well as coordination with other partners of the inter-American system

7. To request finally the General Secretariat to report on its activities in Haiti and on the implementation of this resolution.

8. To request the OAS Secretary General to forward this resolution to the Secretary-General of the United Nations.
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GENERAL COMMITTEE
Original: Spanish

_________________________________________________________________________________

DRAFT RESOLUTION

PREVENTION AND ERADICATION OF COMMERCIAL SEXUAL EXPLOITATION
AND SMUGGLING OF AND TRAFFICKING IN MINORS 

(Approved at the meeting held on May 12, 2010)

THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY,

BEARING IN MIND:
Resolutions AG/RES. 2486 (XXXIX-O/09), “Prevention and Eradication of Commercial Sexual Exploitation and Smuggling of and Trafficking in Minors”; AG/RES. 2432 (XXXVIII-O/08), “Prevention and Eradication of Commercial Sexual Exploitation and Smuggling of and Trafficking in Minors”; AG/RES. 2348 (XXXVII-O/07), “Hemispheric Cooperation Efforts to Combat Trafficking in Persons and Second Meeting of National Authorities on Trafficking in Persons”; AG/RES. 2240 (XXXVI-O/06), “Combating the Commercial Sexual Exploitation and Smuggling of and Trafficking in Children in the Hemisphere”; AG/RES. 1948 (XXXIII-O/O3), “Fighting the Crime of Trafficking in Persons, Especially Women, Adolescents and Children”; and all other General Assembly resolutions on the subject of trafficking in persons;
The Rio de Janeiro Declaration and Call for Action to Prevent and Stop Sexual Exploitation of Children and Adolescents, which arose from the III World Congress against Sexual Exploitation of Children and Adolescents, held in Rio de Janeiro, Brazil, from November 25 to 28, 2008;
The First World Congress on Restorative Juvenile Justice, held in Lima, Peru, from November 4 to 7, 2009; and 

The outcomes of the XX Pan American Child Congress, held in Lima, Peru, from September 23 to 25, 2009, as well as of the First Pan American Forum of Children and Adolescents in the framework of the “Program to Promote and Defend the Human Rights of Children and Adolescents”;

The XII United Nations Congress on Crime Prevention and Criminal Justice, held in Salvador, Brazil, from April 12 to 19, 2010;

CONSIDERING:

That, in the Charter of the Organization of American States (OAS), the member states reaffirm that the education of peoples should be directed toward justice, freedom, and peace, and promote the strengthening of the civic conscience of the American peoples, as one of the bases for the effective exercise of democracy and for the observance of the rights and duties of man;

The importance of all children having access to education, and the importance of programs that promote enrollment and the retention of the student population in the school system and prevent their dropping out, and of programs that support children who would otherwise be marginalized, discriminated against, and without access to school programs, including aboriginal and other minority children, children with disabilities, working children, and children affected by conflict and other humanitarian emergencies;

That resolution AG/RES. 2240 (XXXVI-O/06), “Combating the Commercial Sexual Exploitation and Smuggling of and Trafficking in Children in the Hemisphere,” specifically includes the Inter-American Children’s Institute (IIN) and other entities of the OAS in the request that work on this subject be coordinated with the Department of Public Security of the General Secretariat;

That the aforementioned resolution takes into account the conclusions and recommendations of the First Meeting of National Authorities on Trafficking in Persons, held on Isla Margarita, Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela, from March 14 to 17, 2006, which recall “the governments’ commitment to improve their capacity to identify, investigate, prosecute, and punish those responsible for trafficking in persons, especially in women and children, and to provide due assistance and protection to the victims”;

That resolution AG/RES. 2348 (XXXVII-O/07), “Hemispheric Cooperation Efforts to Combat Trafficking in Persons and Second Meeting of National Authorities on Trafficking in Persons,” states that “poverty, inequity, and social exclusion in the Hemisphere are factors that make people, especially women and children, more vulnerable to becoming victims of traffickers, who often belong to organized criminal groups operating at both domestic and transnational levels”; and

TAKING INTO ACCOUNT the conclusions and recommendations of the Second Meeting of National Authorities on Trafficking in Persons, co-sponsored by the Governments of the Argentine Republic and the Eastern Republic of Uruguay and held in the City of Buenos Aires, from March 25 to 27, 2009, which underscored the need to call attention to the negative action of so-called clients or users of trafficking for sexual exploitation; and the Eighth Meeting of Ministers of Justice or Other Ministers or Attorneys General of the Americas, held on February 26, 2010, in Brasilia, Brazil, the final document of which encourages member states to consider, within the framework of their respective national legislation, sanctions or other measures for so-called clients, consumers, or users of trafficking for sexual exploitation and other forms of exploitation of persons;

BEARING IN MIND that the Inter-American Children’s Institute (IIN), in Cartagena, adopted the Action Plan 2007-2011, which refocuses the work of the Institute on meeting current challenges faced by society;

RECALLING the resolutions adopted by the Directing Council of the IIN on the prevention and eradication of child commercial sexual exploitation and the smuggling of and trafficking in minors, particularly resolution CD/RES. 10 (82-R/07), adopted at the 82nd Regular Meeting, held on July 26 and 27, 2007, in Cartagena de Indias, Colombia, which established the “Inter-American Cooperation Program for the Prevention and Eradication of Child Commercial Sexual Exploitation and Illegal Trafficking,” entrusted the Director General of the IIN with developing a joint work proposal within the framework of that initiative, and supported the creation of an observatory in this area;

RECOGNIZING:

The progress already made in the IIN in fulfillment of its mandates in the framework of implementation of the Action Plan 2007-2011, which has been reported on in the Institute’s annual reports to the General Assembly and to the Permanent Council; and

That for several years the OAS General Secretariat has been implementing programs to combat trafficking in persons and that it has staff devoted to this task; and

BEARING IN MIND that the IIN has implemented the first and the second phase of the Inter-American Cooperation Program for the Prevention and Eradication of Child Commercial Sexual Exploitation and Illegal Trafficking, and that it is beginning the third phase,

RESOLVES:

1. To take note of the progress made in implementing the Inter-American Cooperation Program for the Prevention and Eradication of Child Commercial Sexual Exploitation and Illegal Trafficking; and to urge the Institute to continue to implement that Program, in keeping with the schedule established therein.

2. To entrust the Secretary General with continuing to coordinate the implementation of this program directly with the IIN, the Trafficking in Persons Section of the Secretariat for Multidimensional Security, and, where appropriate, the Executive Secretariat for Integral Development, and additionally with receiving support and advice from other competent organs and agencies of the Organization of American States.

3. To acknowledge the work carried out by the Inter-American Institute to modernize the Inter-American Observatory on Commercial Sexual Exploitation and Other Forms of Violence against Children and Adolescents, including the publication of a virtual newsletter titled “Annaobserva,” which enables states to receive periodic updated news in this area.

4. To take note of the document resulting from the Virtual Course-Workshop on best practices in dealing with the sexual exploitation of children and adolescents,” held in 2009, which covers the experiences of Argentina, El Salvador, and Guatemala; and to urge the IIN to continue promoting the dissemination of this type of activity.

5. To welcome the creation, in 2009, of a Special Electronic Newsletter on Violence, in keeping with the goals of the Convention on the Rights of the Child, as well as the portal titled “Our voice in colors,” an innovative tool within the OAS that, for the first time, provides an exclusive, permanent forum for children’s participation.

6. To request the IIN to continue to provide advice to member states that so request in their efforts to adopt or amend their domestic legislation, regulations, and procedures to combat commercial sexual exploitation and smuggling of and trafficking in minors, including legislation on travel authorizations and migration control, as well as in human resource training and technical assistance to national committees and other entities that seek to prevent and eradicate this crime.

7. To urge the member states, permanent observers, international financial institutions, regional and subregional organizations, and civil society organizations to contribute to financing this Program and to the Specific Fund of the Inter-American Observatory on Commercial Sexual Exploitation and Other Forms of Violence against Children and Adolescents.

8. To urge the member states to consider signing and ratifying, ratifying, or acceding to, as the case may be, the international instruments relating to the fight against commercial sexual exploitation and smuggling of and trafficking in minors in the Hemisphere, among them the United Nations Convention against Transnational Organized Crime (Palermo Convention), adopted in 2000, and the Protocol thereto to Prevent, Suppress and Punish Trafficking in Persons, Especially Women and Children, adopted in 2000; the Convention on the Rights of the Child, adopted in 1989, and the Optional Protocol thereto on the sale of children, child prostitution and child pornography, adopted in 2000; the Convention on the Civil Aspects of International Child Abduction, adopted in 1980; the Inter-American Convention on International Traffic in Minors, adopted in 1994; and the Inter-American Convention on the International Return of Children, adopted in 1989; and to urge the states parties to take the necessary measures to fulfill in due course their obligations under these instruments.

9. To promote among the member states the adoption and implementation of protocols for the repatriation of minors who are victims of trafficking, defining the procedures to be followed by governments as guarantors of the best interest of children, based on principles enshrined in domestic and applicable international law.

10. To urge the member states to establish and, where appropriate, strengthen, programs for comprehensive and inter-disciplinary care for child victims of commercial sexual exploitation, smuggling, and trafficking, especially those that have contracted HIV/AIDS, as measures to be considered in order to mitigate its varied consequences.

11. To request the IIN to report to the General Assembly at its forty-first regular session on the implementation of this resolution, the execution of which shall be subject to the availability of financial resources in the program-budget of the Organization and other resources.
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_________________________________________________________________________________

DRAFT RESOLUTION

PROMOTION OF CORPORATE SOCIAL RESPONSIBILITY IN THE HEMISPHERE

(Approved at the meeting held on May 12, 2010)

THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY,

TAKING INTO ACCOUNT General Assembly resolution AG/RES. 2336 (XXXVII-O/07), “Promotion of Corporate Social Responsibility in the Hemisphere;”

RECALLING previous resolutions adopted by the General Assembly on the subject of promotion of corporate social responsibility in the Hemisphere, AG/RES. 2483 (XXXIX-O/09), AG/RES. 2336 (XXXVII-O/07), AG/RES. 2194 (XXXVI-O/06), AG/RES. 2123 (XXXV-O/05), AG/RES. 2013 (XXXIV-O/04), AG/RES. 1953 (XXXIII-O/03), and AG/RES. 1871 (XXXII-O/02);

BEARING IN MIND the commitment made by the Heads of State and Governments in the Declaration of Mar del Plata, in which they recognized that “sustained economic growth, with equity and social inclusion, is an indispensable condition to create jobs, fight extreme poverty, and overcome inequality in the Hemisphere. To achieve these ends, it is necessary to improve transparency and the investment climate in our countries, build human capital, encourage increased incomes and improve their distribution, promote corporate social responsibility, and foster a spirit of entrepreneurship as well as strong business activity”; 

TAKING INTO CONSIDERATION that the private sector, civil society organizations, indigenous groups, local communities, and academic institutions play a central part in and may benefit from efforts by member states to promote, disseminate, and encourage the principles and guidelines advancing corporate social responsibility; 
RECOGNIZING that member states are responsible for good governance and the promotion and implementation of legislation that meets the needs of their citizens;

RECOGNIZING FURTHER that while companies and civil society play an important part in and share responsibilities for promoting and respecting the observance of human rights within their spheres of influence, governments have the ultimate responsibility for upholding the rule of law and implementing their human rights obligations;

TAKING INTO CONSIDERATION that a number of multilateral forums, including the Group of Eight (G8), the Asia-Pacific Economic Cooperation (APEC), the Organization for Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD), the Summit of the Americas, and the United Nations, are taking important steps to foster and promote responsible corporate practices;

RECOGNIZING as well the ongoing efforts of the Inter-American Development Bank and the World Bank to encourage and advance good corporate practices with stakeholders and governments; and

TAKING INTO CONSIDERATION ALSO the implementation by the Organization of American States (OAS) through the Executive Secretariat for Integral Development (SEDI) of programs promoting corporate social responsibility (CSR) in small and medium-sized enterprise (SMEs) and other participating stakeholders,

RESOLVES:

1.
To take note of the holding of the VII Inter-American Conference on Corporate Social Responsibility:  “Facing Challenges with Responsibility,” held in Punta del Este, Uruguay, (December 1-3, 2009),  and regional workshops and roundtables on corporate social responsibility, organized by the Executive Secretariat for Integral Development (SEDI) of the Organization of American States (OAS), in which international experts on different aspects of corporate social responsibility, as well as private sector representatives, government officials, civil society organizations, and academics participated “…with a focus on how CSR in tough times, can contribute to overcome challenges as well as to capitalize on unforeseen business opportunities.”

2. 
To take note of the holding of the regional workshops and round table dialogue on corporate social responsibility organized by the Executive Secretariat for Integral Development (SEDI) of the Organization of American States (OAS), including most recently “Promoting Corporate Social Responsibility in Small and Medium Enterprises in the Tourism and Extractive Sectors,” held in Cancun, Mexico  (February 23-25, 2010).

3.
To encourage member states to support OAS/SEDI CSR programs and initiatives to promote CSR principles and guidelines that contribute to information exchange and capacity-building and enable member states to promote CSR in their own private sector communities, as well as capacity-building and promotion of corporate social responsibility among the private sector communities of the member states.

4. 
To instruct the General Secretariat, through the Executive Secretariat for Integral Development (SEDI), to report to the member states on programs and initiatives on corporate social responsibility (CSR) that it seeks to develop for the implementation of this resolution, thereby contributing to the exchange of information on the subject.

5.
To urge member state governments to promote corporate social responsibility programs and initiatives, with special emphasis on their respective value chains and on community engagement; to become more knowledgeable about existing internationally recognized voluntary principles and guidelines, as well as private-sector initiatives in this area; and to support and join in the implementation of such principles and initiatives.

6.
To further urge member states to promote the use of applicable corporate social responsibility initiatives, guidelines, tools, and best practices, including: the Organization of Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD) Guidelines for Multinational Enterprises, the Tripartite Declaration of Principles concerning Multinational Enterprises and Social Policy of the International Labour Organization (ILO), the United Nations Global Compact, the Voluntary Principles on Security and Human Rights, and the principles contained in the ILO Resolution on the Promotion of Sustainable Enterprises, and all those in fulfillment of the Millennium Development Goals (UN).

7.
To invite the member states to promote as appropriate, best corporate practices in environmental stewardship and social responsibility with stakeholder engagement, particularly in the natural resource extraction and manufacturing sectors; to promote the Voluntary Principles on Security and Human Rights; and to participate in the Extractive Industries Transparency Initiative (EITI), as appropriate.

8.
To invite the member states to support initiatives aimed at strengthening their capacity to manage and develop natural resources in an ecologically sustainable and socially responsible manner.
9.
To request the Secretary General to work through the Executive Secretariat for Integral Development (SEDI) to join the efforts of the Inter-American Development Bank (IDB), the Economic Commission for Latin America and the Caribbean (ECLAC), the International Labour Organization (ILO), the World Bank, and other international organizations that contribute to information exchange and capacity-building on existing internationally recognized principles and guidelines to enable member states to be in position to promote CSR initiatives among their own private sector communities.
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DRAFT RESOLUTION

STRENGTHENING OF THE INTER-AMERICAN COMMISSION OF WOMEN

(Approved at the meeting held on May 17, 2010)


THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY,

BEARING IN MIND resolution AG/RES. 2441 (XXXIX-O/09), “Strengthening of the Inter-American Commission of Women,” which urged the Secretary General to take measures to support the work of the Inter-American Commission of Women (CIM) and to promote gender equity and equality within the Organization of American States (OAS) and in the Hemisphere;

RECOGNIZING the importance that has been assigned by the Secretary General to the issues of women and gender equality, as well as the support provided to the CIM;

WELCOMING WITH SATISFACTION the future holding of the Thirty-fifth Assembly of Delegates of the Inter-American Commission of Women, in November 2010, in Mexico, D.F., Mexico;

CONSIDERING:

That resolution AG/RES. 1732 (XXX-O/00), which adopted the Inter-American Program on the Promotion of Women’s Human Rights and Gender Equity and Equality (IAP), requested the General Secretariat to strengthen the Permanent Secretariat of the CIM by providing it with the necessary human and financial resources, and to help it obtain funds from private sources; and

That resolutions AG/RES. 1451 (XXVII-O/97), AG/RES. 1592 (XXVIII-O/98), AG/RES. 1625 (XXIX-O/99), AG/RES. 1777 (XXXI-O/01), AG/RES. 1941 (XXXIII-O/03), AG/RES. 2021 (XXXIV-O/04), AG/RES. 2124 (XXXV-O/05), AG/RES. 2161 (XXXVI-O/06), AG/RES. 2323 (XXXVII-O/07), AG/RES. 2441 (XXXIX-O/09) have repeatedly instructed the General Secretariat and the Permanent Council to make every possible effort to allocate technical, human, and financial resources to the CIM so it would be better equipped to perform its essential activities; and

That the human and financial resources allocated to the CIM are still insufficient for it to comply effectively with all its mandates;

RESOLVES:

1. To urge the Secretary General to support the Inter-American Commission of Women (CIM), in its role as a specialized organization of the Organization of American States (OAS) with adequate human and financial resources to strengthen its ability to carry out its growing mandates, in particular those recognized as priorities by the member states.

2. To urge the Secretary General to include in the request for resources CIM projects and programs among the priorities presented to external donors for funding, and his invitation to member states and permanent observers, as well as to individuals and national or international organizations, whether public or private, that wish to do so, to make voluntary contributions to support the development and implementation of CIM projects and programs.

3. To ask member states and permanent observers to identify ways and means of supporting the CIM in the fulfillment of its mandates, including through the provision of human resources.

4. To renew the mandate to the Permanent Council, through the Committee on Administrative and Budgetary Affairs (CAAP), to invite the CIM Executive Secretary to present a work plan including the financial resources needed to fulfill the Commission’s mandates, including those related to the implementation of the Inter-American Program on the Promotion of Women’s Human Rights and Gender Equity and Equality (IAP).

5. To ask the Secretary General to report, via the Permanent Council, to the General Assembly at its forty-first regular session on the implementation of this resolution, the execution of which shall be subject to the availability of financial resources in the program-budget of the Organization and other resources.
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PROMOTION OF WOMEN’S HUMAN RIGHTS AND GENDER EQUITY AND EQUALITY
(Approved at the meeting held on May 17, 2010)

THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY,
HAVING SEEN the report of the Secretary General on the implementation of the Inter-American Program on the Promotion of Women’s Human Rights and Gender Equity and Equality (OEA/Ser.L, CIM/doc.108/10) and that, at its thirty-seventh regular session, the General Assembly of the Organization of American States adopted resolution AG/RES. 2322 (XXXVII-O/07), in which it proclaimed 2010 the Inter-American Year of Women;

RECALLING:
That, through the adoption of the Inter-American Program on the Promotion of Women’s Human Rights and Gender Equity and Equality (IAP) [AG/RES. 1732 (XXX-O/00)], the governments of the Hemisphere committed to developing decisive strategies to integrate a gender perspective in all spheres of public life as a way of attaining the ultimate goal of promoting and protecting women’s human rights and gender equity and equality, and achieving equality of rights and opportunities between women and men;
That international forums such as the Summits of the Americas, the Special Conference on Security, held in Mexico, and the Summit of the Americas on Sustainable Development, held in Bolivia, have reiterated the mandate to promote gender equity and equality in all areas; and

That this year marks the tenth anniversary of the adoption by the General Assembly of the Inter-American Program on the Promotion of Women’s Human Rights and Gender Equity and Equality, through resolution AG/RES. 1732 (XXX-O/00), of June 2000; as well as the commemoration of the Inter-American Year of Women; and

CONSIDERING:
The mandate emerging from the aforementioned resolution for the Organization of American States (OAS) to facilitate the integration of a gender perspective into all the work of its organs, agencies, and entities, and to provide support to governments in the systematic compilation and dissemination of statistical data disaggregated by sex;

Resolutions AG/RES. 1777 (XXXI-O/01), AG/RES. 1853 (XXXII-O/02), AG/RES. 1941 (XXXIII-O/03), AG/RES. 2023 (XXXIV-O/04), AG/RES. 2124 (XXXV-O/05), AG/RES. 2192 (XXXVI-O/06), AG/RES. 2324 (XXXVII-O/07), AG/RES. 2425 (XXXVIII-O/08), and AG/RES. 2454 (XXXIX-O/09) which took note of the reports presented by the Secretary General on compliance with the IAP, and, as reflected in those reports, of the results of the actions taken in this respect by the organs, agencies, and entities of the OAS; and

The efforts that have been made by the Secretary General, with the support of the Inter-American Commission of Women (CIM), to launch the OAS Gender Program and ensure that all OAS staff, especially senior staff in management positions and new staff members who work in priority areas, are given the opportunity to raise their awareness and build their capacity on gender issues,

RESOLVES:

1. To take note with appreciation of the Secretary General’s ninth report on the implementation of the Inter-American Program on the Promotion of Women’s Human Rights and Gender Equity and Equality (IAP), submitted in fulfillment of resolution AG/RES. 2454 (XXXIX-O/09); and to urge him to continue with its implementation.
2. To reaffirm its support for the work of the CIM as the principal forum for generating hemispheric policy on gender equality and women’s rights; and to continue to support the CIM’s efforts at follow-up and implementation of the IAP, including measures and recommendations for continued gender mainstreaming in the ministerial meetings on labor, justice, education, social development, science and technology, and sustainable development, in matters related to leadership, migration, conflicts and peacebuilding, and natural disasters, among others, as well as in the follow-up to the mandates of the Summits of the Americas process, in particular the Fourth Summit of the Americas.
3. Once again to request the Permanent Council, in fulfillment of the mandates handed down by this Assembly, the Summits of the Americas, and the IAP, to continue its efforts to integrate a gender perspective into the work of its special committees, working groups, resolutions, activities, and initiatives, as the case may be, to ensure that they benefit women and men on an equal and equitable basis.
4. To thank the Canadian International Development Agency (CIDA) for the funds allocated to the project to promote the incorporation of gender analysis into the subsidiary bodies of the OAS General Secretariat and into the Ministries of Labor in the region, including the organization of a series of subregional workshops on gender-responsive strategic planning for personnel of the Ministries of Labor and Gender, within the framework of the 2008-2011 OAS/CIDA Cooperation Plan.

5. To urge the member states to:
a. Continue their efforts to develop public policies, strengthen institutional mechanisms for the advancement of girls and women, including young women, and enforce laws that promote respect for their human rights and gender equity and equality, including equal opportunity for women and men at all levels;
b. Begin or continue, in accordance with their domestic law in all sectors, so as to better understand and address the differentiated impact of policies, programs, and projects on specific populations, among them girls and women, including young women; 
c. Support the CIM in the identification of new and emerging areas to be included in the IAP, within the framework of the four pillars of the OAS, subject to the availability of financial resources, and collaborate with the CIM in developing approaches to address them; and

d. Implement at the national level the agreed actions, in the framework of the Inter-American Year of Women.

6. To urge the Secretary General to:
a. Continue, with support from the CIM, promoting and working on full implementation of the IAP so as to achieve integration of a gender perspective into all programs, activities, and policies of the Organization of American States (OAS);
b. Request the organs, agencies, and entities of the Organization to include in their annual reports to the General Assembly their initiatives to mainstream the gender perspective into their policies, programs, projects, and activities; and to forward that information to the CIM so that it may be included in the annual report to the General Assembly that is drawn up pursuant to this resolution;
c. To continue to implement, with the support of the CIM, the OAS Gender Program and to give priority, when allocating external resources, to activities that facilitate its expansion.
7. To request the Permanent Council to report to the General Assembly at its forty-first regular session, in coordination with the CIM, on the implementation of the Inter-American Program and of this resolution, the execution of which shall be subject to the availability of financial resources in the program-budget of the Organization and other resources.
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DRAFT RESOLUTION

CONSUMER PROTECTION – NETWORK FOR CONSUMER SAFETY 
AND HEALTH IN THE AMERICAS

(Approved at the meeting held on May 21, 2010)

THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY,

CONSIDERING:

That Article 39 of the Charter of the Organization of American States (OAS) establishes that the member states should make efforts to obtain adequate and dependable supplies for consumers, and stable prices that are both remunerative to producers and fair to consumers; and
That at the Special Summit of the Americas, held in Monterrey, Nuevo León, Mexico, in 2004, the Heads of State and Government agreed to promote consumer protection, fair competition, and improved functioning of markets through clear, effective, and transparent regulatory frameworks;

CONSIDERING ALSO the importance of information sharing and the exchange and dissemination of best practices in consumer and health protection among competent organs and agencies, for better integration of public policies related to these areas;

TAKING INTO ACCOUNT:

That in resolution AG/RES. 2494 (XXXIX-O/09), “Consumer Protection,” the OAS General Assembly requested the General Secretariat to “support . . . reinforcement of existing cooperation mechanisms and other kinds of joint activities among governmental consumer protection agencies” and to coordinate “its activities with those of national consumer protection agencies and other organizations”;

That, in light of aforementioned resolution AG/RES. 2494 (XXXIX-O/09), the General Secretariat convened and held, together with the Pan American Health Organization (PAHO), a technical consultation on “Consumer Health in the Americas,” on September 14 and 15, 2009;

That on April 15 and 16, 2010, the General Secretariat convened and held, with PAHO, another technical consultation with experts, thus forming a nucleus for assistance to the project for creation of the Network for Consumer Safety and Health in the Americas, in order to share experiences and discuss technical aspects of the project Network for Consumer Safety and Health in the Americas;

That the project Network for Consumer Safety and Health in the Americas consists of three strategic components:  (i) sharing of relevant data on consumer safety and health; (ii) establishment of an Inter-American Rapid Product Safety Warning System (IAPSWS); and (iii) training and education of agents in consumer safety and health; and 

That the IAPSWS will be implemented in three stages: (a) creation of a Website that will make it possible, in a permanent and secure manner, for health and consumer protection authorities to share, compile, and publish relevant data, that will enable them to promote the right to consumer safety, and that will include principal regional and global warnings about unsafe products; (b) development of a pilot project for implementation of the IAPSWS; and (c) expansion of the IAPSWS; and

MINDFUL that efforts must be coordinated between countries and institutions, both regional and global, in order to ensure more effective protection of consumers and of the right to consumer safety and health, in order to ensure more effective protection of consumer safety and health,
RESOLVES:

1. To thank the General Secretariat, in particular the Department of Special Legal Programs of the Secretariat for Legal Affairs, and the Pan American Health Organization (PAHO) for holding the aforementioned technical consultations and for their cooperation in furthering the topic of consumer health in the Americas. 

2. To request the General Secretariat, in light of the outcomes of the aforementioned technical consultations, to coordinate actions with PAHO, in coordination with other interested international organizations with experience in the field and civil society organizations.
3. To request the General Secretariat to continue making efforts to promote consumer protection and, in particular, to coordinate its activities with those of national consumer protection agencies and other organizations.
4. To request the General Secretariat to present the results of the first phase of implementation of the Network for Consumer Safety and Health in the Americas to the Permanent Council before the next regular session of the General Assembly.

5. To invite member states, permanent observers, and other donors to support through voluntary contributions the activities undertaken by the General Secretariat in field of consumer protection.

6. Execution of the activities envisaged in this resolution shall be subject to the availability of financial resources in the program-budget of the Organization and other resources.
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DRAFT RESOLUTION

RECOGNITION OF THE INTERNATIONAL YEAR FOR PEOPLE
OF AFRICAN DESCENT 

(Approved at the meeting held on May 21, 2010)


THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY,

TAKING INTO ACCOUNT:
That the Charter of the Organization of American States establishes as one of the principles of the Organization recognition of the fundamental rights of the individual without distinction as to race, nationality, creed, or sex;
That the American Declaration of the Rights and Duties of Man establishes that all men are born free and equal, in dignity and in rights, without distinction as to race, sex, language, creed or any other factor; and

That the Inter-American Democratic Charter proclaims that respect for ethnic, cultural and religious diversity in the Americas contributes to strengthening democracy and citizen participation;

AWARE of the historical bonds and shared experiences which tie together the American and African continents, the fundamental contributions of persons of African descent and their communities in the Americas, and the importance of recognizing and preserving that heritage;
BEARING IN MIND that in February 2005, in recognition of the racial discrimination that persists against persons of African descent in the Americas, the Inter-American Commission on Human Rights (IACHR) established a Special Rapporteurship on the Rights of Persons of African Descent and on Racial Discrimination, in order to promote the recognition and the rights of those persons;
RECALLING the relevant provisions on people of African descent contained in the declarations of the Summits of the Americas, as well as in the Declaration of the Regional Conference of the Americas (Preparatory meeting for the Third World Conference against Racism, Racial Discrimination, Xenophobia and Related Intolerance), held in Santiago, Chile, in 2000; and

RECALLING FURTHER the Vienna Declaration and Programme of Action, adopted by the World Conference on Human Rights in 1993, and the Durban Declaration and Programme of Action, adopted by the World Conference against Racism, Racial Discrimination, Xenophobia and Related Intolerance in 2001;

CONSIDERING that the United Nations General Assembly adopted resolution 64/169, “International Year for People of African Descent,” which proclaimed 2011 the International Year for People of African Descent, with a view to strengthening national actions and regional and international cooperation for the benefit of people of African descent in relation to their full enjoyment of economic, cultural, social, civil, and political rights, their participation and integration in all political, economic, social, and cultural aspects of society, and the promotion of greater knowledge of and respect for their diverse heritage and culture; and

CONSIDERING that countries of Africa and the Americas, in the framework of bilateral and multilateral forums, have committed themselves to encourage regional and interregional initiatives to promote democracy, human rights, the rule of law, and the eradication of poverty, hunger, inequality, and social exclusion through the exchange of experiences among their regional organizations and subregional organizations, including the African Union and the Organization of American States, in matters of strengthening democracy and integral development at regional and interregional levels; and

WE REAFFIRM our steadfast commitment to address the scourge of racism, discrimination, and intolerance in our societies as a problem affecting society in general.  To that end, we will continue our efforts to conclude the negotiations for the Draft Inter-American Convention against Racism and All Forms of Discrimination and Intolerance,

RESOLVES:

1. To take note of United Nations General Assembly resolution 64/169, “International Year for People of African Descent,” which proclaimed 2011 the International Year for People of African Descent. 

2. To reaffirm the importance of the full and equal participation of people of African descent in all aspects of political, economic, social, and cultural life in the countries of the Americas. 

3.
To reiterate the instructions given to the Permanent Council through resolution AG/RES. 2489 (XXXIX-O/09) to convene a second special meeting on cooperation between the Americas and Africa, with the participation of the African diplomatic corps and representatives of the African Union Commission as well as OAS permanent representatives.

4. To instruct the Permanent Council to hold a special meeting to celebrate International Year for People of African Descent that includes on its agenda, before the forty-first regular session of the General Assembly, the topic of people of African descent in the Americas.

5. To request the Permanent Council to report to the General Assembly at its forty-first regular session on the implementation of this resolution.
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DRAFT RESOLUTION

COORDINATION OF VOLUNTARY ENLISTMENT IN THE HEMISPHERE FOR
DISASTER RESPONSE AND THE FIGHT AGAINST HUNGER AND POVERTY – 
WHITE HELMETS INITIATIVE 

(Approved at the meeting held on May 21, 2010)

THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY,

HAVING SEEN the Report of the General Secretariat on the White Helmets Initiative and resolutions AG/RES. 1351 (XXV-O/95), AG/RES. 1403 (XXVI-O/96), AG/RES. 1463 (XXVII-O/97), AG/RES. 2018 (XXXIV-O/04), AG/RES. 2165 (XXXVI-O/06), and AG/RES. 2372 (XXXVIII-O/08), and declarations AG/DEC. 45 (XXXV-O/05) and AG/DEC. 55 (XXXVII-O/07);

TAKING NOTE of the report of the First Meeting of the Inter-American Committee on Natural Disaster Reduction (CP/CSH-926/07); the report on the Inter-American Emergency Aid Fund (CP/doc.4290/08); the Permanent Council report (CP/INF.5758/08) and the report of the Committee on Hemispheric Security (CP/CSH-1039/08), as well as the conclusions and recommendations of the Disaster Aid and Management Workshop, held on February 10, 2009 at OAS headquarters;

RECALLING that the Heads of State and Government, gathered at the First Summit of the Americas, held in Miami in 1994, pledged to create, organize, and finance White Helmets voluntary corps to work at the national level while at the same time being at the disposal of other countries of the Hemisphere and that, during the Fourth Summit, held in Mar del Plata in 2005, they expressed their concern over the increasing intensity of disasters and the impact on human life, infrastructure, and the economy and called for a strengthening of disaster management programs, reaffirming their commitment to combating poverty, inequality, hunger, and social exclusion;

RECOGNIZING the efforts made under the White Helmets Initiative in the pursuit of these objectives and that they were consistent with the principles of the Charter of the Organization of American States, preserving the non-political, neutral, and impartial nature of humanitarian aid;

REAFFIRMING the need to expand and improve networks and mechanisms for cooperation and mutual assistance among member states and subregional, regional, and international organizations, as well as the importance of the involvement of the community and its organizations in the diagnosis of its problems and preparing the tools for prevention and response actions;

TAKING INTO ACCOUNT that the projects promoted by the White Helmets Initiative helped to strengthen the regional humanitarian volunteer corps network and to establish partnerships and enhance cooperation with international and regional organizations such as the Pan American Health Organization (PAHO), the Food and Agriculture Organization (FAO) of the United Nations, the World Food Programme (WFP), the UN Office for the Coordination of Humanitarian Affairs (OCHA), the International Strategy for Disaster Reduction (ISDR), the General Secretariat of the Ibero-American Summit (SEGIB), and the Association of Caribbean States (ACS);

TAKING INTO ACCOUNT ALSO the advisability of fostering coordination and the exchange of experiences in subregional initiatives to establish emergency volunteer corps networks; 

UNDERSCORING the concern of member states regarding the magnitude, frequency, and consequences of natural and man-made disasters, which demonstrate the need to prevent their impact and for rapid and coordinated humanitarian response, with a focus on development and the role White Helmets played in forming the Joint Working Group of OAS member states to discuss the existing regulatory and coordination mechanisms in the area of natural disasters and humanitarian assistance, established by resolution AG/RES. 2492 (XXXIX-O/09); as well as in the process that led to the creation of the “MERCOSUR Specialized Meeting on Socio-Natural Disaster Reduction, Civil Defense, Civil Protection, and Humanitarian Assistance (REHU)” as a forum for ongoing consultation and cooperation to strengthen and deepen the process of subregional coordination, joining the efforts being carried out by the Caribbean Disaster Emergency Management Agency (CDEMA), the Coordination Center for the Prevention of Natural Disasters in Central America (CEPREDENAC), and the Andean Committee for Disaster Prevention and Relief (CAPRADE);

OBSERVING that the White Helmets Initiative is an effective mechanism that fosters local community partnership in the planning, training, mobilization, and immediate disaster response efforts through the organization of affected communities and the training of local volunteer corps, which was recognized in 2009 by the United Nations General Assembly, through the adoption of resolution 64/75; and 

BEARING IN MIND the assistance provided by the White Helmets Initiative and by other actors in the international community, to Cuba and Haiti in the aftermath of Hurricanes Gustave, Hanna, and Ike during the latter half of 2008, and to Honduras and Guatemala as a result of floods and landslides during the same period of 2009, and the assistance also provided to El Salvador because of the damage caused by Hurricane Ida, to Guatemala as a result of the food crisis, and in the wake of the fires in Saint Lucia and the epidemic outbreaks in Bolivia and Honduras; as well as their supportive presence and that of the international community in Haiti and Chile after the earthquakes that affected those countries in January and February 2010,

RESOLVES: 

0. To reiterate its support for the White Helmets Initiative as an invaluable mechanism in the Hemisphere for disaster prevention, mitigation, and response and the fight against hunger and poverty, instructing the General Secretariat to continue coordinating efforts between the White Helmets Initiative and competent OAS bodies and mechanisms, promoting as well the establishment of working alliances and agreements between other agencies and institutions of the region and the White Helmets Initiative.

1. To encourage the White Helmets Initiative, meanwhile, to continue to foster regional humanitarian cooperation and to share its experiences and best practices in disaster response and preparedness.

2. To reiterate the importance of promoting coordination of subregional emergency volunteer corps initiatives and of strengthening national volunteer corps to enhance the regional humanitarian volunteer corps network, inviting member states interested in doing so to designate focal points for the White Helmets Initiative.

3. To invite member states, should they see fit, to contribute to the OAS Special Fund-White Helmets, recalling that the Fund facilitated the holding of national and international seminars, training workshops, the development of local capacity-building projects, and humanitarian assistance missions in Latin America and the Caribbean in recent years.

4. To request the General Secretariat to report to the General Assembly at its forty-second regular session on the implementation of this resolution, the execution of which shall be subject to the availability of financial resources in the program-budget of the Organization and other resources.
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DRAFT RESOLUTION
PROMOTION AND STRENGTHENING OF DEMOCRACY:
FOLLOW-UP TO THE INTER-AMERICAN DEMOCRATIC CHARTER
(Approved at the meeting held on May 21, 2010)
THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY,
REAFFIRMING the provisions and essential purposes and principles identified in the Charter of the Organization of American States (OAS);
SHARING the conviction expressed in the Declaration of the Latin American and Caribbean Unity Summit that democracy is one of our region’s most valued conquests and that the peaceful transmission of power through constitutional means and in strict compliance with the constitutional rules of each of our states is the product of a continuous and irreversible process in which the region admits no interruptions or setbacks;

AWARE that the Charter of the Organization of American States establishes in its preamble “that representative democracy is an indispensable condition for the stability, peace and development of the region” and that one of the essential purposes of the Organization is “[t]o promote and consolidate representative democracy, with due respect for the principle of non​intervention”;
AWARE ALSO that the Charter of the Organization of American States establishes that “[e]very State has the right to choose, without external interference, its political, economic, and social system and to organize itself in the way best suited to it, and has the duty to abstain from intervening in the affairs of another State.  Subject to the foregoing, the American States shall cooperate fully among themselves, independently of the nature of their political, economic, and social systems”; 
RECALLING that the Inter-American Democratic Charter states that “[t]he peoples of the Americas have a right to democracy and their governments have an obligation to promote and defend it” and that “[d]emocracy is essential for the social, political, and economic development of the peoples of the Americas”;
RECALLING ALSO that the Inter-American Democratic Charter reaffirms that the promotion and protection of human rights is a basic prerequisite for the existence of a democratic society and recognizes the importance of the continuous development and strengthening of the inter-American human rights system for the consolidation of democracy;
AWARE that Article 34 of the Charter of the Organization of American States establishes that “[t]he Member States agree that equality of opportunity, the elimination of extreme poverty, equitable distribution of wealth and income and the full participation of their peoples in decisions relating to their own development are, among others, basic objectives of integral development”;
RECOGNIZING that the Inter-American Democratic Charter establishes that “[e]ssential elements of representative democracy include, inter alia, respect for human rights and fundamental freedoms, access to and the exercise of power in accordance with the rule of law, the holding of periodic, free, and fair elections based on secret balloting and universal suffrage as an expression of the sovereignty of the people, the pluralistic system of political parties and organizations, and the separation of powers and independence of the branches of government”;
REAFFIRMING that the participatory nature of democracy in our countries in different aspects of public life contributes to the consolidation of democratic values and to freedom and solidarity in the Hemisphere;

RECOGNIZING ALSO the importance for the OAS to continue developing programs and activities oriented to promote democratic principles and practices and strengthen a democratic culture in the Hemisphere, as well as the convenience for the OAS to consult and cooperate on a continuous basis with member states;
RECALLING that the Inter-American Democratic Charter establishes that “[t]he promotion and observance of economic, social, and cultural rights are inherently linked to integral development, equitable economic growth, and to the consolidation of democracy in the states of the Hemisphere”;
BEARING IN MIND that the American Declaration of the Rights and Duties of Man and the American Convention on Human Rights express the values and principles of liberty, equality, and social justice, which are inherent to democracy;
RECALLING that the Inter-American Democratic Charter establishes that “[i]t is the right and responsibility of all citizens to participate in decisions relating to their own development. This is also a necessary condition for the full and effective exercise of democracy. Promoting and fostering diverse forms of participation strengthens democracy”;
TAKING INTO ACCOUNT resolutions AG/RES. 1957 (XXXIII-O/03), “Promotion and Strengthening of Democracy:  Follow-up to the Inter-American Democratic Charter”; AG/RES. 2154 (XXXV-O/05), “Promotion of Regional Cooperation for Implementation of the Inter-American Democratic Charter”; AG/RES. 2251 (XXXVI-O/06), “Promotion of Regional Cooperation for Implementation of the Inter-American Democratic Charter on the Occasion of its Fifth Anniversary”; AG/RES. 2327 (XXXVII-O/07), AG/RES. 2422 (XXXVIII-O/08), and AG/RES. 2480 (XXXIX-O/09) “Promotion and Strengthening of Democracy:  Follow-up to the Inter-American Democratic Charter”;
HAVING SEEN the reports of the Permanent Council on the implementation of resolutions AG/RES. 2044 (XXXIV-O/04) (CP/doc.4024/05), AG/RES. 2045 (XXXIV-O/04) (CP/CISC-182/05), AG/RES. 2119 (XXXV-O-05), and the reports of the Secretary General on the implementation of resolutions AG/RES. 1993 (XXXIV-O/04) (CP/CISC-174/05) and AG/RES. 2327 (XXXVII-O/07), as well as the implementation of resolution AG/RES. 2422 (XXXVIII-O/08);
TAKING NOTE that the Declaration of Mar del Plata, “Creating Jobs to Fight Poverty and Strengthen Democratic Governance,” of the Fourth Summit of the Americas, reaffirmed the “commitment to fight poverty, inequality, hunger, and social exclusion in order to raise the standard of living of our peoples and strengthen democratic governance in the Americas”;
RECALLING that in the Declaration of Mar del Plata, the Heads of State and Government reiterated their “commitment to the OAS Charter and the Inter-American Democratic Charter” and reaffirmed their “resolve to strengthen their full and effective implementation”;
RECALLING ALSO that in the Declaration of Commitment of Port of Spain, Securing Our Citizens’ Future by Promoting Human Prosperity, Energy Security and Environmental Sustainability,
/ of the Fifth Summit of the Americas, the Heads of State and Government reaffirmed their commitment to “uphold the principles of and fully implement the Inter-American Democratic Charter”;
CONSIDERING that the Declaration of Nuevo León of the Special Summit of the Americas reaffirmed the Hemisphere’s commitment to democracy and reiterated the commitment to the full application of the Inter-American Democratic Charter, which constitutes an element of regional identity, and, projected internationally, is a hemispheric contribution to the community of nations; and also recognized that corruption and impunity weaken public and private institutions, erode social values, undermine the rule of law, and distort economies and the allocation of resources for development;
REAFFIRMING solidarity and inter-American cooperation as an effective means of promoting and strengthening democratic governance in the respective countries;
BEARING IN MIND the Declaration of Santiago on Democracy and Public Trust:  A New Commitment to Good Governance for the Americas [AG/DEC. 31 (XXXIII-O/03)];
TAKING INTO ACCOUNT resolution AG/RES. 2195 (XXXVI-O/06), “Strengthening Political Parties and Other Political Organizations for Democratic Governance”;
CONSIDERING the report of the special meeting of the Permanent Council on the topic “Civil society and strengthening a democratic culture,” which that took place on March 14, 2008, as mandated by resolution AG/RES. 2327 (XXXVII-O/07);
RECALLING that the Declaration on Security in the Americas reaffirmed the commitment of states to full observance of the Inter-American Democratic Charter, to its values, and to its system for the protection of human rights, and recommended that action be taken to promote democratic culture in keeping with the provisions of the Inter-American Democratic Charter;
TAKING NOTE of the three forums on democratic stability organized by the General Secretariat, which took place in Santo Domingo, Dominican Republic (June 2006), Santiago, Chile (January 2007), and Lima, Peru (December 2007); and
TAKING NOTE ALSO of the report “Best Practices in OAS Electoral Observation, 2004-2007” (CP/CG-1739/08), presented by the General Secretariat to the General Committee on May 1, 2008, as mandated by resolution AG/RES. 2327 (XXXVII-O/07),
RESOLVES:
1. To continue promoting democratic cooperation in order to support member states, at their request, in their efforts to strengthen democratic institutions, values, practices, and governance, fight corruption, enhance the rule of law, bring about the full exercise of human rights, and reduce poverty, inequity, and social exclusion.
2. To reaffirm that the promotion and protection of human rights is a prerequisite for a democratic society, and that it is important to continue to develop and strengthen the inter-American human rights system.
3. To reaffirm, as applicable, the mandates contained in resolutions AG/RES. 2327 (XXXVII-O/07) and AG/RES. 2422 (XXXVIII-O/08), “Promotion and Strengthening of Democracy: Follow-up to the Inter-American Democratic Charter,” and, in this context, to reiterate the request to the Secretary General to present a report to the Permanent Council on all cases in which action on his part is called for in the Charter of the Organization of American States (OAS) and the Inter-American Democratic Charter.
4. To recognize the importance of promoting the principles, values, and practices of a democratic culture; and to request the General Secretariat to continue supporting this objective through training programs to promote the principles, values, and practices of a democratic culture, on the basis of Articles 26 and 27 of the Inter-American Democratic Charter.  In this context, to instruct the General Secretariat to continue supporting the Permanent Council and the member states in the execution of the Inter-American Program on Education for Democratic Values and Practices and its Plan of Action.
5. To reaffirm, as applicable, the mandates contained in resolutions AG/RES. 2154 (XXXV-O/05), “Promotion of Regional Cooperation for Implementation of the Inter-American Democratic Charter,” and AG/RES. 2251 (XXXVI-O/06), “Promotion of Regional Cooperation for Implementation of the Inter-American Democratic Charter on the Occasion of Its Fifth Anniversary.”
6. To instruct the General Secretariat to support programs designed to prevent and fight corruption, contributing to foster accountability, efficiency, and integrity in the exercise of public service, with a view to strengthening a culture of transparency and ensuring more efficient public management.
7. To highlight the substantive contribution made by the OAS to the strengthening and development of electoral processes and systems in the member states, through OAS electoral observation missions, electoral advice, and technical cooperation, upon the request of a member state and consistent with the Declaration of Principles for International Election Observation.
8. To request the General Secretariat to provide assistance to member states that so request in the implementation of recommendations contained in the reports of OAS electoral observation missions.
9. To encourage donors to pursue, through the General Secretariat, a coordinated donor approach to the support of OAS electoral observation missions in order to facilitate the early planning of missions.
10. To recommend to the General Secretariat that it support the modernization and strengthening of democratic institutions in the member states that so request, and promote cooperation and dialogue between these institutions as a means to build capacity and share experiences, including in the field of information and communications technology (ICTs) and e-government.
11. To encourage member states to design and implement educational programs that promote a culture of dialogue and communication, as well as civic education programs that include concepts such as ethics, transparency, and public information, with a view to contributing to the strengthening of a democratic culture.
12. To request the General Secretariat and the member states to continue to promote a hemispheric discussion of issues related to democratic governance, through dialogue, forums, and seminars.
13. To recognize the important role of participation of all sectors of society, including civil society, in the consolidation of democracy, and that this participation constitutes one of the vital elements for the success of development policies; and, in that regard, to instruct the Permanent Council to convene a special meeting with broad participation by all sectors of society, including civil society organizations, under the “Guidelines for Participation by Civil Society Organizations in OAS Activities,” adopted by the Permanent Council in resolution CP/RES. 759 (1217/99), to examine the contribution of these organizations to strengthening a democratic culture in the Hemisphere, pursuant to Article 26 of the Inter-American Democratic Charter, as well as the themes, outcomes, and recommendations of the meetings held at the OAS in March 2008 under the theme “Partnering with civil society.”
14. To instruct the Permanent Council to organize and carry-out a dialogue on the effectiveness of the implementation of the Inter-American Democratic Charter and to submit the results and/or progress of the same during 2011, to commemorate the 10th anniversary of its adoption.

15. To request the General Secretariat to report to the General Assembly at its forty-first regular session on the implementation of this resolution, the execution of which shall be subject to the availability of financial resources in the program-budget of the Organization and other resources. 
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Original:  English

_________________________________________________________________________________

DRAFT RESOLUTION

TOWARDS THE ESTABLISHMENT OF PRIORITIES ON THE YOUTH
OF THE AMERICAS 

(Approved at the meeting held on May 21, 2010)


THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY,

WELCOMING the appointment of a Focal Point on Youth and the establishment of an Inter-Departmental Working Group on Youth within the General Secretariat; 

TAKING INTO ACCOUNT:

That, through resolution A/RES/64/134, the United Nations declared the year beginning August 12, 2010, the “International Year of Youth: Dialogue and Mutual Understanding”;

That the Government of Suriname hosted the Special CARICOM Summit on Youth Development on January 29 and 30, 2010, in Paramaribo, Suriname;

That the Government of Brazil hosted the Pre-conference of the Americas in Salvador, Bahía, from May 24 to 26, 2010, in preparation for the World Youth Conference; 
That the Government of Mexico will host the World Youth Conference from August 23 to 27, 2010, in León, Guanajuato, Mexico; and
That in the Declaration of Commitment of Port of Spain,
/ the Heads of State and Government reaffirmed their commitment to the 2008 Declaration of Medellin on Youth and Democratic Values [AG/DEC. 57 (XXXVIII-O/08)]; 

RECALLING that in the Declaration of Medellin: Youth and Democratic Values, the member states declared their commitment to foster among the youth of the Americas the values set forth in the Charter of the Organization of American States (OAS) and the Inter-American Democratic Charter, so as to strengthen their political, social, and economic participation in the framework of a democratic society; 
NOTING that in the Declaration of Medellin: Youth and Democratic Values, the member states requested the Permanent Council and the Permanent Executive Committee of the Inter-American Council for Integral Development (CEPCIDI) to consider convening an Inter-American Meeting of Ministers and Highest Authorities responsible for Youth before the fortieth regular session of the General Assembly; 

RECALLING that in the Declaration of Medellin, the member states requested the General Secretariat to mainstream the youth perspective into the programs and activities of the OAS; and

TAKING NOTE of the results of the Special CARICOM Summit on Youth Development, held on January 29 and 30, 2010, in Paramaribo, Suriname, and of the Pre-conference of the Americas, held in Salvador, Bahía, from May 24 to 26, 2010, 

RESOLVES: 

1. To continue to attach a high priority to youth development in the Americas; and to take all necessary steps to mainstream the youth perspective into the programs and activities of the Organization of American States.

2. To follow with attention and support the World Youth Conference, which will be held in León, Guanajuato, Mexico, from August 23 to 27, 2010. 

3. To request the General Secretariat to compile and present to a joint meeting of the Permanent Council and the Permanent Executive Committee of the Inter-American Council for Integral Development (CEPCIDI), the results of the Special CARICOM Summit on Youth Development, the Pre-Conference of the Americas, and the World Youth Conference, and initiate consultations with member states on the implementation of said priorities. 

4. To request the Permanent Council and the Permanent Executive Committee of the Inter-American Council for Integral Development (CEPCIDI), to consider the possibility of convening an Inter-American Meeting of Ministers and Highest Authorities responsible for Youth before the forty-first regular session of the General Assembly, to be held in 2011, taking into account the report by the General Secretariat containing the compilation of priorities and the results of the consultation process.

5. To further request the General Secretariat to pursue collaboration and partnerships on youth development issues with member states, as well as regional and international organizations. 

6. To request the General Secretariat to report to the General Assembly at its forty-first regular session on the implementation of this resolution, the execution of which shall be subject to the availability of financial resources in the program-budget of the Organization and other resources.
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_________________________________________________________________________________

DRAFT RESOLUTION

HUMAN RIGHTS AND OLDER PERSONS

(Approved at the meeting held on May 21, 2010)

THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY,

BEARING IN MIND:

That the Universal Declaration of Human Rights proclaims that all human beings are born free and equal in dignity and rights and that everyone is entitled to all the rights and freedoms set forth in that instrument, without distinction of any kind, such as race, color, sex, language, religion, political or other opinion, national or social origin, property, birth, or other status; and

That the American Declaration of the Rights and Duties of Man establishes that every human being has the right to life, liberty, and the security of his person;

REAFFIRMING the importance of the principles of universality, indivisibility, and interdependence of human rights;

CONSIDERING that the Charter of the Organization of American States proclaims that the historic mission of the Americas is to offer to man a land of liberty and a favorable environment for the development of his personality and the realization of his just aspirations and that the elimination of extreme poverty, equitable distribution of wealth and income, and the full participation of peoples in decisions relating to their own development are, inter alia, basic objectives of integral development;

RECALLING the results of the Second World Assembly on Ageing (Madrid, 2002) and the two regional intergovernmental conferences (Santiago, 2003, and Brasilia, 2007), and resolution AG/RES. 2455 (XXXIX-O/09), Human Rights and Older Persons;

EMPHASIZING that in the Declaration of Commitment of Port of Spain,
/ the Heads of State and Government of the Americas pledged to continue “working to incorporate issues of aging into public policy agendas” and to promote “in the regional framework and with support from PAHO and ECLAC, a review of the feasibility of preparing an inter-American convention on the rights of older persons”;

NOTING that population aging is a complex age-related reality that poses new challenges for states as to the particular way in which the specific needs of older persons are addressed, and that therefore their rights warrant special international promotion and protection;

RECALLING that many countries have special laws and regulations to benefit older persons and that specific needs and concerns have been incorporated into public policies, which could be shared and articulated through dialogue and through more intensive and more effective cooperation;

REAFFIRMING full respect for the rights of all persons, with inclusion and equity, and without discrimination by reason of age; and
HAVING SEEN the draft agenda for the special meeting of the Permanent Council on human rights and older persons (CP/CAJP-2801/10 rev. 1), 

RESOLVES:

1. To reiterate its request to the Permanent Council to convene for the second half of 2010 the special meeting of national representatives and experts from the academic sector and civil society, as well as from international organizations, for the purpose of sharing information and best practices and examining the feasibility of preparing an inter-American convention on the rights of older persons.
2. To encourage the Pan American Health Organization to continue its cooperation with the OAS General Secretariat to promote regional cooperation, inter alia by identifying best practices for designing public policies that address the specific needs of older persons in the Hemisphere. 

3. To reiterate its concern over the lack of studies and reports at the hemispheric level on specific institutions and mechanisms related to the problems of older persons, especially violations and infringements of their rights, which makes it necessary to move forward in the creation of international instruments for proper evaluation of their problems and in the adoption of measures for their protection. 
4. To request the Permanent Council to report to the General Assembly at its forty-first regular session on the implementation of this resolution, the execution of which shall be subject to the availability of financial resources in the program-budget of the Organization and other resources.
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REPORT OF THE CHAIR ON THE ACTIVITIES OF THE
COMMITTEE ON JURIDICAL AND POLITICAL AFFAIRS (CAJP)
(Corresponding to the 2009-2010 term)
report of the chair on the activities of the
Committee on Juridical and Political Affairs (CAJP)

(Corresponding to the 2009-2010 term)

I. officers
The Committee on Juridical and Political Affairs (CAJP) was installed for the current term by the Permanent Council on July 15, 2009.  In accordance with the provisions of Article 28 of its Rules of Procedure, the Council elected Ambassador Jorge Skinner-Klée, Permanent Representative of Guatemala to the Organization of American States (OAS), to serve as Chair of the CAJP. 


At its first meeting, on September 3, 2009, Alonso Francisco Martínez Ruiz, Alternate Representative of Mexico, was elected First Vice Chair, and Luis Petit-Laurent, Alternate Representative of Chile, was elected Second Vice Chair.

II.
ASSIGNMENT OF TOPICS TO THE COMMITTEE FOR STUDY – WORK PLAN

According to Articles 17 and 18 of the Rules of Procedure of the Permanent Council, the CAJP has the following functions:
1. Study topics of this nature entrusted to it by the Permanent Council; and 

2. Consider the reports of the Inter-American Juridical Committee, the Inter-American Commission on Human Rights, and the Inter-American Court of Human Rights referred to in Article 91.f of the Charter.  It shall also submit their reports, with observations, recommendations, and accompanying draft resolutions, to the Permanent Council.
Additionally, under Article 13, the committees may create subcommittees and working groups and must define the mandates of each.

In compliance with Article 30 of its Rules of Procedure, the Permanent Council, at the aforementioned meeting of July 15, 2009, agreed that, in the context of the functions assigned to it by Articles 17 and 18 of the Rules of Procedure of the Council, the CAJP would be in charge of the following mandates assigned to it in the document “Distribution of Mandates Approved by the General Assembly at its Thirty-ninth Regular Session and Continued Mandates from Previous Years” (CP/doc.4422/09 rev. 2 corr. 1), basically those stemming from 32 resolutions and the consideration of four annual reports.


The Committee pursued its tasks by executing the Work Plan contained in document CP/CAJP-2770/09 rev. 2.  From September 3, 2009, through May 26, 2010, the Committee held 38 formal meetings, eight special meetings on specific topics stemming from mandates issued in General Assembly resolutions, and one diplomatic conference, CIDIP-VII.


Having concluded its work, the CAJP transmits to the Permanent Council for its consideration, and for possible presentation to the General Assembly at its fortieth regular session, 27 approved draft resolutions and four not yet approved.


Similarly, in keeping with Article 91.f of the OAS Charter, it presents the observations and recommendations of member states on the annual reports of the Inter-American Juridical Committee (CJI), the Inter-American Commission on Human Rights (IACHR), the Inter-American Court of Human Rights, and the Justice Studies Center of the Americas (JSCA). 


Details on the efforts of the CAJP’s two working groups–the Working Group to Prepare a Draft Inter-American Convention against Racism and All Forms of Discrimination and Intolerance and the informal working group to draft final document(s) on consumer protection–are included in documents CAJP/GT/RDI-144/10 rev. 1 and CP/CAJP-2874/10, respectively, which are attached hereto (see Annexes V and VI).

III.
SPECIAL AND WORKING MEETINGS 

The Committee held the following special and working meetings:

A. Working meeting on the International Criminal Court
At its thirty-ninth regular session, the OAS General Assembly, gathered in San Pedro Sula, Honduras, adopted resolution AG/RES. 2505 (XXXIX-O/09), “Promotion of the International Criminal Court,” in which it requested the Permanent Council to hold a working meeting, with support from General Secretariat, on appropriate measures that states should take to cooperate with the International Criminal Court in investigating, prosecuting, and punishing the perpetrators of war crimes, crimes against humanity, genocide, and crimes against the administration of justice by the International Criminal Court.

That working meeting was held in the CAJP framework on January 27, 2010, and the report thereon is contained in document CP/CAJP-2811/10 rev. 1.

B. Course on International Humanitarian Law (IHL)

Also conducted in the CAJP framework was the fourth Course on International Humanitarian Law, with the support and collaboration of the International Committee of the Red Cross and the Department of International Law.  The course was held on January 28, 2010, and provided a broad overview of and introduction to IHL, focusing specifically on the 1949 Geneva Conventions and the Additional Protocols thereto.  The course examined the similarities and differences between international humanitarian law and international human rights law concerning the use of force and the protection of persons in situations of armed conflict and other situations of violence.  It also included in-depth study of persons protected by the provisions of international humanitarian law, including civilians, the relationship between IHL and international human rights law, and the role of international criminal law in cases of war crimes.

Lastly, the course contained modules on the application of IHL in the inter-American system, specifically in the context of the Organization of American States, and on the conduct of military operations in accordance with IHL standards; challenges to the implementation of international humanitarian law in the light of new types of armed violence and new types of armed agents, including challenges to public security; the consequences and risks of applying international norms on the use of force; the protection of persons in situations of armed violence; and the role of the International Committee of the Red Cross in armed conflicts and other situations of violence in the world.

C. Special meeting on topics of current interest in international humanitarian law
In its resolution AG/RES. 2507 (XXXIX-O/09), “Promotion of and Respect for International Humanitarian Law,” the General Assembly instructs the Permanent Council, with support from the Department of International Law of the Secretariat for Legal Affairs of the General Secretariat, and in cooperation with the International Committee of the Red Cross, to continue organizing special meetings on topics of current interest in international humanitarian law.

This meeting was held on January 29, 2010, and the report is provided in document CP/CAJP-2807/10.

D. Special meeting on the Implementation of the Inter-American Program for the Promotion and Protection of the Human Rights of Migrants, including Migrant Workers and Their Families


The special meeting of the CAJP, held on May 6, 2010, was based on the mandate contained in resolution AG/RES. 2502  (XXXIX-O/09), “The Human Rights of All Migrant Workers and Their Families,” and conducted in accordance with the program contained in document CP/CAJP-2838/10 rev. 1 corr. 1.


Implementation of the Program should be stepped up in the future, not only by incorporating the Program’s academic and legal aspects into the activities of the CAJP but also through discussion of the specific realities and experiences of migrants.

E. Course on international refugee law


In its resolution AG/RES. 2511 (XXXIX-O/09), operative paragraph 9, the General Assembly instructs the Permanent Council to organize, through the Committee on Juridical and Political Affairs, with support from the Department of International Law of the General Secretariat, and in collaboration with the UNHCR, a course on international refugee law for staff of the permanent missions of member states to the Organization of American States, General Secretariat staff, and other interested persons.  This course was held on February 17, 2010, in accordance with the program contained in document CP/CAJP-2784/09 rev. 5.

F. Dialogue on the workings of the inter-American human rights system between member states and the members of the Inter-American Commission on Human Rights and the judges of the Inter-American Court of Human Rights


The dialogue on the workings of the inter-American human rights system between member states and the members of the Inter-American Commission on Human Rights and the judges of the Inter-American Court of Human Rights was held on May 14, 2010, in accordance with the mandate contained in operative paragraph 3.g of resolution AG/RES. 2521 (XXXIX-O/09), “Strengthening of Human Rights Systems pursuant to the Mandates Arising from the Summits of the Americas,” and the program contained in document CP/CAJP-2843/10 rev. 1.

G.
Special meeting to review the status of implementation of the Inter-American Program for Universal Civil Registry and the “Right to Identity”

In operative paragraph 7 of resolution AG/RES. 2362 (XXXVIII-O/08), entitled “Inter-American Program for Universal Civil Registry and the ‘Right to Identity’,” the General Assembly instructed the Permanent Council to hold, in the first half of 2010, a special meeting of the Committee on Juridical and Political Affairs to review the status of implementation of the aforementioned Inter-American Program on the basis of information provided by the states and of a progress report prepared by the General Secretariat, with a view to making such changes in the Program as were deemed appropriate in order to achieve universal civil registration by 2015.

That meeting was held on April 22, 2010, and included contributions from experts in the field, civil society organizations, and organs, agencies, and entities of the inter-American and international systems, according to the program contained in document CP/CAJP-2812/10 rev. 1.

H.
Dialogue with the Justice Studies Center of the Americas (JSCA)

In connection with the presentation of the annual report of the Justice Studies Center of the Americas (JSCA) to the General Assembly, contained in document CP/doc.4478/10, on May 4 the Committee received the President of the Center’s Board of Directors, Dr. Russell Wheeler, for a dialogue on the Center’s work during this period and the challenges it faced in the future. Also discussed were the JSCA’s connections with the work of the OAS, with the REMJAs, and with the inter-American system in general and the Center’s impact on the region’s justice system.

IV.
DIPLOMATIC CONFERENCE: CIDIP-VII

A.
On the topic of secured transactions
This conference was held from October 7 to 9, 2009, for consideration and final approval of the Draft OAS Model Registry Regulations under the Model Inter-American Law on Secured Transactions, which were prepared by a working group headed by the delegations of Canada, Mexico, and the United States.

The Model Regulations were designed to provide the necessary administrative provisions to allow those countries that had adopted, or planned to adopt, the Model Law on Secured Transactions, approved by CIDIP-VI in 2002, to design, implement, and maintain a public secured transactions registry.  The proposed text was intended to remain a “model” instrument that would be flexible and adaptable to the circumstances of each implementing country.

During the three days of the Conference, under the leadership of Rodrigo Labardini, head of the Mexican delegation, the accredited delegations considered the Draft Model Regulations, presented their observations and comments, and, at the second plenary session, on October 9, 2009, officially approved the Model Registry Regulations under the Model Inter-American Law on Secured Transactions by way of resolution CIDIP-VII/RES.1/09, “Adoption of the Model Registry Regulations under the Model Inter-American Law on Secured Transactions.”

The joint implementation of the Model Law and Model Regulations in the countries of the Hemisphere is expected to play an important role in consolidating a legal framework that fosters access to capital, supports the competitiveness of small and medium-sized enterprises, and creates an environment conducive to the countries’ economic growth.

B.
On the topic of consumer protection

In resolution AG/RES. 1923 (XXXIII-O/03), the General Assembly convened the Seventh Inter-American Specialized Conference on Private International Law (CIDIP-VII); in its resolution AG/RES. 2217 (XXXVI-O/06), it selected consumer protection as one of the agenda items for CIDIP-VII.

In resolution AG/RES. 2527 (XXXIX-O/09), the General Assembly instructed the Permanent Council to set up a working group within the Committee on Juridical and Political Affairs to draft the final document (or documents) on consumer protection, on the basis of proposals by the states.  An informal working group was formed on September 3, 2009, consisting of government officials and representatives of interested member states and coordinated by the First Vice Chair of the Committee, the Alternate Representative of Mexico, Alonso Martínez Ruiz. Details on the group’s efforts, as already mentioned, are provided in document CP/CAJP-2874/10.

On this topic, the Brazilian delegation offered the draft resolution “Seventh Inter-American Specialized Conference on Private International Law” (CP/CAJP-2881/10 rev. 1), which is being transmitted to the General Assembly for discussion by its General Committee.

Under its resolution AG/RES 2527 (XXXIX-O/09), the General Assembly instructed that a diplomatic conference be held at OAS headquarters on the CIDIP-VII topic of secured transactions.

V.
ANNUAL REPORTS

A.
Observations and recommendations on the annual report of the Inter-American Juridical Committee

At its meeting of April 29, 2010, the Committee on Juridical and Political Affairs received the Inter-American Juridical Committee, represented by its Chair, Dr. Guillermo Fernández de Soto, who gave an oral presentation on the report, contained in document CP/doc.4469/10.

The Committee decided to make the corresponding observations and recommendations thereon, contained in document CP/CAJP-2888/10 and attached hereto as Annex II.  The corresponding draft resolution was approved by the CAJP on May 19, 2010 (CP/CAJP-2876/10 rev. 2).

B.
Observations and recommendations on the annual report of the Inter-American Court of Human Rights.


The Annual Report of the Inter-American Court of Human Rights to the General Assembly for 2009 (CP/doc.4466/10) was presented to the Committee on Juridical and Political Affairs on March 18, 2010, by Judge Diego García-Sayán, President of the Court.  The observations and recommendations of the member states on the report and the presentation by its President are published in document CP/CAJP-2890/10, attached hereto as Annex III.


The draft resolution on this subject was approved by the CAJP on May 14, 2010 (CP/CAJP-2869/10 rev. 2).

C.
Observations and recommendations on the annual report of the Inter-American Commission on Human Rights (IACHR)

The Annual Report of the Inter-American Commission on Human Rights to the General Assembly for 2009 (CP/doc.4477/10 corr.1) was presented to the Committee on April 15, 2010, by the President of the Commission, member Felipe González.

The observations and recommendations of the member states on the annual report of the IACHR, and the presentation by its President, were published in document CP/CAJP-2877/10 corr.1, attached hereto as Annex IV.
The draft resolution on this subject was approved by the CAJP on May 19, 2010 (CP/CAJP-2868/10 rev. 4).

D.
Observations and recommendations on the annual report of the Justice Studies Center of the Americas (JSCA)

The annual report of the JSCA, contained in document CP/doc.4478/10, was presented to the member states for their consideration on May 4, 2010. The observations and recommendations thereon are contained in the minutes of that meeting.


Additionally, the delegation of Chile presented the draft resolution “Strengthening the Activities of the Justice Studies Center of the Americas,” which was approved by the CAJP at its meeting of May 4, 2010, and is published in document CP/CAJP-2851/10 rev. 2.

VI.
Inter-American Democratic Charter
In response to requests in this and other forums by a number of delegations, at the outset of the Committee’s work in this term the Chair proposed including in the Committee’s activities objective discussions on the Inter-American Democratic Charter (IDC); this would be an initial step toward a future approach to the topic, or perhaps toward the IDC’s more complete application and implementation, according to the conclusions to be reached by the states under the proposed framework.  The need to revisit the IDC was put forward as an option in the effort not only to strengthen and return to democracy as a form of government but also to understand, in particular, how democratic institutions manage to defend the core values of a liberal democracy in the light of the concepts set forth in the IDC and the need to achieve a more complete political system and improved democratic governance.

The IDC is the most complete instrument for promoting democratic practices in the states of the Hemisphere and for conducting the cooperation activities needed to fill in the gaps.  It is also the instrument to which governments of OAS member states can turn in situations that threaten their democratic institutional processes or the legitimate exercise of power.  Still, the Democratic Charter’s efficacy has been questioned in situations of present or potential crisis, when we have asked ourselves whether there are limits to its juridical, operational, and preventive applications.

I felt certain then, and still do now, that if we undertake a serious examination we can arrive at shared positions to safeguard not only the process but the workings of democratic institutions and their guarantees.  Thus what motivates our proposal is the sincere wish to spur objective, in-depth analysis or discussion, so as perhaps to further our citizens’ ability to live in a more fully realized democracy.


In that sense, recognizing the importance of ongoing consideration by the Inter-American Juridical Committee (CJI) of IDC-related topics, the Chair saw fit to use the thoughts Juridical Committee members might share on the matter as a starting point for potential reflection. With the acquiescence of the delegations, therefore, the CJI Chair at that time, Dr. Jaime Aparicio, was invited to attend the meeting of September 10 to address the issue. 

This meeting focused on the emphasis placed by resolution AG/RES. 2515 (XXXIX-O/09), in its operative section, on the importance of continued consideration by the Inter-American Juridical Committee (CJI) of topics related to the Inter-American Democratic Charter, in particular the promotion and strengthening of democracy through follow-up, assistance to member states in its implementation and in their efforts to strengthen and modernize democratic institutions, and working to promote democratic values, practices, and governance. 

The Chair of the CJI gave a presentation that is published in document CP/CAJP/INF-114/09.  Distributed as reference documents on the subject were CJI resolutions CJI/RES. 159 (LXXV-O/09), “The Essential and Fundamental Elements of Representative Democracy and Their Relation to Collective Action within the Framework of the Inter-American Democratic Charter,” and CJI/RES. 160, “Follow-up on the Application of the Inter-American Democratic Charter”; document CP/doc4184/07, “The Inter-American Democratic Charter [Report of the Secretary General pursuant to resolutions AG/RES. 2154 (XXXV-O/05) and AG/RES. 2251 (XXXVI-O/06)]”; and an earlier General Assembly resolution, AG/RES 2480 (XXXVII-O/08), entitled “Promotion and Strengthening of Democracy:  Follow-up to the Inter-American Democratic Charter.”

At the meeting of October 22, 2009, Dr. Erick Langer, Director of the Center for Latin American Studies at the Edmund A. Walsh School of Foreign Service at Georgetown University, and Valeria O. Buffo, Associate Director of the PDBA, gave the PDBA presentation, details of which are available at:  http://pdba.georgetown.edu/.


On March 26, 2010, the Committee heard a presentation by Professor Douglass Cassel, Director of the Center for Civil and Human Rights at the Kellogg Institute of International Studies at the University of Notre Dame.  It took note of his thoughts on the possibility of developing an early warning system and on considering an OAS High Commissioner for Democracy, whose function would be to issue recommendations to countries to avert disruptions of their democratic order. Professor Cassel’s presentation is published in document CP/CAJP/INF-121/10, entitled “Strengthening Implementation of the Inter-American Democratic Charter: A High Commissioner for Democracy.”


The Chair hopes thus to have paved the way for a future process of reflection on the subject, which certainly will continue to play a major role in the dialectics of this Organization and the resulting activities to defend and strengthen representative democracy throughout the Americas.

VII.
DRAFT GENERAL ASSEMBLY RESOLUTIONS

Prior to launching negotiations on the draft resolutions for the fortieth regular session of the General Assembly, the Committee adopted a working procedure which is detailed in document CP/CAJP-2813/10.

The Committee received a total of 31 draft resolutions for consideration.  Ultimately, 27 of them were approved in their entirety and four are presented to this Council as pending.  Appendix IV hereto contains the list of the draft resolutions, with details of the negotiations, the corresponding documents, and their current status.

VIII. OBSERVATIONS Y RECOMMENDATIONS


After taking office as Chair of the Committee on Juridical and Political Affairs, in July 2009, I endeavored to formulate some observations based on my experience in leading this Committee.  In that spirit I offer the following observations intended to further the execution of the CAJP’s future tasks:

1. The CAJP has a considerable workload, both in the number of topics and mandates entrusted to it and in their complexity. I would venture to say that this Committee addresses some of our Organization’s most delicate topics.

2. During my term, 38 regular meetings were held to consider and fulfill the mandates issued to the Committee, in addition to eight special meetings and one diplomatic conference.  The CAJP also negotiated 31 draft resolutions, a considerably higher number than other committees in general.  In addition, the CAJP was charged with receiving and studying the annual reports of the Inter-American Commission on Human Rights (IACHR), the Inter-American Court of Human Rights, the Inter-American Juridical Committee (CJI), and the Justice Studies Center of the Americas (JSCA).

3. In the light of my experience as Chair during this term, I wish to suggest, as did my predecessor, that in the future a central topic to focus the work of the Committee be established, with the aim of obtaining tangible results.  Such a methodology would advance the Committee’s efforts and enable it to have a more tangible impact in keeping with current realities, without prejudice to its other customary activities.

4. I also want to mention the special meetings.  These constitute an important exercise for the Organization, since they address and elicit inputs on topics that are priorities for the member states.  Quite frankly, however, I must note that the level of participation in some of these meetings was disappointing; in addition to being a poor use of scarce OAS resources, this did nothing to enhance the public image of our Organization.  I am pleased to report that the CAJP found it necessary to redefine the framework of its special meetings and decided to seek a way to streamline them; this is reflected in the resolutions that include such meetings this year.

5. I must not fail to emphasize the cooperation I have received from all the delegations and the attentive and constructive participation of the delegates who follow the work of the CAJP; they have been with me throughout, including in the form of consultations and informal groups. My appreciation also goes to all the staff of the Secretariat for their notable efforts and dedication, especially to Dr. Carmen Lucía de la Pava, who efficiently served as Committee Secretary; to the legal department, specifically Drs. Dante Negro, Diego Moreno, Luis Toro, John Wilson, and Johanna Salah; and to the Executive Secretariats of the Inter-American Court of Human Rights and the Inter-American Commission on Human Rights.

6. It is a great pleasure also to note the exceptional cooperation I received from the two vice chairs of the Committee:  the Alternate Representative of Mexico, Alonso Martínez Ruiz, who not only replaced me when necessary in leading the Committee but also coordinated the work of the informal working group to draft the final document(s) on consumer protection; and the Second Vice Chair, the Alternate Representative of Chile, Luis Petit-Laurent. Both of them chaired the Committee at different times and also successfully led various negotiations on behalf of the Chair.

Jorge Skinner-Klée

Ambassador, Permanent Representative of Guatemala

to the Organization of American States

Chair, Committee on Juridical and Political Affairs
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	APPROVED IN CAJP
	APPROVED IN CP
	PENDING

	31
	27
	
	4


	NO.
	TITLE –
PROPOSED BY 
	SUBMISSION DATE
	DOCUMENTS
	APPROVED IN CAJP
	APPROVED IN CP
	COMMENTS

	1
	Promotion of and Respect for International Humanitarian Law

Mexico
	March 31
	CP/CAJP-2818/10 

CP/CAJP-2818/10 rev. 1

CP/CAJP-2818/10 rev. 2

CP/CAJP-2818/10 rev. 3

CP/CAJP-2818/10 rev. 3

(EN, PT) CP/CAJP-2818/10 rev. 4

(SP, FR) CP/CAJP-2818/10 rev. 4 corr. 1


	May 17
	
	

	2
	Promotion of the International Criminal Court

Mexico
	March 23
	CP/CAJP-2819/10

CP/CAJP-2819/10 rev. 1

CP/CAJP-2819/10 rev. 2

CP/CAJP-2819/10 rev. 3

CP/CAJP-2819/10 rev. 4

CP/CAJP-2819/10 rev. 5

CP/CAJP-2819/10 rev. 6

CP/CAJP-2819/10 rev. 7
	May 17
	
	

	3
	Internally Displaced Persons

Mexico
	April 7
	CP/CAJP-2824/10

CP/CAJP-2824/10 rev. 1

CP/CAJP-2824/10 rev. 2

CP/CAJP-2824/10 rev. 3

CP/CAJP-2824/10 rev. 4

CP/CAJP-2824/10 rev. 5
	May 12
	
	

	4
	Human Rights Defenders: Support for Individuals, Groups, and Organizations of Civil Society Working to Promote and Protect Human Rights in the Americas

Mexico 

Co-sponsored by Argentina
	April 7
	CP/CAJP-2825/10

CP/CAJP-2825/10 rev. 1

CP/CAJP-2825/10 rev. 2

CP/CAJP-2825/10 rev. 3

CP/CAJP-2825/10 rev. 4

CP/CAJP-2825/10 rev. 5


	May 18
	
	

	5
	The Protection of the Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms While Countering Terrorism

Mexico
	April 7
	CP/CAJP-2826/10

CP/CAJP-2826/10 rev. 1

CP/CAJP-2826/10 rev. 2

CP/CAJP-2826/10 rev. 3


	May 12
	
	

	6
	Strengthening of Human Rights Systems pursuant to the Mandates Arising from the Summits of the Americas

Chair of the CAJP


	April 6
	CP/CAJP-2827/10

CP/CAJP-2827/10 rev. 1

CP/CAJP-2827/10 rev. 2

CP/CAJP-2827/10 rev. 3

CP/CAJP-2827/10 rev. 4

CP/CAJP-2827/10 rev. 5

CP/CAJP-2827/10 rev. 6

CP/CAJP-2827/10 rev. 7

CP/CAJP-2827/10 rev. 8

CP/CAJP-2827/10 rev. 9
	May 20
	
	

	7
	The Human Rights of all Migrant Workers and of their Families 

Mexico

Co-sponsored by Guatemala and Paraguay


	April 15
	CP/CAJP-2828/10

CP/CAJP-2828/10 rev. 1

CP/CAJP-2828/10 rev. 2

CP/CAJP-2828/10 rev. 3

(PT, SP) CP/CAJP-2828/10 

rev. 4

(ENG, FR) CP/CAJP-2828/10 

rev. 4 corr. 1

CP/CAJP-2828/10 rev. 5
	May 25
	
	

	8
	Study on the Rights and the Care of Persons Under Any Form of Detention or Imprisonment

Mexico
	April 7
	CP/CAJP-2829/10

CP/CAJP-2829/10 rev. 1
	April 30
	
	

	9
	Persons Who Have Disappeared and Assistance to Members of Their Families

Peru

Co-sponsored by Argentina and Mexico
	April 13


	CP/CAJP-2830/10

CP/CAJP-2830/10 rev. 1

CP/CAJP-2830/10 rev. 2


	May 6
	
	

	10
	Human Rights, Sexual Orientation, and Gender Identity

Brazil

Co-sponsored by Bolivia


	April 23
	CP/CAJP-2839/10

CP/CAJP-2839/10 corr. 1

CP/CAJP-2839/10 rev. 1 corr. 1

CP/CAJP-2839/10 rev. 2

CP/CAJP-2839/10 rev. 3

CP/CAJP-2839/10 rev. 4

CP/CAJP-2839/10 rev. 5 corr. 1
	May 25
	
	

	11
	Model Inter-American Law on Access to Public Information

Peru
	April 26
	CP/CAJP-2845/10

CP/CAJP-2845/10 rev. 1

CP/CAJP-2845/10 rev. 2

CP/CAJP-2845/10 rev. 3
	May 17
	
	

	12
	Follow-up to the Inter-American Program for Universal Civil Registry and the Right to Identity

Mexico and Peru
	April 27
	CP/CAJP-2849/10

CP/CAJP-2849/10 rev. 1

CP/CAJP-2849/10 rev. 2

CP/CAJP-2849/10 rev. 3


	May 6
	
	

	13
	Protection of Asylum Seekers and Refugees in the Americas

Argentina
	April 27
	CP/CAJP-2850/10

CP/CAJP-2850/10 rev. 1

CP/CAJP-2850/10 rev. 1 corr. 1

CP/CAJP-2850/10 rev. 2

CP/CAJP-2850/10 rev. 3

CP/CAJP-2850/10 rev. 4
	May 18
	
	

	14
	Strengthening the Activities of the Justice Studies Center of the Americas 

Chile
	April 28
	CP/CAJP-2851/10

CP/CAJP-2851/10 rev. 1

CP/CAJP-2851/10 rev. 2


	May 4
	
	

	15
	Education on Human Rights in Formal Education in the Americas

Uruguay, Colombia and El Salvador

Co-sponsored by Costa Rica and the Dominican Republic
	May 5
	CP/CAJP-2856/10

CP/CAJP-2856/10 rev. 1

CP/CAJP-2856/10 rev. 2

CP/CAJP-2856/10 rev. 3


	May 14
	
	

	16
	Follow-up on the Inter-American Convention Against Corruption and on the Inter-American Program for Cooperation in the Fight Against Corruption


Brazil

Co-sponsored by Bolivia and Peru
	May 3
	CP/CAJP-2857/10

CP/CAJP-2857/10 rev. 1

CP/CAJP-2857/10 rev. 2

CP/CAJP-2857/10 rev. 3

CP/CAJP-2857/10 rev. 4

CP/CAJP-2857/10 rev. 5
	May 24
	
	

	17
	Meeting of Ministers of Justice or Other Ministers or Attorneys General of the Americas 

Brazil
	May 3
	CP/CAJP-2858/10

CP/CAJP-2858/10 rev. 1

CP/CAJP-2858/10 rev. 2


	May 12
	
	

	18
	Right to Truth

Argentina

Co-sponsored by Paraguay and Peru 
	May 6
	CP/CAJP-2863/10

CP/CAJP-2863/10 rev. 1

CP/CAJP-2863/10 rev. 2

CP/CAJP-2863/10 rev. 3

CP/CAJP-2863/10 rev. 4
	May 25
	
	

	19
	Protocol of San Salvador Composition and Functioning of the Working Group to Examine the Periodic Reports of the State Parties

Argentina
	May 6
	CP/CAJP-2864/10

CP/CAJP-2864/10 rev. 1

CP/CAJP-2864/10 rev. 2

CP/CAJP-2864/10 rev. 3


	May 12
	
	

	20
	Observations and Recommendations on the Annual Report of the Inter-American Commission on Human Rights

Chair of the CAJP
	May 10
	CP/CAJP-2868/10

CP/CAJP-2868/10 rev. 1

CP/CAJP-2868/10 rev. 2

CP/CAJP-2868/10 rev. 3

CP/CAJP-2868/10 rev. 4
	May 19
	
	

	21
	Observations and Recommendations on the Annual report of the Inter-American Court of Human Rights

Chair of the CAJP

Co-sponsored by Costa Rica
	May 10
	CP/CAJP-2869/10

CP/CAJP-2869/10 rev. 1

CP/CAJP-2869/10 rev. 2


	May 14
	
	

	22
	Inter-American Program for Development of International Law

Chair of the CAJP
	May 14
	CP/ CAJP-2873/10

CP/ CAJP-2873/10 rev. 1

CP/ CAJP-2873/10 rev. 2


	May 19
	
	

	23
	Observations and Recommendations on the Annual Report of the Inter-American Juridical Committee

Chair of the CAJP
	May 18
	CP/ CAJP-2876/10

CP/ CAJP-2876/10 rev. 1

CP/ CAJP-2876/10 rev. 2


	May 19
	
	

	24
	Support for the Committee for the Elimination of all Forms of Discrimination Against Persons with Disabilities

El Salvador

Co-sponsored by Chile
	May 18
	CP/ CAJP-2878/10

CP/ CAJP-2878/10 rev. 1

CP/ CAJP-2878/10 rev. 2
	May 20
	
	

	25
	Prevention and Reduction of Statelessness and Protection of Stateless Persons in the Americas

Colombia

Co-sponsored by Costa Rica and the United States of America
	May 6
	CP/CAJP 2879/10

CP/CAJP 2879/10 rev. 1

CP/CAJP 2879/10 rev. 2

(Formerly: 

CP/CG-1840/10

CP/CG-1840/10 rev. 1)


	May 19
	
	

	26
	Seventh Inter-American Specialized Conference on Private International Law

Brazil

Co-sponsored by El Salvador and Paraguay
	May 18
	CP/CAJP 2881/10

CP/CAJP 2881/10 rev. 1
	
	
	Pending.

	27
	Right to Freedom of Thought and Expression and the Importance of the Media

United States of America
	May 18
	CP/CAJP 2882/10
	
	
	Pending.

	28
	Program of Action for the Decade of the Americas for the Rights and Dignity of Persons with Disabilities (2006-2016) and Support for Its Technical Secretariat 

Peru

Co-sponsored by Chile
	May 20
	CP/CAJP 2885/10

(SP) CP/CAJP 2885/10 corr. 1

CP/CAJP 2885/10 rev. 1
	May 24
	
	

	29
	Draft American Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples

Chair of the WG
	April 7
	CP/CAJP 2887/10

(Formerly:

GT/DADIN/doc.395/10

GT/DADIN/doc.395/10 rev. 1

GT/DADIN/doc.395/10 rev. 2)
	May 20


	
	

	30
	Right to Freedom of Thought and Expression and the Importance of the Media

Venezuela
	May 24
	CP/CAJP 2889/10


	
	
	Pending.

	31
	Draft Inter-American Convention against Racism and All Forms of Discrimination and Intolerance

Chair of the WG
	April 7
	CP/CAJP 2893/10

CP/CAJP 2893/10 rev. 1

(Formerly:

CAJP/GT/RDI-137/10 

CAJP/GT/RDI-137/10 rev. 1

CAJP/GT/RDI-137/10 rev. 2

CAJP/GT/RDI-137/10 rev. 3)
	
	
	Pending.
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REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE ON JURIDICAL AND POLITICAL AFFAIRS (CAJP)

ON THE OBSERVATIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE MEMBER STATES

ON THE ANNUAL REPORT OF THE INTER-AMERICAN JURIDICAL COMMITTEE

TO THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY (CP/doc.4469/10)

I. Introduction
The Permanent Council forwarded to the Committee on Juridical and Political Affairs the Annual Report of the Inter-American Juridical Committee for 2009 (classified as document CP/doc.4469/10), for it to review and formulate such observations and recommendations as it deemed pertinent, so that the Permanent Council could fulfill the provisions of Article 91.f of the Charter of the Organization of American States.

At its meeting of Thursday, April 29, 2010, the Committee on Juridical and Political Affairs, chaired by the Permanent Representative of Guatemala to the OAS, Ambassador Jorge Skinner-Klee, received the Chair of the Inter-American Juridical Committee (CJI), Dr. Guillermo Fernández de Soto.

The Committee on Juridical and Political Affairs reviewed the form and content of said document CP/doc.4469/10, and decided to make the corresponding observations and recommendations.

II. Presentation of the Annual Report of the Inter-American Juridical Committee

On that occasion Dr. Guillermo Fernández de Soto submitted a verbal report of the activities of the Committee in 2009 at its 74th and 75th sessions.

He drew attention to the symbolism of the institutions of our system, his presentation coinciding as it did with the celebration of the centenary of the Casa de las Americas.  In his remarks he announced the new members and officers of the Committee.  He then referred to the resolutions concerned with democracy: “Follow-up on the Application of the Inter-American Democratic Charter” (CJI/doc.335/09) which examines the background, nature, and limits of said instrument, and “The Essential and Fundamental Elements of Representative Democracy and Their Relation to Collective Action within the Framework of the Inter-American Democratic Charter” (CJI/doc.332/09 rev.1) which emphasizes the vital link between the effective exercise of representative democracy and the rule of law, based on a legal analysis of the inter-American agreements and declarations on democracy and human rights.

He also noted the reports of the rapporteurs on the Struggle against discrimination (significant achievements and corrective measures, CJI/doc.330/09); International Criminal Court (Report on Preparations and Advances in Efforts Toward Adopting National Legislation Based on Guidelines of Principles of the Inter-American Juridical Committee and Training Employees for the Cooperation of the Member States of the OAS with the International Criminal Court, CJI/doc.337/09); International Humanitarian Law (Implementation of International Humanitarian Law in the Member States of the OAS, CJI/doc.322/09); War Crimes in International Law, CJI/doc.328/09); Migratory Topics (Follow-up of the Opinions of the Inter-American Juridical Committee, CJI/doc.329/09); and, Cultural Diversity (Reflections on the Topic of Cultural Diversity and the Development of International Law, CJI/doc.333/09).  Finally, he mentioned the topics on the Committee’s agenda, including the two new ones that came out of the General Assembly held in San Pedro Sula, Honduras, in June 2009: one on refugees, which requires that the Committee prepare a study “on the issue of asylum in the Americas;” the other mandate concerns “freedom of thought and expression” and requests the Committee to conduct a “study on the importance of guaranteeing the right of freedom of thought and expression.” As regards mandates, he invited the states to collaborate with the Committee in its work, in particular in areas where comments or responses were needed from the states so that the Committee might initiate studies.

With respect to the annual Course on International Law, the Chair said that the XXXVI Course was held from August 2 to 21, 2009, and attended by 22 professors from different countries of the Americas and Europe, 29 OAS scholarship holders selected from more than 70 candidates, and seven students who defrayed their own attendance costs.  The core theme of the Course was “Universalism and Regionalism at the Beginning of the 21st Century.”  In his presentation he noted that the course was shortened to three weeks owing to budget constraints for the first time since its inception in 1974.

In concluding, the Chair referred to the 76th regular session held in Lima, Peru, from March 15 to 24, 2010, and thanked the Government of Peru for its offer to host the event and for its support in holding it.  At that session the Committee adopted two final reports: a proposal with comments on the draft Inter-American Convention against Racism and All Forms of Discrimination and Intolerance and a report clarifying the Committee’s advisory capacity.  It also approved a progress report on national legislation and training of personnel for cooperation with the International Criminal Court. Dr. Fernández de Soto announced that the next regular session would be held at the headquarters of the Committee, in Rio de Janeiro, Brazil, in August 2010, on which occasion the XXXVII Course on International Law would take place.

III. Observations and recommendations of the Committee on Juridical and Political Affairs

Following the presentation of the Report of the Inter-American Juridical Committee by its chair the delegations of Costa Rica, Dominican Republic, Uruguay, Peru, Argentina, Mexico, Bolivia, Ecuador, Colombia, Venezuela and the United States took the floor, inter alia, to express their gratitude for the presentation.

The delegation of Costa Rica thanked the Committee for its endeavors, particularly in the area of cooperation with the International Criminal Court and democracy, an issue considered to be of the most importance.

The delegation of the Dominican Republic also alluded to the work in connection with the Inter-American Democratic Charter and the elements of representative democracy.  These documents will serve to strengthen mechanisms for the promotion and protection of democracy  Finally, he thanked the Department of International Law of the Secretariat for Legal Affairs for the support it has provided to the Committee.

The delegation of Uruguay noted the value in which it holds the opinions of the Committee and lauded its efforts in organizing the Course on International Law.

The delegation of Peru welcomed the Chair and underscored the work of the Committee in the area of promotion and strengthening of democracy, migration matters, and the advisory capacity of the Committee.  Finally, he expressed thanks at the holding of the 76th regular session of the Committee in Lima, Peru.

The delegation of Argentina added its gratitude to that of the other delegations, gave thanks for the complete report, and reaffirmed the importance accorded by the government of Argentina to respect for democracy.

The delegation of Mexico acknowledged the valuable work of the Committee as well as its efficient performance of its mandates.  He remarked on the importance of the work of the rapporteur on the International Criminal Court.  As regards follow-up on the resolution on international humanitarian law, he urged the Committee to work with all six responses received.  He noted the valuable contribution for discussions on promotion and strengthening of democracy in the framework of the OAS as well as progress on migration issues.  Finally, he expressed the support of his delegation for the work on the advisory capacity of the Committee. 

The delegation of Bolivia expressed its recognition and appreciation for the reports of the Committee on the Inter-American Democratic Charter and promotion of democracy.   With respect to these issues he noted a number of challenges that coups d’état pose for international organizations.  In this context he urged the Committee to include the issue of the situation of economic sanctions in its discussions.

The delegation of Ecuador congratulated the Chair on his appointment and expressed his high regard for the opinions of the Committee on matters concerning public and private international law.  As regards the report he underlined the importance of strengthening of democracy, implementation of international humanitarian law, migration matters, and asylum.  He joined the delegation of Mexico in praising the Committee’s work on migration matters, in particular the Primer or Manual on the Rights of Migrant Workers and their Families.  Finally, he explained that the mandates on refugees contained in the resolution from the General Assembly a year earlier should be considered from a civil-law standpoint.

The delegation of Colombia also congratulated the chair on his appointment.  He said that it was a source of pride for his country’s delegation to have Dr. Fernández de Soto as Chair of the Committee.  Although all the issues are highly important, he placed particular emphasis on migration matters and asylum

The delegation of Venezuela congratulated Dr. Fernández de Soto on his election.  He underscored the importance of the Committee as an advisory body.  He noted that the issues addressed by the Committee contribute to and strengthen promotion of democracy in the Americas.  He also remarked on the usefulness of this body and mentioned the quality of the Course on International Law.  Finally, he called for precision from those present in specifying the mandates entrusted to the committee.

The delegation of the United States acknowledged the professional achievements of the Chair and expressed its appreciation for the work of the Committee, one of whose members is a United States citizen.  She remarked on the valuable contribution made by the Committee’s opinions both in the area of private international law and where democracy is concerned.  Finally, she expressed concern at the lack of follow-up by the states on the mandates that they had given to the Committee.

The delegation of Chile thanked the Committee for its report which reflects progress in the area of international law and noted its support for the work of the Committee on the topics of the past year, in particular with respect to the Inter-American Democratic Charter and the Draft Inter-American Convention against Racism and All Forms of Discrimination.  Finally, he mentioned the importance of the Río Course and thanked the Secretariat for Legal Affairs and the Department of International Law for their efforts. 

The delegation of Brazil also expressed thanks and compliments to the Committee for its work.

The delegation of Paraguay congratulated the Chair and recognized the important impact of the Committee’s studies in the area of international law, such as the work on promotion and strengthening of democracy and the struggle against discrimination.

Dr. Fernández de Soto thanked the delegations for their support for the Committee’s efforts.  On the half of his colleagues on the Committee he expressed particular appreciation for the cooperation and efforts of the Secretary for Legal Affairs, Dr. Jean-Michel Arrighi; the Director of the Department of International Law, Dr. Dante Negro; and Luis Toro Utillano, Senior Legal Adviser of that Department, which acts as Technical Secretariat of the Committee. He also said that he would pass on the comments of the delegations to his colleagues.

For his part, the Chair of the CAJP noted the depth and seriousness of the Committee’s considerations and studies.  He also noted the relevance of the studies presented and the interest of the Committee in serving the organs, all of which strengthens the institutions of the system. In this context he urged states to submit consultations to the Committee and become involved in it.  He said that the Committee can make significant contributions on a variety of issues.  He also urged states to be specific in setting mandates and defining their framework.  In this context he confirmed the positive role that the Department of International Law can play in keeping both sides informed.  Finally, he said that the Organization’s critical budgetary situation ought not to impede the valuable work of the Committee.

At the meeting’s close, the Committee thanked the Chair of the Inter-American Juridical Committee for his presence and his presentation of the report, and decided to take note of the observations and recommendations made by the representatives, to forward them to the CJI, and to present them to the Permanent Council for its consideration for the purposes set forth in Article 91.f of the OAS Charter, together with the respective draft resolution to be considered on this subject.

IV. Conclusions

The Committee on Juridical and Political Affairs, decided to take note of the Annual Report of the Inter-American Juridical Committee on its activities carried out in 2009, and to present to the Permanent Council the report, which contains the observations and recommendations on the review of the Annual Report of the Inter-American Juridical Committee to the General Assembly.
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OBSERVATIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS BY MEMBER STATES ON THE 

ANNUAL REPORT OF THE INTER-AMERICAN COURT OF HUMAN RIGHTS
(CP/doc.4466/10)

(Report of the Secretariat)

I.
INTRODUCTION


Under Article 18 of the Rules of Procedure of the Permanent Council, the Committee on Juridical and Political Affairs (CAJP) shall consider, inter alia, the annual report of the Inter-American Court of Human Rights referred to in Article 91.f of the Charter, and shall submit it, with observations, recommendations, and accompanying draft resolutions, to the Permanent Council.  These shall be presented to the General Assembly of the Organization.


On March 18, 2010, the CAJP met under the chairmanship of Ambassador Jorge Skinner-Klée, Permanent Representative of Guatemala to the OAS, to receive the presentation of the Annual Report of the Inter-American Court of Human Rights to the General Assembly, document CP/doc.4466/10. Attending for the Court were its President, Judge Diego García-Sayán, Executive Secretary, Pablo Saavedra Alessandri, and Deputy Secretary, Emilia Segares Rodríguez.

II. OBSERVATIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS BY MEMBER STATES ON THE ANNUAL REPORT OF THE INTER-AMERICAN COURT OF HUMAN RIGHTS
At the meeting, the representatives of the Permanent Missions of Argentina, Brazil, Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, Dominican Republic, El Salvador, Mexico, Panama, Paraguay, and Peru made observations and recommendations on the report, which are summarized below. The delegations: 

· Expressed appreciation for the presentation of the report and congratulated the President of the Court, Judge Diego García-Sayán on the work he had done. 

· Recognized the Court for its ongoing efforts towards rapprochement with member state representatives and for taking account of the concerns they expressed. 

· Emphasized the amendments to the Rules of Procedure, arising from the first and second stages of the process, adopted by the Court at its LXXXV regular session, held from November 16 to 28, 2009, which would unquestionably contribute to advances in the protection of human rights. They emphasized that these amendments were important in enhancing procedural balance among the parties, as well as legal predictability and legal certainty.

· Emphasized the participatory and transparent dialogue with the different actors and users of the system that had preceded these amendments, which was building confidence in the system; and indicated their satisfaction at noting that this confidence was a specific outcome of the spirit of dialogue and joint reflection with the member states.

· Indicated that these amendments to the Rules of Procedure enhanced the objectivity and procedural balance thereof, and that the process should continue through constructive and wide-ranging analysis of the needs of the system, with a view to strengthening it.

· Noted the efficiency, speed, and timeliness now reflected in the work of the Court, despite its substantially heavier workload. This was evident from the reduced case processing time and number of judgments issued, from which victims derived substantial benefit. 

· Noted the change in the role of the IACHR in proceedings before the Court and the right of victims to direct representation, which enhanced balance in inter-American judicial procedure. 

· Applauded the establishment, in resolution AG/RES. 2426 (XXXVIII-O/08), of the “Legal Assistance Fund of the Inter-American Human Rights System,” and the use thereof.  They applauded as well as the Inter-American Defender, which afforded victims full access to the justice system.

· Emphasized the importance of technological advances intended to create a greener and more efficient organization, which accorded greater legitimacy to the inter-American justice system.

· Emphasized the positive results achieved through the use of private hearings to monitor compliance with the judgments handed down by the Court, which had proven to be one of the most effective mechanisms developed to promote compliance with these judgments.

· Reiterated the need to increase, and to formalize in the OAS Regular Fund, the budget of the Court so that its needs – both financial and staffing – could be met.

· Indicated their intent to continue efforts to find long-term solutions to the budgetary situation of the Court so that its budgetary allocation reflected the political priority attached to human rights, since the member states needed a strengthened jurisdictional and advisory body.

· Referred to the need for greater clarity regarding the minimum and maximum duration of provisional measures. They also questioned the territorial application of measures and whether States needed to go beyond their borders.

· Viewed positively the adoption of limited provisional measures ordered ex officio by the Court.

· Emphasized the usefulness and importance of the Court’s advisory function, essential to the effective operation of the system.

· Applauded the Court’s efforts to promote international human rights law, as well as its own standards, norms, principles, and jurisprudence, with justice administrators and other State officials. 

· Emphasized, in particular, the efforts by the Court to participate in organizing courses to provide government employees working in different areas of human rights with training on the operation and procedures of the Court and the inter-American human rights system in general. In that regard, they applauded the training offered to judges, public defenders, and prosecutors, as well as the practice of taking advantage of visits to other countries to develop closer ties with judicial bodies of those states and maintain ongoing contact with them. They pointed to the training programs for official justice operators and public defenders of the Americas, as well as efforts to promote the internships and professional visits program. 

· Applauded the promotional action carried out by the Court through cooperation mechanisms, technical assistance, and training, as well as its efforts to promote and strengthen ties with the high courts of the States Parties to the American Convention, especially supreme courts and constitutional courts.

· Indicated that the cooperation and human rights promotion functions in the States should be directed at raising awareness of human rights, thereby promoting a culture of tolerance, peace, and development in the Hemisphere.

· Mentioned the important contribution by the Court to the growing harmonization of the legal systems of the Hemisphere.

· Emphasized the significant contribution made by the jurisprudence of the Court to enriching international human rights law at the hemispheric level. 

· Emphasized the efforts by the Court to promote international human rights law, as well as its own standards, norms, principles, and jurisprudence, among justice administrators and other State officials.

· Mentioned the importance of the jurisprudence of the Court as a source of legal doctrine within the member states and as a means of enhancing national human rights systems. 

· Reiterated the importance of promoting the universal adoption of the inter-American human rights system as an indication of OAS member state commitment to respect for human rights in the Hemisphere. 

· Reaffirmed the importance of preserving the autonomy of the Court, which has been maintained at all times and in all circumstances, thus ensuring respect for it and for the inter-American system for the promotion and protection of human rights as a whole. 

· Reaffirmed their support and most steadfast commitment to the Court, emphasizing the contribution made by its jurisprudence to enriching international human rights law and as a means of enhancing national human rights systems.

Lastly, the Permanent Council will consider the draft resolution “Observations and Recommendations on the Annual Report of the Inter-American Court of Human Rights” (CP/CAJP-2869/10 rev. 1), to be forwarded to it by the Committee on Juridical and Political Affairs for referral to the General Assembly at its fortieth regular session.

III. PRESENTATION BY THE PRESIDENT OF THE INTER-AMERICAN COURT OF HUMAN RIGHTS 

http://scm.oas.org/pdfs/2010/CP24673S-1.pdf
IV. VERBATIM STATEMENTS BY MEMBER STATES

Dominican Republic: http://scm.oas.org/pdfs/2010/CP24673S-2.pdf 

Colombia: http://scm.oas.org/pdfs/2010/CP24673S-3.pdf 

Argentina: http://scm.oas.org/pdfs/2010/CP24673S-4.pdf 

Costa Rica: http://scm.oas.org/pdfs/2010/CP24673S-5.pdf 

Mexico: http://scm.oas.org/pdfs/2010/CP24673S-6.pdf 

APPENDIX IV


PERMANENT COUNCIL OF THE
OEA/Ser.G


ORGANIZATION OF AMERICAN STATES
CP/CAJP-2877/10



17 May 2010


COMMITTEE ON JURIDICAL AND POLITICAL AFFAIRS
Original: Spanish

OBSERVATIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE MEMBER STATES ON THE ANNUAL REPORT OF THE INTER-AMERICAN COMMISSION ON HUMAN RIGHTS

(IACHR) TO THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY (CP/doc.4477/10 corr.1)

(Report of the Secretariat)

OBSERVATIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE MEMBER STATES ON THE ANNUAL REPORT OF THE INTER-AMERICAN COMMISSION ON HUMAN RIGHTS

(IACHR) TO THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY (CP/DOC. 4477/10 CORR.1)

(Report of the Secretariat)

I. INTRODUCTION


Pursuant to Article 18 of the Rules of Procedure of the Permanent Council, the Committee on Juridical and Political Affairs (CAJP) must consider, inter alia, the annual report of the Inter-American Commission on Human Rights (IACHR) referred to in Article 91.f of the Charter and submit it to the Permanent Council with observations, recommendations, and accompanying draft resolutions for presentation to the General Assembly of the Organization. 


Chaired by Ambassador Jorge Skinner-Klee, Permanent Representative of Guatemala to the OAS, the CAJP met on April 15, 2010 to receive the presentation of the Annual Report of the Inter-American Commission of Human Rights to the General Assembly, document CP/doc.4477/10 corr.1.  Representing the IACHR were its President, Commissioner Felipe González and the Executive Secretary, Santiago A. Canton.

II. OBSERVATIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE MEMBER STATES ON THE ANNUAL REPORT OF THE IACHR

During the meeting, the representatives of the following permanent missions presented observations and recommendations regarding the report: Costa Rica, Panama, Argentina, Colombia, El Salvador, Nicaragua, Guatemala, Peru, Mexico, Chile, Canada, Dominican Republic, Uruguay, Brazil, Venezuela and the United States. Their remarks may be summarized as follows: In general, the delegations: 

· Thanked the Commission for the presentation of the report and for its commitment to the promotion and protection of human rights;

· Underscored the role of the IACHR in the consolidation of democratic institutions and the rule of law;

· Ratified their commitment to the IACHR and to the inter-American system for the protection of human rights and recognized that the autonomy and independence of the IACHR are essential to ensure the proper exercise of its functions, duties, and powers;

· Acknowledged the importance of moving ahead with the universal implementation of the inter-American human rights system, so as to reflect the commitment of the OAS member states; 

· Thanked the IACHR for the visits by its members and for the advice and assistance of the Commission in various national concerns, and pointed to the importance of strengthening protection and promotion through the work of the specialized rapporteurships, hearings, visits, and participation in academic events;

· Invited the IACHR to continue the joint reflection process and to bear in mind the proposals and comments of the member states, as well as the contributions of civil society, and to adopt such measures as it deems pertinent within the framework of its autonomy and independence;

· Recognized the efforts of the IACHR to deal with issues related to the system of petitions and individual cases;

· Pointed out the importance of the amendments to the Rules of Procedure of the IACHR and of the Court, as well as the importance of the participatory processes that led to that reform;

· Observed that the extent to which the system is used varies, and that it is particularly important to promote and disseminate it, which requires that funds be made available and priorities set;

· Pointed out the importance of changes in the role of individuals before the organs of the system; 

· Expressed concern at the dearth of financial resources needed to enable the IACHR to perform its functions and duties and exercise its powers, and their conviction that the IACHR must depend for its operation on the regular budget of the Organization. They recognized how much the IACHR has accomplished with few resources and commended those efforts; and

· some states invited the IACHR to engage in dialogue with the users of the system, in order to gain awareness of the methodology used to develop the information presented in Chapter IV of its annual report.


In addition, the Permanent Council will consider the draft resolution, “Observations and Recommendations of the Member States on the Annual Report of the Inter-American Commission on Human Rights (CP/CAJP-2827/10 rev.7), which will be transmitted by the Committee on Juridical and Political Affairs with a view to submitting it to the General Assembly at its fortieth  regular session. 
III.
INTERVENCIÓN DEL PRESIDENTE DE LA CIDH, COMISIONADO FELIPE GONZÁLEZ

http://scm.oas.org/pdfs/2010/CP24562S.pdf
IV.
VERBATIM INTERVENTIONS BY MEMBER STATES
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TEXTUAL

INTERVENCIONES DE LOS ESTADOS MIEMBROS CON OCASIÓN DE LA PRESENTACIÓN EN LA CAJP DEL INFORME ANUAL DE LA COMISIÓN INTERAMERICANA DE DERECHOS HUMANOS (CIDH) A LA ASAMBLEA GENERAL (CP/DOC. 4477/10 CORR.1) EL 15 DE ABRIL DE 2010

(Colombia)

INTERVENCIÓN DE LA DELEGACIÓN DE COLOMBIA 

FRENTE A LA PRESENTACIÓN DEL INFORME ANUAL DE LA CIDH 2009

Sesión Especial de la CAJP, 15 de abril de 2010

La Delegación de Colombia saluda y da la bienvenida a este foro al Presidente de la Honorable Comisión Interamericana de Derechos Humanos, señor Felipe González,  y a los miembros de la Secretaría Ejecutiva, agradeciendo la preparación y presentación de su Informe Anual, correspondiente a las actividades de la Comisión durante el año 2009.

Como lo hemos manifestado en este y otros escenarios, la posición de Colombia en relación con el Sistema Interamericano de Derechos Humanos se centra en su fortalecimiento integral a través de tres frentes: 

1) Procurar la sostenibilidad financiera del sistema. 

2) La definición de reglas claras y permanentes que garanticen la transparencia, y con ello la legitimidad de las actuaciones de la Comisión Interamericana de Derechos Humanos y de la Corte Interamericana de Derechos Humanos.
3) Nuestro compromiso con el objetivo de lograr la universalización del Sistema Interamericano de Derechos Humanos.
En este sentido, entre los años 2007 - 2009, Colombia promovió la creación y reglamentación de dos fondos de capital de aportes voluntarios para el funcionamiento del Sistema y apoyo a las víctimas; ha realizado por 4 años consecutivos (2006-2010) contribuciones voluntarias para ambos órganos del sistema, por aproximadamente US.$1.178.000 dólares. Además, dentro del Programa – Presupuesto del Fondo Regular de la OEA para el 2010, Colombia promovió la inclusión de una extensión de la autorización presupuestaria para cubrir los pagos por concepto de servicios especiales a los miembros de la CIDH y el pago de emolumentos otorgados a los jueces de la Corte.
Así mismo, la Delegación de Colombia ante la OEA, desde el año 2007, respaldó en la CAJP el “Proceso de Reflexión del Sistema Interamericano de Derechos Humanos” y, además, participó con sus observaciones en los procesos de reforma reglamentaria de la Corte y la Comisión durante el año 2009.
Centrados en el objeto de esta Sesión, la Delegación de Colombia considera fundamental mantener este tipo de diálogo sobre el Informe Anual, en el cual los Estados puedan hacer observaciones y comentarios con respecto al trabajo realizado por la Comisión. 
Frente al Informe que acabamos de recibir, queremos hacer referencia concreta a dos aspectos:

1. Colombia frente a la actividad de la Comisión en el año 2009.

2. Aspectos puntuales referentes a los 3 informes sobre el país que se incluyen en el texto, concretamente: 

· El Informe sobre el Desarrollo de los Derechos Humanos incluido en el Capítulo IV.

·  El Informe de Seguimiento sobre las recomendaciones del Informe sobre “Las mujeres frente a la violencia y discriminación derivadas del conflicto armado en Colombia”, del año 2006, incluido en el Capítulo V.

· Acápite sobre Colombia incluido en el Informe de la Relatoría Especial para la Libertad de Expresión.

I. COLOMBIA FRENTE A LA ACTIVIDAD DE LA CIDH 2009: periodos de sesiones, adopción de medidas cautelares y el Sistema de Peticiones y Casos.

Durante el 134º y 137º Periodo de Sesiones de la CIDH, Colombia participó en 12 audiencias públicas y 11 reuniones de trabajo. 


Esto demuestra, en primer lugar, nuestra política de total apertura y transparencia frente al Sistema, frente al escrutinio internacional en materia de derechos humanos, así como la disposición a recibir las recomendaciones y observaciones que se formulen con un espíritu constructivo. 

En un segundo término, Colombia ha consolidado un equipo multidisciplinario, interinstitucional, para la representación y defensa del Estado colombiano, que bajo la coordinación del Ministerio de Relaciones Exteriores, incluye delegados de las diversas ramas del poder público y de los órganos de control y vigilancia del Estado.
Con respecto a  nuestro país, durante el año 2009 la CIDH decretó 9 medidas cautelares. 

Colombia es el país del Hemisferio que cuenta con mayor número de medidas cautelares otorgadas por la CIDH, lo que representa un reto para la institucionalidad y un esfuerzo económico y logístico en el cumplimiento de la labor de seguimiento e implementación efectiva de la protección especial personal.
Colombia está comprometida con el fortalecimiento del mecanismo de protección de la CIDH, subrayando que los trámites de medidas cautelares no sólo han fomentado el trabajo coordinado y mancomunado entre las instituciones estatales para la protección de la vida e integridad de los beneficiarios, sino que, además, han promovido al interior de estas instituciones una cultura de rendición de cuentas sobre el cumplimiento de sus obligaciones ante los beneficiarios de las medidas, y ante la CIDH que supervisa su cumplimiento efectivo.

No obstante, es importante que la CIDH haga una valoración periódica y sustancial sobre la pertinencia de algunas medidas y sobre el estado de cumplimiento de las mismas, para fortalecer ese proceso de rendición de cuentas por parte de las entidades estatales y, por tanto, mejorar nuestra respuesta frente a los beneficiarios.
Con respecto al Sistema de Peticiones y Casos, se mencionan en el Informe Anual nueve (9) Informes de Admisibilidad y una (1) petición archivada.
El Estado colombiano ha demostrado progresos en materia de atención de los requerimientos elevados por la CIDH en el marco de peticiones y casos, así como voluntad política para lograr avances significativos en dicha materia. No obstante, quisiéramos poner de presente la necesidad de reforzar ciertos aspectos técnicos en los informes de admisibilidad, tales como:

· La sustentación de los informes y la necesaria referencia a los argumentos esgrimidos por el Estado.

· Para el Estado es de suma importancia que la CIDH se pronuncie de manera expresa con respecto a los argumentos de inadmisibilidad e incompetencia. 

· La necesidad de agotar recursos internos distintos a las acciones penales, tales como la acción de tutela o la acción de reparación directa ante el contencioso administrativo, recursos que cumplen con los requisitos y estándares internacionales en materia de reparación. Se debe evitar que se desvirtúe la naturaleza subsidiaria de la CIDH y que los ciudadanos se dirijan directamente a la Comisión sin agotar los recursos internos disponibles.

II. LOS INFORMES DE PAÍS DE LOS CAPÍTULOS IV Y V DEL INFORME ANUAL DE LA CIDH 2009 Y EL INFORME DE LA RELATORÍA ESPECIAL PARA LA LIBERTAD DE EXPRESIÓN.

1. Con respecto al Informe País incluido en el Capítulo IV.

La Delegación de Colombia desea realizar una serie de comentarios al mismo.

Primero, Colombia resalta el reconocimiento que hace la Honorable Comisión a los esfuerzos y acciones del Estado colombiano y a sus instituciones, encaminadas a garantizar, promover y proteger los derechos humanos, en especial aquellas que han dado como resultado la desmovilización de personas pertenecientes a grupos armados ilegales y la protección de los ciudadanos.

De igual forma, se reciben con beneplácito las manifestaciones positivas de la CIDH sobre el desarrollo de:

· La continuidad del Programa de Protección de Defensores de DDHH, Sindicalistas, Periodistas y Líderes Sociales, el cual “en el periodo entre enero y junio de 2009 se extendió a 8.796 personas”
.
· La evidente reducción de los presuntos casos de ejecuciones extrajudiciales en el primer semestre de 2009.

· El tratamiento y respuesta de alto nivel que se le ha dado a las investigaciones y correctivos adelantados sobre las actividades ilegales realizadas por el Departamento Administrativo de Seguridad (DAS)
.

· Los avances evidenciados en algunas de las investigaciones judiciales por asesinatos de periodistas
.

Así mismo, el Estado encuentra positiva la alusión de la Comisión relativa a la incidencia negativa del negocio del narcotráfico en la situación de violencia en Colombia, además de los esfuerzos que el Estado ha adelantado para hacer frente a dicho fenómeno.

En Colombia no hay justificación para la violencia con supuestos fines políticos ni hay respaldo a la violencia ejercida bajo ningún pretexto. 

Colombia es un Estado democrático, una de las más antiguas democracias de América Latina y la solidez e independencia de sus instituciones es reconocida a nivel internacional. 

Colombia cuenta, así mismo, con una estructura jurídica avanzada, derivada de su Constitución Política, en cuyo marco están planteadas las garantías para el ejercicio pleno de los derechos. 

El Estado colombiano cuenta con mecanismos de participación amplia y plural a través de los cuales todas las tendencias políticas pueden ejercer libremente sus derechos civiles y políticos. 

En ese sentido, nuestra práctica democrática nos da la autoridad política para decir que los grupos armados ilegales financiados por el negocio de las drogas ilícitas, no son insurgentes contra alguna forma de opresión, sino terroristas contra la libertad. 

El Gobierno de Colombia mantiene una política de cero tolerancia frente a todas las formas de criminalidad; una política de protección a la población a través de la Seguridad Democrática en el marco del Estado de Derecho y del imperio de la Ley, a través del ejercicio de las funciones de sus instituciones democráticas. 

De manera paralela, el Gobierno de Colombia ha evidenciado con hechos comprobables su disposición al diálogo con los grupos armados ilegales en busca de escenarios de reconciliación, pero exige que ese diálogo se desarrolle con un cese de acciones armadas por parte de estos grupos y con voluntad real de alcanzar acuerdos. 

Así las cosas, Colombia valora positivamente que la comunidad internacional exija de los grupos armados que persisten en su actividad ilegal, una manifestación seria en busca de la reconciliación.

2. Con respecto al Informe de Seguimiento sobre las recomendaciones del Informe sobre “Las mujeres frente a la violencia y discriminación derivadas del conflicto armado en Colombia”, del año 2006, incluido en el Capítulo V.

Tal como se manifestó en la respuesta del Estado del mes de septiembre de 2009 sobre el seguimiento a las recomendaciones
, la publicación de este informe representa para el Gobierno de Colombia una oportunidad para informar a la Comunidad Internacional de manera detallada los esfuerzos adelantados con el fin de asegurar el respeto y garantía de los derechos humanos de las colombianas y colombianos, y de manera particular los esfuerzos que se han venido haciendo en materia de protección de las mujeres y niñas frente a los efectos de la situación de violencia exacerbada perpetrada por los grupos armados al margen de la ley.

El Gobierno de Colombia considera que sólo una visión integral y constructiva de la situación colombiana, que diagnostique adecuadamente las dificultades sin sobredimensionar sus características, permitirá que se siga avanzando en el mejoramiento de la situación de las mujeres y la vigencia de sus derechos. 

Por ello, se registra con satisfacción que la Comisión Interamericana de Derechos Humanos concluya en su informe que desde octubre de 2006, el Estado ha tenido avances significativos en la adopción de leyes y políticas públicas favorables para mejorar la respuesta estatal y los servicios públicos de atención a las mujeres afectadas por la violencia y la discriminación, y que destaque la emisión de resoluciones judiciales trascendentales en el período 2006-2009 para proteger los derechos humanos de las mujeres, especialmente de las mujeres desplazadas...
 

Igualmente, el Gobierno de Colombia valora que la CIDH destaque que “las medidas legislativas, judiciales y de políticas públicas adoptadas desde octubre de 2006 a la fecha… demuestran el compromiso, tanto de integrantes del sector estatal como no estatal, para considerar las necesidades de las mujeres en el diseño de una política estatal integral para prevenir, sancionar y erradicar actos de violencia y discriminación contra las mujeres…”.
.

Sin embargo, a pesar del reconocimiento de avances que se hace a lo largo del texto, llama la atención que el documento mantiene exactamente la misma lista de recomendaciones generales y específicas que fueron realizadas en el Informe del año 2006. Es evidente que hay muchos aspectos en los cuales se debe avanzar y el Estado debe asumir retos importantes, no obstante, no todas las recomendaciones del Informe de 2006 merecen ser reiteradas textualmente, pues en muchas de ellas se han implementado acciones considerablemente significativas que deben ser reflejadas.

3. Con respecto al Acápite sobre Colombia incluido en el Informe de la Relatora Especial para la Libertad de Expresión, vale la pena unas reflexiones:

La política de seguridad democrática no sólo ha tenido un efecto importante en la recuperación de la seguridad de los ciudadanos, sino en el fortalecimiento de la libertad de información, expresión y prensa. La recuperación del monopolio de la fuerza por parte del Estado y el debilitamiento de los grupos armados organizados al margen de la ley, ha significado para la mayoría de los periodistas un nuevo ambiente que facilita el libre ejercicio de su profesión y la expresión de su opinión. 

Se destaca que los periodistas constituyen una de las poblaciones objeto de protección por parte del Programa de Protección del Ministerio del Interior y de Justicia que coordina la Dirección de Derechos Humanos de esa entidad, único en el mundo, creado en 1997 como resultado de un esfuerzo conjunto entre el Gobierno y la sociedad civil para proteger a ciertos grupos de población especialmente vulnerables por el accionar de organizaciones armadas al margen de la ley, en sus derechos a la vida, integridad, libertad y seguridad personal.

Periodistas beneficiarios del Programa de Protección

AÑO 2000: 14

 AÑO 2008: 154

En el 2008 no se presentaron asesinatos a periodistas por razones de su oficio, lo que constituye un hecho para desatacar, el Gobierno ha repudiado públicamente el homicidio de dos periodistas en el año 2009 y rechaza cualquier tipo de acción u amenaza que atente con el legítimo ejercicio de su labor profesional, la cual como hemos dicho está garantizada.

Para concluir, reiteramos nuestra voluntad y disposición de continuar trabajando a favor del fortalecimiento de la labor que adelantan los órganos del Sistema Interamericano de Derechos Humanos, considerando prioritario mantener una relación permanente de cooperación tanto con la Corte como con la Comisión, a través del apoyo a sus iniciativas y la atención especial a sus recomendaciones y decisiones.

Muchas gracias.
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(Perú)

INTERVENCIÓN DE LA DELEGACIÓN DEL PERÚ EN LA CAJP, CON OCASIÓN DE LA PRESENTACIÓN DEL INFORME ANUAL 2009 DE LA CIDH

15 DE ABRIL DE 2010

MI DELEGACIÓN DESEA SALUDAR LA PRESENCIA DEL COMISIONADO FELIPE GONZALEZ,  Y AGRADECERLE LA COMPLETA PRESENTACIÓN DEL INFORME ANUAL 2009 DE LA COMISIÓN INTERAMERICANA DE DERECHOS HUMANOS. IGUALMENTE, DESEAMOS SALUDAR LA PRESENCIA DE LA COMISIONADA DINAH SHELTON, DEL SECRETARIO EJECUTIVO, DR. SANTIAGO CANTON, AXIAL COMO DEL PERSONAL DE LA SECRETARIA EJECUTIVA QUE NOS ACOMPAÑA ESTA TARDE. 

LA DELEGACIÓN DEL PERÚ  DESEA FELICITAR A LA CIDH POR SU INTENSA Y MERITORIA LABOR, COMO SE DESPRENDE DEL CONTENIDO DE DICHO INFORME, LA QUE CONTRIBUYE AL MEJORAMIENTO  DEL SISTEMA INTERAMERICANO DE DERECHOS HUMANOS, OBJETIVO QUE TANTO LOS ESTADOS COMO LOS ÓRGANOS DE PROTECCIÓN Y LA SOCIEDAD CIVIL COMPARTIMOS. 

EL 2009 FUE UN AÑO PARTICULAR DADO QUE SE CONMEMORO EL CINCUENTENARIO DE LA CIDH. PERÚ, JUNTO A OTRAS DELEGACIONES, PARTICIPO EN LA REUNIÓN CONMEMORATIVA DE LA CIDH EN SANTIAGO, OCASIÓN EN LA QUE SE DESTACARON LOS LOGROS EN LA PROTECCIÓN DE LOS DERECHOS HUMANOS EN LA REGIÓN, Y SE RENOVÓ NUESTRO  COMPROMISO POR LA DEFENSA Y PROMOCIÓN DE ESTOS DERECHOS.

EN EL PLANO GENERAL DEL SISTEMA DE PETICIONES Y CASOS, HAY DOS TENDENCIAS REGISTRADAS EN EL INFORME QUE DEBEMOS DESTACAR. PRIMERO, EL INCREMENTO EN EL NÚMERO DE DENUNCIAS RECIBIDAS ANUALMENTE. SOLO EN EL 2009, LA CIDH RECIBIÓ 1431 NUEVAS DENUNCIAS, Y EL NUMERO SIGUE EN AUMENTO. ESTO DEBER SERVIR DE ALERTA PARA QUE LA ORGANIZACIÓN Y LOS ESTADOS MIEMBROS TOMEMOS CONCIENCIA DE LAS MEDIDAS QUE LAS CIRCUNSTANCIAS EXIGEN PARA UN MEJOR FUNCIONAMIENTO DEL SISTEMA. SEGUNDO, EN EL 2009, LA CIDH EVALUÓ 2064 DENUNCIAS, ES DECIR MÁS QUE LAS RECIBIDAS, LO CUAL ES UNA INDICACIÓN QUE LA CIDH CONTINÚA TRATANDO DE REDUCIR LA ALTA CARGA DE DENUNCIAS PENDIENTES DE EVALUACIÓN QUE VIENEN ARRASTRANDO DE AÑOS PASADOS. MI DELEGACIÓN VALORA Y ALIENTA ESTE ESFUERZO DE LA CIDH POR AMINORAR EL REZAGO PROCESAL EXISTENTE.

EN LO RELATIVO AL LA LIBERTAD DE EXPRESIÓN, DESTACAMOS Y FELICITAMOS LA INCLUSIÓN EN EL INFORME 2009 DE DESARROLLOS TEÓRICOS RELEVANTES COMO, POR EJEMPLO, EL MARCO JURÍDICO INTERAMERICANO DE ACCESO A LA INFORMACIÓN PUBLICA, INCLUYENDO JURISPRUDENCIA, AXIAL COMO LA INCORPORACIÓN DE ESTÁNDARES INTERAMERICANOS EN MATERIA DE LIBERTAD DE EXPRESIÓN POR PARTE DE LOS TRIBUNALES Y PARLAMENTOS NACIONALES. 

EN EL PLANO PARTICULAR DE MI PAÍS, POR UN LADO, EL INFORME REGISTRA QUE POR PRIMERA VEZ EN LOS ÚLTIMOS AÑOS, EL PERÚ DEJO DE SER EL PAÍS QUE RECIBE MÁS DENUNCIAS EN SU CONTRA. DE OTRO LADO, EL PERÚ SIGUE SIENDO EL MAYOR USUARIO DEL SISTEMA DE PETICIONES Y CASOS EN LA CIDH. EN EFECTO, AL 31 DE DICIEMBRE DE 2009, LA COMISIÓN INTERAMERICANA DE DERECHOS HUMANOS (CIDH) TENÍA UN TOTAL DE 1450 CASOS Y PETICIONES EN GIRO. DE ELLOS, 296 ESTÁN REFERIDOS AL PERÚ, ES DECIR MÁS DEL 20% DEL TOTAL DE CASOS Y PETICIONES EN GIRO.

EL PERÚ ES UN PAÍS QUE VIVE EN DEMOCRACIA, QUE TRABAJA POR AMPLIAR LA VIGENCIA EFECTIVA DE LOS DERECHOS HUMANOS, INCLUYENDO LOS ECONÓMICOS, SOCIALES Y CULTURALES, CON RESULTADOS ALENTADORES COMO LO DEMUESTRAN LOS INDICADORES DE LOS ÚLTIMOS AÑOS. POR ELLO, DEBEMOS PRECISAR QUE ESE NÚMERO OBEDECE A LA GRAN DIFUSIÓN DEL SISTEMA EN MI PAÍS, LO CUAL HA CONTRIBUIDO A SU POPULARIDAD Y PRESTIGIO TANTO A NIVEL DE LA COMUNIDAD JURÍDICA NACIONAL, COMO DE LA SOCIEDAD CIVIL. PRECISAMENTE, EN ESTOS DÍAS, LA CORTE IDH ESTA CELEBRANDO SU XLI PERIODO ORDINARIO DE SESIONES EN LIMA. 

SEÑOR PRESIDENTE, EL ESTADO PERUANO SIGUE MUY CONSCIENTE DE SUS RESPONSABILIDADES ANTE EL SISTEMA. EN ESTE SENTIDO, EL PERÚ ESTÁ COMPROMETIDO CON UN ENFOQUE INTEGRAL PARA EL PERFECCIONAMIENTO Y FORTALECIMIENTO DEL SISTEMA INTERAMERICANO DE DERECHOS HUMANOS, QUE IMPLICA DEBATIR Y AVANZAR EN TRES ÁREAS:  I)  LA FINANCIERA, PARA ATENDER LA NECESIDAD DE DOTAR DE RECURSOS SUFICIENTES AL SISTEMA DE PROTECCIÓN DE LOS DERECHOS HUMANOS;  II) LA UNIVERSALIDAD, VIA LA RATIFICACIÓN DE LOS INSTRUMENTOS INTERAMERICANOS DE DERECHOS HUMANOS Y LA ACEPTACIÓN DE LA JURISDICCIÓN DE LA CORTE, PARA ASEGURAR LA INTEGRIDAD Y EFICACIA DE LA PROTECCIÓN DEL SISTEMA;  Y, III)  LA MEJORA DE LOS PROCEDIMIENTOS PARA UN  DEBIDO PROCESO Y EQUILIBRIO PROCESAL. 

SOBRE ESTE ULTIMO PUNTO,  EL  PERÚ VALORA EL AMPLIO PROCESO DE DIÁLOGO ENTRE LOS ESTADOS, ÓRGANOS Y LA SOCIEDAD CIVIL QUE YA HA PRODUCIDO RESULTADOS CONCRETOS, COMO LA APROBACIÓN DE LAS MODIFICACIONES REGLAMENTARIAS TANTO EN LA CIDH, COMO EN LA CORTE IDH EL AÑO PASADO. 

FINALMENTE, DESEAMOS AGRADECER A LOS COMISIONADOS SIR CLARE K. ROBERTS, FLORENTÍN MELÉNDEZ, PAOLO CAROZZA Y VÍCTOR ABRAMOVICH, POR SU DESTACADA LABOR DURANTE SUS RESPECTIVOS PERIODOS EN LA CIDH. TAMBIÉN DESEAMOS FELICITAR A   LOS COMISIONADOS RODRIGO ESCOBAR GIL, MARÍA SILVIA GUILLÉN, JOSÉ DE JESÚS OROZCO  Y DINAH SHELTON, QUIENES INICIARON SUS FUNCIONES ESTE AÑO.  
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(México)

INTERVENCIÓN DE LA DELEGACIÓN DE MÉXICO

Gracias Sr. Presidente,

Mi delegación saluda al Presidente de la Comisión Interamericana de Derechos Humanos, Dr. Felipe González, al Secretario Ejecutivo, Dr. Santiago Cantón, a la Secretaria Ejecutiva Adjunta, Elizabeth Abi-Mershed y demás funcionarios de la Comisión que hoy nos acompañan en la presentación del Informe Anual de dicho órgano. 

Sr. Presidente,

En relación con la información presentada respecto del informe, en primer lugar el gobierno de México quiere manifestar que valora el recién concluido proceso de reformas al reglamento de la Comisión. Reconoce el proceso transparente con consultas a todos los actores a fin de reconocer las modificaciones tendientes al fortalecimiento de sus trabajos, entre ellas, algunas de las identificadas en la reunión de México en junio de 2008. 


La delegación de México considera que las reformas recientemente acordadas abonarán para hacer más eficiente y expedita la justicia, sin menoscabar la seguridad jurídica que debe asegurarse a todas las partes. 


No obstante, en la práctica la CIDH debe evitar caer en interpretaciones que vulneren la equidad o el pleno cumplimiento de lo dispuesto por la Convención Americana. 


En cuanto al contenido mismo de las reformas, hay tres aciertos principales que se quisieran destacar:

· La mayor certidumbre sobre los criterios para el otorgamiento de las medidas cautelares. 

· La facultad de la Comisión Interamericana para determinar el archivo o baja de peticiones, lo cual tendrá un impacto positivo para descongestionar los asuntos que se encuentran sin movimiento ante ese órgano internacional desde hace varios años.

· La ampliación del plazo para analizar el cumplimiento de recomendaciones antes de decidir presentar un caso ante la Corte, lo cual se espera sirva para destacar la valía que tienen en ciertas circunstancias el seguimiento de los informes de fondo y no considerarlo una alternativa exclusiva para los Estados que no han aceptado la competencia contenciosa de la Corte Interamericana. 


Por otra parte, el gobierno de México destaca los enormes esfuerzos realizados por la Comisión para examinar las peticiones pendientes de evaluación. El diferencial positivo en cuanto a peticiones evaluadas respecto a peticiones recibidas esperamos elimine la transmisión de peticiones a los Estados con excesivo retraso, como ha venido sucediendo últimamente. 


El gobierno de México también quiere manifestar su desacuerdo y preocupación por la decisión de la Comisión de proceder con la publicación del informe definitivo No. 117/09. A pesar de la posición reiterada del Estado mexicano para disuadir a la Comisión de continuar el trámite después de que hubo un procedimiento contencioso ante la Corte Interamericana de Derechos Humanos, la decisión nos pareció inapropiada, teniendo en cuenta la interpretación de los artículos 50 y 51 de la Convención, así como la incoherencia que una de las partes en un juicio intente posteriormente ser juez. En el peor de los casos, debió haber merecido un debate abierto. 


Por otra parte, se considera que el informe de la Relatora Especial de Libertad de Expresión refleja de manera objetiva la situación de la protección de dicho derecho en el Hemisferio. Sobresale el análisis de incorporación nacional de los estándares interamericanos en materia de libertad de expresión durante el año 2009. También se considera de suma importancia y utilidad la compilación del marco jurídico interamericano del derecho a la libertad de expresión, los cuales servirán de parámetro para los Estados y la sociedad civil. 


Señor Presidente,


La delegación de México reitera la necesidad de encontrar alternativas para incrementar de manera importante los recursos de la Comisión. Sin olvidar el esfuerzo realizado el año anterior para incrementar los recursos de ambos órganos del Sistema, el gobierno de México seguirá insistiendo de que manera gradual se consolide una distribución más equitativa del presupuesto a fin de que, a pesar de la etapa presupuestal restrictiva ante la que nos encontramos, se prevean el incremento al financiamiento de los órganos del sistema con el fondo regular de la Organización. 


Señor Presidente,


Mi delegación manifiesta su más alto compromiso con el Sistema Interamericano de Protección de los Derechos Humanos y expresar su mayor reconocimiento a los trabajos de la Comisión Interamericana, así como la plena disposición a apoyarla para que cumpla con su mandato de promover la observancia y la defensa de los derechos humanos de manera más eficiente y eficaz.


México ha establecido un estrecho vínculo con el Sistema Interamericano de derechos humanos que va desde la aplicación estricta de medidas cautelares, los esfuerzos para implementar las recomendaciones de la Comisión Interamericana de Derechos Humanos, el apoyo para la realización de visitas in loco, así como la permanencia y regularidad de sus contribuciones financieras.


Mi delegación únicamente quisiera concluir reconociendo el alto nivel de preparación y el compromiso ineludible de los Comisionados y el personal de la Secretaría Ejecutiva a favor del la protección y promoción de los derechos humanos en las Américas, y reconoce que su trabajo ha sido, es y será fundamental para la consolidación del respeto a los derechos humanos y la democracia en nuestro Hemisferio.


Muchas gracias.
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SEVENTH INTER-AMERICAN SPECIALIZED CONFERENCE 
ON PRIVATE INTERNATIONAL LAW


INFORMAL WORKING GROUP TO DRAFT FINAL DOCUMENT(S) 
ON CONSUMER PROTECTION

[AG/RES. 2527 (XXXIX-O/09)]

REPORT OF THE COORDINATOR OF THE INFORMAL WORKING GROUP
/

May 11, 2010

I.
Background:

In resolution AG/RES. 1923 (XXXIII-O/03), the General Assembly convened the Seventh Inter-American Specialized Conference on Private International Law (CIDIP-VII), and in its resolution AG/RES. 2217 (XXXVI-O/06), it selected consumer protection as one of the agenda items for CIDIP-VII.

Accordingly, Brazil submitted a draft Convention on Legislation Applicable to Some Consumer Contracts, Canada presented a draft Model Law on Consumer Jurisdiction and Applicable Legislation, and the United States presented Legislative Guidelines for an Inter-American Law on Availability of Mechanisms for Consumer Dispute Resolution and Redress for Consumers, and three model laws–the first on Small Claims, the second on Electronic Arbitration of Cross-Border Consumer Claims, and the third on Government Redress, Including Across Borders.

Last year, by resolution AG/RES. 2527 (XXXIX-O/09), the General Assembly instructed the Permanent Council to set up a working group made up of government officials and representatives of interested member states with a view to drafting the final document (or documents) on consumer protection, on the basis of the proposals of the states referred to in the previous paragraph.

Moreover, the Government of Brazil offered to host CIDIP-VII, convened to consider the final draft document(s) on consumer protection.

II.
Establishment of the Working Group

In accordance with resolution AG/RES. 2527 (XXXIX-O/09), the General Assembly instructed the Permanent Council to set up a working group made up of government officials and representatives of interested member states with a view to drafting the final document (or documents) on consumer protection.

Through the regular meeting of the Committee on Juridical and Political Affairs on September 3, 2009, the Permanent Council established the working group to act in the capacity of an informal working group, and elected Alonso Martínez Ruiz, First Vice-Chair of the CAJP, to serve as coordinator of this informal group. 

To this end, the following states sent experts to participate in the informal working group: Argentina, Brazil, Canada, Costa Rica, Ecuador, El Salvador, Mexico, Panama, Paraguay, United States, and Peru.  The complete list of experts and representatives can be found in document CP/CAJP/INF-117/10 rev. 1.

III.
Work of the Informal Group
Based on the General Assembly mandates, the informal group held five teleconferences and one face-to-face meeting, and it presented two verbal reports to the Committee on Juridical and Political Affairs and the Permanent Council.

A.
Proposals Reviewed

In the course of the teleconferences, the proposing delegations were asked to present their proposals.  The following presentations were made as part of the activities of the Informal Working Group: 

Revised Brazilian Proposal:  The Brazilian government presented the so-called “BUENOS AIRES PROPOSAL,” a joint proposal of the Brazilian, Argentine, and Paraguayan governments, which represents a simplified version of the draft Inter-American Convention on the Law Applicable to International Consumer Contracts and Transactions, contained in document CP/CAJP-2652/08 add. 4 corr. 1.

Canadian Proposal:  The Canadian government presented the Draft Model Law on Jurisdiction and Applicable Law on Consumer Contracts, contained in document CAJP-2652/08 add. 2, which was revised in May 2008 and distributed to member states in August of that year.
Revised United States Proposal:  Likewise, the U.S. government presented a revised version of its proposal, which consists in Legislative Guidelines for an Inter-American Law on the Availability of Mechanisms for Consumer Dispute Resolution and Redress for Consumers, along with four model laws.  The first is for the Electronic Resolution of Cross-Border E-Commerce Consumer Disputes, the second is on the Alternative Settlement of Disputes for Consumer Payment Card Claims, the third is on Small Claims, and the fourth is on Government Redress, Including Across Borders, contained in document CP/CAJP-2652/08 add. 1 rev. 1.

B.
Teleconferences

In accordance with the mandate of resolution AG/RES. 2527, the informal group held the following teleconferences:

· The first teleconference took place on October 2, 2009, and focused on issues of methodology; Brazil also made an initial presentation of the joint Brazilian-Argentine-Paraguayan proposal, contained in document CP/CAJP-2652/08 add. 4 corr. 1.

· The second teleconference was held on December 17, 2009, for the purpose of concluding the presentation of the joint proposal of the Brazilian, Argentine, and Paraguayan governments, and giving delegations an opportunity to make verbal comments on it.

· At the third teleconference, which took place on January 21, 2010, Canada presented its proposal on a draft Model Law on Jurisdiction and Applicable Law on Consumer Contracts, contained in document CP/CAJP-2652/08 add. 2, and delegations had an opportunity to make comments on it.

· At the fourth teleconference on February 25, 2010, the United States presented its revised proposal of Legislative Guidelines and four model laws, contained in document CP/CAJP-2652/08 add. 1 rev.1, and delegations had an opportunity to voice their comments on it. 

· The fifth teleconference was held on April 23, 2010, for the purpose of establishing the methodology and guidelines for the face-to-face meeting of the informal working group, which took place on May 6, 2010.

C. Written comments of delegations

In order to know the position of the various delegations participating in the working group and to move the negotiation process forward, the group coordinator requested the states to submit comments in writing on the different proposals.

The Brazilian delegation submitted a note in which it referred to its country’s position regarding the current status of the joint proposal, and gave its view on the complementary nature of the three proposals.

The Canadian delegation submitted comments in writing on the United States proposal, contained in document CP/CAJP-2852/10 corr. 2, and on the joint proposal of Argentina, Brazil, and Paraguay, in document CP/CAJP-2823/10.

Similarly, the United States delegation submitted document CP/CAJP-2837/10, containing comments on both the joint Argentine-Brazilian-Paraguayan proposal and on Canada’s proposal.

D.
Face-to-face meeting 

The informal working group established pursuant to resolution AG/RES. 2527 gathered for a meeting in Washington, D.C. on May 6, 2010.  The agreed agenda for that meeting, contained in document CP/CAJP-2859/10 (annex 2), comprised two items: 

1. Comments by the Working Group on the proposals presented on the topic of “Consumer Protection” for the Seventh Inter-American Specialized Conference on Private International Law (CIDIP-VII);
2. Consideration of methodological options for completing the final document(s) on the topic “Consumer Protection” for the Seventh Inter-American Specialized Conference on Private International Law (CIDIP-VII).
With regard to the first item on the agenda, the states summarized their proposals.  The government of Brazil indicated that it considered that its proposal, after 7 years of discussion, was sufficiently mature to be adopted.  This position was supported by the delegations of Argentina, Paraguay, and Uruguay.  The delegations of the United States and Canada reiterated the need to work on the basis of the comments received and any others that may be presented, in order to advance the negotiation of the proposals with a view to adopting them.

The United States delegation mentioned that it had presented comments in writing on both proposals, but that it had received comments on its proposal from only one delegation.  Finally, it solicited further comments from delegations on its proposal, so that it would have more information on the positions held on its documents.

With regard to the second item on the agenda, the coordinator of the informal group presented an informal note for consideration of methodological options for completing the final document(s) on the issue of consumer protection for CIDIP-VII as contained in document CP/CAJP-2859/10 add. 1 (annex 3).  The informal note identified alternatives for consideration of the existing proposals and institutional alternatives for negotiating them.

From the ensuing discussion, the following positions could be identified:

a) Alternatives for consideration of the current proposals

· The vast majority of the participating delegations indicated that they could work on the basis of the jurisdiction and applicable law proposals and on the issue of availability of consumer dispute resolution and redress mechanisms (electronic resolution of cross-border e-commerce consumer disputes, alternative dispute resolution for consumer payment card claims, small claims, and government redress, including across borders).

· Several delegations indicated that they agreed on separating consideration of the issues, but stated that a discussion must first be held to identify the general framework to guide the negotiations. 

· One delegation recalled that there had been agreement on discussing all of the existing proposals together, and stated its preference to continue working in that way.

b) Institutional alternatives for negotiation of the proposals

· The vast majority of the participating delegations expressed their preference for setting a definitive date for CIDIP-VII, so as to have a definite schedule or timetable for decision-making.  One delegation believed it was premature to set a date, and preferred just to renew the mandate to continue substantive discussion of the proposals.

· One delegation proposed specific dates for the Diplomatic Conference of CIDIP-VII, i.e., November 24-27, 2010, in Brasilia, Brazil.  These dates were supported by various delegations.  One delegation indicated that the date was too close. 

· All of the delegations agreed that prior to holding CIDIP-VII, a formal working group with full secretarial services should be set up to pursue substantive discussions on the proposals.  The working group should be given enough time to complete its work and to hold regular, face-to-face meetings.

· The vast majority of the delegations considered it possible to separate the discussions into two distinct tracks:  one on orthodox subjects of private international law (i.e., jurisdiction and applicable law); and, the other on more contemporary issues (monetary redress and electronic dispute resolution).  This could be done by establishing parallel working groups, or with one working group to discuss alternately the two sets of issues.  Several delegations pointed to the need for this process to be preceded by a meeting to discuss the general framework to guide the negotiations.

· Several delegations liked the idea of convening, if necessary, different Conferences–one to discuss the subject of jurisdiction and applicable law, and another on availability of consumer dispute resolution and redress mechanisms.  One delegation voiced its preference for maintaining an integral approach and convening only one Conference. 

IV.
Conclusions

1. Despite the technical difficulties involved in complying with the schedule stipulated in the General Assembly resolution, the working group has made important progress in its consideration of the issue of consumer protection, with a view to having a final document, or documents, adopted on the subject by the Seventh Inter-American Specialized Conference on Private International Law (CIDIP-VII). 

2. Delegations to the Working Group reiterated the importance they attach to consumer protection and their intention to advance their work as expeditiously as possible, so that CIDIP-VII may adopt documents on the subject. 

3. The Working Group served as a framework for presentation of up-to-date proposals on an Inter-American Convention on the Law Applicable to International Consumer Contracts and Transactions, the proposed Model Law on Jurisdiction and Applicable Law on consumer Contracts, and Legislative Guidelines for an Inter-American Law on Availability of Consumer Dispute Resolution and Redress Mechanisms, with its accompanying four model laws:  the first on the Electronic Resolution of Cross-Border E-Commerce Consumer Disputes, the second on the Alternative Settlement of Disputes for Consumer Payment Card Claims, the third on Small Claims, and the fourth on Government Redress, Including Across Borders.
4. It also received comments on the content of the proposals, which will be useful in the discussions leading to their eventual adoption by a CIDIP-VII. 
5. Finally, the group discussed methodological options for completing the final document(s) on the subject of consumer protection for the Seventh Inter-American Specialized Conference on Private International Law (CIDIP-VII).  Delegations indicated that they place high priority on promptly convening CIDIP-VII on the subject of consumer protection, and that a formal group of experts needs to be set up, with full secretarial services, prior to that event.  There was a growing convergence regarding the possibility of discussing the orthodox issues of private international law (jurisdiction and applicable law) separately from the more contemporary substantive issues (monetary redress and electronic dispute resolution).
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AGENDA 

MEETING OF THE WORKING GROUP TO DRAFT FINAL DOCUMENT(S) ON

CONSUMER PROTECTION

SEVENTH INTER-AMERICAN SPECIALIZED CONFERENCE ON PRIVATE INTERNATIONAL LAW (CIDIP-VII)

[AG/RES. 2527 (XXXIX-O/09)]

Date: May 6, 2010

Room: Gabriela Mistral 

Location: 1889 F. St. Washington, D.C. 


General Assembly resolution AG/RES. 2527 (XXXIX-O/09), “Seventh Inter-American Specialized Conference on Private International Law (CIDIP-VII),” requires the establishment of a Working Group made up of government officials and representatives of interested member States with a view to completing the draft final document (or documents) on consumer protection and requires the General Secretariat to assist in organizing a meeting of the Working Group for such purposes. 
2:00 p.m. -3:30 p.m.

1. Comments by the Working Group on the proposals presented on the topic “Consumer Protection” of the Seventh Inter-Americana Specialized Conference on Private International Law (CIDIP-VII): 
a) Joint Proposal of the Delegations of Brazil, Argentina and Paraguay: Simplified Version of the Final Brazilian Proposal, “Buenos Aires Proposal”
b) Proposal of the Delegation of Canada: Model Law on Jurisdiction and Applicable Law for Consumer Contracts
c) Proposal of the Delegation of the United States: Legislative Guidelines for an Inter-American Law on Availability of Consumer Dispute Resolution and Redress for Consumers; Model Law for Electronic Resolution of Cross-Border E-Commerce Consumer Disputes; Model Law on Alternate Dispute Resolution for Consumer Payment Card Claims; Model Law on Small Claims; and Model Law on Government Redress for Consumers Including Cross Borders

3:30 p.m. -5:00 p.m.

2. Consideration of methodological options for completing the final document(s) on the topic “Consumer Protection” of the Seventh Inter-Americana Specialized Conference on Private International Law (CIDIP-VII)
5:00 p.m. -5:30 p.m.
3. Closing remarks
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INFORMAL NOTE PREPARED BY THE COORDINATOR ON ITEM 2 OF THE AGENDA:

CONSIDERATION OF METHODOLOGICAL OPTIONS FOR COMPLETING THE FINAL DOCUMENT(S) ON THE TOPIC “CONSUMER PROTECTION” OF THE SEVENTH INTER-AMERICANA SPECIALIZED CONFERENCE ON PRIVATE INTERNATIONAL LAW 

(CIDIP-VII)
a) Alternatives on how to approach the existing proposals: 
i. Joint negotiation

ii. In the framework of CIDIP VII, establishment of parallel negotiations:

· Jurisdiction and applicable law on consumer contracts/transactions

· Availability of Consumer Dispute Resolution and Redress for Consumers; Electronic Resolution of Cross-Border E-Commerce Consumer Disputes; Alternate Dispute Resolution for Consumer Payment Card Claims; Small Claims; and Government Redress for Consumers Including Cross Borders.

· In the framework of CIDIP VII work on jurisdiction and applicable law on consumer contracts/transactions, with the understanding that CIDIP VIII would deal with the topics of Availability of Consumer Dispute Resolution and Redress for Consumers; Electronic Resolution of Cross-Border E-Commerce Consumer Disputes; Alternate Dispute Resolution for Consumer Payment Card Claims; Small Claims; and Government Redress for Consumers Including Cross Borders, on the other.

iii. Other

b) Institutional alternatives for the negotiation of the proposals: 

i. Informal coordination

ii. Informal group of experts

iii. Formal group of experts

iv. Working Group within the CAJP

v. Convene the CIDIP VII on Consumer Protection

vi. Other
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ACTIVITIES OF THE WORKING GROUP 

DURING THE 2009-2010 TERM

(Report of the Chair, presented to the
Committee on Juridical and Political Affairs on May 24, 2010)

I. BACKGROUND

In the Charter of the Organization of American States (OAS), Article 3.l, the American states proclaim the fundamental rights of the individual without distinction as to race, nationality, creed, or sex. Further, Article II of the American Declaration of the Rights and Duties of Man provides that all persons are equal before the law and have the rights and duties established in this Declaration, without distinction as to race, sex, language, creed or any other factor. And Article I of the American Convention on Human Rights (1969) prohibits discrimination for reasons of race, color, sex, language, religion, political or other opinion, national or social origin, economic status, birth, or any other social condition.

Developments

During the nineties, the OAS General Assembly General addressed the matter in resolutions AG/RES. 1271 (XXIV-O/94), “Nondiscrimination and Intolerance,” AG/RES. 1404 (XXVI-O/94), “Annual Report of the Inter-American Commission on Human Rights,” AG/RES. 1478 (XXVII-O/97), “Observations and Recommendations on the Annual Report of the Inter-American Commission on Human Rights,” and AG/RES. 1695 (XXIX-O/99), “World Conference against Racism, Racial Discrimination, Xenophobia, and Related Intolerance.”

Since 2000, the General Assembly had continued to address the matter in its resolutions AG/RES. 1712 (XXX-O/00), “Preparation of a Draft Inter-American Convention against Racism and All Forms of Discrimination and Intolerance,” AG/RES. 1774 (XXXI-O/01), “Preparation of a Draft Inter-American Convention against Racism and All Forms of Discrimination and Intolerance,” AG/RES. 1905 (XXXII-O/02), “Prevention of Racism and All Forms of Discrimination and Intolerance and Consideration of the Preparation of a Draft Inter-American Convention,” AG/RES. 1930 (XXXIII-O/03), “Prevention of Racism and All Forms of Discrimination and Intolerance and Consideration of the Preparation of a Draft Inter-American Convention,” and AG/RES. 2038 (XXXIV-O/04), “Prevention of Racism and All Forms of Discrimination and Intolerance and Consideration of the Preparation of a Draft Inter-American Convention.”

In 2005, the General Assembly, in resolution AG/RES. 2126 (XXXV-O/05), “Prevention of Racism and All Forms of Discrimination and Intolerance and Consideration of the Preparation of a Draft Inter-American Convention,” instructed the Permanent Council to establish a working group that would prepare a Draft Inter-American Convention against Racism and All Forms of Discrimination and Intolerance; to continue to address, as a matter of priority, the subject of preventing, combating, and eradicating racism and all forms of discrimination and intolerance; and to convene a special meeting of the Working Group to examine and discuss the nature of a future Inter-American Convention against Racism and All Forms of Discrimination and Intolerance that aims to increase the level of protection afforded to human beings against acts of this type, with a view to reinforcing the international standards now in effect, and taking into account the forms and sources of racism, discrimination, and intolerance in the Hemisphere and those manifestations not addressed in existing instruments on the subject. 

In response to this mandate, the Committee on Juridical and Political Affairs of the Permanent Council installed the Working Group at its meeting of August 31, 2005.  The Group began its activities on September 23 of that year. It held several meetings during the 2005-2006 term--notably the special meeting mentioned in the General Assembly resolution, which took place on November 28 and 29; the preliminary conclusions of that meeting are published in the rapporteur’s report, document CAJP/GT/RDI-16/05. “Report of the Rapporteur”.

The purpose of this and other meetings of the Working Group was to receive inputs, with a view to preparing a Draft Convention, from the member states, from organs, agencies, and entities of the OAS, from the United Nations and regional organizations, and from representatives of indigenous peoples, business and labor groups, and civil society organizations. 

On April 18, 2006, the Chair of the Working Group submitted the “Preliminary Draft Inter-American Convention against Racism and All Forms of Discrimination and Intolerance,” CAJP-2357/06; this was based on inputs received during Working Group meetings from member states, civil society representatives, United Nations experts, organs, agencies, and entities of the OAS, and other regional and international agencies, as a basis for negotiations on a future Convention.

The OAS General Assembly, gathered in Santo Domingo, in the Dominican Republic, in June 2006, resolved in resolution AG/RES. 2168 (XXXVI-O/06), “Combating Racism and All Forms of Discrimination and Intolerance and Consideration of the Draft Inter-American Convention against Racism and All Forms of Discrimination and Intolerance,” instructed the Working Group to begin negotiations on the Draft Inter-American Convention against Racism and All Forms of Discrimination and Intolerance, taking into account the aforementioned Preliminary Draft; to continue promoting meetings to receive contributions from member states, organs, agencies, and entities of the OAS, the United Nations, and regional organizations; and, bearing in mind the Guidelines for the Participation of Civil Society Organizations in OAS Activities, contained in Permanent Council resolution CP/RES. 759 (1217/99), dated December 15, 1999, that it also continue to receive contributions from representatives of indigenous peoples, entrepreneurs, labor groups, and civil society organizations.

Since that time, the General Assembly has continued to ratify this mandate through resolutions AG/RES. 2276 (XXXVII-O/07), AG/RES. 2367 (XXXVIII-O/08), and AG/RES. 2501 (XXXIX-O/09), entitled “Draft Inter-American Convention against Racism and All Forms of Discrimination and Intolerance,” instructing the Working Group to continue negotiations on the Draft Convention in the light of developments reflected in the “Consolidated Document: Draft Inter-American Convention against Racism and All Forms of Discrimination and Intolerance” (CAJP/GT/RDI-57/07), the most recent version of which is revision 13.

II. MANDATE 2009-2010

The OAS General Assembly, gathered in San Pedro Sula, on June 4, 2009, in resolution AG/RES. 2501 (XXXIX-O/09), “Draft Inter-American Convention against Racism and All Forms of Discrimination and Intolerance,” instructed the Working Group to continue negotiations on that draft Convention, taking into account the progress set forth in document CAJP/GT/RDI-57/07 rev. 11, “Consolidated Document:  Draft Inter-American Convention against Racism and All Forms of Discrimination and Intolerance,” as well as document CAJP/GT/RDI-112/09 rev. 1, “Table Incorporating Proposals from Member States on the Draft Inter-American Convention against Racism and All Forms of Discrimination and Intolerance,”  and in keeping with the work plan and working procedure to be adopted by the Group as it began its activities.

The General Assembly also requested the Working Group “to continue promoting contributions from member states; organs, agencies, and entities of the Organization of American States (OAS); the United Nations; and regional organizations; to urge those bodies to continue sending their written contributions to the Working Group for consideration; and, pursuant to the Guidelines for Participation by Civil Society Organizations in OAS Activities, contained in Permanent Council resolution CP/RES. 759 (1217/99), dated December 15, 1999, to request the Working Group to also continue to receive contributions from groups in vulnerable situations and from interested civil society organizations.”

The Assembly also renewed the mandates to the Justice Studies Center of the Americas and the Inter-American Commission on Human Rights (IACHR), as set forth in paragraphs 5, 7, and 8 of resolution AG/RES. 2168 (XXXVI-O/06), and requested the General Secretariat to continue to provide support to the Working Group’s activities, through the Executive Secretariat of the IACHR and the Department of International Law of the Secretariat for Legal Affairs.

III. OFFICERS

At its meeting of September 10, 2009, the Committee on Juridical and Political Affairs elected as Chair of the Working Group for the 2009-2010 term the Alternate Representative of Colombia, Sandra Lucía Mikan Venegas.  On October 23, 2009, the Group elected as its Vice Chair the Alternate Representative of Bolivia, William Torrez Armas.
IV.
ACTIVITIES OF THE WORKING GROUP (2009-2010)

A. Organization of work

On October 23, 2009, the Chair placed before the Group for consideration a draft work plan, which was approved by the delegations and is published as document CAJP/GT/RDI-121/09. 

The Chair proposed therein a variation on the procedure followed thus far, such that, since the reading by the member states over the four years of discussions had been completed, for the period in question the Group’s priority would be to negotiate the first chapter of the Draft Convention, pertaining to definitions, which would allow for consensus and closure so that the negotiations could move forward. Deliberations would proceed to the following chapter only once discussion of the previous chapter had been concluded in its entirety.
Similarly, only those points on which consensus had been reached would be incorporated into the text of the Preliminary Draft Convention. Until then, proposals by delegations would be placed in the document “Table Incorporating Proposals from Member States on the Draft Inter-American Convention against Racism and All Forms of Discrimination and Intolerance” (CAJP/GT/RDI-112/09 rev. 1).

The negotiation meetings were also governed by provisions of the Rules of Procedure of the Permanent Council (CP/doc.1112/80 rev.4), such as those pertaining to the adoption of decisions, the public or private nature of meetings, other relevant matters, and participation by civil society organizations as stipulated in Permanent Council resolutions CP/RES.759 (1217/99) of December 15, 1999, “Guidelines for the Participation of Civil Society Organizations in OAS Activities,” and CP/RES.840 (1361/03) of March 26, 2003, “Strategies for Increasing and Strengthening Participation by Civil Society Organizations in OAS Activities.”

B. Meetings of the Working Group

The Working Group held 11 regular meeting and three informal meetings during the 2009-2010 term.  Negotiations on the Preliminary Draft began on October 23, 2009; the most recent version is provided in document CAJP/GT/RDI-57/07 rev. 13, “Consolidated Document: Draft Inter-American Convention against Racism and All Forms of Discrimination and Intolerance” (see Annex I).


At the meeting of November 10, 2009, the delegation of Canada requested that the record show its position on the manner in which the Working Group should approach the topic of racism and discrimination rather than continuing with a text such as the present draft.  Canada’s position is reflected in the document distributed as CAJP/GT/RDI/INF.13/09, attached hereto (see Annex II).

After a break in the meetings, in order to give time to those states that did not yet have instructions from their foreign ministries, and also for member states to consider the various views that had arisen as to how an instrument of this nature should be approached, the Chair, at the meeting of February 18, 2010, referred to certain aspects of the negotiation process.  The Chair’s presentation was distributed as document CAJP/GT/RDI/INF-16/10. 

A number of delegations then announced that, following consultations with their capitals, their instructions were to proceed with the negotiation of the Inter-American Convention against Racism and All Forms of Discrimination and Intolerance.

The Canadian delegation reaffirmed its position that a nonbinding instrument, rather than a convention, should be pursued.  It said the Permanent Council could discuss the focus it wished to give to such a draft text, that being a way to move forward in this endeavor. 

At the same meeting, the delegation of Antigua and Barbuda reaffirmed its proposal, put forward at earlier meetings, that an alternative route be sought through negotiation of an instrument that would include solely the racism aspect, which, by its nature, would garner the highest number of accessions, and which in the future could be given a series of additional protocols. That proposal is provided in document CAJP/GT/RDI/INF-18/10 (see Annex III).

In the meetings since that time, the Working Group has continued to seek consensus on paragraph 1 of Chapter I of the Draft Convention.  The outcome of this negotiation is provided in revision 13 of the aforementioned consolidated text, which reflects the single agreement reached. 

V. COMMENTS BY THE CHAIR

The Working Group Chair wishes to offer some reflections arising from her experience in leading the Working Group during this term:

· As agreed in the 2009-2010 Work Plan, our central task was to discuss and close Chapter I, pertaining to Definitions. It was clear that, after the series of meetings in prior years, the text in its entirety had been thoroughly considered and, moreover, enriched by the presentations of experts and specialists in the field at the special meetings that had been organized.

· This procedure made it clear, as reflected in the summaries of various meetings cited above, that within the Group there were varying inclinations as to the type of instrument that should be negotiated and the scope of topics it should encompass.  The Chair believes this point must be clarified before the process continues.  She feels gratified that finally the delegations have made their various positions clear, which will allow substantive decisions to be taken in the future.

· The Chair firmly believes that, despite the differences, it is possible to form certain minimal points of consensus that have already been reached in other arenas, and confirmed in other areas of this Organization, so as to conclude agreements, progressively, on the topic of discrimination, racism, and intolerance. Therefore she has called upon delegations to be mindful of the mandate that was given to this Group and was ratified at the General Assembly session in San Pedro Sula by all the member states.  

· Certainly, in the context of the upcoming General Assembly session, and on the basis of what we have seen during this term, it will be necessary, at the highest political level, to reaffirm the commitment to negotiating this instrument and define the parameters of that effort, so as to make the very best use of the Organization’s already scant resources and its hierarchy of mandates.

· From a perspective that might seem purely operational--but actually, as a manifestation of the states’ commitment, is not--the Chair wishes to point out the quorum difficulties that were a constant in the Group meetings; this deserves thought and action on the part of the states.

VI. DRAFT GENERAL ASSEMBLY RESOLUTION

On April 20, 2009, the Chair of the Working Group submitted the draft resolution entitled “Draft Inter-American Convention against Racism and All Forms of Discrimination and Intolerance,” which, despite efforts to reach consensus, was not approved by the Group.  Therefore it is placed before the Committee on Juridical and Political Affairs for its consideration as document CAJP/GT/RDI-137/10 rev.3 (see Annex IV).

The draft resolution is attached hereto for joint consideration and possible presentation to the Permanent Council, with an eye to the OAS General Assembly session that will be held in Lima, Peru, from June 6 to 8, 2010.

The entire preambular section of the draft resolution met with consensus and approval. This is not true of the operative section, especially operative paragraph 2, which reflects the greatest degree of disagreement as to how to approach or reflect the various positions toward such an instrument to be negotiated by delegations; these differences were clearly in evidence during this term.

VII.
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DRAFT INTER-AMERICAN CONVENTION AGAINST RACISM
AND ALL FORMS OF DISCRIMINATION AND INTOLERANCE

(Presented by the Chair)

DRAFT INTER-AMERICAN CONVENTION AGAINST RACISM

(Canada)

DRAFT INTER-AMERICAN CONVENTION AGAINST RACISM,

DISCRIMINATION, AND INTOLERANCE

(Honduras)

EXPLANATORY NOTE


This version of the consolidated text of the Draft Inter-American Convention against Racism and All Forms of Discrimination and Intolerance contains the changes agreed upon at the Working Group’s last meeting.  Throughout the text, words or phrases that the Working Group has not yet approved by consensus, but has examined, are shown as follows: in bold.  Phrases or paragraphs on which no consensus has been reached, whether because new proposals have been presented, including proposals to delete them, or because different wording has been requested, are shown as follows: [in square brackets].  In addition, new proposals that are subject to consideration are shown as follows: (in parentheses).

CONSOLIDATED DOCUMENT

DRAFT INTER-AMERICAN CONVENTION AGAINST RACISM
AND ALL FORMS OF DISCRIMINATION AND INTOLERANCE

(Presented by the Chair)
DRAFT INTER-AMERICAN CONVENTION AGAINST RACISM

(Canada)

DRAFT INTER-AMERICAN CONVENTION AGAINST RACISM,

DISCRIMINATION AND INTOLERANCE

(Honduras)

THE STATES PARTIES TO THIS CONVENTION,

CONSIDERING that the inherent dignity and equality of all members of the human family are basic principles of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, the American Declaration of the Rights and Duties of Man, the American Convention on Human Rights and the International Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination;

REAFFIRMING the resolute commitment of the member states of the Organization of American States to the complete and unconditional eradication of racism and of all forms of discrimination and intolerance and their conviction that such discriminatory attitudes are a negation of universal values and the inalienable and infrangible rights of the human person and the purposes and principles enshrined in the Charter of the Organization of American States, the American Declaration of the Rights and Duties of Man, the American Convention on Human Rights, the Democratic Charter of the Americas, the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, the International Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination and the Universal Declaration on the Human Genome and Human Rights;


Proposal by the delegation of Mexico

REAFFIRMING the resolute commitment of the member states of the Organization of American States to the complete and unconditional eradication of racism and of all forms of discrimination and intolerance, and convinced that such discriminatory attitudes are a negation of universal values and the inalienable and infrangible rights of the human person and the purposes and principles enshrined in the Charter of the Organization of American States, the American Declaration of the Rights and Duties of Man, the American Convention on Human Rights, the Democratic Charter of the Americas, the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, the International Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination and the Universal Declaration on the Human Genome and Human Rights;

RECOGNIZING the duty of adopting national and regional measures to promote and encourage observance of the human rights and fundamental freedoms of all individuals and groups subject to their jurisdiction, without regard to race, color, ethnic origin, gender, age, sexual orientation, language, religion, political or other opinion, national or social origin, economic status, migrant, refugee or displaced status, birth, stigmatized infectious-contagious condition, genetic trait, disability, debilitating psychological distress or other social condition;


Proposal by the delegation of Mexico


RECOGNIZING the duty of adopting national and regional measures to promote and encourage observance of the human rights and fundamental freedoms of all individuals and groups subject to their jurisdiction, without regard to race, color, ethnic origin, gender, age, sexual orientation, language, religion, political or other opinion, national or social origin, economic status, migrant, refugee, or displaced status, birth, stigmatized infectious-contagious condition, genetic trait, disability,1/ debilitating psychological distress or other social condition;

*CONVINCED that the principles of equality and nondiscrimination among human persons are dynamic democratic concepts that foster the promotion of effective legal equality and presuppose an obligation on the State’s part to adopt special measures to protect the rights of individuals or groups that are victims of discrimination, in any area of human endeavor, whether public or private, with a view to cultivating equitable conditions for equal opportunity and to combating discrimination in all its individual, structural, and institutional manifestations;

*Note:  The delegation of Colombia raised within the Group the question of whether this definition was sufficiently broad to encompass future forms of discrimination.


Proposal by the delegation of Mexico

*CONVINCED that equality and nondiscrimination among human persons are rights that underpin the effective legal equality of a democratic society and presuppose an obligation on the State’s part to adopt special measures to protect the rights of individuals or groups that are victims of discrimination, in any area of human endeavor, whether public or private, with a view to cultivating equitable conditions for equal opportunity and to combating discrimination in all its individual, structural, and institutional manifestations;

AWARE that racism has a dynamic of its own that enables it to transform itself and find new ways to propagate itself and news vehicles of political, social, cultural and linguistic expression;


Proposal by the delegation of Mexico

AWARE that racism may assume new forms of political, social, cultural and linguistic expression, as well as of propagation;

TAKING INTO ACCOUNT that the victims of racism, discrimination and intolerance in the Americas are, inter alia, Afro-descendents, indigenous peoples, migrants, refugees and displaced persons and their families, as well as other racial, ethnic, sexual, cultural, religious and linguistic groups or minorities that are affected by such manifestations;


Proposal by the delegation of Mexico

TAKING INTO ACCOUNT that the victims of racism, discrimination and intolerance in the Americas continue to be, inter alia, Afro-descendents, indigenous peoples, migrants, refugees and displaced persons and their families, as well as other racial, ethnic, sexual, cultural, religious and linguistic groups or minorities that are affected by such manifestations;

CONVINCED that certain persons and groups experience multiple or extreme forms of racism, discrimination and intolerance, driven by a combination of factors such as race, color, ethnic origin, gender, age, sexual orientation, language, religion, political or other opinion, national or social origin, economic status, migrant, refugee or dislocated status, birth, stigmatized infectious-contagious condition, genetic trait, disability, debilitating psychological distress, or other social condition;


Proposal by the delegation of Mexico


CONVINCED that certain persons and groups experience multiple or aggravated forms of discrimination for reasons of race, color, ethnic origin, gender, age, sexual orientation, language, religion, political or other opinion, national or social origin, economic status, migrant, refugee or displaced status, birth, stigmatized infectious-contagious condition, genetic trait, disability, debilitating psychological distress, or other social condition;


Proposal by the delegation of Argentina

CONVINCED that certain persons and groups experience multiple or aggravated forms of racism, discrimination, and intolerance motivated by a combination of factors, such as race, color, ethnic origin, gender, age, sexual orientation, language, religion, political or other opinion, national or social origin, economic status, migrant, refugee or displaced status, birth, state of health, genetic trait, disability, debilitating psychological distress, or any other social condition;

DISTURBED by the fact that various parts of the world have seen a general increase in cases of intolerance and violence motivated by anti-Semitism, Christianophobia, or Islamophobia, and against members of other religious communities, including those with African roots;

Proposal by the delegation of Mexico
DISTURBED by the fact that various parts of the world have seen a general increase in cases of intolerance and violence motivated by anti-Semitism, Christianophobia, or Islamophobia, and against members of other religious communities, including those with African roots;

RECOGNIZING that peaceful coexistence among religions in pluralistic societies and democratic States is based on respect for equality and nondiscrimination among religions and on the clear separation between the laws of the State and religious tenets;

TAKING INTO ACCOUNT that a pluralistic and democratic society must respect the ethnic, cultural, linguistic and religious identity of every person who belongs to a minority, and create the conditions that will enable that person to express, preserve, and develop his or her identity;

Proposal by the delegation of Mexico
TAKING INTO ACCOUNT that a pluralistic and democratic society must respect the ethnic, cultural, linguistic, and religious identity of every person who belongs to a minority, and create the conditions that will enable that person to express, preserve, and develop his or her identity;

CONSIDERING that the individual and collective experience of discrimination must be taken into account to combat the segregation and marginalization of racial, ethnic, cultural, linguistic and religious minorities and to protect the life plan of individuals in general and of minority communities;

ALARMED by the surge in hate crimes motivated by race, color, ethnic origin, gender, religion, sexual orientation, disability and other social conditions;

EMPHASIZING the basic role that education plays in promoting respect for human rights, equality, nondiscrimination and tolerance; and

BEARING IN MIND that while the fight against racism and discrimination is the priority of an earlier international instrument, namely the 1965 International Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination, it is imperative that the rights therein recognized be reaffirmed, developed, perfected and protected, in order to consolidate within the Americas the democratic meaning of the principles of legal equality and nondiscrimination,


Proposal by the delegation of Mexico
BEARING IN MIND that while the fight against racism and discrimination is the priority of an earlier international instrument, namely, the 1965 International Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination, it is imperative that the rights recognized therein be reaffirmed, developed, perfected and protected, in order to consolidate within the Americas, on the basis of full respect for the rights of human beings, the democratic meaning of the principles of legal equality and nondiscrimination,

AGREE upon the following:

CHAPTER I

Definitions 

Article 1
For purposes of this Convention:

1. Discrimination shall mean any distinction, exclusion, restriction, or preference, in any area of public or private life, whose purpose or effect is to nullify or curtail the equal recognition, enjoyment, or exercise of one or more human rights and fundamental freedoms enshrined in the international instruments applicable to the States Parties.
/
Discrimination may be based on race, color, heritage, national or ethnic origin, nationality, age, sex, sexual orientation, gender identity and expression, language, religion, political opinions or opinions of any kind, social origin, socioeconomic status, educational level, migrant, refugee, repatriate, stateless or internally displaced status, disability, genetic trait, mental or physical health condition including infectious-contagious condition and debilitating psychological condition, or any other condition. 
/ 

(CANADA:  Discrimination shall mean any distinction, exclusion, restriction or preference which is based on race, color, national or ethnic origin and which has the purpose or effect of nullifying or impairing the recognition, enjoyment or exercise by all persons, on an equal footing, of one or more human rights and fundamental freedoms enshrined in the international instruments applicable to the States Parties, in any area of public or private life.  This concept also includes indirect discrimination, which shall be taken to occur, in any realm of public and private life, when an apparently neutral rule, requirement, or practice cannot be readily complied with or carried out by persons belonging to a specific group, or puts this group at a disproportionate disadvantage.  However, not every distinction, exclusion, restriction or preference, whether direct or indirect, will constitute discrimination if the justification for drawing the differentiation is reasonable and objective and if the aim is to achieve a purpose which is legitimate under international human rights law.)
2.
Indirect discrimination shall be taken to occur, in any realm of public and private life, when a seemingly neutral (innocuous) factor, such as a provision, criterion, or practice, results in the distinction, exclusion, or restriction of the human rights or fundamental freedoms of persons belonging to a specific group, or puts them at a disadvantage, unless said factor has some reasonable objective or justification.


(MEXICO:  Indirect discrimination shall be taken to occur, in any realm of public and private life, when a seemingly neutral provision, criterion, or practice is liable to entail a particular disadvantage for persons belonging to a specific group, or puts them at a disadvantage, unless said provision, criterion, or practice has some reasonable objective or justification and that the purported aim is legitimate under international human rights law.

Note:

The delegation of Argentina objects to the inclusion of this text because it enters into such spheres as “reasonableness,” thereby altering concepts that jurisprudence and practice have forged for years and inappropriately making them subject to negotiation.

3.
Multiple or aggravated discrimination is any distinction, exclusion, restriction, or preference based simultaneously on two or more of the criteria set forth in subparagraph 1 of this article, the objective or result of which is to nullify or curtail, in a more pronounced fashion, the equal recognition, enjoyment, or exercise of one or more human rights and fundamental freedoms enshrined in the international instruments applicable to the States Parties, in any area of public or private life.


(URUGUAY:  Considers it essential to maintain the word “aggravated.”) 

Note by the delegation of Argentina:

Although this terminology is used internationally, Argentina suggests that this definition should not be introduced in this draft Convention, so as to avoid establishing a hierarchy with respect to discrimination in a legal instrument of this nature.  Moreover, the aforementioned definition is reiterated in Article 12.

4.
Racism is any distinction, exclusion, restriction, or preference pertaining to the equal recognition, enjoyment, or exercise of one or more human rights and fundamental freedoms, in any area of public or private life, based on the establishment of a causal link between the phenotypical or genetic characteristics of certain persons and their intellectual, personality, or cultural traits.  This concept includes structural racism, which refers to a system in which public policies, institutional practices, cultural representations, and other standards generally reinforce inequality among different racial groups.


(CANADA:  Proposes deletion of this paragraph.)

(BRAZIL:  The term racism includes any theory, doctrine, ideology, or set of ideas and values that uphold the supposed existence of human races, establishing a supposed causal link between phenotypical and/or genetic characteristics of individuals or groups and their intellectual, cultural, or personality traits, including the false concept of one or more races superior to all other races, or allowing them to dominate, discriminate, take intolerant measures against, and persecute individuals and groups belonging, or supposedly belonging, to the races viewed as inferior.

Any theory, doctrine, ideology, or set of racist ideas and values, as established in this article, is scientifically false, morally reprehensible, socially unjust, and dangerous, and should be condemned by the States Parties.)


(Alternate proposal from ARGENTINA: “Racism includes racist ideologies, prejudiced attitudes, discriminatory behavior, structural arrangements and institutionalized practices resulting in racial inequality as well as the fallacious notion that discriminatory relations between groups are morally and scientifically justifiable; it is reflected in discriminatory provisions in legislation or regulations and discriminatory practices as well as in anti-social beliefs and acts; it hinders the development of its victims, perverts those who practice it, divides nations internally, impedes international co-operation and gives rise to political tensions between peoples; it is contrary to the fundamental principles of international law and, consequently, seriously disturbs international peace and security.”



Source: Declaration on Race and Racial Prejudice (Art. 2, para. 2), UNESCO.)

(MEXICO: Conceptually, it seems more appropriate to begin with the premise that racism is any theory, doctrine, ideology, or set of ideas and values that upholds the supposed existence of human races, for the purpose of justifying the supposed existence of “superior races” and other “inferior races,” and thus justifying their being granted different rights.

The foregoing should be examined in light of other articles, basically Article 5.)

Note: 

· The delegation of Peru proposes that this paragraph, if approved, be moved to the preamble.

· The delegation of Uruguay is in favor of including a paragraph on racism in the operative part of the Convention.  Likewise, it supports Brazil’s proposal, which could be merged with the present paragraph.

5.
Special measures or affirmative action adopted for the sole purpose of ensuring adequate advancement of individuals and groups requiring such protection as may be necessary to ensure their equal enjoyment or exercise of one or more human rights and fundamental freedoms shall not be deemed discrimination provided that such measures do not lead to the maintenance of separate rights for different groups and are not continued beyond a reasonable period or once their objectives have been achieved.


(ARGENTINA:  Special measures or affirmative action adopted for the sole purpose of ensuring adequate advancement of individuals and groups requiring such protection as may be necessary to ensure their equal enjoyment or exercise of one or more human rights and fundamental freedoms shall not be deemed discrimination provided that such measures do not lead to the maintenance of separate rights for different groups and are not continued once their objectives have been achieved.) 

6.
Intolerance is the set of acts or manifestations that convey disrespect, rejection, or contempt for human dignity and the richness and diversity of the world’s cultures, religions, ideologies, traditions, and human forms of expression, quality, and ways of being.


(CANADA:  Proposes deletion of this paragraph.)


(MEXICO:  Conceptually, it seems more appropriate to begin with the premise that intolerance is the rejection or disavowal of, or disrespect for, the ideas, beliefs, practices, or characteristics of others when they are different from or contrary to one’s own.)


(ARGENTINA:  Intolerance refers to forms of conduct that, without exactly qualifying as racism or discrimination as those concepts are defined under this Convention, entail rejection, disavowal, or aversion, in any sphere of life, against a person or group of persons deliberately selected on the basis of one or more of the factors of discrimination.)

Note: 

· Some delegations expressed concern that the limitation in this article may be considered a restriction on freedom of expression.

7.
(BRAZIL:  A distinction, exclusion, restriction, or preference that has a reasonable aim or justification and that is consistent with the aims of this Convention and with the principles of inter-American human rights law will not be considered discriminatory (or discrimination). 

(MEXICO:  Mexico does not approve of consideration of reasonable aims or justifications for distinctions, exclusion, or preferences.)



(ARGENTINA:  Objects to the inclusion of this definition.)

CHAPTER II

Protected Rights

Article 2

All human beings have the right to equal treatment before the law and to protection against racism, [MEX: and all forms of] discrimination, and intolerance, in the public or private sphere.

Note:

-
The delegation of Uruguay considers that the final draft here should coincide with the title of the Convention.

Article 3

Every human being has the right to the equal recognition, enjoyment, exercise, and protection, at both the individual and collective levels, of all human rights and fundamental freedoms enshrined in their domestic law and in the international instruments applicable to the States Parties. at both the individual and collective levels.

(CANADA and ARGENTINA propose deletion of the text in bold.)

Article 4

The States Parties to this Convention recognize the collective rights of indigenous peoples and [CO: when pertinent,] of persons of African descent that are indispensable for their existence, well-being, and integral development as peoples, inter alia, the right to their collective action; to their social, political, and economic organization; to their legal systems; to their own cultures; to profess and practice their spiritual beliefs; to use their languages; and to administer, make use of, and control  their habitats and natural resources [CO: in accordance with the Constitutional provisions of the States Parties].

(BRAZIL:  The States Parties to this Convention pledge to protect the collective rights of indigenous peoples and of other peoples and ethnic groups that are indispensable for their existence, well-being, and integral development as peoples, inter alia, the right to their collective action; to access to public services and assets; to their social, political, and economic organization; their legal systems; to their own cultures; to profess and practice their spiritual beliefs; to use their languages; and to administer and control their lands, territories, and natural resources, in accordance with the law of the States Parties.)

(CANADA:  Proposes deletion of this paragraph.)

Note: 

· The possibility of eliminating this article was raised. One of the reasons is that the Organization has a working group devoted solely to this issue. Additionally, this is a matter still under discussion, one that, even in the UN Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples, has not been approved by some countries.

· The delegation of Argentina points out that from a technical legal point of view, this affirmation is unnecessary because it is not the purpose of this draft to reaffirm the rights of indigenous peoples (which are the subject of negotiations in another sphere of the OAS) or those of Afro-descendents.  If it is deemed necessary to mention them in particular, excluding other groups, Argentina suggests using the following formula based on Article 2 of the Universal Declaration of the Rights of Indigenous Peoples: “Indigenous peoples and Afro-descendents are equal to all other peoples and individuals and have the right to be free from any kind of discrimination, in the exercise of their rights, in particular that based on their origin or identity.”

CHAPTER III

Acts and Manifestations of Racism, [All Forms of] Discrimination, and Intolerance

[Acts and Manifestations of Discrimination]

(Canada)

(ARGENTINA proposes the deletion of this Chapter here and its inclusion in Article 6 of Chapter IV.)

Article 5

[For purposes of this Convention and based on the definitions in the preceding articles and the criteria set forth in Article 1.1, the following are among the measures or practices [PE: the following acts and manifestations] that must be classified as discriminatory and prohibited by the State:]

(CANADA:  For the purposes of this Convention, and taking into consideration human rights and fundamental freedoms, States Parties shall classify as discriminatory and take appropriate measures in response to:)

(MEXICO: For the purposes of this Convention and based on the definitions in the preceding articles and the criteria set forth in Article 1.1, the following are among the measures [PRES: and/] or practices [PE: the following acts and manifestations] that shall be prohibited:

i.
Racism;

ii.
Discrimination, including indirect and multiple or aggravated discrimination;

iii.
Intolerance;

i.
Public or private support provided to discriminatory and racist activities or that promote intolerance, including the financing thereof;


(CANADA:  State financing of unlawful discriminatory activities)


(MEXICO:  Public or private support for discriminatory and racist activities or activities that promote intolerance, including the financing thereof;

ii. Publication, circulation, or dissemination, by any means of communication, including the Internet, of any [racist or discriminatory] materials, understood as being any image or depiction of ideas or theories that advocate, promote, or incite hatred or violence against individuals or groups by reason of any of the criteria set forth in [Article 1.1];

(CANADA:  Willful publication, circulation, or dissemination, by any means of communication, including the Internet, of any materials that advocate, promote, or incite hatred or violence against individuals or groups by reason of any of the criteria set forth in Article 1.1)

(MEXICO:  Publication, circulation, or dissemination, by any means of communication, including the Internet, of any materials that advocate, promote, or incite hatred or violence against individuals or groups by reason of any of the criteria set forth in Article 1.1;)

Note: At the meeting on February 17, the delegation of Mexico said that it could go along with Canada’s proposal for roman ii), which differs from the Mexican delegation’s proposal only in respect of the word “willful” (“willful publication, circulation, or dissemination”).

iii.
Publication, circulation, or dissemination, by any means of communication, including the Internet, of materials that condone or justify acts that constitute, or have constituted, genocide or crimes against humanity, as defined in international law;


(Some delegations, such as Peru and Mexico, propose adding something to clarify this paragraph, such as defining disparagement and to whom it is directed.)


(CANADA:  Willful publication, circulation, or dissemination, by any means of communication, including the Internet, of materials that advocate, promote or incite acts that constitute genocide or crimes against humanity, as defined in international law)


VENEZUELA proposes incorporating into this subparagraph the text of the American Convention on Human Rights contained in Article 13.5.


(MEXICO:  Publication, circulation, or dissemination, by any means of communication, including the Internet, of materials that condone or justify acts that constitute, or have constituted, genocide or crimes against humanity, as defined in international law, or that condone or justify denial of those acts;)

iv. Violence motivated by any of the criteria set forth in Article 1.1;

Note:  The Canadian delegation has made a proposal for the following paragraph and has proposed that this subparagraph be deleted.

v.
[Criminal activity instigated by hate, in which the victim or the victim’s property is chosen intentionally on the basis of any of the criteria set forth in [Article 1.1]];


(CANADA:  Criminal activity in which the victim or the victim’s property is chosen intentionally based on any of the criteria set forth in Article 1.1)

vi. [Any law enforcement action based on any of the criteria set forth in [Article 1.1] rather than on the person’s behavior or on objective information identifying the individual as having engaged in criminal activity;]

(CANADA:  Any law enforcement action that singles out PERSONS for greater scrutiny or different treatment that is not based on INDIVIDUAL CONDUCT OR behavior or on objective information)


(MEXICO AND VENEZUELA find it better to use the Durban terminology here, or to speak only of discrimination.)


(PERU proposes that the racial profile should be taken as a basis, but should be broader, in that sense, and, because of the nature of the Convention, there could be reference to a discriminatory profile.)

vii.
Restricting, in an undue or unreasonable manner, the exercise of the individual rights of ownership, administration, and disposition of property of any kind based on any of the criteria set forth in [Article 1.1];

(MEXICO proposes deleting this paragraph)

viii. [Any distinction, exclusion, restriction, or preference applied to persons, because of their multiple or aggravated victim status, the purpose or result of which is to deny or impair the equal recognition, enjoyment, exercise, or protection of rights and fundamental freedoms.]

(CANADA and MEXICO propose deletion of this paragraph since it is already included in Article 1.)

ix.
[Any discriminatory restriction on the enjoyment of the human rights enshrined in applicable international and regional instruments and in the jurisprudence of international and regional human rights courts, particularly those applicable to minorities or groups that are in vulnerable situations and subject to discrimination;]


(CANADA:  Proposes first moving this paragraph to Article 3 and then rewriting it as follows: Any discriminatory restriction on the enjoyment of the human rights enshrined in international and regional instruments, particularly those applicable to minorities or groups that are in vulnerable situations and subject to discrimination.)

x.
[Any restriction or limitation of the use of the language, traditions, customs, and culture of persons or groups who are members of minorities or vulnerable groups, in public or private activities;]


(CANADA:  Any undue or unreasonable restriction or limitation of the use of the language, traditions, customs, and culture of persons or groups who are members of minorities or vulnerable groups)


(MEXICO:  Any restriction or limitation of the use of the language, traditions, customs, and culture of persons or groups of persons in public or private activities;)

xi.
[Preparing and introducing teaching materials, methods, or tools that portray stereotypes or preconceptions based on any of the criteria set forth in [Article 1.1] of this Convention;]


(CANADA and MEXICO propose deletion of this subparagraph.)


(BOLIVIA:  Proposes combining subparagraphs (vi) and (x), or placing them closer together, because they are related.) 


(CHAIR:  Considers this article essential because it is through teaching materials that racist and discriminatory ideas become deeply rooted in a society.)


(VENEZUELA:  Will propose new wording, with greater emphasis on education.)

xii.
Denying access to public or private education, to fellowships, or to educational loan programs, based on any of the criteria set forth in [Article 1.1] of this Convention;

xiii.
Denying access to all social, economic, and cultural rights, including the right to work, to housing, to social security, and to health [CR: based on any of the criteria set forth in [Article 1.1] of this Convention;

(MEXICO: Denying access to social, economic, and cultural rights;)

xiv. [Conducting research or applying the findings of research into the human genome, particularly in the fields of biology, genetics and medicine, aimed at human selection, cloning, and any other method disrespectful of human rights, fundamental freedoms, and the dignity of individuals and groups of persons;]

(PERU:  Highly controversial article … Why would this be considered disrespect for human rights and fundamental freedoms?)

(CHAIR:  Research or research applications concerning the human genome, in particular in the fields of biology, genetics, and medicine, aimed at human selection and cloning, that prevails over respect for human rights, fundamental freedoms, and human dignity, generating any form of discrimination based on genetic characteristics.)*

*The source of this paragraph is the Universal Declaration on the Human Genome and Human Rights (Articles 10 and 11), adopted by UNESCO in 1997.
xv. Any other discriminatory conduct that falls within the definition contained in Article 1 of this Convention.

(VENEZUELA:  Considers it opportune to incorporate some elements and restore others from initial versions of this draft presented by the Chair.  To that end, it makes the following proposals:

· The abuse of written, audiovisual, and electronic information media and new communication technologies, including the Internet, to incite violence motivated by racial hatred.

· All doctrines of racial superiority or the dissemination of ideas based on superiority, as well as incitement to discrimination, intolerance, acts of violence, or the provocation of such acts targeted at individuals or groups of persons for reasons based on one or more of the factors listed in Article 1.1.

· State initiatives, through the adoption of anti-terrorism laws, regulations, or public or security policies that discriminate directly or indirectly against individuals or groups of persons.)

(MEXICO:  State initiatives, through the adoption of anti-terrorism laws, regulations, or public or security policies that discriminate directly or indirectly against individuals or groups of persons.)

CHAPTER IV

Duties of the States

Article 6

The States undertake to prevent, eliminate, and punish, in accordance with their domestic legislation and the provisions of this Convention, all acts and manifestations of discrimination and intolerance.

(CANADA:  Proposes the following draft:  The States Parties undertake to take steps to prevent, eliminate, and penalize, in accordance with their constitutions and the provisions of this Convention, all acts and manifestations of discrimination.)

(MEXICO:  The States undertake to prevent, eliminate, and punish, in accordance with their domestic legislation and the provisions of this Convention, all acts and manifestations of discrimination, racism, and intolerance.)

(ARGENTINA:  Proposes deleting Chapter III and including its component parts in Article 6, which would then read as follows:


The States undertake to prevent, eliminate, prohibit, and punish all acts and manifestations of discrimination and intolerance, especially:

i) All support for activities designed to promote discrimination, racism, and intolerance, including the financing thereof;

ii) Publication, circulation, or dissemination, by any means of communication, including the Internet, of any materials that:

(a) Advocate, promote, or incite racism, any form of discrimination, and intolerance;

(b) Condone, justify, or defend acts that constitute, or have constituted, genocide or crimes against humanity, or promote or incite the commitment of such acts;

iii) Criminal activity in which the victim or the victim’s property is chosen intentionally based on any of the criteria set forth in Article 1.1.

iv) Any law enforcement action based on any of the criteria set forth in Article 1.1 is not based on the behavior of an individual or on objective information identifying the individual as having engaged in criminal activity;

Note: It would, however, be necessary to know what is meant by “law enforcement action” in this Convention.  Possibly, it might be replaced by the word “detention” or some other equivalent concept.

v) Restricting, in an undue or unreasonable manner, the exercise of the individual rights of ownership, administration, and disposition of property of any kind based on any of the criteria set forth in [Article 1.1];

vi) Any restriction or limitation of the use of the language, traditions, customs, and culture of persons or groups who are members of minorities or vulnerable groups, in public or private activities;

vii) Preparing and introducing teaching materials, methods, or tools that portray stereotypes or preconceptions based on any of the criteria set forth in [Article 1.1] of this Convention;

viii) Denying access to public or private education, to fellowships, or to educational loan programs, based on any of the criteria set forth in [Article 1.1] of this Convention;

ix) Denying access to all social, economic, and cultural rights, including the right to work, to housing, to social security, and to health;

x) Conducting research or applying the findings of research into the human genome, particularly in the fields of biology, genetics and medicine, aimed at human selection or cloning that prevails over respect for human rights, fundamental freedoms, and human dignity, generating any form of discrimination based on genetic characteristics (proposal by the Chair).

Article 7

The States Parties undertake to adopt the special differential or preferential measures and policies needed to ensure the enjoyment or exercise of rights and fundamental freedoms of persons or groups that are subject to racism, discrimination, or intolerance for the purpose of promoting equitable conditions for equal opportunity, inclusion, and progress for such persons or groups. Such measures or policies shall not be considered discriminatory or incompatible with the purpose or intent of this Convention, shall not lead to maintaining separate rights for different groups, and shall not be continued beyond a reasonable period or after their objective has been achieved.

(SECRETARIAT:  The States Parties undertake to adopt the special or affirmative action measures defined in Article 1.5.)

(CANADA:  Proposes deletion of this paragraph.)

(MEXICO:  The States Parties undertake to adopt special measures as defined in Article 1.5 to ensure the enjoyment or exercise of rights and fundamental freedoms of persons or groups that are subject to racism, discrimination, or intolerance for the purpose of promoting equitable conditions for equal opportunity, inclusion, and progress for such persons or groups.  Such measures or policies shall not be considered discriminatory or incompatible with the purpose or intent of this Convention, shall not lead to maintaining separate rights for different groups, and shall not be continued beyond a reasonable period or after their objective has been achieved.)

(ARGENTINA:  The States Parties undertake to adopt, when circumstances so advise, special or affirmative action measures that contribute to achievement of the purpose and intent of this Convention, in the manner and scope defined in Article 1.)

Article 8

The States Parties undertake to formulate and implement policies the purpose of which is to provide equitable treatment and generate equal opportunity for all persons, including educational and promotional policies and the dissemination of legislation on the subject by all possible means, including the mass media and the Internet.

(CANADA:  Proposes the following draft:  The States Parties undertake to formulate and implement policies the purpose of which is to provide fair treatment and generate equal opportunity for all persons, including educational and promotional policies.  The States Parties shall also ensure that legislation is publicly available and accessible.)

(ARGENTINA:  The States Parties undertake to formulate and implement policies the purpose of which is to provide equitable treatment and generate equal opportunity for all persons, including educational and promotional policies, as well the dissemination, accessibility, and availability to the public of legislation on the subject by all possible means and the mass media, including the Internet.)

Note:  

Some delegations consider that the positions of Articles 7 and 8 should be reversed, since Article 8 is the general provision and Article 7 the specific.

Article 9

The States Parties undertake to adopt legislation that clearly defines and prohibits racism, discrimination, and intolerance, applicable to all public authorities as well as to all natural or legal persons, both in the public and in the private sectors, particularly in the areas of employment; participation in professional organizations; education; training; housing; health; social protection; exercise of economic activity; access to public services and other areas; and to repeal or amend any legislation that constitutes or produces discrimination or intolerance.

(MEXICO:  The States Parties undertake to adopt legislation, promulgate and/or publish, and maintain in force legislation that clearly defines and prohibits discrimination, racism, and intolerance, applicable to public authorities at all levels and of all three branches of government, as well as to all natural and legal persons, in both the public and the private sectors, particularly in the areas of employment; procurement and administration of justice; participation in professional organizations; education; training; housing; health; social protection; the exercise of economic activity; access to public services and other areas; and to repeal or amend any legislation that constitutes or produces discrimination, racism, and intolerance.)

(CANADA:  Proposes the following draft:  The States Parties undertake to adopt legislation that clearly defines and prohibits discrimination, applicable both in the public and in the private sectors, particularly in the areas of employment; participation in professional organizations; education; training; housing; health; social protection; exercise of economic activity; and access to public services.

Each State Party shall repeal or amend any legislation that has the effect of creating or perpetrating discrimination or intolerance.)

(ARGENTINA:  The States Parties undertake to adopt effective measures to revise national and local government policies and to promulgate, amend, or repeal laws and other legislative or other provisions in order to effectively combat racism, discrimination, and intolerance, particularly in the areas of employment; participation in professional organizations; education; training; housing; health; social protection; exercise of economic activity; access to public services, and other areas; and to repeal or amend any legislation that constitutes or produces discrimination and intolerance.)

Article 10

The States Parties undertake to ensure that their political and legal systems appropriately reflect the diversity within their societies in order meet the legitimate special needs of each sector of the population.

(MEXICO:
The States undertake to ensure that their distributive, legal, economic, and social and political systems appropriately reflect the diversity within their societies in order to meet the legitimate needs of all sectors of the population.)

(COSTA RICA:  The States Parties undertake to address the legitimate needs of all groups and sectors of the population so that the diversity existing in society is reflected.)

(SECRETARIAT:  The States Parties undertake to take the measures necessary to ensure that the diversity of their societies is respected and is reflected in all spheres of public and private activity.)

(CANADA:  The States Parties undertake to encourage diversity of participation in their political and justice systems.)

(ARGENTINA supports the Secretariat’s proposal.)

Article 11

The States Parties undertake to ensure that the victims of racism, discrimination, and intolerance receive equitable treatment, equal access to the justice system, expeditious and effective proceedings, and fair compensation in the civil or criminal sphere, as applicable. In addition, they shall consider adopting the legislative measures necessary to ensure that the burden of proof will be reversed and the defendants will have to show that procedures and practices have been adopted that ensure equitable and non-discriminatory treatment.

(MEXICO:  The States Parties undertake to ensure that the victims of discrimination, racism, and intolerance receive equitable treatment and equal access to the justice system, by means of expeditious proceedings in brief and reasonable periods, and fair compensation in the civil or criminal sphere, as applicable.  In addition, they shall consider adopting the legislative measures necessary to ensure that the burden of proof will be reversed and the defendants will have to show that procedures and practices have been adopted that ensure equitable and non-discriminatory treatment.)

(CANADA:  The States Parties undertake to take steps to encourage that the victims of discrimination receive equitable treatment, equal access to the justice system, expeditious and effective proceedings, and an effective remedy in the civil or criminal sphere, as applicable.  In the context of civil proceedings, State Parties may also consider measures which would allow for an evidentiary shift to the defendant to explain any differential treatment where the complainant is first able to show discrimination.)

(ARGENTINA:  The States Parties undertake to ensure that the victims of racism, discrimination, and intolerance receive equitable treatment, equal access to the justice system, expeditious and effective proceedings, and fair and adequate compensation in the civil or criminal sphere, as applicable.  In addition, they shall consider adopting the legislative measures necessary to ensure that the burden of proof will be reversed and the defendants will have to show that procedures and practices have been adopted that ensure equitable and non-discriminatory treatment.)

Article 12

The States Parties undertake to consider as aggravating those acts that lead to compounded discrimination or acts of intolerance, i.e., any distinction, exclusion, or restriction based on two or more of the criteria set forth in [Article 1.1] of this Convention. 

(CANADA:  Proposes deletion of this article.)

(MEXICO:  The States Parties undertake to consider as aggravating those acts that lead to compounded discrimination or acts of racism or intolerance, i.e., any distinction, exclusion, or restriction based on two or more of the criteria set forth in Article 1.1 of this Convention.)

(ARGENTINA:  The States Parties undertake to consider as aggravating those acts that entail some form of discrimination.)

Article 13

[The States Parties undertake to conduct research on the nature, causes, and manifestations of discrimination or intolerance in their respective countries, at the local, regional, and national levels, and to collect, compile, and disseminate data on the situation of groups or individuals that are victims of discrimination and intolerance.]

COSTA RICA:  The States Parties undertake to obtain (whether through their own means or by engaging services) studies on the nature, causes, and manifestations of discrimination and/or intolerance in their respective countries, at the local, regional, and national levels, and to collect, compile, and disseminate data and statistics on the situation of groups or individuals that are victims of discrimination and intolerance.

(CANADA:  The States Parties undertake to encourage further research on the nature, causes, and manifestations of discrimination in their respective countries, at the local, regional, and national levels, and to collect, compile, and disseminate data, as appropriate, on the situation of groups that are victims of discrimination.)
(ANTIGUA AND BARBUDA:  Believes that this obligation places a great financial strain on member states.  It agrees with the delegations that suggest language such as: “member states should promote studies.”  Antigua and Barbuda cannot commit the public purse to such research considering that there is no high incidence of racism.)

(MEXICO:  The States Parties undertake to conduct research on the nature, causes, and manifestations of discrimination and intolerance in their respective countries, at the local, regional, and national levels, which may serve as a basis for the implementation of necessary measures and programs for their eradication, and to collect, compile, and disseminate data on the situation of groups or individuals that are victims of discrimination and intolerance, which will enable the States Parties to track the progress or deterioration of the situation.)

(ARGENTINA:  The States Parties undertake to conduct research on the nature, causes, and manifestations of racism, discrimination, and intolerance in their respective countries, at the local, regional, and national levels, and to collect, compile, and disseminate data on the situation of groups or individuals that are victims of discrimination and intolerance.)

Note:

Some delegations, such as Brazil, Mexico, and Venezuela, consider that the obligation of the State does not exclude that of other entities, companies, or organizations, and that to use an expression such as “promote studies …” would not be sufficient in this article.  Additionally, the delegation of Venezuela alludes to the importance of inclusion in this article an emphasis on education and the promotion of a culture focused on tolerance.

Delegations such as those of Costa Rica and Peru consider that the objective of the studies is unclear.

Article 14

The States Parties undertake, in accordance with their internal legislation, to establish or designate a national institution that shall be responsible for monitoring compliance with this Convention, and shall inform the OAS General Secretariat of this institution. The representative of that national institution shall be that State’s representative on the Inter-American Committee for the Prevention, Elimination, and Punishment of Racism and All Forms of Discrimination and Intolerance.

(CANADA:  The States Parties undertake, in accordance with their national laws, to designate one or more domestic mechanisms that shall be responsible for monitoring implementation of the provisions of this Convention, and shall inform the OAS General Secretariat of these mechanisms.)

(MEXICO:  The States Parties undertake, in accordance with their internal legislation, to establish or designate a national institution that shall be responsible for monitoring compliance with this Convention, and shall inform the OAS General Secretariat of this institution. The States Parties shall finance the participation of the representative they appoint to the Committee.  In addition, a specific fund shall be set up to ensure the participation of those countries which, owing to special circumstances, are unable to finance their participation, as well as the Committee’s activities.  Said fund shall be administered by the OAS General Secretariat.)

(ARGENTINA:  The States Parties undertake, in accordance with their internal legislation and organizational systems, to establish or designate a national body that shall be responsible for monitoring compliance with this Convention, and shall inform the OAS General Secretariat of this body.) 

Article 15

The States Parties undertake to promote international cooperation to exchange ideas and experiences and to execute programs aimed at achieving the objectives of this Convention. 

(ARGENTINA:  The States Parties undertake to promote international cooperation to exchange ideas, experiences, and best practices, and to design and execute programs aimed at achieving the objectives of this Convention.)

CHAPTER V

Protective Mechanisms and Monitoring of the Convention

Article 16

In order to monitor the implementation of the commitments assumed by the States Parties to this Convention:

(CANADA:  Proposes replacing the word “commitments” by “obligations.”)

(MEXICO:  In order to monitor the implementation of the obligations assumed by the States Parties to this Convention:)

(ARGENTINA: Argentina is in favor of keeping the term “commitments” in reference to monitoring of the Convention.  It proposes the expression: “commitments and obligations”.) 

i. Any person or group of persons, or non-governmental entity legally recognized in one or more Member States of the Organization of American States may submit to the Inter-American Commission on Human Rights petitions containing reports or complaints of violations of this Convention by a State Party. In addition, any State Party, when depositing its instrument of ratification of or accession to this Convention, or at any time thereafter, may declare that it recognizes the competence of the Commission to receive and examine communications in which a State Party alleges that another State Party has committed violations of the human rights established in this Convention. In such case, all the relevant procedural rules contained in the American Convention on Human Rights as well as the Statutes and the Rules of Procedure of the Commission shall be applicable.

(CANADA:  Considers the term “accession” important.  It also proposes that the last sentence of this paragraph read as follows:  In both instances, the relevant procedural rules contained in the American Convention on Human Rights (where the State concerned is a party) as well as the Statutes and the Rules of Procedure of the Commission shall be applicable.)

(ARGENTINA:  Suggests consulting with the Inter-American Commission on Human Rights and the Inter-American Court of Human Rights regarding the following formulation proposed by the Inter-American Institute of Human Rights:

“It shall be incumbent upon the Inter-American Commission on Human Rights and the Inter-American Court of Human Rights, pursuant to Articles 44 to 51 and 61 to 69 of the American Convention on Human Rights and to the corresponding provisions in their respective Statutes and Rules of Procedure, to address a violation of this Convention, attributable under the rules of international law to one of the States Parties, regardless of whether or not said State Party is a Party to the American Convention on Human Rights.”)

ii. The States Parties may consult the Commission on questions related to the effective application of this Convention. They may also request the Commission’s advisory assistance and technical cooperation to ensure effective application of any provision of this Convention.  The Commission will, to the extent that it is able, provide the States Parties with the requested advisory services and assistance.

(BRAZIL:  Considers it appropriate to include the phrase: “without prejudice to the consultative competence of the Inter-American Court of Human Rights.”)

(ARGENTINA: Suggests consulting with the Inter-American Commission on Human Rights and the Inter-American Court of Human Rights regarding the following formulation proposed by the Inter-American Institute of Human Rights:

“None of the provisions of this Convention shall limit the ability of the member states, or of the organs referred to in Chapter VIII of the Charter of the Organization of American States, amended by the Protocols of Buenos Aires, Cartagena de Indias, Washington, and Managua, to consult with or request advisory opinions from the Inter-American Commission on Human Rights or the Inter-American Court of Human Rights, respectively, in accordance with applicable rules.”)

iii. Any State Party may, when depositing its instrument of ratification of or accession to this Convention, or at any time thereafter, declare that it recognizes as binding, as a matter of law and without any special agreement, the jurisdiction of the Inter-American Court of Human Rights on all matters relating to the interpretation or application of this Convention. In such case, all relevant procedural rules contained in the American Convention on Human Rights as well as the Statutes and Rules of Procedure of the Court shall be applicable.

(CANADA:  Delete the phrase “as well as the Statutes and Rules of Procedure of the Court” at the end of the paragraph.)

iv.
An Inter-American Committee for the Prevention, Elimination, and Punishment of All Forms of Discrimination and Intolerance shall be established and shall be comprised of independent experts from each of the States Parties. The first meeting of the Committee shall be convened by the Secretary General of the OAS as soon as the tenth instrument of ratification has been received, and the first meeting shall be held at the headquarters of the Organization three months later for the purpose of declaring its establishment, approving its Rules of Procedure and its Working Method, and electing its officials. That meeting shall be presided over by the representative of the country that deposits the first instrument of ratification of this Convention.

(Canada:  Proposes deletion of this article.)

Note:

The delegation of Mexico proposes separating the articles that refer to the Committee and those that refer to the Commission to make this chapter clearer.)

v.
The Committee shall be the forum for the exchange of ideas and experience, as well as for examining progress made by the States Parties in implementing this Convention and any circumstance or difficulty affecting the extent of compliance therewith. Said Committee may recommend to the States Parties that they adopt the appropriate measures. For this purpose, the States Parties undertake to submit a report to the Committee, within one year of its first meeting, with respect to performance of the obligations contained in this Convention. The reports that the States Parties submit to the Committee shall also contain disaggregated data and statistics on vulnerable groups. Thereafter, the States Parties shall submit reports every four years. The General Secretariat of the OAS shall give the Committee any support it requires for the performance of its functions.

(CANADA:  Proposes deletion of this paragraph.)

(MEXICO:  The Committee shall be the forum for the exchange of ideas and experience, as well as for examining progress made by the States Parties in implementing this Convention and any circumstance or difficulty affecting the extent of compliance therewith. Said Committee may recommend to the States Parties that they adopt the appropriate measures. For this purpose, the States Parties undertake to submit a report to the Committee, within one year of its first meeting, with respect to performance of the obligations contained in this Convention. Thereafter, the States Parties shall submit reports every four years. The reports that the States Parties submit to the Committee shall also contain disaggregated data and statistics on vulnerable groups. The General Secretariat of the OAS shall give the Committee any support it requires for the performance of its functions.)

(ARGENTINA:  With respect to subparagraphs iv) and v), in addition to generating a possible overlap with the functions of the Committee on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination (CERD), in accordance with the position taken by Argentina, there could also be some duplication of the work of the IACHR. Accordingly, the delegation of Argentina points out that there already exists, in this area, the Special Rapporteurship on the Rights of Afro-Descendents and against Racial Discrimination. Finally, the Argentine delegation points out the discrepancy between Article 14, which establishes that a representative of the national institution will represent the State on the Inter-American Committee, and subparagraph iv), which establishes that the Committee will be made up of one independent expert from each State Party. The delegation of Argentina proposes that the body competent to ensure compliance with the established rules be the Inter-American Commission on Human Rights. Its powers should include the option of convening, in specific cases, a committee of experts and rapporteurs, to hold special meetings on the subjects, give presentations, and receive and requests reports, and so on.)

CHAPTER VI

General Provisions

Note:  The delegation of Canada proposes deletion of the titles of all the articles in this chapter.

Article 17.  Interpretation

1.
No provision of this Convention shall be interpreted as restricting or limiting a domestic law of any State Party that affords protections and guarantees equal to or greater than those established in this Convention.

2.
Nothing in this Convention shall be interpreted as restricting or limiting the American Convention on Human Rights or any other international convention on the subject that affords equal or greater protections in this regard.

(ARGENTINA suggests reviewing the need for this, if current Article 3 of the Convention is kept)

Article 18.  Depository

The original instrument of this Convention, whose English, French, Portuguese, and Spanish texts are equally authentic, shall be deposited with the General Secretariat of the Organization of American States.

Article 19.  Signature and Ratification

(MEXICO: After its entry into force, this Convention shall be open to accession by all States that have not signed it.)

1.
This Convention is open to signature by all Member States of the Organization of American States.

(VENEZUELA:  Requests the insertion of the following phrase at the end:  which shall send copies thereof to all States Parties.)

(CANADA:  Proposes the following draft:  This Convention shall be open to signature, ratification, and accession by all member states of the Organization of American States.)

2.
This Convention is subject to ratification by the signatory States in accordance with the procedures set forth in their constitutions. The instruments of ratification shall be deposited with the General Secretariat of the Organization of American States.

(CANADA:  Proposes the following draft:  This Convention is subject to ratification or accession in accordance with the procedures set forth in applicable constitutions and laws. The instruments of ratification or accession shall be deposited with the General Secretariat of the Organization of American States.)
Article 20.  Reservations

The States Parties may enter reservations to this Convention when signing or ratifying it, provided that such reservations are not incompatible with the aim and purpose of the Convention and relate to one or more specific provisions thereof.

(CANADA:  Proposes the following draft:  The States Parties may enter reservations to this Convention at the time of signature, ratification, or accession provided that such reservations are not incompatible with the object and purpose of the Convention and relate to one or more specific provisions thereof.)

(MEXICO:  This article is not necessary since the provisions of the Vienna Convention on the Law of Treaties serve the same purpose.)
Article 21.  Entry into Force

1.
This Convention shall enter into force on the thirtieth day following the date on which the second instrument of ratification of the Convention is deposited with the General Secretariat of the Organization of American States.

(CANADA:  Proposes the following draft:  This Convention shall enter into force on the thirtieth day following the date on which the eleventh instrument of ratification of or accession to the Convention is deposited with the General Secretariat of the Organization of American States.
2.
For each State that ratifies the Convention after the second instrument of ratification has been deposited, the Convention shall enter into force on the thirtieth day following deposit by that State of the corresponding instrument.

(CANADA:  Proposes the following draft:  For each State that ratifies the Convention after the eleventh instrument of ratification or accession has been deposited, the Convention shall enter into force on the thirtieth day following deposit by that State of the corresponding instrument.)

Note:

The delegation of Mexico considers that an appropriate number of ratifications needed for the entry into force would seem to be between five and 10. 

Article 22.  Denunciation

This Convention shall remain in force indefinitely, but any State Party may denounce it through written notification addressed to the Secretary General of the Organization of American States. The Convention shall cease to have force and effect for the denouncing State one year after the date of deposit of the instrument of denunciation, and shall remain in force for the other States Parties.  Such denunciation shall not exempt the State Party from the obligations imposed upon it under this Convention in respect of any action or omission prior to the date on which the denunciation takes effect.

(CANADA:  Proposes the following draft:  Any State Party may denounce this Convention through written notification addressed to the Secretary General of the Organization of American States. The Convention shall cease to have force and effect for the denouncing State one year after the date of receipt of the instrument of denunciation.  Such denunciation shall not exempt the State Party from the obligations imposed upon it under this Convention in respect of any action or omission prior to the date on which the denunciation takes effect.)

(MEXICO:  Any State Party may denounce this Convention through written notification addressed to the Secretary General of the Organization of American States. The Convention shall cease to have force and effect for the denouncing State one year after the date of receipt of the instrument of denunciation, and shall remain in force for the other States Parties.  Such denunciation shall not exempt the State Party from the obligations imposed upon it under this Convention in respect of any action or omission prior to the date on which the denunciation takes effect.  This Convention shall remain in force as long as it remains in effect for the number of States required for its entry into force.)

(ARGENTINA supports the wording proposed by the delegation of Canada.)

Article 23.  Additional Protocols

Any State Party may submit for the consideration of the States Parties gathered during the General Assembly draft protocols in addition to this Convention, with a view to gradually including other rights within its system of protection. Each protocol shall determine the manner of its entry into force and shall be applied only among the States Parties to it.

(CANADA: Proposes the following for this article:

1.
Any State Party may propose an amendment to this Convention and submit it to the General Secretariat of the Organization of American States.  The General Secretariat shall thereupon disseminate any proposed amendments to the States Parties.


2.
Amendments shall come into force when they have been accepted by a two-third majority of the States Parties to this Convention. 


3.
When amendments enter into force, they shall be binding on those States Parties that have accepted them, other States Parties still being bound by the provisions of this Convention and any earlier amendments that they have accepted.)

(ARGENTINA indicates that it might be worth considering the need to keep this Article if the broad formula established in Article 3 is maintained.)

(CANADA proposes the following new Article 24:

Article 24


The General Secretariat shall notify all member states of the Organization of the following particulars: 

(a) Signatures, ratifications and accessions under the present Convention; 

(b) The date of entry into force of the Convention;

(c) Any denunciation under Article 22; and

(d) Any amendment under Article 23.)
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_________________________________________________________________________________
STATEMENT BY THE DELEGATION OF CANADA DURING THE MEETING OF THE WORKING GROUP TO PREPARE A DRAFT INTER-AMERICAN CONVENTION AGAINST RACISM AND ALL FORMS OF DISCRIMINATION AND INTOLERANCE 

(November 10, 2009)

General

· Canada is strongly committed to the promotion and protection of human rights, and we have been actively engaged in the fight against racism both at home and internationally for many years. Canada’s objective in the course of the Working Group consultations is to achieve a realistic and workable end product - one which will foster cooperation and workable solutions to eliminate racism and discrimination in the region. 

· Canada continues to favor a more practical, cooperative framework to addressing racism and promoting tolerance and non-discrimination rather than a new convention. However, no matter the end result, any instrument resulting from this process must be effective, credible and achievable as well as fully consistent with States’ obligations under international human rights law. 

· Canada valued the Special Meeting of the Working Group held last November in which States benefited from the views shared by experts and civil society. We think it is important that the Working Group continue to reflect on the overarching issues which were raised in the context of the Special Meeting as we continue our discussions on how to best move forward to achieve our shared goal of combating racism and discrimination. 

· Such issues include whether this instrument is going to be focused on racism or on broader issues of discrimination. Without greater clarity on this issue, it will be difficult for us to focus our efforts appropriately and to achieve an agreed outcome. As currently drafted, the text remains too ambitious and has the potential to duplicate and overlap with existing international instruments. 

· Furthermore, as a Working Group, we need to address some of the current text’s real legal challenges. States are already accountable to existing international standards and do not want to create any confusion about the content of such obligations. 

· Finally, it remains a priority for Canada that any future instrument be useful in furthering the implementation of existing international obligations. This can be achieved through the development of a framework for enhanced hemispheric cooperation and the sharing of best practices, including governance models.
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_______________________________________________________________________________

PROPOSAL BY THE PERMANENT MISSION OF ANTIGUA AND BARBUDA FOR THE WORKING GROUP TO PREPARE A DRAFT INTER-AMERICAN CONVENTION AGAINST RACISM AND ALL FORMS OF DISCRIMINATION AND INTOLERANCE 

(March 23, 2010)

PROPOSAL BY THE PERMANENT MISSION OF ANTIGUA AND BARBUDA

The delegation of Antigua and Barbuda proposes that the Working Group to Prepare a Draft Inter American Convention against Racism and All Forms of Discrimination take the necessary steps to divide the current Draft into a main Convention focusing on racism/racial discrimination and an additional Protocol focusing on discrimination and all forms of intolerance.

Impasse in Working Group

Negotiations began in 2005 by mandate of the resolution Ag RES 2126. At present, Member States have come to an impasse because delegations cannot agree on the scope of the Draft Convention. Currently, the Draft addresses discrimination based on:

Race, color, heritage, national or ethnic origin, nationality, age, sex, sexual orientation, gender identity, and expression, language, religion, political opinions or other opinions of any kind, social origin, socioeconomic status, educational level, migrant, refugee, repatriate, stateless or internally displaced status and/or condition, infectious – contagious condition or any other mental or physical health-related condition, genetic trait, disability, debilitating psychological condition, or any other social condition.
All delegations have, in principle, agreed to the provisions of the Draft relating to racial discrimination. However, the exhaustive list that follows continue to pose a problem in achieving consensus.
Despite the provisions of AG Res 2126, some delegations have expressed preference for having a Convention that is narrowly focused on racial discrimination, while others have expressed favor for a broad Convention which encompass rights that go beyond those not enshrined in the major international human rights instruments.
Delegations have varied reasons for their preference. Those who favor a narrow Convention have explained that their legal systems would not allow for ratification of the current Draft because certain issues in the exhaustive list have not been conclusively addressed. For example, with respect to homosexuality national consensus has not been achieved in certain CARICOM jurisdictions including Antigua and Barbuda.  Delegations have also cited the logistical difficulty that they would face in mobilizing numerous national machinery for implementation of the exhaustive list of current Draft.  

Delegations that favor a broad Convention do so citing that the OAS should go beyond what has been established in the current major Human Rights Instruments. They maintain the uselessness of the OAS merely duplicating what has already been enshrined.

Efficacy of Antigua and Barbuda’s Proposal

Antigua and Barbuda proposes that the main Convention focus on discrimination based on race, color, heritage, national or ethnic origin. The Protocol should focus on discrimination based on all the other issues contained in the current Draft. This proposal consisting of a Convention and a Protocol, would satisfy all delegations, in that:

1. It would encompass the major issues relating to racism, and with the Protocol, it would go a step beyond the current global instruments in addressing all other forms of discrimination and intolerance. 

2. Consensus could be reached in the short run on a Convention focusing solely on Racism / Racial Discrimination. All delegations could sign immediately.

3. With respect to the Protocol on Discrimination and Intolerance, delegations that have expressed preference for a broad convention could sign immediately while those who have incongruous legal systems could sign on when it is legally feasible for them to do so.

The complete set (Convention and Protocol) would achieve everything that the current Draft is attempting to address but incrementally.
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Working Group to Prepare a Draft
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DRAFT RESOLUTION

DRAFT INTER-AMERICAN CONVENTION AGAINST RACISM AND

ALL FORMS OF DISCRIMINATION AND INTOLERANCE

(Presented by the Chair)

(The result of negotiations at the Group’s meeting of May 20, 2010)

THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY,


HAVING SEEN the Annual Report of the Permanent Council to the General Assembly; 


REAFFIRMING the content of resolution AG/RES. 2501 (XXXIX-O/09), “Draft Inter-American Convention against Racism and All Forms of Discrimination and Intolerance,” as well as all prior resolutions on the subject: AG/RES. 2367 (XXXVIII-O/08), “Draft Inter-American Convention against Racism and All Forms of Discrimination and Intolerance”; AG/RES. 2276 (XXXVII-O/07), “Draft Inter-American Convention against Racism and All Forms of Discrimination and Intolerance”; AG/RES. 2168 (XXXVI-O/06), “Combating Racism and All Forms of Discrimination and Intolerance and Consideration of the Draft Inter-American Convention against Racism and All Forms of Discrimination and Intolerance”; AG/RES. 2126 (XXXV-O/05), “Prevention of Racism and All Forms of Discrimination and Intolerance and Consideration of the Preparation of a Draft Inter-American Convention”; AG/RES. 2038 (XXXIV-O/04) and AG/RES. 1930 (XXXIII-O/03), “Preparation of a Draft Inter-American Convention against Racism and All Forms of Discrimination and Intolerance”; AG/RES. 1905 (XXXII-O/02), AG/RES. 1774 (XXXI-O/01), and AG/RES. 1712 (XXX-O/00); and

REAFFIRMING the resolute commitment of the member states of the Organization of American States to the complete and unconditional eradication of racism and of all forms of discrimination and intolerance and their conviction that such discriminatory attitudes are a negation of universal values and the inalienable and infrangible rights of the human person and the purposes and principles enshrined in the Charter of the Organization of American States, the American Declaration of the Rights and Duties of Man, the American Convention on Human Rights, the Democratic Charter of the Americas, the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, the International Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination and the Universal Declaration on the Human Genome and Human Rights; (Preamble to the Draft Convention CAJP/GT/RDI-57/07 rev. 13);

REAFFIRMING the principles of equality and non-discrimination and recognizing that  human diversity is a cherished asset for the advancement and welfare of humanity at large (Declaration of Durban, 2001);

OBSERVING with concern that there are still countless human beings in our Hemisphere who are still “victims of longstanding and contemporary manifestations of racism, discrimination, and intolerance”; (taken from AG/RES. 2126 (XXXV-O/05)


HAVING SEEN document CAJP/GT/RDI-57/07 rev. 13, “Consolidated Document:  Draft Inter-American Convention against Racism and All Forms of Discrimination and Intolerance”; and


NOTING the progress achieved and the diverse positions expressed by the member states in the Working Group to Prepare a Draft Inter-American Convention against Racism and All Forms of Discrimination and Intolerance, 
RESOLVES:


1.
To reaffirm the will and the resolute commitment of the member states to the  negotiation process taking place in the Working Group to prepare a Draft Inter-American Convention against Racism and All Forms of Discrimination and Intolerance. 

[2.
To instruct the Working Group to continue said process and negotiations, taking into account the progress set forth in document CAJP/GT/RDI-57/07 rev. 13, “Consolidated Document:  Draft Inter-American Convention against Racism and All Forms of Discrimination and Intolerance” (CAJP/GT/RDI-57/07 rev.13) and the “Proposal of the Permanent Mission of Antigua and Barbuda for the Working Group to Prepare a Draft Inter-American Convention against Racism and All Forms of Discrimination and Intolerance” (CAJP/GT/RDI/INF.18/10).]


["To instruct the Working Group to continue deliberations towards developing such an instrument taking into account the work done to date and the proposals made by Member States." LANGUAGE PROPOSED BY ANTIGUA AND BARBUDA]


3.
To request the Working Group to consider, when adopting its Work Plan, methodology suggestions that may contribute to the negotiation process.


4.
To request the Working Group to continue promoting contributions from member states; organs, agencies, and entities of the Organization of American States (OAS); the United Nations; and regional organizations; to urge those bodies to continue sending their written contributions to the Working Group for consideration; and, pursuant to the Guidelines for Participation by Civil Society Organizations in OAS Activities, contained in Permanent Council resolution CP/RES. 759 (1217/99), to request the Working Group to also continue to receive contributions from groups in vulnerable situations and from interested civil society organizations.


5.
To renew the mandates to the Justice Studies Center of the Americas and the Inter-American Commission on Human Rights (IACHR), as set forth in paragraphs 5, 7, and 8 of resolution AG/RES. 2168 (XXXVI-O/06).


6.
To request the General Secretariat to continue to provide support to the Working Group’s activities, through the Executive Secretariat of the IACHR and the Department of International Law of the Secretariat for Legal Affairs.


7.
To request the Permanent Council to report to the General Assembly at its forty-first regular session on the implementation of this resolution, the execution of which shall be subject to the availability of financial resources in the program-budget of the Organization and other resources.


PERMANENT COUNCIL OF THE
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26 May 2010


COMMITTEE ON HEMISPHERIC SECURITY
Original: English
_________________________________________________________________________________

REPORT OF THE CHAIR OF THE COMMITTEE ON HEMISPHERIC SECURITY
(2009-2010)
I.
Installation, mandates, and authorities
During its thirty-ninth regular session in San Pedro Sula, Honduras, in June 2009, the General Assembly adopted 18 resolutions
/ related to hemispheric security.


At its July 15, 2009 meeting, the Permanent Council installed the Committee on Hemispheric Security (CSH) and, pursuant to Article 28 of its Rules of Procedure, elected Ambassador Graeme Clark, Permanent Representative of Canada to the OAS, as its Chair.

At its September 17, 2009 meeting, the CSH elected the following Vice-Chairs:

· Suze Percy Filippini, Alternate Representative of Haiti to the OAS

· Denys Toscano Amores, Alternate Representative of Ecuador to the OAS

· Gonzalo Talavera, Alternate Representative of Peru to the OAS


At its thirty-ninth regular session in San Pedro Sula, Honduras, in June 2009, the General Assembly adopted resolution 2444 (XXXIX-O/09) “Meeting of Ministers Responsible for Public Security in the Americas.” The resolution requests the Permanent Council, “to convene, through the Committee on Hemispheric Security (CSH), any meetings it deems necessary for the member states to be able to coordinate preparations for the Second Meeting of Ministers Responsible for Public Security in the Americas, to be held in the Dominican Republic in the last quarter of 2009.”

In addition, on September 16, 2009, the Organization's Permanent Council adopted resolution CP/RES. 957 (1714/09) convening the Second Meeting of Ministers Responsible for Public Security in the Americas, to be held in Santo Domingo, Dominican Republic, on November 4 and 5, 2009, the main topic of which is crime and violence. 


The CSH, on September 17, 2009, installed the “Working Group to Prepare for the Second Meeting of Ministers of Public Security of the Americas” and elected Ambassador Virgilio Alcantara, Permanent Representative of the Dominican Republic to the OAS as Chair of this Working Group.

The first meeting of the Working Group to Prepare for the Second Meeting of Ministers of Public Security of the Americas, held on September 29, 2009, elected the following Vice Chairs: Héctor Ortega, Alternate Representative of the Permanent Mission of Mexico to the OAS and Ronald Maunday, Alternate Representative of Trinidad and Tobago to the OAS.

Likewise, pursuant to resolution AG/RES. 2461 (XXXIX-O/09), at its meeting of November 16, 2009, the Committee on Hemispheric Security installed the Working Group to Prepare a Regional Strategy to Promote Inter-American Cooperation in Dealing with Criminal Gangs. The Alternate Representative of Ecuador to the OAS, Denys Toscano Amores, was elected as this working group’s Chair.
The Working Group to Prepare a Regional Strategy to Promote Inter-American Cooperation in Dealing with Criminal Gangs, in its January 12, 2010 meeting, elected the following Vice-Chairs: Mr. Giovanni Snidle, Alternate Representative of the United States to the OAS and Mr. Héctor Ortega, Alternate Representative of Mexico to the OAS.

II.
Proceedings
Meetings

As part of its activities, as mandated by the General Assembly, the Committee on Hemispheric Security programmed seven (7) special events. It also programmed six (6) meetings to address follow up on institutional topics and nine (9) meetings to review draft resolutions to be submitted to the General Assembly in its fortieth regular session.

At its meeting held on September 17, 2009 the Committee approved document CP/CSH-1132/09 rev. 5, which includes the calendar of activities of the Committee for the period 2009-2010 and includes the proposed work methodology.

Institutional follow-up

Among the activities for the follow up on institutional topics carried out by the Committee, the following can be highlighted:

The Committee met on July 9, 2009 to consider preparatory documents for the Inter-American Specialized Conference on Public Security, to prepare for the Second Meeting of Ministers Responsible for Public Security in the Americas, which was held on August 4 and 5, 2009 in Montevideo, Uruguay. In this regard, the draft agenda (CP/CSH-1116/09 rev. 3) and guest list (CP/CSH-1123/09 rev. 1) were approved 

On October 22, 2009, Ambassador Virgilio Alcantara, Permanent Representative of the Dominican Republic and Chair of the Working Group to Prepare for the Second Meeting of Ministers Responsible for Public Security in the Americas, delivered the Working Group’s report, which was circulated as document CSH/GT/MISPA II-24/09. Ambassador Alcantara submitted the following documents for consideration by the CSH and for subsequent referral to the Permanent Council and then to the Second Meeting of Ministers Responsible for Public Security in the Americas, which was  held on November 4 to 5, 2009 in Santo Domingo, Dominican Republic:

· Draft Agenda (CSH/GT/MISPA II-2/09 rev. 2)

· Draft Rules of Procedures (CSH/GT/MISPA II-3/09 rev. 1)

· Draft Schedule (CSH/GT/MISPA II-7/09 rev. 3)

The Committee also discussed the draft final document of the Second Meeting of Ministers Responsible for Public Security in the Americas.  The final version of this document, which was submitted to the Permanent Council, was circulated as document CP/CSH-1140/09.

On November 16, 2009 Ms. Patricia D’Costa, Alternate Representative of Canada to the OAS and rapporteur for the Second Meeting of Ministers Responsible for Public Security in the Americas, presented her report, contained in document MISPA-II/doc.11/09.

On December 15, 2009 the Department of Public Security of the Secretariat for Multidimensional Security presented the document “Draft Work Plan to Combat Trafficking in Persons in the Western Hemisphere 2010-2012,” which was distributed as document CP/CSH-1155/09. This Draft Work Plan was presented pursuant to resolution  AG/RES. 2456 (XXXIX-O/09), which requests “the General Secretariat to prepare a draft Work Plan to be considered by the Committee on Hemispheric Security, based on the conclusions and recommendations of the First and Second Meetings of National Authorities on Trafficking in Persons, and other relevant provisions of the OAS, bearing in mind the achievements at the subregional and international levels, avoiding duplication of efforts and generating enhanced coordination.” 


This Draft Work plan was presented by the Department of Public Security and was considered at the meetings of the CSH held on December 15, 2009, January 14 and April 6, 15 and 21, 2010 and informal meetings held on March 3, 9, 11, and 16, and April 29, 2010.  It was finally adopted in the meeting held on April 29 as document CP/CSH-1155/09 rev. 10.


At the meeting held on January 14, 2010 the Committee received a report by Mr. Carl Case Director of the Office of Humanitarian Mine Action of the OAS Department of Public Security, on the Second Review Conference of the Ottawa Convention, also called the Cartagena Summit on a Mine-Free World, which took place from November 30 to December 4, 2009, in Cartagena, Colombia.  At the Cartagena Summit on a Mine-Free World, the international community gathered in Colombia 10 years after the Anti-Personnel Mine Ban Convention entered into force, and states and international and nongovernmental organizations, represented at the highest possible level, took stock of incredible progress that had been made towards ending the landmine era.

At that same meeting, the Chair presented the draft work plan of the CSH for the presentation and negotiation of the draft resolutions to be submitted to the General Assembly at its next session (CP/CSH-1161/09 rev. 1).


On February 18, 2010 the Committee considered the topic “Support for implementation at the hemispheric level of United Nations Security Council Resolution 1540 (2004)”. Ambassador Albert Ramdin, the OAS Assistant Secretary General, made some introductory remarks at this session, where he underscored the Organization’s commitment to ensuring implementation of United Nations resolution 1540. This session also included presentations from Enrique Ochoa,  Representative of 1540 Committee; Ambassador Jorge Urbina, Permanent Representative of Costa Rica to the United Nations and former 1540 Committee chairman; O'Neil Hamilton, CARICOM Regional Coordinator on 1540 Committee; Tom Wuchte, U.S. Coordinator on 1540 Committee, Bureau of International Security & Nonproliferation; Brian D. Finlay, Chief Collaborator, The Henry L. Stimson Center; Philip J. Murray, Chairman and General Manager, Maritime Security Council (MSC); and the Secretariat for Multidimensional Security, Executive Secretariat of the Inter-American Committee against Terrorism (CICTE).  [AG/RES. 2358 (XXXVIII-O/08)].


On March 15, 2010 the Committee considered the topic “Special security concerns of the small island states of the Caribbean”. This meeting’s agenda was prepared in consultation with the CARICOM Caucus. The introduction of this meeting was delivered by Ambassador Izben Williams, Permanent Representative of Saint Kitts and Nevis to the OAS and Chair of the Caribbean Community (CARICOM) Caucus of Ambassadors in Washington, D.C. The Assistant Secretary General of the OAS, Ambassador Albert Ramdin, also addressed the Committee and welcomed the opportunity to share the threats facing the security of the small islands.

Lieutenant Colonel Clyde William Parris, Defense Attaché, Permanent Mission of Barbados to the OAS, presented, on behalf of the Caribbean Disaster Emergency Management Agency (CDEMA) a report on CARICOM’s experiences in disaster management and mitigation. Ambassador Bayney R. Karran, Permanent Representative of Guyana to the OAS presented on the issue of the impact of climate change:  A continuous threat to the sustainable development of the Caribbean.  The Committee also had a teleconference with Captain Michael Jones of the Regional Communications Centre of the Implementation Agency for Crime and Security (IMPACS) on the Advanced Passenger Information System (APIS). Additionally, the Committee received presentations by the Secretariat for Multidimensional Security, Department of Sustainable Development of the Executive Secretariat for Integral Development (SEDI), and the Inter-American Defense Board (IADB). [AG/RES. 2485 (XXXIX-O/09)]

At the April 6, 2010 meeting, the Office of Humanitarian Mine Action of the Department of Public Security submitted a report on the Status and Prospects of the Program for Comprehensive Action against Antipersonnel Mines (AICMA) [AG/RES. 2453 (XXXIX-O/09)].


Also, the Inter-American Defense Board (IADB) presented on its contribution to the Inter-American system.  The presentation of the IADB was given by Lt. Gen. General José Roberto Machado e Silva, Chair, and it was published as document CP/CSH/INF. 222/10. [AG/RES. 2482 (XXXIX-O/09)]

Additionally, the Secretariat for Multidimensional Security presented a report on “Steps Taken to collaborate with the United Nations Office for Disarmament Affairs to Strengthen the Implementation of the Inter-American Convention on Transparency in Conventional Weapons Acquisitions”, which was published as document CP/CSH-1204/10.

The meetings held on April 15, 21 and 29 and May 6, 11, 13, 18, 20, and 24 were dedicated to the negotiation of draft resolutions and presentation of the annual reports of this Committee.

Special meetings

At its thirty-ninth regular session, the General Assembly requested the Permanent Council to convene, through the Committee on Hemispheric Security, seven meetings related to the different mandates given to the Committee.

In this connection, the Committee on Hemispheric Security held the following six (6) special meetings:

1.
Inter-American Specialized Conference on Public Security: Meeting of Experts to prepare for MISPA II, Montevideo, Uruguay [AG/RES. 2444 (XXXIX-O/09)]

The Inter-American Specialized Conference on Public Security in the Americas: Meeting of Experts to Prepare for MISPA II, was held on August 4 and 5, 2009 in Montevideo, Uruguay.

This meeting was convened pursuant to Article 29 of Commitment to Public Security in the Americas (MISPA/doc.7/08 rev. 4), adopted in Mexico City during the First Meeting of Ministers Responsible for Public Security in the Americas. This decision was ratified by the last General Assembly of the Organization of American States (OAS), through resolution AG/RES. 2444 (XXXIX-O/09).

The CSH met on July 9, 2009 to consider some preparatory documents, including the draft agenda and guest list of the Inter-American Specialized Conference on Public Security, to prepare for the Second Meeting of Ministers Responsible for Public Security in the Americas. 


The rapporteur’s report of this meeting was published as document MISPA/RE/doc.7/09.

2.
Second meeting of the Technical Group on Transnational Organized Crime [AG/RES. 2490 (XXXIX-O/09)]
The Second Meeting of the OAS Technical Group on Transnational Organized Crime took place on October 7, 2009 in OAS headquarters in fulfillment of resolution AG/RES. 2490 (XXXIX-O/09). Alternate Representative of Trinidad and Tobago to the OAS, Mr. Roland Maunday, was elected Chair of the meeting, and Mr. Francisco René Cuevas Tallardo, Vice Minister of Community Support of the Ministry of Interior of Guatemala, was elected Vice Chair.

The OAS General Secretariat presented the status of ratifications of the Palermo Convention and the protocols thereto (GT/DOT-II/doc.5/09 corr. 1). On the issue of “institutional capacity building,” the meeting heard presentations by Mr. Christopher Hernández-Roy, Director of the OAS Department of Public Security (DPS), on actions carried out by the General Secretariat to build member state capacities to combat transnational organized crime; and by Ms. Alison August-Treppel, Chief, Section on Transnational Organized Crime, DSP, who presented a diagnostic assessment of technical cooperation needs (GT/DOT-II/doc.6/09 corr. 1), and the technical cooperation “toolkit” (inventory of courses and workshops) (GT/DOT-II/doc.7/09 corr. 1).

At the fifth plenary session, whose purpose was to consider and approve work program components, member states identified the main components of the “Draft Elements of the Work Program of the Technical Group on Transnational Organized Crime” (CP/CSH-1018/08): 2.2, 2.4 – in conjunction with component 2.5; 3.2, 3.5, 4.1, 4.2, and 4.3, as well as the incorporation of the list of mutual legal assistance authorities and a legislative comparison of the countries of the Hemisphere.


The Report of the Second Meeting of the OAS Technical Group on Transnational Organized Crime was distributed as document GT/DOT-II/doc.12/09.


Additionally, the Technical Group on Transnational Organized Crime had and informal meeting on April 19, 2010 to further discuss the document “Components of the Work Program of the Technical Group on Transnational Organized Crime”.

3.
Second Meeting of Ministers of Public Security of the Americas [AG/RES. 2444 (XXXIX-O/09)]
The Second Meeting of Ministers Responsible for Public Security in the Americas was convened pursuant to Article 29 of the Commitment to Public Security in the Americas (MISPA/doc.7/08 rev. 4), adopted in Mexico City during the First Meeting of Ministers Responsible for Public Security in the Americas.  That decision was reaffirmed at the last General Assembly of the Organization of American States (OAS), through resolution AG/RES. 2444 (XXXIX-O/09).

Pursuant to this resolution, a working group was established by the Committee on Hemispheric Security to prepare the documents that would be proposed for the ministers’ consideration in Dominican Republic.  The working group held six negotiation sessions.


The Second Meeting of Ministers Responsible for Public Security in the Americas was held from November 4 to 5, 2009, in Santo Domingo, Dominican Republic.  Representatives of 29 OAS member states, 10 observer countries, 10 international, regional, and subregional organizations, 26 civil society organizations, and three specialized agencies of the OAS attended the meeting.


Prior to that ministerial, several preparatory meetings were held to present initiatives put together by the General Secretariat based on the Commitment to Security in the Americas, adopted at MISPA I.  These initiatives were presented at the Inter-American Specialized Conference on Public Security, held in Montevideo, Uruguay (from August 4 to 5, 2009) and at a preparatory meeting held in Lima, Peru (September 16 and 17, 2009) with civil society organizations.  A meeting was also held (October 8 and 9, 2009 in Washington, D.C.) to discuss the Feasibility Study on the best ways to strengthen the training and development of personnel responsible for public security.  During MISPA II, a workshop on comparable parameters in coexistence and public security was also held (November 3, 2009, in Santo Domingo, Dominican Republic), as a joint initiative between the Department of Public Security of the Secretariat for Multidimensional Security and the Inter-American Development Bank.


During the MISPA II, the main discussion by the delegations revolved around initiatives implemented by the General Secretariat based on the Commitment to Public Security in the Americas (including five pillars related to the Prevention of Crime, Violence, and Insecurity; Public Security Management; Police Management; Citizen and Community Participation; and International Cooperation) as well as on initiatives of member states and proposals by international organizations in the area of security.

Results of MISPA II

The Second Meeting of Ministers Responsible for Public Security in the Americas adopted the document “Santo Domingo Consensus on Public Security” (MISPA II/doc.8/09 rev. 4).  Another important outcome of this Ministerial meeting was the fact that it issued a call for the MISPA process to be institutionalized, with Meetings of Ministers held on a regular basis every two years and an experts meeting prior to the ministerial meetings, within the framework of the CSH.

4.
First Conference of States Parties to the Inter American Convention on Transparency 
in Conventional Weapons Acquisitions [AG/RES. 2445 (XXXIX-O/09)]
The First Conference of the States Parties to the Inter-American Convention on Transparency in Conventional Weapons Acquisitions was held at the headquarters of the OAS on December 3, 2009. This meeting was convened pursuant to resolution AG/RES. 2445 (XXXIX-O/09) and Article VIII of the Convention.  The aforementioned resolution invites the states parties to the Convention, non-state parties, permanent observers, and subregional, regional, and international organizations, as well as civil society organizations interested in the subject matter, to attend the Conference.  For its part, Article VIII of the Convention established that a conference of the states parties should be held seven years after its entry into force.
The Committee on Hemispheric Security had held three preparatory meetings (November 30, 2006; April 14, 2008; and January 22, 2009). The purpose of the Conference was to examine the functioning and application of the Convention and to consider further transparency measures consistent with the objective of the Convention, including modifications to the categories of conventional weapons in Annex I thereto.


Ambassador Bernardino Hugo Saguier, Permanent Representative of Paraguay to the OAS, was elected as Chair of the Conference, and Ambassador María Zavala Valladares, Permanent Representative of Peru, was elected Vice Chair.

The first session included presentations by the General Secretariat; the representatives of France and the Kingdom of the Netherlands, in their capacity as permanent observers; officials involved in United Nations activities in the area of conventional arms; and a representative of civil society organizations.

During the second plenary session, the representatives of the states parties to the Inter-American Convention assessed the functioning and application of the Convention and proposed the following lines of action to promote universalization of the Convention and better coordinate its implementation.

The rapporteur’s report of this meeting was distributed as document CITAAC/CEP/doc.10/09.

5
“Inter-American Support for the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty” and “Disarmament and Nonproliferation Education” [AG/RES. 2359 (XXXVIII-O/08) and AG/RES. 2360 (XXXVIII-O/08)]

The Meeting on “Inter-American Support for the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty” and “Disarmament and Nonproliferation Education” was held on January 28, 2010 at OAS headquarters.

This meeting included presentations by Ambassador Ruy Casaes, Permanent Representative of Brazil, in Brazil’s capacity as the Presidency Pro Tempore of the Agency for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin America and the Caribbean (OPANAL), Ms. Agnès Marcaillou, Chief, Regional Disarmament Branch, United Nations Office for Disarmament Affairs and Mr. Luis Alberto Cordero of the Arias Foundation for Peace and Human Progress.


6.
Follow-up to the Special Conference on Security [AG/RES. 2443 (XXXIX-O/09)]
The special session dedicated to the Follow-up to the Special Conference on Security took place on February 4th, 2010 pursuant to resolution AG/RES. 2443 (XXXIX-O/09), which requested the Permanent Council to convene, through the CSH and pursuant to the mandate in resolution AG/RES. 2357 (XXXVIII-O/08), a meeting to consider the draft agenda adopted at the CSH meeting of December 16, 2008.

At this session, member states presented statements reiterating their commitment to the Declaration on Security in the Americas (DSA) and noted activities they have undertaken during the first five years of the DSA, to combat traditional threats and new threats to security

Additionally, the Secretariat for Multidimensional Security, presented an appraisal of the performance of the organs, institutions, and mechanisms of the inter-American system involved in various aspects of security in the Hemisphere as regards implementation of the Declaration on Security in the Americas, contained in document CP/CSH-1177/10.


This session also included presentations by Loreta Tellería Escobar of the Security and Defense Network of Latin America (RESDAL) and by Margaret Daly Hayes, Professor of Security Studies, Georgetown University.
Working Groups

Working Group to Prepare for the Second Meeting of Ministers of Public Security of the Americas
The Committee installed on September 17, 2009 the Working Group to Prepare for the Second Meeting of Ministers Responsible for Public Security in the Americas, pursuant to a Permanent Council decision arising from its meeting of September 16, 2009 and in accordance with the provisions of Resolution AG/RES. 2444 (XXXIX-O/09) which requests “the Permanent Council to convene, through the Committee on Hemispheric Security, any meetings it deems necessary for the member states to be able to coordinate preparations for the Second Meeting of Ministers Responsible for Public Security in the Americas.”

This Working Group met on September 29 and on October 1, 6, 13, 15, and 20, 2009 and considered and approved the following working documents of MISPA II:

· Draft Agenda (CSH/GT/MISPA II-2/09 rev. 2)

· Draft Rules of Procedure (CSH/GT/MISPA II-3/09 rev. 1)

· List of Invited Guests (CSH/GT/MISPA II-4/09 rev. 2)

· Draft Schedule (CSH/GT/MISPA II-7/09 rev. 3)

· Draft Final Document (CSH/GT/MISPA II-9/09 rev. 3)

Additionally, on October 13, 2009 the Working Group held a briefing session where contributions were made by the following organizations:  CARICOM, World Bank, and the OAS Executive Secretariat for Integral Development (SEDI). Also the outcomes of the Meeting of Civil Society Organizations in preparation for the Second Meeting of Ministers Responsible for Public Security in the Americas, organized by the General Secretariat and held from September 16 to 17, 2009 in Lima, Peru were presented (CSH/GT/MISPA II-10/09).  In addition, the working group received from the Andean Community a written statement, which will be distributed as document CSH/GT/MISPA II-12/09.


The Report by the Chair of the Working Group to Prepare for the Second Meeting of Ministers Responsible for Public Security in the Americas was published as CSH/GT/MISPA II-24/09.

Working Group to Prepare a Regional Strategy to Promote Inter-American Cooperation in Dealing with Criminal Gangs

Resolution AG/RES. 2461 (XXXIX-O/09), “Promotion of Hemispheric Cooperation in Dealing with Criminal Gangs” requests the Permanent Council to convene, within the framework of the Working Group tasked with preparing a regional strategy to promote inter-American cooperation in dealing with criminal gangs of the Committee on Hemispheric Security, a second special meeting to continue analyzing the phenomenon of criminal gangs, in accordance with national and subregional priorities, at which member states, agencies of the inter-American system, and other international organizations and civil society groups may present their views and experiences at the national, subregional, and hemispheric levels, with a view to continuing to prepare a regional strategy to promote inter-American cooperation in dealing with criminal gangs, in accordance with resolution AG/RES. 2380 (XXXVIII-O/08).
Accordingly, the Working Group was established on November 16, 2009 to fulfill these mandates, and Mr. Denys Toscano Amores, Alternate Representative of Ecuador to the OAS, was elected as its Chair.

For the implementation of the activities envisaged, the Working Group held seven meetings, including one special, one informal, and five formal meetings, to consider the “Draft Regional Strategy to Promote Inter-American Cooperation in Dealing with Criminal Gangs,” and to negotiate a draft resolution on criminal gangs to be presented to the General Assembly at its fortieth regular session.

The second special meeting to continue studying the criminal gang phenomenon was held on March 2, 2010 in the framework of this Working Group. That meeting was held in accordance with resolution AG/RES. 2461 (XXXIX-O/09), which requested “the Permanent Council to convene, within the framework of the Working Group to Prepare a Regional Strategy to Promote Inter-American Cooperation in Dealing with Criminal Gangs of the Committee on Hemispheric Security, a second special meeting to continue analyzing the phenomenon of criminal gangs, in accordance with national and subregional priorities, at which member states, agencies of the inter-American system, and other international organizations and civil society may present their views and experiences at the national, subregional, and hemispheric levels, with a view to continuing to prepare a regional strategy to promote inter-American cooperation in dealing with criminal gangs, in accordance with resolution AG/RES. 2380 (XXXVIII-O/08).”

At that meeting, member states, agencies of the inter-American system, international organizations, and civil society presented their views and experiences to be used as input in preparing a regional strategy to promote inter-American cooperation in dealing with criminal gangs, focusing on prevention, rehabilitation, law enforcement, and contributions of technical and financial resources for this purpose.

In addition to the above-indicated member states, government agencies, and NGOs, the General Secretariat requested written input from other stakeholders, based on their national and subregional experiences, to be taking into account in preparing a regional strategy to promote inter-American cooperation in dealing with criminal gangs.

The Draft Strategy was presented by the Chair of the Working Group, with support from the Department of Public Security of the Secretariat for Multidimensional Security of the OAS. The Draft Strategy, contained in document CSH/GT/PD-36/10 rev. 3, was approved by the Working Group on May 10, 2010.

The final report of this working group was published as document CSH/GT/PD-43/10.

Informal meetings on the Draft Work Plan to Combat Trafficking in Persons in the Western Hemisphere 2010-2012

At its January 14, 2010 meeting, the Chair of the CSH recommended that there be informal discussions on the Draft Work Plan to Combat Trafficking in Persons in the Western Hemisphere 2010-2012 (CP/CSH-1155/09), which is based on the conclusions and recommendations of the first and second Meetings of National Authorities on Trafficking in Persons [AG/RES. 2456 (XXXIX-O/09)]. The CSH had four informal meetings held on March 3, 9, 11 and 16, 2010, chaired by the Denys Toscano Amores, Vice-Chair of the CSH.

III.
Draft resolutions
For the consideration of draft resolutions, the Chair submitted a “Draft Work Plan of the Committee on Hemispheric Security (CSH) for the Presentation and Negotiation of Draft Resolutions to be Submitted to the General Assembly at Its Fortieth Regular Session” (CP/CSH-1161/10 rev. 1), which was approved in the January 14, 2010 session.
The Committee continued working until May 24, 2010 and  received a total of 19 draft resolutions to be considered. 2 draft resolutions were withdrawn and 17 have been transmitted to the Permanent Council for their subsequent submission to the General Assembly during its fortieth regular session in Lima, Peru:

1. Follow-up to the Special Conference on Security (CP/CSH-1200/10 rev. 2)

2. Disarmament and non-proliferation in the Hemisphere (CP/CSH-1199/10 rev. 3)
3. Support for implementation at the hemispheric level of United Nations Security Council resolution 1540 (2004) (CP/CSH-1201/10 rev. 3)

4. Inter-American Convention against the Illicit Manufacturing of and Trafficking in Firearms, Ammunition, Explosives, and Other Related Materials (CP/CSH-1215/10)

5. Support for the work of the Inter-American Committee against Terrorism (CP/CSH-1214/10 rev. 2)

6. Observations and recommendations on the annual report of the Inter-American Drug Abuse Control Commission (CP/CSH-1221/10 rev. 1)

7. Multilateral Evaluation Mechanism of the Inter-American Drug Abuse Control Commission (CP/CSH-1222/10 rev. 1)

8. Amendments to the Model Regulations of the Inter-American Drug Abuse Control Commission on money laundering offenses connected to illicit drug trafficking and other serious offenses (CP/CSH-1224/10 rev. 1)

9. Meeting of Ministers Responsible for Public Security in the Americas (CP/CSH-1207/10 rev. 3)

10. Promotion of hemispheric cooperation in dealing with criminal gangs (CP/CSH/1230/10 corr. 1)

11. Execution of the Hemispheric Plan of Action Against Transnational Organized Crime and Strengthening of Hemispheric Cooperation (CP/CSH-1220/10 rev. 2)
12. Work Plan Against Trafficking in Persons (CP/CSH-1217/10 rev. 3)
13. Inter-American Convention on Transparency in Conventional Weapons Acquisitions (CP/CSH-1218/10 rev. 2)
14. Hemispheric Drug Strategy and the Elaboration of its Plan of Action (CP/CSH-1223/10 rev. 3)
15. The Americas as an Antipersonnel-Land-Mine-Free Zone (CP/CSH-1210/10 rev. 4)
16. Support for the Activities of the Inter-American Defense Board (CP/CSH-1209/10 rev. 6 corr. 1)
17. Hemispheric Cooperation Against the Crime of Kidnapping and for Assistance to Victims” (CP/CSH 1232/10 rev. 3)

Likewise, the Chair wishes to point out that the following draft resolutions were not submitted for consideration by the fortieth regular session, since they contained biennial mandates. However, they should be considered for the distribution of mandates in the next period and in this Committee’s calendar of activities for next year:

· AG/RES. 2442 (XXXIX-O/09)
“Consolidation of the Regime Established in the Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin America and the Caribbean (Treaty of Tlatelolco)”

· AG/RES. 2447 (XXXIX-O/09)
Confidence- and Security-Building in the Americas

· AG/RES. 2485 (XXXIX-O/09)
Special Security Concerns of the Small Island States of the Caribbean

IV.
Observations and Recommendations of the Member States regarding the Annual Reports

Pursuant to the provisions of Article 91.f of the OAS Charter and at the request of the Permanent Council, the Committee considered three annual reports. These were: the annual report of the Inter-American Defense Board (CP/doc.4481/10), the annual report of the Inter-American Committee Against Terrorism (CICTE) (CP/doc.4485/10), and the annual report of the Inter-American Drug Abuse Control Commission (CICAD) (CP/doc.4489/10). The three documents were transmitted to the OAS General Assembly for consideration at its fortieth regular session.

The report of the IADB was presented by the President of its Council of Delegates, Lieutenant General José Roberto Machado e Silva at the meeting of May 6, 2010. 

The delegation of Argentina commented on point 3 of the Activities Report of the IADB, particularly the Chairman’s participation in the “Security Conference of Caribbean Nations on Illicit Drugs:  A Regional Threat that Calls for a Regional Approach,” held in Santo Domingo, Dominican Republic, from December 8 to 10, 2009.  The delegation noted that in accordance with its Statutes, the IADB provides technical advice, consultation, and education on issues related to military affairs and defense.  It was recalled that Argentinenan law establishes a clear difference between defense and internal security, and identifies the problem of illicit drugs as a matter of internal security and therefore an area where the country’s armed forces have no competence or jurisdiction.


The delegation of Brazil welcomed initiatives to improve and enhance the confidence- and security-building measures cited by the IADB and, in referring to budgetary constraints, suggested considering smaller budget cuts for the IADB.  The delegation further stated that if this debate were to continue, it should not be under the purview of this Committee.

The delegation of Chile stressed the need for the IADB to publish its accomplishments for the information of member states.  Citing mine-clearing handbooks, documents on defense doctrines, and white papers as specific examples, the delegation suggested that the IADB redistribute them through the Secretariat for Multidimensional Security, or include them as agenda items.  With regard to the website of the Conference of Defense Ministers of the Americas, it congratulated the IADB for developing it, and made some suggestions.


Stating that although there was still some way to go, the delegation of Mexico observed that the IADB was well underway with the process of integration.  The delegation offered the following comments on the report presented:  with respect to inventories, it indicated that the aforementioned resolutions did not give the IADB a direct mandate, and that the IADB needed to interact with the secretariats of the Organization.  With respect to the question of areas cleared of mines in 2009, the delegation asked for more specific information, and noted that the report was lacking in terms of visibility for the Conference of Defense Ministers of the Americas (CDMA).  In this case there was in fact a specific mandate to the Board and it was important for the task entrusted to the IADB to be given greater visibility.  Finally, with respect to confidence- and security-building measures, it was noted that while the proposal to create models for these reports was appropriate, the consolidated list was prepared not by the IADB itself but rather by a Working Group of the Committee with support from the IADB.

The delegation of the United States argued that the IADB should be supported and modernized.  It further underscored the need for more effective coordination of efforts by the IADB, the Secretariat for Multidimensional Security, and the CSH.  Finally, this delegation endorsed the views expressed by the delegations of Chile and Mexico with respect to the need for greater promotion of the activities of the IADB.

The annual report of CICTE was presented this same date by the delegation of Bahamas, in its capacity as Chair of CICTE.


In observing that the work of CICTE was more focused, the delegation of Mexico restated its confidence in this Committee.

The delegation of Peru said that page ii of the report should read “Officers” rather than “officials.”


At the meeting on May 13, 2010, the Executive Secretary of CICAD, Mr. James Mack, presented the annual report of CICAD.


The delegation of Guatemala asked whether the above-mentioned projects, specifically the Vidal project, needed a counterpart in order to be executed.

And, for its part, the delegation of Peru expressed appreciation for the report that was prepared, especially Chapter II.

In closing, I wish to thank the OAS Secretariat for its ongoing support to the Committee.  In particular, I acknowledge the steadfast expertise of Mrs. Carolina Santa María.  It has been an honor for me to be elected, and serve the OAS as Chair of the Committee on Hemispheric Security.
Sincerely,

Graeme Clark

Ambassador, Permanent Representative of Canada

Chair of the Committee on Hemispheric Security

May 26, 2010
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II. OFFICERS
The Committee on Administrative and Budgetary Affairs (CAAP) for the period from July 2009 through May 2010 was installed by the Permanent Council on July 15, 2009.  The Committee elected as its Chair Ambassador María Zavala, Permanent Representative of Peru, in keeping with Article 28 of the Council’s Rules of Procedure.

At its first meeting, held on July 22, 2009, the Committee elected as its Vice Chairs Ambassadors John Beale, Permanent Representative of Barbados, and Virgilio Alcántara, Permanent Representative of the Dominican Republic.
Because Ambassador María Zavala left the office of Permanent Representative of Peru to the OAS in February, under Article 29.c of the Rules of Procedure of the Permanent Council, Ambassador Virgilio Alcántara, Permanent Representative of the Dominican Republic and Vice Chair of the CAAP, assumed the duties of Chair of the CAAP on March 1, 2010. Ambassador John Beale continued as Vice Chair of the CAAP. During the Committee’s meeting of April 5, 2010, the CAAP elected Minister Alberto del Castillo, Alternative Representative of Mexico to the OAS, as the other Vice Chair of the CAAP. 

III. FUNCTIONS AND ASSIGNMENT OF TOPICS

The CAAP, a permanent committee of the Permanent Council, has the following functions, established by Article 19 of the Rules of Procedure of the Council: 

a. To recommend to the Permanent Council any programs within the Council's purview that may serve the General Secretariat as a basis for preparing the proposed program-budget of the Organization, as stipulated in Article 112.c of the Charter; 

b. To examine the proposed program-budget that the General Secretariat transmits to it in consultation with the Permanent Council for the purposes indicated in Article 112.c of the Charter, and to submit to the Council such observations as it may deem pertinent; 

c. To study any other subjects the Permanent Council may entrust to it in relation to the programs, budget, administration, and financial aspects of the operations of the General Secretariat; and 

d. To consider any annual evaluation reports submitted by the secretary general to the Permanent Council in compliance with the provisions of the General Standards to Govern the Operations of the General Secretariat and, on that basis, to evaluate the overall effectiveness of the Organization's programs, projects, and activities.  Furthermore, to make any recommendations it deems appropriate and submit them to the Permanent Council for consideration and subsequent referral to the Preparatory Committee, so that they may be considered by the General Assembly in conjunction with the proposed program-budget. 

With a view to fulfilling those responsibilities, on July 15, 2009, the Permanent Council assigned to the CAAP the consideration of the following topics:

· From the thirty-ninth regular session (2009):

1. AG/RES. 2439 (XXXIX-O/09)
Optimizing Resources:  Use of Videoconference and Other Communication Technologies


2. AG/RES. 2440 (XXXIX-O/09)
Telecommunications Development in the Region to Reduce the Digital Divide

3. AG/RES. 2441 (XXXIX-O/09)
Strengthening of the Inter-American Commission of Women

4. AG/RES. 2451 (XXXIX-O/09)
Mechanism to Follow Up on Implementation of the Inter-American Convention on the Prevention, Punishment, and Eradication of Violence against Women, “Convention of Belém do Pará”

· From the thirty-eighth regular session (2008) (continued mandate):

5. AG/RES. 2437 (XXXVIII-O/08)
Guidelines for the Program-Budget of the Organization for 2009

· From the thirty-sixth special session (2008) (continued mandate):

6. AG/RES. 1 (XXXVI-E/08)
Program-Budget of the Regular Fund of the Organization for 2009, Quota Assessments and Contributions to FEMCIDI for 2009

IV. Proceedings

A. Program-budget for 2010

During August and September, the CAAP focused on the review, negotiation, and approval of the Organization’s program-budget for 2010.  This work was conducted by two working groups: (1) the Working Group to Review the Proposed Program-Budget for 2010, chaired by Ambassador John Beale, Permanent Representative of Barbados; and (2) the Working Group to Prepare the Draft Resolution on the Program-Budget for 2010, chaired by Ambassador Virgilio Alcántara, Permanent Representative of the Dominican Republic. 

B. Reports and presentations to the CAAP

During the 2009-2010 term, the Committee continued to receive reports from the General Secretariat on the administration and management of the resources and administrative processes of the Organization.  Between July 2009 and May 2010, the following reports were presented and the following presentations were made, pursuant to resolutions AG/RES. 2437 (XXXVIII-O/08) and AG/RES. 1 (XXXVIII-E/09):

Quarterly reports on the management of OAS resources: 

· Second quarter 2009

· Third quarter 2009

· First quarter 2010

· Report on the present status of OAS General Secretariat buildings, including the proposal for urgent repairs to the Main Building and to the General Services Building and the strategy for improving energy efficiency in OAS headquarters buildings

· In August 2009, the CAAP approved the use of US$1,209,000 of the Capital Building Fund for urgent repairs to the General Secretariat buildings.  In February 2010, the CAAP received a progress report on the urgent repairs. 

· Presentation and analysis of the report on indirect cost recovery since its inception in May 2007 

· Report on fundraising: permanent observers (for 2008)

· Report on external fundraising to support OAS activities and other contributions to building improvement and maintenance

· Report on the International Public Sector Accounting Standards (IPSAS)

· Report on monetary losses incurred through noncompliance with established meeting hours

· Presentation of the comprehensive conferences and meetings plan

· Reports of the Office of the Inspector General:

· Annual report of the Office of the Inspector General for the period from January 1 to December 31, 2008

· Report on the activities of the Office of the Inspector General for the period from January 1 to December 31, 2008

· Report on travel cost control measures

· Progress report on resources assigned in fulfillment of mandates from the member states

· Administrative Tribunal of the OAS:

· Presentation of the draft resolution “Amendments to the Statute of the OAS Administrative Tribunal” for review of possible budgetary implications

· Presentation on the budgetary implications of according regular status to the staff of the Administrative Tribunal Secretariat

· External fundraising strategy to promote and encourage support for implementation of the mandates of the General Assembly 

· Report on those foundations, civil society organizations, and other private entities that execute projects with specific funds, detailing their areas of activity, including the work of the Secretariat for External Relations to promote cooperation between the Organization and these private entities.

In addition, the CAAP considered and approved, for subsequent consideration by the Permanent Council, the following rules of procedure:

· Rules of Procedure for the Operation of the Legal Assistance Fund of the Inter-American Human Rights System, in November 2009; and

· Rules of Procedure of the Fund for the Working Group to Examine the Periodic Reports of the States Parties to the Protocol of San Salvador, in May 2010

Consideration of the following reports, in keeping with resolution AG/RES. 1 (XXXVIII-E/09), will be conducted after the fortieth regular session of the General Assembly and in preparation for the special session to be held in September 2010 for consideration and approval of the OAS program-budget for 2011:

· Report that provides a clear link between the use of resources and the results achieved in a manner that is useful to member states

· Presentation of the results of the study conducted on advancing the delivery date of the report of the Board of External Auditors 

· Presentation of the findings of the feasibility study on establishing a new fiscal cycle for the budgetary and financial operations of the OAS 

· Report on activities and outcomes concerning the mandates of the offices of the General Secretariat in the member states, including austerity measures adopted during this term

C. Allocation of resources under Subprogram 22I, “Unprogrammed Meetings”

The CAAP has also handled the allocation of resources under Subprogram 22I, “Unprogrammed Meetings,” of the program-budget for 2009. During this term, funding was approved for the following meetings:

· First Meeting of Forensic Specialists in the Americas, held in Washington, D.C., on September 24 and 25, 2009

· Seventh Inter-American Specialized Conference on Private International Law, held in Washington, D.C., from October 7 to 9, 2009

· Second Meeting of Ministers of Public Security of the Americas (MISPA-II), held in Santo Domingo, Dominican Republic, on November 4 and 5, 2009

D. Preparatory work for the fortieth regular session of the General Assembly

In March 2010, the Committee recommended to the Permanent Council that the consideration and approval of the 2011 program-budget be postponed until after the fortieth regular session of the General Assembly, to be held in Lima in June, so as to give the CAAP the time it needed to proceed with and complete the work it had undertaken during this term insofar as the review of programs and other tasks was concerned. In resolution CP/RES. 968 (1742/10) of March 3, 2010, the Permanent Council decided to convene a special session of the General Assembly no later than September 30, 2010, to consider and approve the 2011 program-budget.

During the fortieth regular session of the General Assembly, as has been done over the past months, the Assembly is to decide on the ceiling for the OAS program-budget for 2011, and on the funding sources for that program-budget, considering the shortfall the Organization faces in 2011 and subsequent years. 

Consideration of the draft resolution “Financing of the Program-Budget of the Organization for 2011,” to be presented to the General Assembly at its fortieth regular session, proceeded in May within the Subcommittee on Administrative and Budgetary Matters of the Preparatory Committee. 

E. Tasks after the fortieth regular session of the General Assembly

Once the fortieth regular session of the General Assembly has concluded, the CAAP will focus, as applicable, on the review and approval of the 2011 program-budget and on the presentation of reports not yet presented to the Committee, in keeping with resolution AG/RES. 1 (XXXVIII-E/09).

The Working Group on the Review of OAS Programs is to continue with the review and analysis of the priority-setting process, which will be employed for the 2011 program-budget.
V. WORKING GROUP ON THE REVIEW OF OAS PROGRAMS

In March 2009, the CAAP approved the Work Plan for the Review of OAS Programs, which proposes a series of activity packages intended to provide the Permanent Council and the General Assembly with a number of recommendations. The aim is to make the Organization financially sustainable in the long term, with better performance, in support of priorities clearly defined by the member states.

During the 2009-2010 term, the CAAP has focused in particular on implementing the CAAP Work Plan for the Review of OAS Programs. On August 11, 2009, the CAAP decided to establish the Working Group on the Review of OAS Programs, chaired by Counselor Pierre Giroux, Alternate Representative of Canada, to implement the work packages detailed in the Work Plan.  The Working Group began its activities in October 2009, after the special session at which the General Assembly adopted the budget for 2010. The work packages are as follows:

· Work Package 1: 
Determination of priorities. Definition, distinction, and review by the CAAP of existing OAS mandates

· Work Package 2: 
Review of General Assembly resolutions

· Work Package 3: 
Reengineering options for the OAS

· Work Package 4: 
Austerity measures

a. Work Package 1:  Determination of priorities

The member states discussed and negotiated the priority-setting procedure in October and November 2009 and decided to launch it in December.  As of May 26, the results of this exercise have been received from 24 member states.

The priority-setting exercise is to continue after the fortieth regular session of the General Assembly, once the results have been received from the nine countries that have yet to present them.

b. Work Package 2:  Review of General Assembly resolutions

The process of reviewing the General Assembly resolutions is intended to establish a formal, definitive link between the annual formulation and adoption of these resolutions and the OAS budget-writing and financing process.  The goal is to have a clear definition of the expected result in each resolution adopted by the General Assembly at its yearly regular session, a clear assessment of the cost of carrying out each resolution, its formal incorporation into the budget-drafting process, and a clear identification of funding sources.

The Working Group on the Review of OAS Programs and, subsequently, the CAAP considered and approved the templates to be used by the Permanent Council for resolutions to be referred to the General Assembly for consideration, which contain the previously described items on the cost of their implementation, the expected outcomes, and other details. The templates were approved by the Permanent Council on December 16, 2009, in resolution CP/RES. 965.  In April 2010, the Permanent Council adopted resolution CP/RES. 971 (1751/10), “Amendment to Resolution CP/RES. 965 (1733/09), entitled ‘Templates to Be Used by the Permanent Council for Resolutions to Be Referred to the General Assembly for Consideration.’” Resolution CP/RES. 971 states that estimates on the financial impact of the resolutions adopted by the General Assembly at its fortieth regular session are to be presented to the member states no later than June 30, 2010.  It also entrusts to the General Secretariat and the CAAP a series of activities for the effective implementation of resolution CP/RES. 965 (1733/09). 

c. Work package 3:  Reengineering options for the OAS 

Realignment (or reengineering) involves analyzing the possibility of restructuring some of the Organization’s activities so as to improve performance and reduce costs.  The delegations identified the following topics to be discussed by the Working Group under the realignment topic:

1. Financing of the Regular Fund budget

2. Revision of the budgeting cycle (biennial/triennial)

3. Management of real property 

4. Human resource management

5. Financing of the inter-American human rights system 

6. Scholarships program

7. Subsidies to the Inter-American Defense Board and the Pan American Development Fund

8. Offices of the General Secretariat in the member states

9. Management of OAS meetings

On this last topic, the discussion included interpretation costs, holding informal meetings, the possibility of setting a limit on the number of pages in a report, the use of technologies and videoconferences to reduce costs, the pilot program involving a roster of interpreters in the member states, the paper-light and printing-on-demand policy, distribution of documents in electronic form, and putting together a “green” meetings manual.  Discussion of realignment and simplification in human resource management included hiring mechanisms, the performance evaluation system, training of staff in the national offices, and the minimum staffing each Secretariat must have in order for the work of the OAS to be performed. 


The following ideas were put forth in the discussion on the offices of the General Secretariat in the member states: the possibility of “honorary” offices and positions; a shift toward regional offices; sharing office space with other international or regional organizations; changing the management model at the national offices; and having national offices depending on the needs of the countries.  On the topic of the Scholarships Program, the delegations discussed the following items: focusing the program on countries that have greater need; focusing the program on certain topics and on certain types of diplomas or degrees; conducting a study of the program’s impact; introducing a university partnership fund to multiply scholarships grants; and providing education loans (not solely scholarships).  As for Regular Fund subsidies, the Pan American Development Fund and the Inter-American Defense Board reported to the Working Group on their activities and their use of the subsidy.


As for financing the inter-American human rights system, both the Inter-American Commission on Human Rights and the Inter-American Court of Human Rights submitted to the Working Group their financial requirements for the short, medium, and long terms. The Working Group offered some preliminary alternatives, such as: (1) allocating a greater portion of the present budget to the activities of the inter-American human rights system, in the understanding that the budget would be cut in other areas; (2) assigning a separate quota to member states exclusively for financing the inter-American human rights system; and (3) long-term program funding with multiannual donor commitments to ensure greater financial sustainability in the activities of these bodies.


Among the topics mentioned above, the only one still pending consideration by the Working Group is the management of real property. After the conclusion of the fortieth regular session of the General Assembly, the Working Group will continue its work and consider that topic, as well as the matter of a results-based budget; the latter topic was included at the request of member states in the course of the Group’s work.

d. Work package 4:  Austerity measures

The austerity measures involve continuing implementation by the General Secretariat of measures to increase the efficiency of the Organization’s work. In that connection, the General Secretariat presents to the CAAP a quarterly report on the efforts made to contain spending, on process improvements, and on savings and prudent use of resources assigned for its operations and those of its dependencies, as well as those appropriated for fulfillment of assigned responsibilities.

VI. FINAL CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee is to resume its activities immediately after the fortieth regular session of the General Assembly so as to continue with its pending topics and prepare for the special session of the General Assembly, scheduled to be held in September for consideration and adoption of the program-budget of the Organization for 2011.


The tasks before the member states in the CAAP framework are complex.  The member states must finance a budget that is increasingly stretched by the constant issuance of mandates by the political organs, with a level of quota revenue that is lower than the level of expenditures and a reserve subfund that is practically depleted. Moreover, although the member states have recognized the need for a serious and profound revision of the mandates and commitments generated by the General Assembly and others that stem from those mandates and commitments and represent high costs to the Organization, the result of this exercise of prioritizing and reducing mandates has presented its challenges.  Even though these efforts must continue, the results of the exercise will not necessarily be in hand for the consideration of the 2011 program-budget.  The work of the CAAP must continue until we meet the goal of an Organization that is financially sustainable in the long term and until we succeed in closing the gap between revenue and expenditure without compromising the activities and regular operations of the Organization.

I must not fail to note the cooperation I have received, while serving as CAAP Chair, from all the delegations, especially from the Vice Chairs–Ambassador John Beale, Permanent Representative of Barbados, and Minister Alberto del Castillo, Alternate Representative of Mexico–and the constructive and committed participation of the delegates who follow the Committee’s work. 

Virgilio Alcántara

Ambassador, Permanent Representative of the Dominican Republic

Chair of the Committee on Administrative and Budgetary Affairs
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I. INTRODUCTION
This report refers to the activities of the Committee on Inter-American Summits Management and Civil Society Participation in OAS Activities (CISC) in the period 2009-2010, during which were addressed the mandates arising from the Summits of the Americas and the General Assembly of the Organization, as well as the functions assigned by the Permanent Council of the Organization. 

II. OFFICERS
On September 21, 2009, the date the Republic of Colombia assumed responsibility for presiding over the Summit of the Americas process, Ambassador Luis A. Hoyos, Permanent Representative of Colombia to the OAS assumed the chairmanship of the CISC, in accordance with Article 21 of the Rules of Procedure of the Permanent Council.
The Vice Chair of the CISC, Ambassador Glenda Morean-Phillip, Permanent Representative of Trinidad and Tobago to the OAS, was elected by acclamation at the meeting of the CISC held on January 22, 2010, in accordance with the provisions of Articles 28 and 29 of the Rules of Procedure of the Permanent Council.
The Permanent Council Secretariat served as Secretariat of the CISC and Summits of the Americas Secretariat, and the Department of International Affairs of the Secretariat for External Relations served as the Technical Secretariat of the CISC.
III. MANDATES
The mandates of the CISC in connection with the Summits of the Americas process and civil society participation in OAS activities are contained in Article 22 of the Rules of Procedure of the Permanent Council.
On July 15, 2009, in installing the CISC, the Permanent Council assigned to it consideration of the following resolutions adopted by the General Assembly at its thirty-ninth regular session:
1. AG/RES. 2496 (XXXIX-O/09), “Follow-up to the Declaration of Recife”

2. AG/RES. 2518 (XXXIX-O/09), “Follow-up and Implementation of the Mandates of the Declaration of Commitment of Port of Spain of the Fifth Summit of the Americas”
3. AG/RES. 2519 (XXXIX-O/09), “Increasing and Strengthening Civil Society Participation in the Activities of the Organization of American States and in the Summits of the Americas Process”
4. AG/RES. 2520 (XXXIX-O/09), “Support for and Follow-up to the Summits of the Americas Process”
In turn, resolution CP/RES. 840 (1361/03), “Strategies for Increasing and Strengthening Participation by Civil Society Organizations in OAS Activities,” supported by the General Assembly [AG/RES. 1915 (XXXIII-O/03)], and resolution AG/RES. 2395 (XXXVIII-O/08), “Increasing and Strengthening Civil Society Participation in the Activities of the Organization of American States and in the Summits of the Americas Process,” instructed the General Secretariat to develop a strategy for a coordinated approach to encourage civil society participation in OAS activities and requested the “Committee on Inter-American Summits Management and Civil Society Participation in OAS Activities (CISC) to follow up on these strategies; to evaluate their implementation; and, if appropriate, to propose amendments to them or new mechanisms for increasing and strengthening participation by civil society organizations in OAS activities.”

In order to implement these mandates, the Chair presented a Work Plan (document CP/CISC-467/09 rev. 1), which was approved by the CISC at its meeting of November 16, 2009.
IV. ACTIVITIES
In the period covered by this report (2009-2010), the CISC held five regular meetings and one special meeting, at which the following items were addressed:
A. Support for and follow-up to the Summits of the Americas
At the meeting held on January 22, 2010, the Secretary General of the Organization, José Miguel Insulza, officially launched the Summits of the Americas Follow-up System (SISCA).
Regarding follow-up to the mandates of the Summits of the Americas, the following reports wee received:
· Activities of the Summit Secretariat, presented by David Morris, Director, Summits of the Americas Secretariat (November 16, 2009);
· Launch of the Inter-American Social Protection Network, presented by Francisco Pilotti, Director, Department of Social Development and Employment (November 16, 2009);
· VI Inter-American Meeting of Ministers of Education, presented by Lenore García, Director, Office of Education and Culture, Department of Human Development, Education, and Culture, Executive Secretariat for Integral Development (SEDI) (November 16, 2009);
· XVI Inter-American Conference of Ministers of Labor, presentation by Francisco Pilotti, Director, Department of Social Development and Employment (November 16, 2009);
· Second Meeting of Ministers of Public Security in the Americas (MISPA II), presented by Christopher Hernández-Roy, Director, Department of Public Security (January 22, 2010);
· Fifth Ministerial Meeting “Agriculture and Rural Life in the Americas,” presented by teleconference by Mr. Bernardo Badani, Director of Follow up to the Summit of the Americas Process, Inter-American Institute for Cooperation on Agriculture (IICA) (February 19, 2010);
· Pan American Health Organization (PAHO), on the implementation of the mandates of the Fifth Summit of the Americas, presented by Dr. Rebecca de los Ríos (March 19, 2010);
· Inter-American Commission of Women (CIM), on follow-up to the mandates of the Fifth Summit of the Americas, presented by Ambassador Carmen Moreno, Executive Secretary of the CIM (April 19, 2010); and
· Department of International Law of the Secretariat for Legal Affairs, on implementation of the mandates arising from the Fifth Summit of the Americas, presented by Dr. John Wilson, Department of International Law (May 10, 2010)
B. Civil society participation in OAS activities
At the meeting of January 22, 2010, the “Draft Strategy for Strengthening Civil Society Participation in the Activities of the Organization of American States” (CP/CISC-422/09 rev. 1) was presented pursuant to resolution AG/RES. 2395 (XXXVIII-O/08), “Increasing and Strengthening Civil Society Participation in the Activities of the Organization of American States and in the Summits of the Americas Process.” Said resolution instructed the General Secretariat to develop a strategy for a coordinated approach to encourage civil society participation in OAS activities, for consideration by the member states. The Draft Strategy, presented by Irene Klinger, Director of the Department of International Affairs of the Secretariat for External Relations, reviews the historical background and analyzes OAS documents on the participation of civil society organizations in OAS activities.  It was drawn up taking into account contributions and recommendations from representatives of the member states, civil society organizations, and the OAS General Secretariat on the design and scope of the Strategy.

The purpose of the Strategy is to help strengthen democracy in the Americas; create forums for substantive, timely, and most importantly, well-informed dialogue between government representatives and CSOs; and encourage the latter to cooperate by supporting the efforts of member states within the OAS and within their own countries.

The Strategy has seven components, namely, challenges, scope of registration, participation level, criteria for participation, a proactive approach to providing information, mechanisms for consultation, and means for the Strategy’s dissemination.

During that meeting, the Permanent Missions of Canada, Chile, Colombia, Mexico, and the United States emphasized the importance for their governments of civil society participation in OAS activities and said that they hoped the Strategy would be adopted promptly.

The Permanent Missions of Bolivia, Brazil, Ecuador, Nicaragua, Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of), and Uruguay also underscored the importance their governments attached to participation in the OAS by civil society and other social actors, and asked for additional time to review, study, and specify the concepts and ideas set forth in the Draft Strategy, in order to incorporate the views expressed by all countries to ensure that implementation of the Strategy would be feasible and legitimate.  Moreover, the Permanent Mission of the Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela submitted its observations to the CISC in writing (CP/CISC-422/10 add. 2).

In the period covered by this report, the Committee considered 69 requests from civil society organizations for registration with the Organization, 59 of which it approved for referral to the Permanent Council.  It cancelled the registration of four that no longer existed.
In that connection, before the Committee for its consideration is the review of the procedure to be followed for organizations whose request for approval has been refused by a member state or where consensus has not been reached regarding a request for approval and referral to the Permanent Council.
At the request of the delegation of the Argentine Republic, the Committee is also studying the review of the procedure for civil society participation in the activities of the Organization and the General Assembly in order to resolve possible differences between the Rules of Procedure of the General Assembly and the Guidelines for Participation by Civil Society Organizations in OAS Activities [CP/RES. 759 (1217/99)].  The Technical Secretariat is requesting an opinion in this regard from the Department of Legal Affairs.
On May 6, a special meeting of the CISC was held, pursuant to General Assembly resolution AG/RES. 2519 (XXXIX-O/09), to receive the recommendations of civil society arising from the Hemispheric Forum with Civil Society “Peace, Security, and Cooperation in the Americas,” regarding the theme of the fortieth regular session of the OAS General Assembly.  Taking part in that meeting was Mr. José Miguel Insulza, OAS Secretary General.
C. Hemispheric Forum with Civil Society “Peace, Security, and Cooperation in the Americas”
The Hemispheric Forum with Civil Society “Peace, Security, and Cooperation in the Americas” was held at the headquarters of the Organization on May 5 and 6, 2010.
The forum afforded civil society organizations an opportunity to discuss emerging challenges in the Hemisphere to the extent they related to the main theme of the General Assembly, and enabled them to contribute their ideas and recommendations to the decision-making organs established by the OAS member states.
The aim of the forum was to promote discussion and an exchange of ideas that would lead to recommendations proposed by civil society organizations participating actively in the activities of the Organization.
Taking part in the inaugural session were Ambassador Carmen Lomellin, Permanent Representative of the United States and Chair of the Permanent Council; the author of this report, in his capacity as Chair of the CISC; and Irene Klinger, Director, Department of International Affairs, OAS Secretariat for External Relations.
Following the inaugural session, Ambassador Hugo de Zela Martínez, Permanent Representative of Peru to the OAS, introduced the theme of the General Assembly:  “Peace, Security, and Cooperation in the Americas.”
Speaking at the first plenary session, “Multidimensional Security in the Americas,” were Ambassador Graeme Clark, Permanent Representative of Canada and Chair of the Committee on Hemispheric Security; Alexandre Addor-Neto, Secretary for Multidimensional Security; and Geoff Thale, Program Director, Washington Office on Latin America.  The session was moderated by Irene Klinger, Director, Department of International Affairs.
Speaking at the second plenary session, “Strengthening Human Rights and Democracy (Crisis and Conflict Prevention, Management, and Resolution),” were Raúl Lago, Advisor to the OAS Secretary for Political Affairs; Elizabeth Abi-Mershed, Assistant Executive Secretary, Inter-American Commission on Human Rights (IACHR); and Carlos Ponce, Director, Asociación Civil Consorcio Justicia. The session was moderated by Irene Klinger, Director, Department of International Affairs.
Speaking at the third plenary session, “Cooperation for Development,” were Ambassador Cornelius Smith, Permanent Representative of The Bahamas to the OAS and Chair of the Permanent Executive Committee of the Inter-American Council for Integral Development (CEPCIDI); Alfonso Quiñónez, Executive Secretary for Integral Development (SEDI); and Patricia Abed, Executive Director, Instituto de Derecho y Economía Ambiental.  The session was moderated by Adam Blackwell, Secretary for External Relations.
Held in parallel to the plenary sessions were three thematic workshops.  Discussions in the workshop “Multidimensional Security in the Americas,” moderated by Geoff Thale, Program Director, Washington Office on Latin America, focused on threats to public safety as one of the main challenges to stability and strengthening democracy and development opportunities in the Americas.  Discussions in the workshop on Strengthening Human Rights and Democracy (Crisis and Conflict Prevention, Management, and Resolution) was moderated by Diego Sueiras, President of the Fundación Nueva Generación Argentina (New Generation Foundation, Argentina), focused on what civil society organizations and governments can do to promote citizen needs as they relate to the promotion of human rights, social justice, and democratic values over military spending.  Discussions in the workshop “Cooperation for Development,” moderated by Patricia Abed, Executive Director, Instituto de Derecho y Economía Ambiental, focused on economic, social, and sustainable development, including the challenge of reducing poverty in our societies, as a shared national and regional responsibility of all stakeholders.
The dialogue with civil society on the implementation of the mandates of the Summits of the Americas was moderated by David Morris, Director, Summits of the Americas Secretariat.
D. Draft resolutions
In keeping with earlier practice, the Chair presented to the Committee for its consideration three draft resolutions, listed below, and attached hereto as Appendices I, II and III:
· “Follow-up and Implementation of the Mandates of the Declaration of Commitment of Port of Spain of the Fifth Summit of the Americas,” document CP/CISC-495/10 rev. 1, approved ad referendum of the delegations of Nicaragua and the Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela at the meeting held on April 19, 2010. (Appendix I)
· “Support for and Follow-up to the Summits of the Americas Process,” document CP/CISC-496/10 rev. 1, approved ad referendum of the delegation of the Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela at the meeting held on April 19, 2010. (Appendix II)
· “Increasing and Strengthening the Participation of Civil Society and Social Actors in the Activities of the Organization of American States and in the Summits of the Americas Process,” document CP/CISC-502/10 rev. 3, approved at the meeting held on May 12, ad referendum of the delegations of Argentina and the United States. (Appendix III)
V. CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS
The Chair expressed his satisfaction that the Organization of American States, through the Summit of the Americas Secretariat and the Summit Implementation Review Group (GRIC), and with the new tool, the “Summits of the Americas Follow-up System (SISCA),” would continue to support and follow up on the mandates arising from the Summits.
He also indicated her satisfaction that new ways were being explored to enhance the communications strategy by updating the Summits websites with the launch of an improved version of the Summits Virtual Platform (SVP) and publishing new Summits of the Americas newsletters.
He viewed with satisfaction that pending matters had been raised regarding the relationship of the OAS with civil society organizations, and that discussions would shortly recommence on the “Draft Strategy for Strengthening Civil Society Participation in the Activities of the Organization of American States (OAS),” and on studies on the review of the procedure to be followed for organizations whose request for approval had been refused by a member state or where consensus had not been reached regarding a request for approval and referral to the Permanent Council, which unquestionably would keep the Committee very busy in 2010-2011.
Lastly, I wish to acknowledge the support received from the Permanent Council Secretariat, the Summits of the Americas Secretariat, and the Department of International Affairs of the Secretariat for External Relations.
This report and the attached draft resolutions reflect the recommendations of the Committee on Inter-American Summits Management and Civil Society Participation in OAS Activities (CISC) regarding future actions.
Ambassador Luis Alfonso Hoyos Aristizabal
Permanent Representative of Colombia to the OAS
Chair of the Committee on Inter-American Summits Management 

and Civil Society Participation in OAS Activities
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DRAFT RESOLUTION
FOLLOW-UP AND IMPLEMENTATION OF THE MANDATES OF THE
DECLARATION OF COMMITMENT OF PORT OF SPAIN
OF THE FIFTH SUMMIT OF THE AMERICAS
/
(Approved at the meeting of April 19, 2010,
ad referendum of the delegations of Nicaragua and Venezuela)
THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY,
HAVING SEEN resolutions AG/RES. 2190 (XXXVI-O/06), AG/RES. 2338 (XXXVII-O/07), and AG/RES. 2393 (XXXVIII-O/08), “Support for and Follow-up to the Summits of the Americas Process”;
CONSIDERING:

That the Fifth Summit of the Americas was held in Port of Spain, Trinidad and Tobago, from April 17 to 19, 2009, under the theme “Securing our Citizens’ Future by Promoting Human Prosperity, Energy Security, and Environmental Sustainability”;1/

That the Heads of State and Government adopted the Declaration of Commitment of Port of Spain, in which they expressed inter alia their determination to intensify the fight against poverty, hunger, social exclusion, discrimination, and inequality in order to improve the living conditions of the people of the Hemisphere as well as to achieve development and social justice; 

That the Statement by the Chairman of the Fifth Summit of the Americas, the Honorable Patrick Manning, Prime Minister of the Republic of Trinidad and Tobago, which was issued on April 19, 2009, informs of the discussions of the Heads of State and Government at the Leaders’ Retreat, held on April 19, 2009;1/
That the Heads of State and Government recognized that the issues of human prosperity, energy security, and environmental sustainability are closely intertwined and that an integrated, coherent policy framework is essential to the achievement of the commitments made to the people of the Hemisphere in the Declaration of Commitment of Port of Spain;1/
That the Summits of the Americas process and the initiatives and mandates adopted at the First Summit of the Americas (Miami, 1994), the Summit of the Americas on Sustainable Development (Santa Cruz de la Sierra, 1996), the Second Summit of the Americas (Santiago, 1998), the Third Summit of the Americas (Quebec City, 2001), the Special Summit of the Americas (Monterrey, 2004), the Fourth Summit of the Americas (Mar del Plata, 2005), and the Fifth Summit of the Americas (Port of Spain, 2009) have established political, economic, and social priorities for the Hemisphere that determine the inter-American agenda;1/
That the Organization of American States (OAS) is the foremost political forum for dialogue and cooperation among the countries of the Hemisphere and that the Heads of State and Government have recognized its central role in supporting the implementation of Summit mandates;

That the General Assembly of the OAS has instructed the General Secretariat to consider, at all ministerial meetings, the Summit guidelines and mandates with a view to ensuring that the priorities and resolutions adopted by ministers are consistent with the Summits’ commitments;
That the Heads of State and Government, also called upon the General Secretariat, in accordance with its central role in supporting the implementation of Summit mandates, and in coordination with the Joint Summit Working Group, to provide a comprehensive report to the Summit Implementation Review Group (SIRG) annually on the actions taken and progress made at all inter-American ministerial meetings in support of Summit objectives; and
That the Heads of State and Government further called upon the member institutions of the Joint Summit Working Group to develop coordinated programs of action aimed at achieving the goals of the Americas as set out in the Declaration of Commitment of Port of Spain; and1/

RECOGNIZING the importance of the Committee on Inter-American Summits Management and Civil Society Participation in OAS Activities (CISC) of the Permanent Council, which is charged with coordinating the activities that the Summits of the Americas assign to the Organization and civil society participation in OAS activities and the Summits process; and
That on January 22, 2010, the Secretary General of the OAS launched the Summits of the Americas Follow-up System (SISCA), a useful tool at the disposal of the member states and the Organization,
RESOLVES:
1. To reaffirm the commitments undertaken by the Heads of State and Government in the Declaration of Commitment of Port of Spain of the Fifth Summit of the Americas.1/
2. To urge member states and to request the General Secretariat to continue to implement, promote, and disseminate the commitments undertaken in the Declaration of Commitment of Port of Spain of the Fifth Summit of the Americas.1/
3. To instruct the General Secretariat to continue to coordinate with other OAS organs and entities and with the institutions of the Joint Summit Working Group in following up on the commitments undertaken in the Declaration of Commitment of Port of Spain of the Fifth Summit of the Americas.1/
4. To bear in mind issues contained in the Statement by the Chairman of the Fifth Summit of the Americas, the Honorable Patrick Manning, Prime Minister of the Republic of Trinidad and Tobago, which informs of the discussions of the Heads of State and Government on the reintegration of Cuba into the inter-American system; the global financial crisis, the Declaration of Commitment of Port of Spain, and Haiti.1/ 
/
5. To encourage the organs, agencies, and entities of the inter-American system, as well as agencies of the United Nations system and other institutions participating in the Joint Summit Working Group, to assign priority to implementation of the initiatives contained in the Declaration of Commitment of Port of Spain of the Fifth Summit of the Americas and to report regularly to the Committee on Inter-American Summits Management and Civil Society Participation in OAS Activities on the progress made in implementing the adopted mandates and commitments.1/
6. To instruct the Summits Secretariat to use and promote through training for member states, where needed, the Summits of the Americas Follow-up System (SISCA) in order to facilitate its use in the reporting on actions taken and progress made pursuant to the mandates of the Summits, and to provide updates to the CISC and the SIRG on the implementation and follow-up of the commitments undertaken in the Declaration of Commitment of Port of Spain.
7. To request the General Secretariat to report to the General Assembly at its forty-first regular session on the implementation of this resolution, the execution of which shall be subject to the availability of financial resources in the program-budget of the Organization and other resources.
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DRAFT RESOLUTION
SUPPORT FOR AND FOLLOW-UP TO THE
SUMMITS OF THE AMERICAS PROCESS
(Approved at the meeting held on April 19, 2010,
ad referendum of the delegation of Venezuela)
THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY,
TAKING INTO ACCOUNT the initiatives emanating from the First Summit of the Americas (Miami, 1994), the Summit of the Americas on Sustainable Development (Santa Cruz de la Sierra, 1996), the Second Summit of the Americas (Santiago, 1998), the Third Summit of the Americas (Quebec City, 2001), the Special Summit of the Americas (Monterrey, 2004), the Fourth Summit of the Americas, (Mar del Plata, 2005), and the Fifth Summit of the Americas (Port of Spain, 2009);
BEARING IN MIND the Declaration of Commitment of Port of Spain of the Fifth Summit of the Americas, held in the Republic of Trinidad and Tobago, from April 17 to 19, 2009;
/
BEARING IN MIND ALSO the Statement by the Chairman of the Fifth Summit of the Americas, the Honorable Patrick Manning, Prime Minister of the Republic of Trinidad and Tobago; 

RECALLING that, through resolution AG/RES. 1349 (XXV-O/95), the General Assembly established a special committee of the Permanent Council on inter-American summits management, and that, at its meeting of July 31, 2002, the Permanent Council decided to merge it with the Committee on Civil Society Participation in OAS Activities, thereby creating the Committee on Inter-American Summits Management and Civil Society Participation in OAS Activities (CISC), in order to ensure effective, timely, and appropriate follow-up of the activities assigned to the Organization of American States (OAS) by the Summits of the Americas and to coordinate the Organization’s preparation, participation, and follow-up with regard to future Summits;
TAKING INTO ACCOUNT the acknowledgment by the Third Summit of the function that the CISC fulfills in coordinating the efforts of the OAS in supporting the Summits of the Americas process and in serving as a forum for civil society to contribute to that process; as well as the establishment of the Summits Secretariat;
RECALLING that at Summits of the Americas, the Heads of State and Government recognized the important role played by the OAS in the implementation of decisions of the Summits of the Americas and as technical secretariat of the Summits process;
RECOGNIZING the work of the Joint Summit Working Group (JSWG), comprising the Organization of American States (OAS), the Inter-American Development Bank (IDB), the Economic Commission for Latin America and the Caribbean (ECLAC), the Pan American Health Organization (PAHO), the World Bank, the Inter-American Institute for Cooperation on Agriculture (IICA), the Central American Bank for Economic Integration (CABEI), the Andean Development Corporation (CAF), the Caribbean Development Bank (CDB), the International Organization for Migration (IOM), the International Labor Organization (ILO), and the United Nations Development Programme (UNDP);
RECOGNIZING ALSO the increasing emphasis placed by the Heads of State and Government on the importance of coordinated, timely, and effective follow-up of the Summits of the Americas mandates; 

TAKING NOTE that the Summits Secretariat, in response to the mandates to serve as the institutional memory of the Summits of the Americas Process, has presented and distributed the publication “Volume V of the Official Documents from the Summits of The Americas Process: From Mar del Plata (2005) to Port of Spain (2009)” as well as the document “From Mar del Plata to Port of Spain: A report on the Summit of the Americas Process between the Fourth and Fifth Summits” (GRIC/O.1/doc.3/10);
RECALLING that at the CISC meeting of January 22, 2010, the Secretary General of the OAS launched the Summits of the Americas Follow up System (SISCA) and encouraged member states to make use of it in their implementation programs; and
RECALLING ALSO that the Government of the Republic of Colombia has agreed to host the Sixth Summit of the Americas in the city of Cartagena in 2012, 

RESOLVES:
1. To urge member states to continue to implement the commitments of the Summits of the Americas and to promote and disseminate them within their respective national administrations.
2. To renew the mandate to the Permanent Council to coordinate the activities assigned to the Organization of American States (OAS) by the Summits of the Americas.
3. To instruct the organs, agencies, and entities of the Organization to continue to give the highest priority to carrying out the initiatives assigned to them by the General Assembly, in accordance with the mandates of the Summits of the Americas, and to report regularly on these activities, as appropriate, to the Permanent Council, the Inter-American Council for Integral Development, and the Committee on Inter-American Summits Management and Civil Society Participation in OAS Activities (CISC).
4. To request that the General Secretariat, through the Summits Secretariat, continue to serve as the institutional memory and secretariat of the Summits of the Americas process, continue to support follow-up and dissemination of Summit mandates, continue to offer support to member states in implementing the mandates of the Declaration of Commitment of Port of Spain and those of future Summits and in following up on the issues identified in the Statement by the Chairman of the Fifth Summit of the Americas, and continue to support preparatory efforts and technical coordination for the next Summit of the Americas, scheduled to be held in 2012. 

5. To instruct the Permanent Council to continue to promote and facilitate the participation of social actors, including civil society, labor organizations, indigenous groups, the private sector, and youth, in the Summits of the Americas process and in activities related to topics assigned to the OAS by that process, as well as the efforts of member states to foster such participation. 
6. To request the General Secretariat to report to the CISC and to the Summit Implementation Review Group (SIRG) on the implementation and follow-up of the commitments undertaken in the Declaration of Commitment of Port of Spain, bearing in mind the Statement by the Chairman of the Fifth Summit of the Americas, as well as the commitments of prior Summits, the implementation of which are still ongoing.1/ 

7. To instruct the General Secretariat to continue, through the Joint Summit Working Group chaired by the Summits Secretariat,  to coordinate and promote the implementation and follow-up, in all agencies, of the mandates of the Summits of the Americas.  To request further that it hold at least one meeting of agency heads each year to review progress made and plan joint activities, as a complement to the regular interagency meetings, and provide assistance in the preparatory activities for the next Summit of the Americas, scheduled to be held in 2012 or earlier.
8. To request the General Secretariat to continue providing the necessary support for ministerial and sectoral meetings related to the implementation of Summit mandates and commitments on topics of interest to the OAS.
9. To request the General Secretariat through the Summits Secretariat to provide full support to the Government of the Republic of Colombia in the preparation for the Sixth Summit of the Americas scheduled to be held in the city of Cartagena in 2012.
10. To request the General Secretariat to make efforts, through the Summits Secretariat and the member states, to promote and disseminate among the various social actors the mandates, commitments, and results emanating from the Summits of the Americas so that these actors may contribute to their implementation.
11. To request the General Secretariat to make efforts, through the Summits Secretariat, to continue to explore and implement in the Summits of the Americas Process methods for promoting and increasing awareness and the participation of social actors in that process, through the use of Information and Communication Technologies (ICTs). 

12. To request the Summits Secretariat to continue the promotion and training in the use of SISCA, with a view to assisting the member states with the follow-up of Summits implementation.
13. To urge member states to continue contributing to the Specific Fund for the Summit Implementation Review Group in order to provide financial support for the Group’s activities.
14. To request the General Secretariat to submit to the Permanent Council, through the Summits Secretariat, systematic and detailed information on the budgetary and financial management of said Specific Fund.
15. To request the General Secretariat to strengthen the Summits Secretariat by providing it with the human and financial resources it needs to fulfill its function as Technical Secretariat of the Summits of the Americas Process efficiently and effectively.
16. To instruct the General Secretariat to implement the activities mentioned in this resolution within the resources allocated in the program-budget of the Organization and other resources; and to instruct the Secretary General to seek additional voluntary funds to carry out the activities mentioned in this resolution.
17. To instruct the General Secretariat to report to the General Assembly at its forty-first regular session on the implementation of this resolution.
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IN OAS ACTIVITIES
_________________________________________________________________________________

DRAFT RESOLUTION
INCREASING AND STRENGTHENING THE PARTICIPATION OF CIVIL SOCIETY AND SOCIAL ACTORS IN THE ACTIVITIES OF THE ORGANIZATION OF AMERICAN STATES
AND IN THE SUMMITS OF THE AMERICAS PROCESS 

(Approved at its meeting held on May 12,
ad referendum of the delegations of Argentina and the United States)
THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY,
HAVING SEEN the Annual Report of the Permanent Council to the General Assembly as it pertains to the activities of the Committee on Inter-American Summits Management and Civil Society Participation in OAS Activities (CISC) [(AG/doc.    /10)];
TAKING INTO ACCOUNT resolution [AG/RES. 2519 (XXXIX-O/09)], “Increasing and Strengthening Civil Society Participation in the Activities of the Organization of American States and in the Summits of the Americas Process”;
TAKING INTO ACCOUNT ALSO that 2009 marked the 10th anniversary of the Guidelines for Participation by Civil Society Organizations in OAS Activities, adopted by the Permanent Council in resolution CP/RES. 759 (1217/99) and endorsed by the General Assembly in resolution AG/RES. 1707 (XXX-O/00), which state that “[i]n order to bear fruit, civil society participation must be oriented by a clear and yet flexible regulatory framework.  Such flexibility is achieved by way of periodic review of participation in OAS activities.  These Guidelines thus represent a further step toward enhancing civil society participation in OAS activities”;
RECALLING that participation by civil society and other social actors in OAS activities should take place in a context of close collaboration between the political and institutional bodies of the Organization and in implementation of the provisions of the Charter of the Organization of American States and resolution CP/RES. 759 (1217/99), “Guidelines for the Participation of Civil Society Organizations in OAS Activities”;

TAKING INTO CONSIDERATION the “Strategies for Increasing and Strengthening Participation by Civil Society Organizations in OAS Activities,” adopted by the Permanent Council in resolution CP/RES. 840 (1361/03) and subsequently endorsed by the General Assembly in resolution AG/RES. 1915 (XXXIII-O/03), which requested “the Committee on Inter-American Summits Management and Civil Society Participation in OAS Activities (CISC) to follow up on these strategies; to evaluate their implementation; and, if appropriate, to propose amendments to them or new mechanisms for increasing and strengthening participation by civil society organizations in OAS activities”;

CONSIDERING that the Summits of the Americas Process encourages full participation by civil society and other social actors and that, in the Declaration of Nuevo León, the Heads of State and Government undertook to institutionalize meetings with civil society and with the academic and private sectors; and that more recently, through resolution AG/RES. 2315 (XXXVII-O/07), “Participation of Workers’ Representatives in Activities of the Organization of American States,” the ministers of foreign affairs agreed to hold a dialogue with workers’ representatives, recognized as such by virtue of national law or practice, prior to the inaugural sessions of the General Assembly and the Summits of the Americas, so that said representatives may make recommendations and proposals for initiatives related to the theme of the General Assembly or the Summit of the Americas and directed toward the member states and the Organization of American States (OAS);

TAKING INTO ACCOUNT that the Declaration of Mar del Plata recognizes the pivotal role the OAS plays in coordinating civil society participation in the Summits process;
UNDERSCORING that, in paragraph 94 of the Declaration of Commitment of Port of Spain, the Heads of State and Government committed “to continue encouraging the participation of our peoples, through the engagement of our citizens, communities and civil society in the design and execution of development policies and programmes, by providing technical and financial assistance, as appropriate, and in accordance with national legislation to strengthen and build their capacity to participate more fully in the inter-American system”;
/
RECOGNIZING the efforts being made by the host country of the Sixth Summit of the Americas, through the Summits of the Americas Secretariat, to encourage, promote, and facilitate the participation of civil society and of social actors in the preparatory activities for the Sixth Summit of the Americas and at the Summit itself;

CONSIDERING that Articles 6 and 26 of the Inter-American Democratic Charter state, respectively, that “[i]t is the right and responsibility of all citizens to participate in decisions relating to their own development.  This is also a necessary condition for the full and effective exercise of democracy.  Promoting and fostering diverse forms of participation strengthens democracy” and that “[t]he OAS will continue to carry out programs and activities designed to promote democratic principles and practices and strengthen a democratic culture in the Hemisphere, bearing in mind that democracy is a way of life based on liberty and enhancement of economic, social, and cultural conditions for the peoples of the Americas. The OAS will consult and cooperate on an ongoing basis with member states and take into account the contributions of civil society organizations working in those fields”;

NOTING the establishment of the Specific Fund of voluntary contributions to support the participation of civil society organizations in OAS activities and in the Summits of the Americas process, by resolution CP/RES. 864 (1413/04), for the purpose of supporting participation by civil society organizations in OAS activities, including the dialogue among heads of delegation of member states, the Secretary General, and civil society organization representatives, which has been included on the draft schedule for regular sessions of the General Assembly as a regular activity before the inaugural session, as established in resolution AG/RES. 1915 (XXXIII-O/03);

NOTING ALSO:

The contributions and recommendations received from civil society organizations and other social actors during the preparatory phase, the activities immediately preceding the Summit, as well as the contributions that they provide in follow up to the commitments and in the process of implementation of the Fifth Summit of the Americas;

The recommendations of the Hemispheric Forum with Civil Society, held in Washington, D.C., on May 5 and 6, 2010, on the theme of the fortieth regular session of the General Assembly, “Peace, Security, and Cooperation in the Americas,” and the special meeting of the CISC on strengthening dialogue with civil society held on May 6, 2009; and

RECOGNIZING the importance of participation by civil society organizations and other social actors in consolidating democracy in all member states,
RESOLVES:
1. To reaffirm the commitment and will of the member states and the Organization of American States (OAS) to continue strengthening and implementing effective mechanisms and concrete actions for civil society participation in the activities of the OAS and in the Summits of the Americas process.
2. To instruct the Permanent Council, the Inter-American Council for Integral Development, and the General Secretariat to continue, in coordination with all organs, agencies, and entities of the OAS, to facilitate the implementation of the Strategies for Increasing and Strengthening Participation by Civil Society Organizations in OAS Activities, adopted by the Permanent Council in resolution CP/RES. 840 (1361/03) and endorsed by the General Assembly in resolution AG/RES. 1915 (XXXIII-O/03), “Increasing and Strengthening Civil Society Participation in OAS Activities.”
3. To instruct the Permanent Council and the member states to continue to promote and facilitate the participation of civil society and of all social actors in the Summits of the Americas and in the activities developed by the OAS, [in accordance with the domestic legislation of the member states, - ad referendum USA] and pursuant to their international commitments and obligations in the area of the promotion and protection of human rights and fundamental liberties, including civil, political, economic, social, and cultural rights.
4. To continue to actively support and promote the registration of civil society organizations and their participation in OAS activities, and in its organs, agencies, and entities, with the support of the General Secretariat and in accordance with resolution CP/RES. 759 (1217/99), “Guidelines for the Participation of Civil Society Organizations in OAS Activities.” 

5. To encourage all member states, permanent observers, and other donors, as defined in Article 74 of the General Standards to Govern the Operations of the General Secretariat and in other rules and regulations of the Organization, to consider contributing to the Specific Fund to Support the Participation of Civil Society Organizations in OAS Activities and in the Summits of the Americas process, in order to sustain and promote the effective participation of civil society organizations and other social actors in OAS activities in accordance with the goals set by the General Assembly and by the Heads of State and Government in the Summits of the Americas process, including the dialogue among heads of delegation, the Secretary General, and representatives of civil society organizations.

6. To continue to urge member states to:
a) Participate in the dialogue of heads of delegation with representatives of civil society organizations in the context of General Assembly sessions and the Dialogue with Ministers of Foreign Affairs and representatives of social actors in the Summits of the Americas; and

b) Continue their efforts, both domestically and multilaterally, to expand opportunities for participation by civil society organizations and other social actors in OAS activities and in the Summits of the Americas process.

7. To encourage member states to continue reporting on existing procedures and regulations regarding consultations with civil society, to allow for an exchange of experiences and best practices among the member states.

8. To recognize the efforts of Peru as host country for the fortieth regular session of the General Assembly to work together with the General Secretariat and with civil society organizations to facilitate and organize their participation in the dialogue of heads of delegation, in accordance with resolution CP/RES. 840 (1361/03); and to encourage future hosts to continue to build on these traditions.
9. To instruct the General Secretariat to continue to support member states that so request in their efforts to increase the institutional capacity of their governments to receive, absorb, and act on civil society input and advocacy.
10. To instruct the member states to continue analyzing the Draft Strategy for Strengthening Civil Society Participation in the Activities of the Organization of American States (OAS) (CP/CISC-422/09 rev. 1), and request the Permanent Council to consider the final draft in order to promote a coordinated approach that facilitates civil society participation in OAS activities.
11. To request the General Secretariat to report to the Permanent Council before the forty-first regular session of the General Assembly on the implementation of this resolution, the execution of which shall be subject to the availability of financial resources in the program-budget of the Organization and other resources.
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REPORT OF THE CHAIR OF THE 

SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON MIGRATION ISSUES

July 2009 – May 2010
I. ESTABLISHMENT, MANDATE AND OFFICERS

The Special Committee on Migration Issues (CEAM) was established on October 24, 2007, at the request of the Permanent Mission of Belize (CP/INF.5564/07 corr. 1) and in accordance with resolution AG/RES. 2326 (XXXVII-O/07).  The mandate of the CEAM is to analyze migration issues and flows from an integral perspective, taking into account the relevant provisions of international law, especially international human rights law.

At its thirty-ninth regular session the General Assembly, adopted resolution AG/RES. 2465 (XXXIX-O/09) “Migrant Populations and Migration Flows in the Americas,” the follow-up and implementation of which the Permanent Council assigned to the CEAM.
At its regular meeting of July 15, 2009, the Permanent Council installed the CEAM and elected Ambassador Duly Brutus, Permanent Representative of Haiti, as its Chair, in accordance with Article 28 of its Rules of Procedure.

For its part, at its meeting of October 8, 2009, the CEAM elected Mr. Pierre Giroux, Alternate Representative of Canada, to serve as Vice Chair of the Committee.

The Migration and Development Program of the Executive Secretariat for Integral Development of the General Secretariat supported the work of the Committee as Technical Secretariat.

II. PROCEEDINGS

Pursuant to its mandate and as established in its Work Plan, the CEAM analyzed migration issues with a view to fostering international cooperation, taking into account their political, social, economic, cultural, integrational, security, health, labor, and regulatory aspects.  The Committee carried out its work from its installation until May 25, 2010, when it concluded its work for the 2009-2010 period.

The Work Plan also established that the Special Committee would carry out its activities in close consultation with the Committee on Juridical and Political Affairs (CAJP), the Special Rapporteur on Migrant Workers and Their Families of the Inter-American Commission on Human Rights (IACHR), and other regional and international agencies.  

In order to exchange information on migration flows in the region and promote horizontal cooperation among member states in this matter, the Work Plan provided for regular meetings and workshops with the participation of diverse actors and agencies working in the migration area in the Hemisphere. 

To accomplish the objectives set, the CEAM approved the structure of its information systems in order to make it easier for member states to monitor implementation of the mandates assigned to the Technical Secretariat.  The information systems established have the following components CE/AM/INF. 81/09):

· The Continuous Reporting System on International Migration of the Americas (SICREMI)

· A database of legal frameworks and regulations

· A web page on migration and development

· A periodic newsletter on migration 

· A map of temporary employment programs for migrant workers (MIMPED)

The specific objective of the Database of Legal Frameworks, Regulations, and Policies on Migration in the Americas is to create a compendium of national legislation that OAS member countries can analyze and consider as they formulate public policies. 
The Web Page of the OAS General Secretariat’s Migration and Development Program was set up in order to disseminate information related to the work of the CEAM, including meetings, seminars, and events, as well as any specific projects implemented in this subject area. 

The CEAM decided to create the News Bulletin “Migration in the Americas” as a tool within the webpage for providing relevant news (journalistic information) on the topic of migration in the region.

A. Meetings

The Special Committee held eight formal meetings and two workshop with the participation of experts from member states and other international and regional organizations, as well as academics who shared their experiences on migration issues  

In its treatment of all the topics considered, the Committee was able to rely on advisory services and input from the Migration and Development Program of the General Secretariat of the Organization of American States, which provided regular updates on progress and objectives reached in the implementation of the mandates, programs and activities that were entrusted to it. 
In keeping with its mandate to serve as a forum for analysis and discussion the CEAM addressed the following topics in the course of the period covered by this report: 

i. Child and Youth Migration

On October 20, 2009, the CEAM welcomed Professor Ana Roldán, a researcher with the Autonomous University of Queretaro, Mexico; Professor Sara Poggio, Associate Professor from the College of Social Sciences of the University of Maryland; Ms. Valerie Lorena, in representation of the Young Americas Business Trust; and Mrs. Lenore García, Director of the Office of Education and Culture of SEDI/OAS, who offered presentations on the plight of child and youth migrants and examined the different projects that their respective agencies were implementing in connection with child and youth migration. 

ii.
Forum for the Exchange of Experiences

In the framework of a CEAM forum for the exchange of experiences, on December 2, 2009, Mr. Danilo González, Alternate Representative of Costa Rica, presented information on a new migration law in his country and Ambassador María del Luján Flores, Permanent Representative of Uruguay, shared the experience of Uruguayan legislation in this area.

For its part, the Technical Secretariat gave the following presentations: 

· Structure of the information systems of the Special Committee on Migration Issues (CE/AM/INF. 81/09),

· Report of the Technical Secretariat on progress made thus far in the “Database of Legal Frameworks, Regulations, Policies, and Programs on Migration in the Americas”

· Presentation of the web page of the Migration and Development Program of the OAS Secretary General, and

· Presentation of a proposal for creating an electronic newsletter with news related to the topic of migration (CE/AM-103/09). 

iii. SICREMI: Progress and prospects


On January 26, 2010, the Technical Secretariat delivered a presentation on progress with the Continuous Reporting System on International Migration of the Americas (SICREMI).  During this meeting, the CEAM had occasion to welcome Mr. Ernesto Rodríguez, Director of the Center for Migration Studies of the National Institute on Migration (INAMI) of Mexico and SICREMI national correspondent for that country. Mr. Rodríguez provided a detailed explanation about the statistics that the SICREMI offers and made operational recommendations for the system that would improve the collection and processing of information for the OECD’s SOPEMI system, on which the design for the SICREMI was modeled.
iv.
Gender and Migration
On April 20, 2010, the Committee considered the progress of the Model for the Care of Migrant Women in the Border Zone of Tijuana, Baja California, Mexico. The progress report was given by the Technical Secretariat.  The presentation began with an explanation of the initiative and then proceeded with a description of the study carried out.  The Secretariat provided extensive information about the methods used to collect information on the socioeconomic context of the subject of the review, a description of different models and programs used to tackle the problem, and, finally, a presentation on the proposed model for implementation.  The Secretariat also explained the basic principles of the model, its objectives and components, the target group, and crosscutting approaches.

B.
Workshops
i.
The Return of Migrants: Challenges and Opportunities

The workshop entitled “The Return of Migrants: Challenges and Opportunities” was held on February 4, 2010.  Its objective was to become familiar with and promote the initiatives and programs being carried out in the region to facilitate the reintegration of migrants who return to their countries of origin into the labor market and their communities. The meeting benefited from the participation of Keisha Livermore, Head of the Representative Office of the International Organization for Migration (IOM) in Jamaica; Ambassador Hernán Holguín, Under Secretary of Citizenship and Solidarity of the National Secretariat for Migrants (SENAMI) of Ecuador; Pedro Valenzuela, Chief of the Office of Return and Welcome of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Uruguay; Margarita de Lourdes Guerra Guerrero, Assistant Director General of Social Programs of the Unit on Migration of the Social Development Secretariat of the Government of Mexico; Sonia Lokku of Cimade, France; and Richard Scott, Regional Representative of the IOM for North America and the Caribbean. The different presentations provided a broad overview of best practices being implemented in the Hemisphere.

ii.
Extra-Regional Migration in the Americas 
On April 6, 2010, the CEAM, in coordination with the Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees (UNHCR) and the IOM, held a workshop to examine the issue of extra-regional migration in the Americas.  The objectives of this workshop were to analyze the background, magnitude, and impact of extra-regional illegal migratory flows; exchange experiences on the responses that different countries and international agencies have adopted to illegal flows of this type in and outside the region, and foster dialogue and cooperation in this area among the members of the Organization.  Presentations were offered by Anna Greene and Juan Carlos Murillo, UNHCR officials; Richard Scott, Regional Representative of the IOM for North America and the Caribbean; Laurence Hart, Chief of Mission of the IOM in Libya; Mario Zamora, Director of Immigration and Foreign Status, Costa Rica; Ernesto Rodríguez Chávez, Director of the Center for Migration Studies of the National Institute on Migration (INAMI), Mexico; Luis Agusti, Director of Social and International Affairs and President of the Argentinean National Committee for Refugees;  María Cristina González, National Director of the National Immigration Service, Panama; and Ambassador Izben Williams, Permanent Representative of Saint Kitts and Nevis to the OAS, representing CARICOM. 

C.
Evaluation of the CEAM
Resolution AG/RES. 2465 (XXXIX-O/09) instructed the Permanent Council “to undertake, in the second quarter of 2010, an evaluation of the same that considers, among other things, the rationalizing and unification of the approach to the topic of migration in the OAS.”  The Permanent Council assigned this task to the CEAM.

The Committee began the evaluation process in February 2010 and to carry out the task formed an Informal Working Group which was chaired by Mr. Pierre Giroux, Alternate Representative of Canada and Vice Chair of the CEAM.  The Informal Working Group held four meetings to consider the working methodology that would be used in the evaluation, which was initiated, giving attention to the following aspects: relevance of the CEAM; effectiveness and efficiency of its work; its impact; and, its durability.

The conclusions of the Chair of the Informal Working Group on the aspects considered in the evaluation were submitted to the CEAM on April 20, 2010, and are set down in document CE/AM-138/10.

III. DRAFT RESOLUTION

Based on the work done and, in particular, the various aspects considered in the evaluation process, the Delegation of Mexico submitted a draft resolution to be transmitted for consideration to the Permanent Council and subsequently to the General Assembly.

The draft resolution “Migrant Populations and Migration Flows in the Americas” was considered by a working group under the coordination of Mrs. Flor de Lis Vásquez, Alternate Representative of Mexico.  The delegations of Argentina, Chile, Guatemala, Panama, Paraguay, El Salvador, Venezuela, Bolivia, Ecuador, Colombia, Nicaragua, and the CARICOM member states co-sponsored the draft, document CE/AM-135/10 rev. 2.
The draft resolution was considered by the CEAM at the meeting held on May 25, 2010, and submitted to the Permanent Council on May 27, 2010 with a view to its subsequent transmission to the General Assembly at its fortieth regular session. 

The draft resolution agreed by the CEAM welcomes the work that the CEAM has been doing to analyze migration issues and flows from an integral perspective, taking into account the relevant provisions of international law, especially international human rights law, in the discussion of such topics as child and youth migration, the education of migrant children and youths, migrants’ return to and reintegration into their communities of origin, migration flows from outside the Hemisphere, and migration and gender, and requests that it continue the integration of a gender perspective in its analysis of migration and include also in its discussions the perspective of South-South migration.

With respect to the evaluation of the CEAM, the member states concluded that the Committee, subject to the approval of the General Assembly, should continue its work as the primary forum of the Organization for the exchange of information and best practices on migration issues. The members states also decided to continue the evaluation process, which should conclude in April 2012 with a view to submitting to the Permanent Council, prior to the forty-second regular session of the General Assembly, inter alia, a proposal for rationalization and unification of the approach to the topic of migration in the OAS, in consultation with the Committee on Juridical and Political Affairs.

Furthermore, the draft resolution agreed upon, proposes that the Permanent Council should determine the need to renew the mandate of the CEAM before the forty-second regular session of the General Assembly and thereafter, as necessary.
As the work of the Special Committee on Migration Issues for the July 2009 - May 2010 period concludes, and with it my term as chair, it would be remiss of me not to draw attention to the collaboration that I have received from all the delegations in carrying out my functions.

I would like to express particular appreciation for the support, collaboration, and total commitment to our work shown by the Vice Chair, Pierre Giroux, Alternate Representative of Canada, as well as the constructive and committed participation of the delegates that follow the activities of the Committee, who have accompanied me in my efforts and been a constant source of reference.

I would also like to acknowledge, and express my appreciation for, the support I have received from the staff of the General Secretariat.
Duly Brutus

Ambassador, Permanent Representative of Haiti to the OAS

Chair of the Special Committee on Migration Issues
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(For the period 2009-2010)
/
GENERAL DOCUMENTS / 

DOCUMENTOS GENERALES

	Title of document / Título del documento
	Classification / Clasificación
	Languages / Idiomas


	· Plan de Trabajo de la Comisión Especial de Asuntos Migratorios para el periodo  2009-2010 
	CE/AM-95/09 rev.1
	E,S,F, P

	· “Educación Para Niñas, Niños Y Jovenes Migrantes” (Presentación de la Oficina de Educación y Cultura ante la CEAM, el 20 de octubre de 2009)
	CE/AM-99/09
	S

	· Niños, Niñas y Adolescentes Riesgos y Cuestiones Relacionadas con la Migración (Documento presentado por la Secretaría General)
	CE/AM-100/09
	S

	· PROGRAMA “JUVENTUD EN MOVIMIENTO”  Youth Americas Business Trust
	CE/AM-101/09
	E,S,F, P

	· Boletín de noticias sobre Migración en las Américas (Presentación del Programa de Migración y Desarrollo) 
	CE/AM-103/09

 HYPERLINK "http://scm.oas.org/IDMS/Redirectpage.aspx?class=CE/AM/INF&classNum=37&lang=s" 
	E,S

	· Base de Datos de Marcos Jurídicos, Reglamentos, Políticas y programas de Migración en el Hemisferio Americano
	CE/AM-107/09
	E,S,F, P

	· Consideraciones sobre una propuesta para evaluar la comisión especial de asuntos migratorios de la organización de los estados americanos

(Documento presentado por el Embajador Duly Brutus, Representante Permanente de Haití y Presidente de la Comisión Especial de Asuntos Migratorios)
	CE/AM-110/09

	E,S,F, P

	· Programa de Trabajo Taller: "El retorno de los migrantes: retos y oportunidades"
	CE/AM-118/10
	S

	· Transversalidad del tema migratorio en la OEA Presentación de la Secretaría del Programa de Migración y Desarrollo
	CE/AM-126/10

	S

	· Agenda de trabajo para el Foro: -Migración Extracontinental en las Américas
	CE/AM-129/10 rev.2
	E,S,F, P

	· Orden del día, 20 de abril de 2010
	CE/AM-136/10
	E, S, F, P

	· Orden del día, 25 de mayo de 2010
	CE/AM-145/10 corr.1
	E, S, F, P
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	CE/AM-135/10 rev. 2
	


INFORMATION DOCUMENTS
	Title of document / Título del documento
	Classification / Clasificación
	Languages / Idiomas

	· Presentación sobre el Programa de Migración y Desarrollo de la Secretaria Ejecutiva para el desarrollo Integral
	CE/AM/INF. 71/09

	E,S,F, P

	CHILD AND YOUTH MIGRATION

	· La Separación Familiar y el Éxito Educativo de los Hijos de Inmigrantes (Presentación de la Prof. Sara Poggio a la CEAM el 20 de octubre de 2009)
	CE/AM/INF. 72/09 corr. 1
	S

	· Proyecto “Educación para Niños y Jóvenes Migrantes" (Antecedentes y descripción del proyecto)
	CE/AM/INF. 73/09

	S

	· Migración Juvenil en América Latina y el Caribe (Ponencia de la Dra. Ana Isabel Roldán Rico ante la CEAM, el 20 de octubre de 2009)
	CE/AM/INF.74/09
	S

	· Juventud en Movimiento Descripción del Programa - YABT
	CE/AM/INF. 75/09
	S

	· Juventud en Movimiento Descripción del Programa – YABT (Ad)
	CE/AM/INF. 75/09 add.1
	S

	· Migración Juvenil en Latinoamerica y el Caribe Estudio realizado por: Dra. Ana Isabel Roldán Rico
	CE/AM/INF.76/09

	S

	· “Migracion Juvenil en Latinoamerica y el Caribe Estudio realizado por: Dra. Ana Isabel Roldán Rico “Resumen Ejecutivo” (ad)
	CE/AM/INF. 76/09 add. 1
	S

	· Curriculum Vitae Dra. Ana Isabel Roldan Rico
	CE/AM/INF.77/09
	S

	· Curriculum Vitae Professor Sara Poggio
	CE/AM/INF.78/09
	S

	· Inmigración y Desempeño Escolar Población Inmigrante de origen latino en los Estados Unidos  (Presentación de la Dra. Sara Poggio ante la CEAM el 20 de octubre de 2009)
	CE/AM/INF.80/09
	S

	OTHER TOPICS

	· Estructura de los Sistemas de Información de la Comisión Especial de Asuntos Migratorios (CEAM)
	CE/AM/INF. 81/09 rev. 1
	S

	· Presentación de la Embajadora María del Luján Flores, Representante Permanente del Uruguay en la sesión celebrada el 2 de diciembre de 2009
	CE/AM/INF.82/09
	S

	· Experiencia de México en las Estadísticas sobre Migración Internacional y el SICREMI (Presentación del Mtro. Ernesto Rodríguez Chávez, Director del Centro de Estudios Migratorios del Instituto Nacional de Migración (INAMI))
	CE/AM/INF.83/10
	S

	· Modelo de Atención para Mujeres Migrantes en la zona  Fronteriza de Tijuana, Baja California (México).  
	CE/AM/INF.84/10
	S

	SUMMARY OF MEETINGS

	· Síntesis de la reunión del 8 de octubre
	CE/AM-104/09
	S

	· Síntesis de la reunión del 20 de octubre
	CE/AM-105/09
	S

	· Síntesis de la reunión del  2 de diciembre
	CE/AM-124/10
	S

	· Síntesis de la reunión del 15 de diciembre
	CE/AM-113/09
	S

	· Síntesis de la reunión del 26 de enero
	CE/AM-143/10
	S

	· Síntesis de la reunión del 17 de marzo
	CE/AM-131/10
	S

	· Síntesis de la reunión del 20 de abril
	CE/AM-142/10
	S

	· Síntesis de la reunión del 25 de mayo
	CE/AM-147/10
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�.	The Government of Nicaragua places on record its express reservation to the Declaration of the Fifth Summit of the Americas, held in Port of Spain, Trinidad and Tobago.  During that event, Nicaragua expressed its view that the Declaration of the Fifth Summit of the Americas was unacceptable and inadequate as it did not resolve a number of matters that were extremely important for the Hemisphere and were still under discussion.  Nor does Nicaragua accept that references may be made to that Declaration in the resolutions to be adopted by the OAS General Assembly.  Nicaragua reaffirms that the items on the General Assembly agenda should be derived from the debates and deliberations of the Heads of State and Government in Trinidad and Tobago.


�.	[CITEL-2006] [AG/RES. 2159 (XXXVI-O/06) (objectives a and b, functions f, g, h)] [CITEL-2010]


�.	[CITEL-2006, f] [AG/RES. 2159 (XXXVI-O/06)]


�.	[CITEL-2002, f, h] [AG/RES.1946 (XXXIII-O/03]


�.	[CITEL-2006] [AG/RES. 2159 (XXXVI-O/06)]


�.	[CITEL-2002, m] [AG/RES.1946 (XXXIII-O/03]


�.	[CITEL-2006] [AG/RES. 2159 (XXXVI-O/06)]


�.	[CITEL-1998] [AG/RES 1589 (XXVIII-O/98)] [CITEL-2002] [AG/RES.1946 (XXXIII-O/03)] [CITEL-2006] [AG/RES. 2159 (XXXVI-O/06)]


�.	[CITEL-1998] [AG/RES. 1589 (XXVIII-O/98)]


�.	[CITEL-2002] [AG/RES. 1946 (XXXIII-O/03]


�.	[CITEL-2002] [AG/RES. 1946 (XXXIII-O/03]


�.	The number of the Article of the General Standards for the Operation of the General Secretariat was modified to take into account the updated version. (January 2006). [CITEL-2006] [AG/RES. 2159 (XXXVI-O/06)]


�.	[CITEL-1998] [CITEL-2002]


�.	[CITEL-2002]


�.	[CITEL-2002]


�.	[CITEL-1998] [CITEL-2002]


�.	[CITEL-2002]


�.	[CITEL-2002] [CITEL-2006, only Spanish]


�.	[CITEL-1998] [CITEL-2002] [CITEL-2006, only Spanish]


�.	[CITEL-2002]


�.	[CITEL-1998]


�.	[CITEL-2006, only Spanish]


�.	[CITEL-2002] [CITEL-2006]


�.	[CITEL-2006]


�.	[CITEL-2006]


�.	[CITEL-2002] [CITEL-2006]


�.	[CITEL-2006]


�.	[CITEL-1998]


�.	[CITEL-2002]


�.	[CITEL-1998]


�.	[CITEL-2002] [CITEL-2006]


�.	[CITEL-2002]


�.	[CITEL-2002]


�.	[CITEL-2002] [CITEL-2006]


�.	[CITEL-2002, e,f,g]


�.	[CITEL-1998]


�.	[CITEL-1998] [CITEL-2002]


� [CITEL-1998] [CITEL-2002] [COM/CITEL RES. 206 (XVIII-06)] [CITEL-2010]


� [CITEL-1998] [CITEL-2002] [CITEL-2006]


�.	[CITEL-1998] [CITEL-2002]


�.	[CITEL-1998] [CITEL-2002]


�.	[CITEL-2002]


�.	[CITEL-1998] [CITEL-2002, r, t]


�.	[CITEL-2006]


�.	[CITEL-2002] [CITEL-2006, only Spanish]


�.	[CITEL-1998] [CITEL-2002]


�.	[CITEL-2002] [CITEL-2006] [CITEL-2010]
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�.	Párrafo 11 del Informe.


�.	Párrafo 72 del Informe.


�.	Párrafo 140 del Informe.


�.	Párrafo 142 del Informe.


�.	Informe de Seguimiento a las Recomendaciones contenidas en el “Informe sobre las Mujeres frente a la violencia y discriminación derivados del Conflicto armado en Colombia” del 16 de octubre de 2006 (OEA/Ser. L/V/II. Doc.67), remitido a la Comisión en el mes de septiembre de 2009.


�.	Ibídem. Párrafo 123


�.	Ibídem. Párrafo 129


�.	This report was drafted by the coordinator of the Working Group, who takes responsibility for it.


�.	Paragraph agreed ad referendum of the delegation of Canada


�. 	Paragraph from the Working Group meeting of March 9, 2010. Its approval is pending as the subsequent meetings lacked the statutory quorum.


�.	Distribution of mandates 2009-2010 (Approved by the Permanent Council meeting held on June 15, 2009 and revised on September 29, 2009), (CP/doc.4422/09 rev. 2 corr. 1)
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�.	The United States reserves on this paragraph. The Statement of the Chairman provides the Summit host’s perspective on issues discussed at the Summit, but was not negotiated by member states and is therefore not a consensus document. As such, it should not be cited as an authoritative reference with respect to Summit follow-up.
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�.	The documents included in this Annex are listed in their original language. All documents contained herein can be found on the Web page of the Special Committee on Migration Issues (� HYPERLINK "http://www.oas.org/consejo/specialcommittees/Special%20Committe%20Migration.asp" ��http://www.oas.org/consejo/specialcommittees/Special%20Committe%20Migration.asp�) 


�.	Los documentos incluidos en este Anexo están listados en su idioma original. Todos los documentos aquí contenidos pueden ser encontrados en la página Web de la Comisión Especial de Asuntos Migratorios (� HYPERLINK "http://www.oas.org/consejo/sp/comisionesespeciales/Comision%20Especial%20Asusntos%20Migratorios.asp" ��http://www.oas.org/consejo/sp/comisionesespeciales/Comision%20Especial%20Asusntos%20Migratorios.asp�) 


�.	English (E), Spanish (S), French (F), Portuguese (P)
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