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Summary of the meeting of September 8, 2011


The Committee met, with the Chair, the Permanent Representative of Belize to the OAS, Ambassador Néstor Méndez, presiding, to consider the matters on the order of business, document CP/CSH-1347/11 rev. 1.


The following delegations participated:  Argentina, Belize, Bolivia, Brazil, Canada, Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, El Salvador, Guatemala, Honduras, Jamaica, Mexico, Nicaragua, Panama, Peru, Trinidad and Tobago, United States, Uruguay, and the Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela.


The Committee Chair made some preliminary remarks, emphasizing his wish that all meetings begin on time and that statements be limited to 10 minutes.


He also announced that, because of a schedule conflict, the AMERIPOL teleconference would be moved to item 4 on the agenda.

1. Election of vice chairs of the Committee on Hemispheric Security (CSH)

As provided in Article 28.a of the Rules of Procedure of the Permanent Council, the Committee proceeded to elect its vice chairs. 

The Chilean delegation nominated Mr. Giovanni Snidle, Alternate Representative of the United States to the OAS, and the Colombian delegation seconded that nomination.

The Argentine delegation nominated Mr. Denys Toscano, Alternate Representative of Ecuador to the OAS, and the delegation of the Dominican Republic seconded that nomination.

The Jamaican delegation nominated Ms. Patricia D’Costa, Alternate Representative of Canada to the OAS, and the Nicaraguan delegation seconded that nomination.

All the elections were carried out by acclamation.

2. Consideration and approval of the Draft Schedule of Activities of the Committee on Hemispheric Security for the 2011-2012 period (CP/CSH-1342/11 corr. 1)

The Chair referred to document CP/CSH-1342/11 corr. 1, which contained the Committee’s draft schedule of activities and working procedures for the present year.

In his presentation, the Chair spoke first on preparations for special meetings and reported that the CSH had two special meetings planned for the 2011-2012 term: the third meeting of the technical group on Transnational Organized Crime and the Third Meeting of Ministers Responsible for Public Security in the Americas (MISPA III).

Secondly, he referred to the working groups of the Committee. In accordance with resolution AG/RES. 2629 (XLI-O/11), the CSH was to establish a working group to coordinate preparations for the Third Meeting of Ministers Responsible for Public Security in the Americas (MISPA III), which would be held in Trinidad and Tobago on November 17 and 18, 2011.

Thirdly, with respect to the other work of the Committee on Hemispheric Security, the Chair said its inclusion in the calendar of activities clearly reflected the Committee’s political interest in complying with those mandates in a timely manner. 

Lastly, the Chair, mindful of the Organization’s budgetary situation, proposed that meetings be “paperless,” so that documents would be distributed at meetings only when necessary.  

Comments by the delegations


The Nicaraguan delegation spoke on follow-up to the Declaration of San Salvador and how the treatment of this topic could affect the calendar.


The Chair recalled that the calendar was an informative guide that could be adapted to the needs of the Committee for the fulfillment of its mandates.


The delegation of Brazil referred to the mandate issued in resolution AG/RES. 2617 (XLI-O/11), “Follow-up to the Special Conference on Security,” in which the General Assembly instructs  “the Permanent Council and the Inter-American Council for Integral Development (CIDI) to hold, prior to the forty-second regular session of the General Assembly, a joint meeting for member states and the General Secretariat to present their views and experiences on initiatives and programs that contribute to multidimensional security and integral development, and to explore opportunities for cooperation in this field, and foster collaboration between the Secretariat for Multidimensional Security and the Executive Secretariat for Integral Development, in areas of common interest” and requested that the mandate be included on the CSH calendar. 


The Salvadoran delegation expressed interest in having a place on the CSH agenda for reporting on preparations for the REMJA, taking into consideration paragraph 19 of the Declaration on Security in the Americas.


The Chair reported that a revised version of this document would be circulated and would be considered at an upcoming meeting. 

3. Installation and election of the Chair of the Working Group to Prepare the Third Meeting of Ministers Responsible for Public Security in the Americas (MISPA III) [AG/RES. 2629 (XLI-O/11)]

In keeping with Article 13 of the Rules of Procedure of the Permanent Council, the Committee installed the Working Group to Prepare the Third Meeting of Ministers Responsible for Public Security in the Americas (MISPA III).

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

The delegation of the Dominican Republic nominated Coronel Colin Mitchell, Alternate Representative of Trinidad and Tobago to the OAS; the delegation of Chile seconded that nomination, and the election was carried out by acclamation.

4. Teleconference with the American Police Community (AMERIPOL)


Mr. Facundo Rosas Rosas, General Commissioner of the Federal Police of Mexico and Executive Secretary of AMERIPOL, gave a presentation by teleconference on the background and work plan of AMERIPOL.  He reported that the Federal Police of Mexico was serving as executive secretariat of AMERIPOL for the 2011–2013 period and described its various strategic alliances. 


The presentation by Commissioner Rosas was published as document CP/CSH/INF. 286/11.

Comments by the delegations


The Mexican delegation thanked Commissioner Facundo Rosas Rosas for his presentation and said it considered AMERIPOL an organization that in some way was becoming a forum that could support OAS efforts.  Mexico welcomed the signature of the agreement between the two parties, which would help to strengthen police capabilities. It also noted that this was the first opportunity to discuss this topic.  And it welcomed all the joint efforts to come.


The Colombian delegation asked the Commissioner how AMERIPOL differed from other such bodies, particularly in the international arena.


Commissioner Rosas explained that the difference between INTERPOL and what AMERIPOL was doing lay in that AMERIPOL not only exchanged information that existed in some formal way, in some database, but had the advantage of exchanging real-time information of all kinds–from very basic data to intelligence shared among peers. The Commissioner said the work of AMERIPOL was based on technical assistance and cited the Mexico Platform as an example of a technological tool.


The delegation of Costa Rica asked the Commissioner how AMERIPOL was financed and how countries were represented at AMERIPOL. He said it had been difficult to define what police authority should represent them. 


Commissioner Rosas said the member states contributed resources, particularly those that had made it possible to create the organization:  Colombia, Chile, Brazil, and the United States, among others.  He said they were working on less onerous funding mechanisms.  As for how a country’s agency would take part, he said that what had been determined was that the scope of activity would be at the federal or national level.  In the case of Mexico, it was the federal police (by virtue of its national coverage).


Subsequently, Ms. Adriana Mejía, Director of the OAS Department of Public Security, referred to the framework institutional cooperation agreement between the OAS and AMERIPOL. Ms. Mejía’s presentation was distributed as document CP/CSH/INF.285/11.

Comments by the delegations


The delegation of Ecuador expressed appreciation for the presentation and asked that the CSH be kept informed on this subject.


The delegation of Argentina supported Ecuador’s request that everything related to AMERIPOL be circulated to the permanent missions.


The delegation of El Salvador referred to the investigations mentioned in the presentation by Adriana Mejía and asked whether the Secretariat was in a position to conduct them or the idea was to subcontract. El Salvador suggested that the Secretariat concentrate on what had been presented by Commissioner Rosas in terms of training and technical assistance. The Department of Public Security then could become a facilitator of AMERIPOL and of inter-American police personnel and technical support to the projects. 


El Salvador also reflected on project financing and said that when projects were well supported the matter of financing should not be a problem.

The delegation of Colombia said it considered the topic of AMERIPOL highly important.  It knew of AMERIPOL’s potential as a facilitator of technical cooperation. It welcomed the conclusion of this framework agreement. It also asked whether a timeline had been established for the annual work plan and whether any initiatives taken in that regard had been identified to date. Colombia also said this presentation was a good example of the information-sharing that should be the norm within the Committee and therefore asked the Secretariat to keep the CSH informed on this matter at all times, through whatever means it deemed appropriate.  Lastly, Colombia said it would like every decision or action taken with respect to AMERIPOL to stem from open, inclusive dialogue, and that it would participate in those discussions.


The delegation of the United States recognized the importance of complementary interagency cooperation.  The U.S. said it might have additional questions on this agreement in the future and, if so, would submit its comments in writing. 


The delegation of Costa Rica said this agreement could benefit member states that either did or did not belong to AMERIPOL, which justified the conclusion of this agreement with the Organization.


The delegation of Honduras emphasized the importance of knowing the final result of the agreement.


The delegation of Jamaica reported that it had received a copy of the report from the Secretariat for Multidimensional Security and confirmed that Jamaica had expressed interest in AMERIPOL. 


The delegation of Mexico welcomed the genuine effort to generate interagency cooperation to allow us to meet our commitments. It also said that collaboration between AMERIPOL and the OAS should focus on police management–this being the focus of MISPA III. Mexico mentioned that many other areas, such as CICAD, could benefit from such associations.


Adriana Mejía stressed the commitment of the Secretariat for Multidimensional Security to an ongoing, systematic, free flow of information. She also said that in designing the work plan for implementing the agreement, priority should be placed on training, knowledge transfer, etc. She said that the General Secretariat had been unable to respond to some requests from member states. Part of this work plan, therefore, would be to address particular requests that could be handled under the framework agreement.  Lastly, she said that the Secretariat for Multidimensional Security placed the highest importance on having this instrument encompass a broader spectrum within the General Secretariat.

5. Presentation of the Inter-American Defense Board Annual Work Plan [AG/RES. 2631 (XLI-O/11)]

Lieutenant General Guy Thibault, Chair of the Council of Delegates of the Inter-American Defense Board (IADB), presented the annual work plan of the IADB, in keeping with operative paragraph 5 of resolution AG/RES. 2631 (XLI-O/11).


The Chair of the IADB, in his presentation, recognized that work remained to be done on aligning the work of the Board with that of this Committee and requested time at an upcoming meeting to present the strategic activities planned. He also said the IADB should focus on those areas where it could contribute added value. He said there still was a disconnection between the topic of multidimensional security and military and defense matters.


General Juárez Aparecido De Paula Cunha, Director General of the IADB Secretariat, presented the work plan, which was published as document CP/CSH/INF.287/11. 


In addition, Brigadier General Roberto Rodríguez Girón, head of studies at the Inter-American Defense College, spoke on the activities of that institution.


The IADB Work Plan was published as document CP/CSH-1349/11.

Comments by the delegations


The delegation of Argentina agreed that there should be increased coordination between the IADB, the Secretariat for Multidimensional Security, and the CSH. As for the essential tasks of the IADB, Argentina spoke on the connotations of the word “security.”  It asked the IADB, when making this sort of presentation, to bear in mind that the term “security” made some delegations, like Argentina’s, uncomfortable.  Argentina said the IADB should make its presentations in accordance with its Statutes.


The delegation of the United States said this was an important occasion.  It was the first time a work plan, which was welcome, had been presented since the Statutes had been adopted.  The U.S. said the IADB was a valuable OAS entity that had been unable to demonstrate its potential.  It said the member states should continue supporting the IADB with financial and human resources to enable it to fulfill its mandates. 


The delegation of Mexico gave assurances of Mexico’s willingness and commitment to continue working with the IADB on building the shared agenda and welcomed the initiative of holding this dialogue.


The delegation of Chile applauded the presentation of the work plan and joined in encouraging the closer relationship between the IADB, the SMS, and the CSH.


The delegation of Canada expressed appreciation for the presentation and spoke on the growing links between security and defense. 


The delegation of Guatemala pointed to the agenda outlined and the close communication being forged between the SMS, the IADB, and this Committee. Guatemala also agreed with Canada that the topics of defense and security were becoming more closely linked each day.


The delegation of El Salvador welcomed the dialogue and stressed the importance of greater interaction between the IADB and the CSH and of the dialogue on complementarity with the SMS.  Maintaining the relationship between the SMS, the recently created Department of Defense and Hemispheric Security, and the IADB was the path to follow in order to continue meeting the expectations of the member states.

6. Presentation by the Department of Public Security on the feasibility study, with the inputs from member states, on the best ways to strengthen the training and education of personnel responsible for public security in the region [AG/RES. 2629 (XLI-O/11)] 


Ms. Adriana Mejía gave an executive summary of a document containing additional and supplementary elements for consideration by the member states as they examined the feasibility study on the best ways to strengthen the training and education of personnel responsible for public security, which was published as document CP/CSH-1348/11. She said the content of this document and the presentation were additional elements for consideration by the member states and were not intended to replace the information previously submitted.

Ms. Mejía gave the floor to Dr. Juan Belikow, adviser to the Secretariat for Multidimensional Security, who presented the document. Dr. Belikow’s presentation was published as document CP/CSH/INF. 288/11.

Comments by the delegations


The United States delegation requested that this document be translated into the other languages. 


The Chair requested that any additional comment on this topic be sent in writing to the Secretariat.

7. Discussion on the draft hemispheric plan of action, to follow-up to the Declaration of San Salvador on Citizen Security in the Americas [AG/DEC. 66 (XLI-O/11)]


The Chair reminded delegations of the mandate issued in the Declaration of San Salvador on Citizen Security in the Americas [AG/DEC. 66 (XLI-O/11)], which instructs “the Permanent Council to prepare, in consultation and coordination with the national authorities of the Meeting of Ministers Responsible for Public Security in the Americas (MISPA) and of the Meetings of Ministers of Justice or Other Ministers or Attorneys General of the Americas (REMJA), with the assistance of the General Secretariat, a draft hemispheric plan of action, to follow-up to the Declaration of San Salvador, to be considered by the forty-second regular session of the General Assembly.” 


The Chair suggested to delegations that, with a view to fulfilling the mandate on this topic, the Chair would send a communication to the national authorities of the Meeting of Ministers Responsible for Public Security in the Americas (MISPA) and of the Meetings of Ministers of Justice or Other Ministers or Attorneys General of the Americas (REMJA), requesting their comments on the elements that should be included in the draft hemispheric plan of action in follow-up to the Declaration of San Salvador on Citizen Security in the Americas.


The delegation of El Salvador reaffirmed its commitment to that mandate and said it was ready to provide its utmost contributions and coordination in the future work that would lead to formulation of that draft plan of action.  El Salvador believed it would be advisable to approach this mandate by forming a working group, which, without the pressure to hold meetings in the short term, could consider carrying forward a proposed methodology.  This would, among other things, set in motion the necessary information-gathering for preparation of a draft plan of action, employing for that purpose viable mechanisms that had been used successfully in the Organization, such as a virtual platform with access restricted to technical users from the countries and the permanent missions, similar to the platform used for negotiation of the hemispheric anti-drug strategy approved just last year.  In practice, the working group could begin specific consideration of the content of the Plan of Action once the upcoming MISPA meeting had concluded—i.e., in December.


The delegation of Ecuador supported El Salvador’s proposal but indicated that its content should be discussed.  On the Chair’s proposal to send a letter to responsible authorities on the inputs, Ecuador did not think that would prove effective at the present time.


The Chair asked delegations to consider El Salvador’s proposal and moved that this topic be addressed again, at the Committee’s next meeting.  He also encouraged the delegations to hold informal consultations on the matter.

8. Other business


There being no further business, the Chair closed the meeting.
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