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The Committee met, with Permanent Representative of Guyana to the OAS, Ambassador Bayney Karran, presiding, to consider the items on the order of business, document CP/CSH-1480/13 rev. 1.

The following delegations participated in this meeting:  Argentina, Barbados, Bolivia, Brazil, Canada, Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, El Salvador, Guatemala, Guyana, Haiti, Jamaica, Mexico, Nicaragua, Panama, Peru, Suriname, United States, Uruguay, and the Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela.
1. Dialogue on the effectiveness of the application of the Declaration on Security in the Americas, in order to analyze and enhance progress in its implementation by the member states, organs, agencies, entities, and mechanisms of the OAS
The delegation of Mexico underscored the importance of the adoption in 2003 of the Draft Declaration on Security in the Americas and presented the document "Proposed Methodology for the Dialogue on the effectiveness of the implementation of the Declaration on Security in the Americas," contained in document CP/CSH-1485/13. That methodology proposes holding three dialogue meetings of the Permanent Council on this Declaration.  To facilitate the participation of delegations in the dialogue, the methodology also proposes that a survey/questionnaire be prepared that identifies elements that would enable organs to share their experiences. According to the Mexican proposal, the dialogue would culminate in a protocolary ceremony in Mexico City in October, for which Mexico would assume responsibility for the administrative and logistical arrangements.

The delegation of Peru pointed out that Mexico's proposal afforded an opportunity to reflect on the importance of this anniversary. It also mentioned that it would be worth taking time to put together a few suggestions for enriching this methodology and making this year one of reflection regarding the future of a process that had begun in 2003. Finally, Peru emphasized that this debate should take into consideration the evident fact that we are a Hemisphere made up of subregions.

The delegation of Canada stressed the significance of the Declaration and the importance of the voluntary reports which would undoubtedly make a major contribution to the dialogue process. It also asked Mexico for more information regarding its survey proposal.

The delegation of Chile also asked for more information regarding the questionnaire and background on the proposed protocolary ceremony and to whom invitations would be sent.

The delegation of Colombia said it also had queries regarding the preparation of the survey/questionnaire. One of them was whether that document was expected to be ready prior to the October 2013 meeting. If so, did Mexico have a date for when the survey would be circulated?  

The delegation of Nicaragua said that April 17 was rather soon and asked Mexico whether it had taken the Permanent Council agenda into account. It also asked whether the meetings were expected to be half-day or whole-day and mentioned the need to be mindful of the cost involved for the Permanent Council. 

The delegation of Mexico replied that the idea was for the dialogue to be conducted in already scheduled regular meetings of the Council, so as not to incur extra costs. There was no agenda yet, but it would depend on the Committee’s agenda. Regarding the questionnaire, the delegation of Mexico said that initially the idea was to have a questionnaire drawn up by the CSH with Mexican support, addressing what had happened in our countries over the past ten years with regard to the issues raised in the Declaration. Another option was to present a reference document for the three meetings. Finally, the delegation said that a preliminary program had not yet been drawn up, but those invited would be the highest-level authorities.

The delegation of the United States thanked Mexico for the effort it had gone to in presenting this proposal and emphasized the importance of stepping up implementation of the commitments made in the Declaration on Security in the Americas. It therefore stressed the need to pay more attention to the voluntary reports on this subject. Finally, the delegation called for more extensive dissemination of the Declaration, because it said that several hemispheric meetings had apparently been unaware of it.

The delegation of Panama said that Panama would be chairing the Permanent Council as of April and there was some concern as to how this topic would be dealt with, bearing in mind that the meetings would be taking place during the run up to the General Assembly. It added that if the subject were to be an item on the order of business of the PC, thought would have to be given to the time needed for discussion and the funding required.

The Chair announced that this item would be considered again at the meeting scheduled for April 4, 2013.
2. Follow-up of the joint meeting of the Permanent Council and the Inter-American Council for Integral Development (CIDI), held on Tuesday, May 15, 2012 

Ms. Alison August Treppel of the Secretariat for Multidimensional Security presented the report contained in document CP/CSH-1482/13. She suggested that the 2013-2014 schedule include a special meeting on violence prevention.

The delegation of Peru suggested that other entities and agencies in the inter-American system might enrich the information submitted. For instance, the IDB had established a citizen security area and quite a lot of additional research had been done in a number of forums on the impact of violence in our countries on the growth of GDP. Valuable experience had also been acquired with the impact of socially inclusive programs on our societies. The delegation added that we needed to hold a meeting in the near future with CIDI or other agencies such as the Inter-American Children's Institute, or civil society organizations, the Woodrow Wilson Center, or various other institutions that could help us acquire a better grasp of the link between development and security.
3. Consideration of the topic “Regional Strategy to Promote Inter-American Cooperation in Dealing with Criminal Gangs” (CP/CSH-1229/10)

Ms. Alison August Treppel of the Secretariat for Multidimensional Security presented the report contained in document CP/CSH-1484/13.

The delegation of Panama congratulated the people of El Salvador on the first year of the truce declared by criminal gangs. It said that the truce was highly significant and that outcomes like that gave us hope that efforts conducted in the OAS framework served the common good.

The delegation of Jamaica asked the Secretariat which Caribbean countries were benefiting from the program. As for the information requested with a view to updating the Strategy, the delegate said that Jamaica would shortly be submitting data.

The delegation of El Salvador said that his country had witnessed the significant results of the various programs supported by the OAS. 

Ms. Alison August Treppel said that currently the following countries were taking part in a pilot prevention and treatment program. Jamaica, Bahamas, Trinidad and Tobago, Antigua and Barbuda, Grenada, and Barbados. The other countries would receive training as soon as the pilot program was over.
4. Consideration of the topic “Hemispheric Plan of Action to Follow-Up on the Declaration of San Salvador on Citizen Security in the Americas”
Draft Work Plan to Guide Implementation of the Hemispheric Plan of Action in Follow-Up to the Declaration of San Salvador on Citizen Security (CP/CSH-1473/13)

Ms. Alison August Treppel of the Secretariat for Multidimensional Security presented the Draft Work Plan to Guide Implementation of the Hemispheric Plan of Action in Follow-Up to the Declaration of San Salvador on Citizen Security in the Americas, contained in document (CP/CSH-1473/13).


The delegation of Argentina noted that a number of points in this proposal did not accurately reflect agreements reached toward the end of 2011 at MISPA III. Specifically, it referred to point 1.1 on the Inter-American Observatory and to the subject of Alertaamerica, which had been controversial. Regarding the question of AMERIPOL, it said this should be an agreement with the OAS General Secretariat. It noted in that regard that at the San Salvador Assembly an agreement was signed between the OAS and AMERIPOL without the member states being consulted and that its understanding in that regard was that the Secretariat should report beforehand on agreements it signs. With regard to item 5, it indicated that the only oversight and monitoring organ is the MEM, the rest being for cooperation and information exchange.


The delegation of Peru announced that it would forward its comments as soon as possible.


The delegation of Nicaragua requested further information on the matter of the Observatory. With respect to AMERIPOL, it recalled that during the negotiations of this Hemispheric Plan of Action, effort was made to come up with language to address the issue of exchange but AMERIPOL was not mentioned, and thus an adjustment could be made on this matter. 


The delegation of Bolivia, referring to item 1.5, indicated that there was no reference to the body that developed this program. In terms of the observation by the delegation of Argentina on item 2.3, regarding the joint work plan, the delegation of Bolivia requested that this be an OAS General Secretariat-AMERIPOL plan.


The delegation of Canada suggested that the other members of the Secretariat for Multidimensional Security should attend the next meeting so as to get first-hand information on these initiatives.



The Chair announced that this item would be considered again at the meeting scheduled for April 4, 2013.
5. Presentation of the draft resolution "Holding of the Fourth Meeting of Ministers Responsible for Public Security" (CP/CSH-1481/13)


The delegation of Colombia presented to delegations the draft resolution "Holding of the Fourth Meeting of Ministers Responsible for Public Security in the Americas," contained in document CP/CSH-1481/13 and thanked the Secretariat for Multidimensional Security for its support in developing this topic.  Regarding this matter, it identified the following steps:

1. Convocation of this meeting
2. Establishment of the Working Group to prepare for MISPA IV. It should begin meeting as soon as possible.

The delegation of Peru expressed appreciation that the project was being presented in advance, and noted that Peru was very much interested in joining this effort as that country had not had ministerial level participation at the last three meetings.

The delegation of Nicaragua expressed its support for this draft resolution.

The Chair announced that this item would be considered again at the meeting scheduled for April 4, 2013.
6. Other business

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned.
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