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The following delegations participated at this meeting: Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina, Bahamas, Belize, Bolivia, Brazil, Canada, Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Guatemala, Mexico, Panama, Paraguay, and Saint Vincent and the Grenadines.

1. Election of the Vice Chairs of the Working Group

In accordance with the provisions of Article 28.b of the Rules of Procedure of the Permanent Council, the Committee proceeded to elect the Vice Chair of the Working Group.

The Chair nominated Mrs. Joy-Dee Davis, Alternate Representative of Antigua and Barbuda to the OAS, for consideration by the delegations, and the delegation of Belize seconded the nomination.

This election was by acclamation.

2. Consideration of Draft Work Plan for 2010-2011 (CAJP/GT/RDI-145/10)


The Chair referred to document CAJP/GT/RDI-145/10, which contains the proposed schedule of activities and working methods of the Group for this year.


The Chair proposed the following approaches to the negotiation process:

· Beginning with the first meeting of the Working Group, the delegations will be given a one-month deadline to decide on the various proposals on content and scope of the draft Convention, which were submitted by member states during the previous period, and to explain the course to be followed for negotiations, based on the various alternatives available to date, or for them to present during this period.
· Once the deadline referred to in the preceding paragraph is met, the Working Group will hold a working meeting to spell out and define the way forward for the discussions and the negotiation process.  Depending on the decision taken by the member states, the Chair will submit to the Working Group for consideration a proposed working method to continue the negotiations, one suited to the decision taken by the member states.
· Also, given the number of meetings officially planned, consideration will be given to the possibility of holding such informal meetings as may be needed to help advance the work and the negotiating process.
· For the purposes of the relevant consultations and the group’s subsequent work, the proposal was for a classification to be systematically established for the various working documents that have been prepared during the course of negotiations by the Group over the last few years:  a) the base document of the Inter-American Convention against Racism and All Forms of Discrimination and Intolerance; b) the Consolidated Document: Draft Inter-American Convention against Racism and All Forms of Discrimination and Intolerance; and c) Table Incorporating Proposals from Member States Regarding the Inter-American Convention against Racism and All Forms of Discrimination and Intolerance.
· The Chair also put before the Working Group the possibility of having civil society organizations participate actively in this Working Group’s meetings, in accordance with the resolutions CP/RES. 759 (1217/99) and CP/RES. 840 (1361/03).
· As far as possible, and as the Working Group’s tasks may warrant, effort will also be made to have other independent experts and academic authorities participate on issues of interest or relevance.  The Working Group may use some of its regular meetings to work on specific issues, according to the needs presented during the negotiation process.
· Considering the challenges this Working Group has faced during previous meetings on issues relating to quorum for meetings and decision-making, in accordance with the General Assembly mandate the Chair asked the delegations to consider the possibility of the Committee on Juridical and Political Affairs (CAJP) establishing a reasonable quorum to facilitate the negotiation process and move the discussions forward, if necessary.  Such a quorum would be governed by the provisions of Article 44.b of the Rules of Procedure of the Permanent Council, in accordance with existing antecedents in the Organization.
The delegation of Mexico indicated that it viewed the project very favorably, and offered the following comments:

1.
It asked how the statements would be delivered, taking into account that the next meeting is scheduled for November 9, and it further inquired whether comments should be submitted in writing.

2.
It requested more information on civil society participation at the meetings.

3.
It considered the participation of experts in the meeting to be adequate.

4.
In terms of the documents that the Working Group would consider, it said it would be useful to include other proposals by member states as well as civil society contributions.

The delegation of Argentina was in favor of civil society organizations possibly taking an active part.

The delegation of Chile also viewed favorably the participation of civil society and for independent experts and academics to be involved as well.  It also supported the Mexican proposal to include a subparagraph d) in the documents that would be considered, and inquired about what proposals should be addressed within this one-month deadline.

For its part, the delegation of Brazil also supported Mexico’s proposal to include a subparagraph d) in the documents to be considered.

The delegation of Colombia asked the Chair to specify from what date the one-month deadline would be counted.

The delegation of Mexico asked about the background to the quorum presented in the Work Plan.

The Chair explained that there was no hard-and-fast deadline, adding that the Working Group should focus right now on a more fundamental task before entering into any negotiation process. With respect to the deadline, he said it was mandatory and that the countries were expected to present written statements, as a formal presentation of the ideas put forth was important.
Mr. Dante Negro, of the Department of International Law, spoke about civil society participation, citing the resolution CP/RES.759 (1217/99) of December 15, 1999, “Guidelines for the Participation of Civil Society Organizations in OAS Activities.”
For his part, the Chair noted that the idea of civil society participation was not new to this Working Group.  He noted the highly technical nature of the concepts that were at play in this type of discussion.  With respect to documents, the Chair noted that they were not the only ones to be produced and explained further that the idea of the Chair was to make some reference to the table with the member states’ positions and to even expand the table into a “Table of positions by different stakeholders consulted,” so the table can be updated with positions that have not been reflected in the consolidated document.  He also noted that consultations should be made concerning the positions put forward by delegations—that is, to focus on the scope of the Convention, by following the course of the negotiations or following the proposal by the delegation of Antigua and Barbuda or any other proposal by the delegations.

With regard to the issue of quorum, the Secretariat cited Article 44.b of the Rules of Procedure of the Permanent Council, which states that in the case of special committees, subcommittees or working groups, the Committee (the CAJP, in the case of the Working Group) can establish a quorum to meet and take decisions.  Some background included:

· The General Secretariat’s Working Group to Review the Statutes of the Inter-American Emergency Aid Fund (FONDEM) – agreed on a quorum of 7 persons for meetings and 12 persons to take decisions.
· The Working Group for the Inter-American Convention on Forced Disappearance of Persons agreed on a quorum of 7 persons for meetings and 12 people to take decisions.  

Finally, the Working Group approved the work plan with the changes proposed by the delegation of Mexico.

3. Other business
The delegation of Mexico announced that after consulting widely they have decided to support continuing a course of actions along the lines proposed by Antigua and Barbuda—that is, continuing to negotiate a Convention and a Protocol or possibly different protocols, subject to the following conditions:

1. That the Convention and Protocols be one single package and both should be negotiated and adopted at the same time. Although they are separate documents, they must be negotiated and adopted as a package.

2. That the protocols should be ratified and adopted independently of the Convention. Accordingly, the states may be party to the protocols but not necessarily to the Convention.


The delegation of Ecuador asked the delegation of Mexico to send its proposal in writing by the deadline and to clarify the two conditions.

The delegation of Antigua and Barbuda stated that it had no problem with the conditions established by the delegation of Mexico, and suggested that the Department of International Law should address the matter of the nature of the protocols.

Finally, the Chair indicated that the methodological approaches would be put to consultation to give the countries an opportunity to comment or present alternatives.
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