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In my capacity as Rapporteur of the General Committee, I have the honor to submit to the distinguished ministers and heads of delegation to this fortieth regular session of the OAS General Assembly, in accordance with Article 25 of the Rules of Procedure of the General Assembly, the report on the General Committee’s activities.

I. INTRODUCTION

Installation of the Committee and election of its Chair


At its first session, held on Monday, June 7, 2010, the plenary installed the General Committee, pursuant to Article 22 of the Rules of Procedure, and, on a proposal by the delegation of Peru, seconded by the delegation of Guatemala, elected Ambassador Nestor Méndez, Permanent Representative of Belize to the OAS, as Chair, by acclamation.  On that occasion, the General Committee was invited to present a report on its activities to the plenary at its fourth session.

Assignment of topics

The plenary assigned a draft declaration and six draft resolutions on various topics to the General Committee for consideration.  These drafts are listed in the order of business of the Committee, document AG/CG/OD-1/10, of June 7, 2010.  They were considered in the following order:

Draft Declaration

Solidarity with Guatemala, El Salvador, and Honduras in view of the Recent Natural Disasters (AG/doc.5119/10)

Draft Resolutions

i. 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 (AG/doc.5054/10)

ii. Observations and Recommendations on the Annual Report of the Inter-American Juridical Committee (AG/doc.5102/10 corr. 1)

iii. Right to Freedom of Thought and Expression and the Importance of the Media 

a. Right to Freedom of Thought and Expression and the Importance of the Media (AG/doc.5100/10), proposed by the delegation of the United States

b. Right to Freedom of Thought and Expression and the Importance of the Media (AG/doc.5101/10), proposed by the Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela

iv. Seventh Inter-American Specialized Conference on Private International Law (AG/doc.5098/10)

v. Citizen Security and Human Rights (AG/doc.5118/10)

vi. Financing of the 2011 Program-Budget of the Organization (AG/doc.5104/10)

II. PROCEEDINGS

Order of business


At the first meeting of the General Committee, held on Monday, June 7, 2010, the Chair expressed thanks to the OAS member states for his election.  The Committee then proceeded to consider the draft Order of Business (AG/CG/OD-1/10), which contained the aforementioned draft resolutions.


The delegation of the Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela requested a change in the order of business so as to address point b. of item iii. (Right to freedom of thought and expression and the importance of the media) before point a thereof.  The Secretariat explained that the order in which the drafts appeared was the order in which they had been submitted to the Committee on Juridical Political Affairs. 

Election of the Vice Chair and the Rapporteur of the General Committee

In keeping with Article 24 of the Rules of Procedure of the General Assembly, the General Committee then elected its Vice Chair and its Rapporteur.

The delegation of Canada nominated as Vice Chair Ambassador Hugo de Zela Martínez, Permanent Representative of Peru to the OAS.  That nomination was seconded by the delegation of Paraguay and Ambassador Hugo de Zela was elected by acclamation.

The delegation of Chile then proceeded to nominate the Alternate Representative of Paraguay to the OAS, Francisco Barreiro Perrotta, as Rapporteur of the General Committee.  That nomination was seconded by the delegation of Barbados and Mr. Barreiro Perrotta was elected by acclamation.

Working procedures

The Chair proposed the following working procedures to enable the Committee to complete its work within the time frame requested by the plenary:

· The draft resolutions included on the order of business have been grouped according to their respective committees, the aim being to maintain a certain uniformity of topic during the deliberations and to facilitate the work of the delegations.

· Also taken into account would be the status of negotiations on each of the draft resolutions and the draft declaration, considering first those that were closer to a consensus, then those requiring more discussion, and only pending matters would be considered.  The resolutions would be negotiated paragraph by paragraph.

· New drafts would be placed at the end of the agenda, in the order in which they were received by the Secretariat.  These resolutions will be negotiated paragraph by paragraph.

· It was hoped that the Committee might conclude its work that day, to which end the delegations were asked for their customary cooperation and flexibility as well as brevity in their remarks. 

· The General Committee would hold three three-hour meetings. Accordingly, a maximum of 20 minutes could be assigned to each draft resolution.  To ensure fair treatment for all delegations, the Chair intended to comply strictly with that rule.

· If negotiations reached an impasse and additional time was needed, it was suggested that delegations hold informal consultations to seek consensus and then report back to the General Committee.  If agreement was reached on the draft, it would immediately be included on the Committee’s order of business.  If not, then the text would be resubmitted, in the appropriate order after the other drafts on the agenda. 

· During discussions, the delegations must submit their proposals to the Secretariat in writing, in order to facilitate the preparation of new texts. 

· Approved resolutions would be submitted to the plenary for consideration during the fourth session, which meant that, to the extent possible, agreements reached on these procedures would have to be complied with so that the plenary could finish on time.

· The Chair asked that the timetable be adhered to and that meetings begin at the scheduled times. 

Meetings

The General Committee held three meetings to consider the matters assigned to it on the order of business.

The first meeting was held in the morning of Monday, June 7, 2010 and the second in the afternoon of that same day.  The third meeting was held in the morning of Tuesday, June 8.

A summary of the deliberations on the drafts assigned to the General Committee follows:

Draft Declaration

i.
Draft Declaration “Solidarity with Guatemala, El Salvador, and Honduras in view of the Recent Natural Disasters” (AG/doc.5119/10)

The General Committee considered this draft declaration at its first working meeting.

The draft declaration was formally submitted by the delegations of El Salvador and Guatemala to the General Assembly.  The delegation of El Salvador explained the appalling consequences of the natural disasters as well as the difficulties arising from the lack of time for reorganization, and urged the other delegations to show their solidarity with this resolution.  The delegation of Guatemala reported on the problems hampering their country’s response capacity as a result of the disasters caused, first, by the eruption of the Pacaya volcano and then by Tropical Storm Agatha.  With regard to the draft, they requested an amendment in the first introductory paragraph so as to draw a distinction between the juridical status of the situation in each country, which is considered a state of public emergency in Guatemala and a state of national emergency in El Salvador and Honduras.  For its part, the delegation of Costa Rica asked to be included as a cosponsor of this resolution. 

The delegations of Colombia, Ecuador, Belize, Argentina, Panama, Peru, Mexico, Nicaragua, United States, Paraguay, Barbados, and Trinidad and Tobago expressed their support and solidarity for the peoples of Guatemala, Honduras, and El Salvador, as well as for the contents of the draft. For its part, the delegation of Ecuador requested a stylistic change so as to make the last two paragraphs of the draft declaration declarative in nature.  The delegation of Mexico requested some stylistic changes, while the delegation of Nicaragua asked that reference be made to the government and not the state of Guatemala.

The delegation of Brazil expressed its solidarity in this time of crisis of the affected countries; however, it did not concur with the idea of including the government of Honduras given that it was suspended from the OAS.  This view was supported by the delegation of the Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela.  The delegation of Argentina expressed concern with the final paragraph in that it referred to the affected states and it would prefer that it allude to affected countries. 

The delegation of the United States said it was concerned not to politicize the subject, while the delegation of Barbados requested that the focus be on the humanitarian nature of the draft.  The delegation of Guatemala explained that the draft did not recognize the Government of Honduras; it was simply an expression of solidarity. For its part, the delegation of Brazil proposed that the manifestation of solidarity be directed at the people affected, not governments. The delegation of Costa Rica noted that the language used in the resolution “Suspension of the Right of Honduras to Participate in the Organization of American States” did not contain any exceptions regarding humanitarian issues.

The amendments were accepted and the declaration was adopted at the first working meeting of the General Committee.

Draft Resolutions
i. 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 (AG/doc.5054/10)

The Committee considered this draft resolution at its first and second meetings.

This draft resolution was presented by the delegation of Colombia to the Committee on Inter-American Summits Management and Civil Society Participation in OAS Activities.  There was a matter to be discussed by the General Committee regarding the third operative paragraph, as proposed by Venezuela in the Permanent Council and adopted ad referendum of the United States, which contains the phrase “in accordance with the domestic legislation of the member states.”

The delegation of the United States expressed its support of the work done by civil society to protect human rights and fundamental freedoms in the Hemisphere. For its part, the delegation of Canada explained that it could not support any language restricting civil society participation and said that the proposed phrase should be deleted. 

The delegation of the Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela pointed out that there were certain civil society organizations that might run counter to the interests of democracy. It said there were some institutions of dubious origin. The delegation of Bolivia said it supported that view. 

The Chair asked the delegations to take more time to allow for consultations among states. The topic was therefore postponed until the second meeting.

During the second working meeting of the Committee, the Chair presented the following two proposed alternative texts:

“To instruct the Permanent Council to continue promoting the participation of civil society and of all social actors in the Summits of the Americas and in OAS activities, in accordance with 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.’ ”

“To request member states to promote and facilitate civil society participation in OAS activities, in accordance with their domestic legislation and in conformity with international commitments and obligations with respect to the promotion and protection of human rights and fundamental freedoms, including civil, political, economic, social, and cultural rights.”
The delegation of the Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela explained that its intention was not to restrict the participation of civil society and that the Guidelines for civil society participation in the OAS should be updated.

The delegation of Mexico explained the reasons behind its proposal for the second paragraph. For their part, the delegations of Colombia, Guatemala, the United States, Peru, and Chile supported the Chair’s proposal, with the amendment proposed by Mexico.

In the absence of an agreement on the proposals, they were once again sent back to an informal working group for study.

Two hours later, discussion of the topic resumed, with the Chair asking for adoption of the text agreed upon last year. That text was then adopted by acclamation at the end of the second working meeting of the General Committee. It reads as follows:

“To instruct the Permanent Council to continue to promote and facilitate civil society participation in the Summits of the Americas and in the activities undertaken by the OAS as a result of the Summits of the Americas process, as well as efforts by the member states to foster said participation.”

ii. Observations and recommendations on the Annual Report of the Inter-American Juridical Committee  (AG/doc.5102/10 corr. 1)

The Committee considered this draft resolution at its first and second working meetings.

This draft resolution was proposed by the Chair of the Committee on Juridical and Political Affairs. It had been discussed in said Committee and contained two matters that still needed to be discussed by the General Committee, corresponding to two alternative proposals for the eighth operative paragraph, one by Peru and the other by Venezuela. 

The delegation of Peru had proposed: “To request the Inter-American Juridical Committee to conduct, within its existing resources, a comparative analysis of the principal legal instruments of the inter-American system related to peace, security, and cooperation.”

For its part, the delegation of the Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela had proposed the following: “To request the CJI to undertake a study on the importance of participatory democracy as a model of formal democracy that should be recognized as such just like representative democracy within the framework of the inter-American system of nations.” The delegation of the United States requested that this proposal not be included. It pointed out that the request was designed to validate an opinion, not a study. Furthermore, it considered that this was not a new issue, as studies of representative democracy had been conducted during adoption of the Inter-American Democratic Charter. Finally, it mentioned the work done by the Inter-American Juridical Committee on democracy.  For their part, the delegations of Nicaragua, Ecuador, and Bolivia supported the proposal.  The delegation of Argentina said it had problems supporting said paragraph.

The delegation of Canada recognized the importance of both requests but, as regards Venezuela’s, it supported the United States position.  In that context, it asked for both proposals to be withdrawn. The delegation of El Salvador acknowledged the importance of both paragraphs and the different nature of each of them.

The delegation of Peru explained that its proposal was derived from the Declaration of Lima, that it had been discussed earlier with the members of the Committee in Lima, and that it was limited to the juridical instruments of the inter-American system, a clarification appreciated by the delegation of the United States, which expressed its support.

The delegation of the Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela requested that a text different from its original proposal be found that did not prejudge the outcome.

Peru’s proposal was approved by the plenary, and the Chair requested that informal consultations take place regarding the revised proposal put forward by the delegation of the Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela.   

During the second working meeting of the Committee, various options were discussed and, following a break, the delegations concerned presented a proposal that was accepted by the plenary. That made it possible to adopt the following paragraph in the second working meeting of the Committee. The adopted text reads as follows:

“To request the CJI to undertake a legal study of the mechanisms of participatory democracy and citizen participation contained in the legislation of some countries in the region.”

iii. Right to Freedom of Thought and Expression and the Importance of the Media 

a. Right to Freedom of Thought and Expression and the Importance of the Media (AG/doc.5101/10), proposed by the delegation of the United States

b. Right to Freedom of Thought and Expression and the Importance of the Media (AG/doc.5101/10), proposed by the Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela

The General Committee considered these two draft resolutions–which had been presented to the Committee on Juridical and Political Affairs–at its first and second meetings.
At the beginning of the discussion the Chair noted that the two delegations had not resolved their differences. The delegation of the Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela referred to the proposal of the United States to amend a text that had already been adopted in earlier years.  It denounced manipulation by media monopolies and excesses of states that had imposed controls on freedom of expression.  It expressed its willingness to participate in these discussions, which should include respect of human rights.

The delegation of the United States explained the difference between this resolution, which requests observance of international law, and the resolution on civil society which imposes limits in accordance with domestic law.  In its opinion there is no media dictatorship. Finally, it urged that the text be simply worded and comprehensible to all.

The delegations of Costa Rica, Canada, Chile, El Salvador, Argentina, and Colombia expressed views in favor of freedom of thought and expression and, in some cases, made specific references in that regard.


The delegation of Nicaragua observed that the language presented by Venezuela was current and made reference to the actual circumstances facing many countries, and proposed a base text such as Venezuela’s, which had been discussed and approved on different occasions. In that connection, the delegation of the United States urged the meeting to adopt an updated text that broke from the status quo. Accordingly, the delegation proposed a revision to its proposal, which appears in document AG/CG/doc.3/10 and comprises a preamble with four introductory paragraphs, and nine operative paragraphs.  The delegation of Ecuador considered that consideration of the matter of freedom of expression should be taken up at some other time.

There being no consensus during the first working meeting, the Chair requested that discussions continue in an informal group and discussion of this issue continue at a future meeting.

During the second working meeting, the delegation of Guatemala submitted a proposal to withdraw both drafts, as the resolution from the previous year was still valid. The Chair suggested keeping the text approved last year, in light of the difficulty in arriving at agreement on the issue this year. The delegation of the United States agreed with the Chair’s proposal, and at the same time lamented the absence of a simple and straightforward text. The delegation of the Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela expressed the view that the United States proposal provided an opportunity for further discussion on freedom of expression.

The delegation of Canada requested that the Meeting of National Authorities on this subject matter, provided for in the previous year's resolution, be held during the course of this year.  The delegation of Chile, meanwhile, expressed its support for the OAS Office of the Special Rapporteur for Freedom of Expression, and the delegation of Saint Lucia joined in the consensus.

In concluding the discussion at the second working meeting, a decision was taken to withdraw the two proposals and not to adopt any resolution on the subject this year, which meant that the resolution “Right to Freedom of Thought and Expression and the Importance of the Media” [AG/RES. 2523 (XXXIX-O/09)] remained in effect.

iv. Seventh Inter-American Specialized Conference on Private International Law (AG/doc.5098/10)

The Committee considered this draft resolution during its second and third working meetings.

This draft was presented to the Committee on Juridical and Political Affairs, and was referred to this Committee with the sponsorship of El Salvador and Paraguay.

The delegation of Brazil gave a brief overview of its proposal and noted its willingness to hold a conference in November this year, against the backdrop of the discussions that had taken place over the past seven years. Brazil reported that it had the support of at least seven countries. The delegation of Argentina therefore requested to participate as a co-sponsor of the resolution. The delegations of Paraguay and El Salvador, meanwhile, expressed support for the proposal by Brazil.

The delegation of the United States explained its concerns about the handling of this issue in November of this year, and about the complex nature of consumer protection. It also pointed out that the member states needed more time to discuss the issue since the text proposed by Brazil had only been seen in the past 10 months. It requested additional time to hold preparatory meetings at headquarters in order to formally discuss the proposals and follow the same procedure established for dealing with other topics considered by CIDIP-VII itself, notably the model legislation on registries, which took seven years.

The delegation of Canada, as well as the United States, felt that there was a need for formal meetings among the states and for more time to discuss the issues—in short, an open and transparent process.

The delegation of Brazil reiterated its positions. Some preambular paragraphs were then discussed and approved.  As time had run out, the Chair decided to continue the discussion at the third working meeting, and tasked an informal group with the follow-up.

During the third working meeting of the General Committee, the delegations engaged in intense informal negotiations and consultations. Nonetheless, it was impossible to arrive at a consensus, and the Chair of the General Committee asked the Rapporteur to present a report to the General Assembly on the situation, with the recommendation that the draft resolution, document AG/CG/doc.5/10 rev. 1, of June 8, 2010, be referred to the Permanent Council of the Organization so that said body could continue the corresponding negotiations.

In addition, the delegation of Brazil asked that the aforementioned report include the proposals that had been discussed informally, which are transcribed below:

1. To welcome the offer of Brazil to host the Seventh Inter-American Specialized Conference on Private International Law (CIDIP-VII) on consumer protection in Brasilia, Brazil, from November 24 to 26, 2010.

2. To instruct the Permanent Council to establish a formal working group of the Conference, made up of government officials and representatives of interested member states, so that it may hold at least three 5-day meetings at OAS headquarters to continue consideration of the Buenos Aires proposal, Canada’s proposal, “Model Law on Jurisdiction and Applicable Law for Consumer Contracts,” and the United States proposal, “Legislative Guidelines for Inter-American Law on Availability of Consumer Dispute Resolution and Redress for Consumers,” with their respective annexes, and to submit them to the Conference.

v. Financing of the 2011 Program-Budget of the Organization (AG/doc.5104/10)

The Committee considered the draft resolution at its second and third working meetings.

During the second working meeting of the General Committee, the Chair asked Ambassador Virgilio Alcántara, Chair of the Subcommittee on Administrative and Budgetary Matters of the Preparatory Committee of the General Assembly, to make a presentation on the status of this draft on the financing of the 2011 program-budget of the Organization.

In his presentation, Ambassador Alcántara explained that the Subcommittee did not reach consensus on two points:
•
The issue of the budget ceiling. 

· Income from quota contributions for 2011. 

He also explained that the issue of the budget ceiling had been considered during the dialogue of the Ministers of Foreign Affairs, but that there were yet to be any precise instructions. He therefore requested that discussion of this issue be postponed to the meeting tomorrow. 

The Chair acceded to Ambassador Alcántara’s request and proposed that the issue be discussed further at the third working meeting of the General Committee.

During the third working meeting of the Committee, Ambassador Virgilio Alcántara described the agreement reached in the private dialogue whereby it was decided to increase member state quota income by 3 percent.  That would result in income of $80,950,800 and therefore a ceiling of $85,350,800, approximately 4 million dollars below the 2010 budget.  Accordingly, he proposed amending operative paragraph 2 to include the aforementioned figures.

The budget ceiling was approved by acclamation during the third working meeting of the General Committee.

vi. Citizen Security and Human Rights (AG/doc.5118/10)
The Committee considered the draft resolution at its second working meeting. 

This proposal was submitted to the plenary of the General Assembly by the delegation of Argentina and referred to the General Committee. 

The delegation of Argentina submitted a revised proposal (AG/CG/doc.4/10) and referred to the Inter-American Commission on Human Rights report on Citizen Security and Human Rights regarding threats to and violence against citizen security. 

The delegation of Mexico was of the view that the subject of the IACHR report should be circumscribed within the framework of the process of the Meeting of Ministers Responsible for Public Security in the Americas (MISPA), the natural forum that had dealt with it since 2008. In this context, it proposed including two new paragraphs in resolution AG/doc.5029/10 (Item 57 on the agenda).

This proposal was supported by Peru, Ecuador, the United States, Guatemala, Chile, Belize, Saint Lucia, Canada, Costa Rica, Colombia, Barbados, Ecuador, Brazil, and Paraguay.  In this regard Guatemala, supported by Colombia, requested the inclusion of “Noting” instead of “Welcoming,” to which Chile added “with satisfaction.” The delegation of Argentina therefore expressed appreciation for the proposal by Mexico, with the amendments suggested and, in view of the support it received, decided to lend its support to it and withdrew its own draft resolution.

By acclamation the reworded proposal by Mexico and Chile was supported during the second working meeting of the General Committee.

Accordingly, the Chair asked the Rapporteur to include in his report to the plenary of the General Assembly the agreement reached by the General Committee to include the following two paragraphs in the draft resolution on MISPA, AG/doc.5029/10:

A preambular paragraph 4 bis:

NOTING WITH SATISFACTION the publication of the Report on Citizen Security and Human Rights of the Inter-American Commission on Human Rights (IACHR). 

An operative paragraph 7 bis:

To invite the IACHR to submit the Report on Citizen Security and Human Rights, through the Committee on Hemispheric Security, for consideration by the member states in the Permanent Council.

III. CONCLUSION
Thanks to the work carried out by the Committee under the exemplary stewardship of its Chair, Ambassador Nestor Méndez, Permanent Representative of Belize to the OAS, and its Vice Chair, Ambassador Hugo de Zela, Permanent Representative of Peru to the OAS, it was possible to approve by consensus one draft declaration and four draft resolutions, as follows:

Draft Declaration

Solidarity with Guatemala, El Salvador, and Honduras in view of the Recent Natural Disasters (AG/CG.doc.1/10).

Draft Resolutions

i. 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 (AG/CG/doc.6/10);
ii. Observations and Recommendations on the Annual Report of the Inter-American Juridical Committee (AG/CG/doc.2/ rev. 1);
iii. Financing of the 2011 Program-Budget of the Organization (AG/CG/doc.8/10)

Furthermore, as regards the draft resolutions on the “Right to freedom of thought and expression and the importance of the media,” it was decided to withdraw the two proposed texts and not to adopt a resolution on the issue this year. Accordingly, the resolution adopted by the General Assembly last year, “Right to Freedom of Thought and Expression and the Importance of the Media” [AG/RES. 2523 (XXXIX-O/09)], remains in force.


As concerns the draft resolution “Seventh Inter-American Specialized Conference on Private International Law,” (AG/CG/doc.5/10), the delegations engaged in intense informal negotiations and consultations. Nonetheless, it was impossible to arrive at a consensus, and the Chair of the General Committee asked the Rapporteur to present a report to the General Assembly on the situation, with the recommendation that the draft resolution, document AG/CG/doc.5/10 rev. 1, of June 8, 2010, be referred to the Permanent Council of the Organization so that said body could continue the corresponding negotiations.
In addition, the delegation of Brazil asked that the aforementioned report include the proposals that had been discussed informally, which are transcribed below:
1. To welcome the offer of Brazil to host the Seventh Inter-American Specialized Conference on Private International Law (CIDIP-VII) on consumer protection in Brasilia, Brazil, from November 24 to 26, 2010.

2. To instruct the Permanent Council to establish a formal working group of the Conference, made up of government officials and representatives of interested member states, so that it may hold at least three 5-day meetings at OAS headquarters to continue consideration of the Buenos Aires proposal, Canada’s proposal, “Model Law on Jurisdiction and Applicable Law for Consumer Contracts,” and the United States proposal, “Legislative Guidelines for Inter-American Law on Availability of Consumer Dispute Resolution and Redress for Consumers,” with their respective annexes, and to submit them to the Conference.

Finally, with respect to the draft resolution on citizen security and human rights, the General Committee decided to adopt two new paragraphs for inclusion in the resolution on the meetings of Ministers Responsible for Public Security in the Americas (MISPA), resolution AG/doc.5029/10 (item 57 on the agenda).  The paragraphs in question are as follows:
Preambular paragraph 4 bis

NOTING WITH SATISFACTION the publication of the Report on Citizen Security and Human Rights of the Inter-American Commission on Human Rights (IACHR).

Operative paragraph 7 bis

To invite the IACHR to submit the Report on Citizen Security and Human Rights, through the Committee on Hemispheric Security, to the Permanent Council for consideration by the member states.

In concluding the Committee’s work, the delegation of Peru, speaking on behalf of the plenary, congratulated the Chair for his professionalism and wise leadership, which made it possible to conclude the work on time and successfully in most cases.

For my own part and on behalf of all the delegations, I would like to acknowledge and thank the Chair and Vice Chair of the General Committee for their leadership and excellent way in which they have overseen the negotiation of the draft declaration and draft resolutions assigned to the Committee.  We congratulate the representatives of the member states that participated in the meetings of the Committee for their work and tireless collaboration in the tasks assigned to it.


I would also like to extend my gratitude to the staff of the General Secretariat of the OAS, in particular the staff of the Department of International Law and that of the Secretariat of the Permanent Council for their support, which contributed to the successful completion of our work.


Finally, it is my pleasure to thank the members of the General Committee for placing their confidence in me to serve in this sensitive position as Rapporteur of the Committee.  Accordingly, I present this report for the consideration of the ministers and heads of delegation to the fortieth regular session of the General Assembly.

Francisco Barreiro Perrotta

Counselor, Alternate Representative

Permanent Mission of Paraguay to the OAS

Rapporteur of the General Committee[image: image2.emf]  GENERAL ASSEMBLY  
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