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The following delegations took part in this meeting:  Argentina, Bahamas, Belize, Brazil, Canada, Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, El Salvador, Guatemala, Jamaica, Mexico, Nicaragua, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Trinidad and Tobago, United States, Uruguay, and the Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela.
1. Presentation by the delegation of Mexico on the process to prepare the Hemispheric Action Plan on Drugs (AG/RES. 2556 (XL-O/10)

The presentation made by Mr. Gabriel Morales, Alternate Representative of Mexico, in its capacity as Chair of the High-Level Group for the Elaboration of the Hemispheric Drug Strategy (2010-2015), was published as document CP/CSH/INF.233/10.

Mr. Morales explained that the aim of this presentation was to keep the Committee on Hemispheric Security (CSH) up to date on the process of preparing the hemispheric action plan on drugs.  He also underscored the importance of the focal points for the virtual platform.

The delegation of Canada asked about times, noting that it was unclear as to whether the expectation was to present the five chapters before commenting on them.  It also expressed concern about haste with this process, and asked whether everything would be ready for approval in December.
Expressing its appreciation for the presentation, the delegation of Uruguay noted that this contributed to institutional strengthening by the countries as they fight the drug problem.

The delegation of Jamaica reflected on the importance of national points of contact and indicated that it would ensure that its authorities are included on this list.
The delegation of Mexico made the following observations:
· Unlike the definition of a strategy, a plan of action is simply the identification of actions to support implementation of a strategy.  No debate would be entered into about political definitions other than that the guide is just the strategy.

· It expressed interest in being able to keep the CSH up to date on progress.

· It noted that this was not an attempt to duplicate efforts with these presentations.

· It stressed the importance of having a national focal point.

· It stated that a report would be presented again at the end of the process.

· Addressing the query from the delegation of Canada, it indicated that Mexico was hoping that a document would be ready by November 11 for submission to the Committee members for consideration.  The Committee members will have the last word and the five chapters have been published already, it was reported.
2. Consideration of the Draft Agenda of the Meeting of Experts on Public Security to Prepare for MISPA III (Santiago, Chile – November 18 to 19, 2010) (CP/CSH-1248/10)

The Chair recalled that the draft agenda contained in document CP/CSH-1248/10 was presented by Mr. Marko Magdic, Deputy Head of Control and Sanctions of the Public Security Division, Ministry of the Interior of Chile, during the meeting of this Committee, held on September 28, 2010.

Mr. Marko Magdic participated in the meeting via teleconference.

The Chair pointed out as well that the name of the meeting should be the same as what appears in operative paragraph 9 of resolution AG/RES. 2540 (XL-O/10), that is, “Meeting of Experts on Public Security to Prepare for the Third Meeting of Ministers Responsible for Public Security in the Americas.”

The delegation of Brazil noted that several items did not appear under the subheadings of the Commitment to Public Security.  It further suggested that the explanation for each item could be put in a separate document.  It also asked about the status of the feasibility study and the observatory, and requested that the titles of this draft agenda stick closely to the language of the “Commitment.” Finally, it suggested some changes to how the titles of the various meetings were worded.


The Chair asked the Secretariat to prepare an annotated agenda for this meeting.  He also said that the title suggested by AMERIPOL for this agenda would be included.


The delegation of the United States said that consistency in language was useful and noted that agenda item 5 should be the responsibility of this Committee.  In this sense, it should be read as recommendations of issues to be considered at MISPA III.


The delegation of Jamaica requested more information on item 1 of the draft agenda.


Meanwhile, the delegation of Chile said that Section 5 seeks to bring concerns and ideas together so as to be able to extract issues that could serve as input for MISPA III in Trinidad and Tobago.  With respect to Jamaica’s concern, it said that its understanding was that rather than present proposals it was to present the experiences of the delegations.

Mr. Magdic said that Section 5 was not seeking to impose an agenda.  As regards the presentation by AMERIPOL, he said that it was included based on a request sent to Chile and to the Secretariat.  He also stressed that what was important to Chile was addressing the issue of public security management at this meeting.  Reference was also made to agenda item 1, under which a summary of the countries’ public security plans was anticipated, as this ought to be the forum for sharing these experiences.  Finally, he suggested that the countries be set a deadline to advise on who will be presenting under item 1.


The Chair suggested a deadline of November 1, 2010 for delegations to inform the Department of Public Security of the Secretariat for Multidimensional Security as to what individuals would be making presentations under item 1 of the draft agenda.  The purpose is to be able to coordinate with the Chair and with the host country of this meeting.

The delegation of Ecuador suggested that the list of interventions under item 1 of the draft agenda remain open.  It noted, as well, that one of the key issues not addressed was prevention and that it must be included in the MISPA process.


The delegation of Chile said that once the draft agenda has been adopted the draft schedule would be worked on.  It is therefore important to know in advance how many delegations will be making presentations under item 1.  With respect to invitations, it noted that the Chilean Ministry of the Interior had already sent them in and that an information bulletin would be circulated shortly.


The Chair announced that the Department of Public Security (DPS) would soon circulate a format to coordinate these presentations.  Finally, he said that at the next meeting the DPS would present a progress report on the Feasibility Study and on the Center.

3. Other business
The delegation of Uruguay requested the inclusion of the OAS Fund for Peace on the guest list for the Fourth Meeting of the Forum on Confidence- and Security-Building Measures and on the guest list for the Meeting of Experts on Public Safety to Prepare for MISPA III.
For its part, the Department of Public Security suggested that the Economic Commission for Latin America and the Caribbean (ECLAC) be included and the United States suggested including the ASEAN Regional Forum (ARF) on the guest list for the Meeting of Experts on Public Safety to Prepare for MISPA III.

The Chair made the following announcements:
· The next meeting, on October 28 was expected to consider the topic “Hemispheric Cooperation against the Crime of Kidnapping and for Support for Victims (AG/RES. 2574 (XL-O/10), but at the request of the delegation of Colombia that item will be postponed.  The Chair will issue a notice as soon as a new date is set for consideration of this item.
· The meeting that was scheduled for December 2, 2010 on the topic “The Americas as an Antipersonnel-Land-Mine-Free Zone,” AG/RES. 2559 (XL-O/10), will now be held on December 10, 2010.  This change was made at the request of the delegation of Canada, bearing in mind that the Tenth Meeting of States Parties to the Ottawa Convention will be held from November 29 to December 3 in Geneva, Switzerland.

· He reminded the delegations that the Chair of the Informal Group for Reflection on the issue of the IADB had convened an informal meeting for Friday, October 22 at 3:00 p.m., in the Miranda Room.
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