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CHAPTER I
BACKGROUND OF THE CSBMS IN THE HEMISPHERE
1) Definition
The Confidence and Security Building Measures (CSBMs) are bilateral and multilateral actions aimed at preventing crisis and conflict situations, to strengthen international peace and security, contributing to a better understanding of the most stable relations among nations, and creating and improving the necessary conditions for a most productive cooperation. They set the most favorable environment for establishing a framework of understanding that can mitigate perceptions of immediate threat and avoid any surprise elements.
Their implementation is paramount when misunderstandings could manifest in the use of instruments of force. In these cases, a misinterpretation could give rise to an undesirable conflict.  CSBMs look to transfer stability in relationships and establish a process by which concrete satisfaction will be given to commitments that may come to take place in the future.
In its current version, the CSBMs came about as a part of the Final Minutes of Helsinki agreed to by western nuclear power countries and the Soviet Union in 1975. The CSBM are considered by some an important prelude and a complement to other measures, such as arms control in case of conflict, and the results of these become difficult.
CSBMs aspire to influence perceptions by each State regarding the intentions of another State. The premise is the belief that an armed conflict may take place because of a mistaken perception about the national military policies due to the difficulty in distinguishing between offensive and defensive military preparations.
In sum, the Confidence and Security Building Measures have the following characteristics:
· Decrease the possibility of a premature military action and inhibit the use of force;
· Develop an effective intertwining of relations among countries;
· Joining treaties and agreements and not being subject to sudden changes in the international arena so as not to interrupt the continuity of the process in its evolution. 

· Broaden the exchanges, benefitting political stability and consolidation and the dynamism of economies; and,
· Being a slow and gradual process where the success of a phase, justifies the next stage, until a series of measures allow reaching the final objectives. The first actions are the most delicate and complex, where States must risk some initiative.
2)
Legal framework for updating the Confidence and Security Building Measures in the Hemisphere
Under the legal framework of the mandate by the Permanent Council of the Organization of American States (OAS) (AG/RES 1288 XXIV O/94), in June 1995 the Inter-American Defense Board (IADB) was tasked with assessing the possibility of preparing a draft systematic inventory of all the military CSBMs that had been in use in the Hemisphere. The IADB was also asked that once the draft inventory was prepared, to submit it to the consideration of the Permanent Council so it could afterwards be presented at the Preparatory Meeting of the Conference on Confidence and Security Building Measures that would initially be held in Washington, DC; then, on September 12, 1995, the IADB presented the first Inventory of the CSBMs publishing it document CP/doc.12634/95.
The General Assembly of the OAS, in the plenary session of June 7, 1996, passed Resolution AG/RES 1409 XXVI 0/96, Article 12 “Invite the IADB, so that under the terms of Resolution AG/RES. 1240 (XXIII-O/93), provide assistance and consultative services to the Committee on Hemispheric Security when asked, and to carry out studies on the Confidence and Security Building Measures.” This same document earlier recommends Member States to provide the Committee on Hemispheric Security of the Permanent Council the reports of the implementation of CSBMs. 
For a better collection and analysis, a single codification of 36 measures was established, and was approved on January 15, 2009 and ratified in the 39th Regular Session of the OAS General Session, held in San Pedro Sula, Honduras, between the 2nd and 4th of June, 2009.
The measures will be the following, in the place of the recommendations that were in the Santiago Declaration, the San Salvador Declaration on the CSBMs and the Miami Consensus (The Declaration of Experts on CSBMs: Recommendations for the Special Session on Security scheduled for the Summit), as resolved by the OAS General Assembly, which urged the Member States to implement, in the most appropriate manner, these measures, in addition, the pertinent sections of the Kingston Declaration on Security of Small Island States should be considered as consolidated. 
It must be understood then, that in compliance with the XXXIX General Assembly of the OAS, this consolidation means that you should no longer report the measures as required by the earlier declaration, but according to the list of 36 measures that consolidated from those earlier declarations.
The resolutions of the General Assembly that precede the update of the inventory are the following:
· AG/RES. 1494 XXVII-O/97
· AG/RES. 1566 XXVII-O/98
· AG/RES. 1623 XXIX-O/99
· AG/RES. 1744 XXX-O/00
· AG/RES 1801 XXXI-O/01
· AG/RES. 1879 XXXII-O/02
· AG/RES. 1967 XXXIII-O/03
· AG/RES. 1996 XXXIV-O/04
· AG/RES. 2113 XXXV-O/05
· AG/RES. 2246 XXXVI-O/06
· AG/RES. 2268 XXXVII-O/07
· AG/RES. 2270 XXXVII-O/07
· AG/RES 2381 XXXVIII-O/08
· AG/RES 2382 XXXVIII-O/08
· AG/RES 2398 XXXVIII-O/08
· AG/RES 2399 XXXVIII-O/08
· AG/RES 2400 XXXVIII-O/08
· AG/RES 2443 XXXIX-O/09
· AG/RES 2445 XXXIX-O/09
· AG/RES 2446 XXXIX-O/09
· AG/RES 2447 XXXIX-O/09
· AG/RES 2453 XXXIX-O/09
· AG/RES 2460 XXXIX-O/09
· AG/RES 2482 XXXIX-O/09
· AG/RES 2485 XXXIX-O/09
· AG/RES 2492 XXXIX-O/09
CHAPTER II:
FUNDAMENTALS
1) Resolutions of the OAS General Assembly and of the CSBMs.
The resolutions mentioned above, from AG/RES 2246 (XXXVI-O/06) to the last, AG/RES 2147 (XXXIX-O/09), renew the mandates to the Permanent Council and the General Secretariat, so the Inter-American Defense Board (IADB) update the inventory of the Confidence and Security Building Measures (CSBMs) on a yearly basis.
This document looks to present the collected information from the IADB member countries regarding CSBMs implemented during 2008.
Likewise, it is through this report that the IADB is updating the registry of actions and themes implemented related to defense and security regarding the implementation of CSBMs, its trends, practices and lessons learned.
It is based on the collection and analysis of the reports received, as part of the bilateral, regional, hemispheric and global actions within this period as pertaining to the CSBMs resulting from the implementation of the Santiago Declaration, the San Salvador Declaration and the Meeting of Experts developed in Miami (Miami Consensus), which should currently being reported under the Unified Coding (Consolidated List) as ratified by the XXXIX General Assembly of June 2009, indicated in Chapter I, Legal Framework.
2) Coding of reported CSBMs
As expressed before, and the experience collected in preparing the updates of the earlier inventories, it was observed that the Member States present the coded information in a single manner. 

Through Memo number S-3131/ SSA/JID/08 dated 25 March 2008, the IADB submitted to the Heads of Delegation, a format, as per the Miami Consensus, which was sent with the mentioned Memo, to collect criteria and facilitate the reporting of each country.
The format was examined, analyzed and improved by the Delegations and the Committee on Hemispheric Security, with the purpose that the information be submitted by the Member States under a common criteria.
In this sense, the format was approved in the regular meeting of 15 January 2009, by the OAS Committee of Hemispheric Security (CSH) and ratified by the 39th Regular Session of the OAS held in San Pedro Sula, Honduras, between the 2nd and 4th of June 2009.
Based on the above and to prepare the current report, it was necessary to organize the reports of member states according to the unified codification approved in January 2009, for research and analysis.
CHAPTER III:
ANALYSIS
1) Member states that reported CSBMs implemented in 2008/2009
All reports received regarding CSBMs of the member states implemented in 2008, that appear in the following table were considered for this analysis:
	COUNTRY
	REMARKS

	ARGENTINA
	Coded in source according to the Miami Consensus 

	BAHAMAS
	No coding, only activities.

	BRAZIL
	Coded in source according to the Miami Consensus 

	CHILE
	Coded in source according to the Miami Consensus 

	COLOMBIA
	Coded in source according to the Miami Consensus 

	ECUADOR
	Original coding according to 2009 Coding.

	EL SALVADOR
	Original coding according to the Santiago Declaration, San Salvador Declaration and Miami Consensus. 

	U.S.A.
	Coded in source according to 2009 Coding.

	GUATEMALA
	Coded in source according to the Santiago Declaration, San Salvador Declaration and Miami Consensus. 

	MEXICO
	Coded in source according to 2009 Coding.

	NICARAGUA
	Coded in source according to the Santiago Declaration, San Salvador Declaration and Miami Consensus. 

	PARAGUAY
	Coded in source according to the Miami Consensus 

	PERU
	Coded in source according to 2009 Coding.

	URUGUAY
	Partially coded in source, according to the Santiago Consensus. For purposes of this report, it was recoded at the IADB, SAS according to 2009 Coding.


2) Member states that participated in CSBMs reported for 2008

Of the fourteen States that submitted an official report, we add those that had some relation with these States, even if they had not reported their own actions directly to the OAS. 
The following table shows the relationship between the reporting countries with other countries that did not report. We must establish that only those countries that were explicitly mentioned (no specific terminology was used, such as: “countries in the Americas in general, attachés of different countries, all, several, countries in South America, different UN member countries, etc”):

	Reporting Countries
	Related Non Reporting Countries 

	ARGENTINA
	Bolivia, Canada, Dominican Republic and Venezuela.

	BAHAMAS
	No records.

	BRAZIL
	Barbados, Bolivia, Canada, Cuba, Guyana, French Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, Jamaica, Martinique, Panama, Puerto Rico, Dominican Republic, Suriname and Venezuela.

	CHILE
	No records.

	COLOMBIA
	Antigua & Barbuda, Bolivia, Canada, Honduras, Panama, Dominican Republic, Trinidad & Tobago and Venezuela.

	ECUADOR
	No records.

	EL SALVADOR
	Belice, Canada, Costa Rica, Honduras and Dominican Republic.

	U.S.A.
	Antigua & Barbuda, Barbados, Belize, Bolivia, Canada, Costa Rica, Dominica, Dominican Republic, Grenada, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, Jamaica, Panama, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Suriname, Trinidad & Tobago.  

	GUATEMALA
	Costa Rica, Honduras, Panama and Dominican Republic.

	MEXICO
	Belize, Bolivia, Canada, Honduras and Panama

	NICARAGUA
	Antigua & Barbuda, Barbados, Bolivia, Canada, Costa Rica, Cuba, Grenada, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, Jamaica, Dominican Republic, Saint Kitts & Nevis, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Suriname, Trinidad & Tobago and Venezuela.

	PARAGUAY
	Bolivia, Canada and Honduras

	PERU
	Bolivia

	URUGUAY
	Bolivia, Canada, Haiti, Panamá and Venezuela


The information reported by the above mentioned countries, are specific to bilateral dialogues with the “reporting” countries.
Of the countries mentioned in the previous paragraph, no reports were received regarding their CSBMs. This can be observed in paragraph 4) “Summary of the States that reported CSBMs at least once in the 2000/2008 period”
3) Table comparing the number of states that reported CSBMs implemented in 2008.
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The following can be gleamed from the graphs:
a) The reports that have been received represent 52% of the total number of IADB member countries, that is, over half of the member countries to the Inter-American Defense Board.  This shows a 100% increase compared to countries that reported last year.
b) This number represents 41% of the OAS member states.
c) An analysis of the countries that did not submit a report, shows most are small States, some of them do not have Armed Forces, generally because their main threats are of personal safety nature, rather than military, and so on the one hand, it could be demonstrating little interest with regard to defense (the IADB is reporting those CSBMs) but a correct reading shows that the consolidated list includes broad aspect measures: Diplomatic, economic policies, among others, and so these States have the opportunity to feel identified with this resolution. On the other hand, the IADB has begun a period of analysis regarding the threats, specifically of Small States, responding to the concern of Small States, and with the above, fulfill the clear need to understand the concerns of these States encouraging their reporting of their CSBMs.
4) Summary of all member states who reported CSBMs at least once (2000/2008). 
This report of the inventory of the CSBMs, a table summarizing the reports of CBMS received from the year 2000 to 2008. From said table we can observe that in the year 2000, 21 OAS member countries have participated and complied with the Resolutions originating in the OAS General Assembly, at least once, reaching a number equal to 61% of members. This shows there is a fluctuating number of countries that have reported only once, and so it becomes paramount to find out about why there is that change, so the countries can be properly encouraged to report.
In the light of documents received in 2008, a significant increase has been observed in the number of countries reporting. This allows for a more representative analysis of the hemispheric situation and even to get a clearer picture of the possibilities of having greater and better conclusions to assist the OAS and its member states. 

Summary of Reporting countries (2000/2008)
	COUNTRIES
	2000
	2001
	2002
	2003
	2004
	2005
	2006
	2007
	2008

	ARGENTINA
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
	 
	X

	BAHAMAS
	 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	X

	BRAZIL
	 
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X

	BOLIVIA
	 
	
	X
	
	
	
	X
	
	 

	CANADA
	X
	X
	
	X
	X
	
	X
	
	 

	CHILE
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X

	COLOMBIA
	 
	
	X
	
	X
	X
	
	
	X

	ECUADOR
	 
	
	
	
	
	X
	X
	X
	X

	EL SALVADOR
	X
	X
	
	X
	X
	X
	X
	  X *
	X

	GUATEMALA
	 
	X
	X
	X
	X
	
	X
	X
	X

	GUYANA
	X
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	 

	HONDURAS
	 
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
	  X *
	 

	NICARAGUA
	 
	X
	
	
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X

	MEXICO
	X
	X
	
	
	
	
	X
	X
	X

	PARAGUAY
	 
	
	
	
	
	
	X
	
	X

	PERU
	 
	X
	X
	X
	
	
	
	
	X

	DOMINICAN REPUBLIC
	 
	X
	
	
	
	
	
	  X *
	 

	TRINIDAD  & TOBAGO
	X
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	 

	USA
	X
	X
	
	
	X
	
	
	
	X

	URUGUAY
	 
	
	X
	
	
	
	X
	
	X

	VENEZUELA
	 
	 
	X
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	TOTAL
	8
	12
	10
	8
	10
	8
	13
	9
	14


* The countries with an asterisk reported CSBMs in 2007, through the Conference of the Central American Armed Forces (CFAC).
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5) Measures most and less frequently implemented.
The analysis was based on the consolidated list, which represents the unification of criteria to report on the Confidence and Security Building Measures which were previously set out in the Santiago Declaration, the San Salvador Declaration and the Miami Consensus. The countries consider their adoption at a bilateral, subregional, regional and hemispheric levels.
Annex A has a table showing all the measures implemented by reporting countries. The total number of measures implemented were the following:
	No.
	Description
	Number of measures


	1
	Submit a comprehensive inventory of CSBMs that each member state is conducting in the hemisphere annually to the OAS. 
	14

	2
	Hold high-level meetings involving the ministries of defense and foreign affairs at the bilateral, subregional, and regional levels in order to provide for frank and direct dialogue on the joint evaluation of various aspects of defense and security and to exchange ideas and views with respect to the objectives of national defense policy, as well as the shared means of addressing common problems in this area. 
	   69



	3
	Extend to diplomatic training institutes, military academies, research centers, and universities the seminars, courses, and studies envisioned in the Declarations of Santiago and San Salvador on confidence- and security-building measures and other issues related to peace and hemispheric security, with participation in those activities by government, civilian, and military officials and by civil society. 
	03

	4
	Notification and observance of joint exercises and routine operations, as each state considers necessary. 
	07

	5
	Advance notice of military exercises. 
	S

	6
	Conduct defense visit programs whereby the representatives from participating OAS member states visit defense installations and military academies. 
	232

	7
	Invite the Chair of the OAS Committee on Hemispheric Security to observe joint exercises in the Western Hemisphere. 
	02

	8
	Exchange of civilian and military personnel for both regular and advanced training. 
	1646

	9
	Participate in the United Nations Register of Conventional Arms, including the provision and exchange of information on national production of conventional arms. 
	16

	10
	Participate in the UN Standardized International Reporting of Military Expenditures and exchange this information with other member states. 
	01

	11
	Develop common standardized methodologies for measuring defense expenditures among neighboring states. 
	04

	12
	Develop and exchange defense policy and doctrine papers (defense white papers). 
	13

	13
	Exchange information on the functions, procedures, and institutional organization of ministries of defense and security, and related and pertinent institutions. 
	27

	14
	Exchange information on the organization, structure, size, and composition of defense and security forces. 
	08

	15
	Consider cooperative activities that develop regional peacekeeping skills and capacity through common training, combined exercises, and exchange of information on peacekeeping. 
	122

	16
	Hold meetings and activities to prevent incidents and increase security for transport by land, sea, and air, and intensify cooperation in increasing security for transport by land, sea, and air in accordance with international law. 
	70

	17
	Strengthen cooperation and exchange of information among police, law enforcement, and military authorities of neighboring states in accordance with their border situation.
	28

	18
	Establish, use, and exchange joint procedural manuals and credentials among armed forces and security bodies deployed in border regions. 
	21

	19
	Consider establishing, as appropriate, mutual confidence or security zones in border areas, in accordance with security, freedom of movement, and economic and commercial development needs of each state. 
	08

	20
	Conduct combined exercises between armed forces and/or public security forces, respectively, in compliance with the legislation of each state.   
	183

	21
	Develop and establish of communications among civilian or military authorities of neighboring countries in accordance with their border situation.  
	11

	22
	Intensify cooperation, within the framework of the OAS, in the fight against terrorism, drug interdiction, preventing illicit small arms and light weapons trafficking, combating piracy, preventing smuggling, search and rescue operations, and the protection of natural resources and archaeological goods.
	37

	23
	Exchange information on security issues, such as the illicit trafficking in small arms and light weapons and the nonproliferation of weapons of mass destruction, within the framework of the UN and OAS. 
	31

	24
	Identify excess stocks of small arms and light weapons as well as seized small arms and light weapons and, in accordance with national and international agreements in which they participate, define programs for the destruction of said weapons and to invite international representatives to observe their destruction.
	03

	25
	Hold seminars and courses, and studies on mutual confidence- and security-building measures and policies to promote confidence involving the participation of civilians and military personnel, and on the special security concerns of small island states.
	04

	26
	Cooperation programs in the event of natural disasters or to prevent such disasters, based on the request and authorization of the affected states. 
	106

	27
	Establish national points of contact regarding natural disaster response, environmental security, transportation security, and critical infrastructure protection. 
	06

	28
	Exchange information regarding scientific and meteorological research related to natural disasters.  
	19

	29
	Increase cooperation in accordance with the guidelines of the Inter-American Committee on Natural Disaster Reduction and to mitigate the consequences of such disasters, based on the request and authorization of affected states. 
	04

	30
	Enhance multilateral cooperation among member states through the development and application of policies, programs, and activities regarding issues that are identified by the small island states as concerns, threats, and challenges to their security, and exchange and share information at the bilateral, subregional and regional levels on the special security concerns of small island states to strengthen their capacity to address these concerns.
	05

	31
	Consider the following actions for early implementation aimed at enhancing the security-building capabilities of the small island states: 

-- Establish a Virtual Private Network to facilitate regional sharing of criminal intelligence and other relevant databases in the fight against terrorism.
-- Share critical information among border control authorities to strengthen border control capacity in the fight against drug trafficking and terrorism.
-- Create joint training programs to allow existing entities to meet new challenges.
-- Engage in joint strategic planning and cooperation in the fight against these common threats.
	04

	32
	Cooperate closely to implement commitments agreed to at the 1998 Transportation Ministerial, active participation at the July 2003 International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) Conference on the Safety of Transport of Radioactive Material, and to work together toward the continued strengthening of international standards regarding the maritime transport of potentially hazardous materials, including petroleum and radioactive materials.
	01

	33
	Implement the relevant aspects of the program “Education for Peace” in the Hemisphere, adopted by OAS Permanent Council resolution CP/RES. 769/00).  
	01

	34
	Suggest and promote dialogue among hemispheric legislators within existing fora on confidence-building measures and on matters of peace and hemispheric security, including the exchange of visits and the convening of meetings.
	14

	35
	Encourage exchanges and contacts between students, academics, and experts in defense and security studies. 
	17

	36
	Exchange and share experience and ideas on transparency and CSBMs with other regional security fora, such as the Organization for Security and Cooperation in Europe (OSCE), the ASEAN Regional Forum (ARF), and the African Union (AU). 
	140



S – Could not be counted
Table of the CSBMs/2008 resulting from the Consolidated List
[image: image4.emf]14

69

3

7

S

232

2

1646

16

1

4

13

27

8

122

70

28

21

8

183

11

37

31

3

4

106

6

19

4

5

4

1

1

14

17

140

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 31 32 33 34 35 36

Por Medidas Resumen


[image: image5.emf]622

S

656

226

125

S

365

386

42

49

167

71

S

287

0

100

200

300

400

500

600

700

ARG BH BR CH COL EQ ES EUA GUA MEX* NIC PAR PER URU

Por Paises


[image: image6.emf]

Por Areas

360

12%

401

13%

2234

75%

Bilateral

Regional

Hemisferica



By analyzing the tables in a non aggregated manner, by measure, by country and by area, we can conclude that:
a) The reporting countries have given great importance to Measure number 8 (Exchange of civilian and military personnel for both regular and advanced training). 

b) The second most reported measure is number 6 (Conduct defense visit programs whereby the representatives from participating OAS member states visit defense installations and military academies.)
c) Measure number 5 (Advance notice of military exercises) could not be counted, however, there is the perception that in practice, this measure is implemented.
d) From the analysis of the CSBMs implemented by area in the year 2008, we can see that in percentages, the variation is significant, where a preponderance of bilateral measures is highlighted, and this shows the intent of countries to improve relations and decrease misperceptions among them.
6) Measures reported and that can be duplicated by other countries or initiatives that merit calling attention to them
Added to reports from earlier years, Annex E was created to show some measures by country, that could be developed further as they deserve merit because they are original, they demonstrate initiative, they are economically feasible, or simply because they respond to multinational issues that are of great importance to the OAS. The interest in calling attention to them is not a recognition to the country or the countries that implement them, rather, they are being proposed so other countries, groups of countries or multilaterally could adopt them, and if duplicated, they will increase the impact of inter-American confidence. Reading of Annex E is encouraged.
CHAPTER IV:
WHITE PAPERS AND DOCUMENTS ON DEFENSE POLICY
As was said in the first chapter, the CSBMs aim at dispelling any mistrust that could generate in a crisis ending in armed conflict. In this sense, the defense White Papers
 are an instrument that allows states to show the international community what their intentions and capacities are, to explain their points of view, goals and policies regarding the perception of threat which concerns their national forces. In the same manner, and considering that this is a field of public, dynamic and fluid activity, they encourage the participation of all segments of society in issues of security and contribute to strengthening democratic practices. 
White Papers are a public document in which the broadest framework of strategic policy is presented for planning defense, with a medium and long term perspective. In this manner, the Defense White Papers have been proven to be important Confidence and Security Building Measures. Their preparation and distribution increase transparency, not only in the internal context, but also at an international level. Consultation with neighboring countries and regional and international associated countries that could see themselves impacted by the content of White Papers is specially important to prevent misinterpretations regarding the intentions of a country. 
The exchange of White Papers, also promotes a constructive policy dialogue about the changes in the security environment and the assessment of traditional and non traditional threats, in addition to the trends in defense policy and planning for different countries. The key consideration is establishing the will of a Government to use all the capacity of the Armed Forces to reinforce international peace and security, Support of this nature can cover a broad spectrum of functions, such as supplying troops for peace-keeping or peace operations, to provide operational support for humanitarian assistance or post conflict situations, or for natural disasters, or provide assistance and military technical expertise for international arms control agreements.
The purpose of the heading and corresponding table is to provide a general outlook of the situation of the White Papers prepared by OAS member States and should be an additional incentive for countries that have not had the opportunity to report them. 
The OAS member states published 18 of the White Papers or Defense Policy Documents edited in the world. The information below was gathered through responses sent to the IADB by the different member States or by open sources in cases where the delegations did not respond. 

	Country
	Title
	Year of publication

	Remarks

	Argentina
	Marco Jurídico de la Defensa nacional
Modernización del sector de la Defensa 2007
Hacia una Política de Estado para la Defensa
	2006

2007

2007
	Ley de Defensa Nacional (Ley 23.554/1988). Reglamentación de la Ley de Defensa Nacional (Decreto 727/2006).

	Belize
	The National Security Strategy of Belize
	2009
	

	Bolivia
	Libro Blanco de Defensa
	2004
	

	Brazil
	Política de Defesa Nacional.
Política Nacional da Indústria de Defesa.
Estratégia Nacional de Defesa
	2005

2006

2008
	

	Canada
	Canada's International Policy Statement Overview 

Canada's International Policy Statement: Defence 
Canada First Defence  Strategy
	2005

2005

2008
	Enonce de Politique Internationale du Canada: Survol 2005 

Enonce de Politique Internationale du Canada: Survol 

	Chile

	Libro de la Defensa Nacional de Chile. 
	2002
	

	Colombia
	Política de Defensa y Seguridad Democrática. 
	2003
	

	Ecuador
	Política de la Defensa Nacional del Ecuador.
	2006
	

	El Salvador
	Libro Blanco de la Defensa Nacional.
	2006
	

	United States
	National Security Strategy of the United States of America. 
National Military Strategy of the United States of America.
National Defense of the United States of America.
National Security Strategy of the United States of America.
National Defense Strategy

	2002

2005

2005

2006

2008
	National Security Strategy of the United States of America - 2002 

	Guatemala
	Libro de la Defensa Nacional de la República de Guatemala.
Libro de Política de Defensa de Guatemala y de la Doctrina del Ejército. 
	2003

2006
	

	Honduras
	Honduras: Libro de la Defensa Nacional.  

	2005


	

	Jamaica
	National Security Strategy for Jamaica: Towards a Secure and Prosperous Nation
	2006
	

	Mexico
	El Ejército y Fuerza Aérea Mexicanos.
	2006


	

	Nicaragua
	Libro de la Defensa Nacional de Nicaragua Parte 1.

Libro de la Defensa Nacional de Nicaragua Parte 2.
	2005

2005
	

	Paraguay
	Política de Defensa Nacional de la República del Paraguay
	1999
	

	Peru
	Libro Blanco de la Defensa Nacional.
	2005
	

	Uruguay
	Bases para una Política de Defensa Nacional. 
Libro “la Defensa Nacional”.
	1999

2006
	


CHAPTER V
CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS
1) Conclusions.
From the analysis of the previous chapters, the following conclusions can be extracted:
a)
A 100% increase in the number of reports received is observed: (14) States in 2008, compared to the number of countries that reported in 2007
 (07), indicating there is a growing interest in reporting the measures implemented. 

b)
The reporting countries have given great importance to Measure number 8 (Exchange of civilian and military personnel for both regular and advanced training). Among the exchange measures, most of those listed related to military training and technical courses.
c)
Only four countries reported measures coded in source according to the 2009 consolidated list. Of these, only Ecuador and the United States were able to have their measures counted.
d)
The program of visits by representatives of OAS member states to defense installations and military academies of other countries, continue to be one of the most implemented confidence measure. While some visits are considered an exchange, it has been observed that sometimes when a country reports a visit of its representatives to another countries, that country does not always report that it received a visit from the former, or if the visit was returned.
e)
For a more detailed analysis of the status in the hemisphere, the number of reports received could already represent a sufficient number to reach important and relevant conclusions. There is still the difficulty that some are not specifying or quantifying the measures implemented.
f)
There is a need for greater consistency among reports and to provide greater detail regarding the measures reported, indicating more clearly what countries are involved in reporting each measure and if it was followed as described in the consolidated list.. The format in Annex B – Format for Reporting CSBMs, is an attempt to unify reports so CSBMs reported by the different countries may be counted and analyzed correctly. Wording such as the following should be avoided: ...will continue to be anticipated …, will continue executing ….., are being implemented ….., etc. Reports should also avoid having the same activity repeated in more than one measure, so that it is not counted twice.
g)
It was observed that some of the reporting countries correctly believe that designating and sending a military attaché constitutes an exchange, and therefore a confidence building measure to be reported. This activity should be reported in the proper location. 

h)
By analyzing the reports of the fourteen States, it becomes evident that there is information regarding activities with the other 23 countries, that implemented some activities but did not report them. This merits analyzing why these OAS member countries did not report them.
i)
It is understood that to comply with the XXXIX General Assembly of the OAS, the 36 measures of this consolidated list means that you should no longer report the measures as required by the declarations of Santiago, El Salvador or Miami, instead, reports should follow the consolidated list of 36 measures that were extracted from those earlier declarations.
2)
Recommendations
a)
It is important to insist by way of OAS Resolutions, Meetings of the Secretariat of Multidimensional Security, Regular Meetings of the Inter.-American Defense Board, CSBM Forum, etc., that OAS member Status should have greater participation in preparing the annual update of the CSBMs inventory, reporting their CSBMs by July 15 of each year, so the IADB can analyze the reports and prepare a timely Update of the Inventory of the CSBM implemented in the Hemisphere.
b)
There is a need for greater dissemination of the consolidated list and of the format presented in Annex B – Format for Reporting CSBMs implemented, which is an attempt to unify reports so these confidence and security building measures can be properly counted and analyzed.
c)
We propose to strengthen the dissemination of the consolidated list by way of presentations in different forum, seminars and other meetings regarding Confidence and Security Building Measures implemented per year by the countries in the Americas so they, in turn, can be presented to other different countries, as an effective and useful tool to decrease misperceptions and tension between Member States and to create a favorable environment for dialogue and to strengthen peace and security in the hemisphere.
d) Regarding the Inventory of the measures in “Other Regions of the World”, since the IADB does not receive information from countries from other regions, this analysis is based on open sources, such as newspapers Internet and others. Therefore, the document does not represent what each country has reported, rather what Organizations report, and in many cases with a partial view of reality.  As no reliable information was reported by the countries and regional organizations in charge of the CSBM, we suggest changing the focus of the chapter and limiting it to analyzing relevant or interesting actions or facts that may have consequences to the region or to an OAS member country.  

e) In general, we see a trend that these reports are being prepared exclusively by the Ministries of Defense, at the Armed Forces level, or by specific institutions. There are limitations noted when certain measures are not included, or a mere reference is made to what ministry is in charge of carrying out a given activity, in a situation in which the OAS resolutions require comprehensive reports, that is, they should include diplomatic, political, economic, commercial, and law enforcement information, etc., that can contribute to positive perceptions of Inter-American confidence building. If it is a service, Secretariat or Ministry that prepares the report, then it should do so providing a national perspective. It is also advisable that the document heading indicate the government level or organization that prepared the report, so it can also be counted correctly.
f) Some reports include reports from institutions, so sometimes a report is made on a given topic, reported as per defense or national level, but no information is given whether the country implemented the measure. A clear statement about the compliance of the measure must be made, otherwise it cannot be counted and no conclusions can be made from it. 

g) When the 36 consolidated measures were established, the intent of the OAS General Assembly was to contribute by simplifying the types of topics to report, and the countries would provide the “details” of the activities that could be included in each measure. We observe that some reports have transcribed the text and then reported on general aspects without specificity, and merely provided a general description of how the measure would be fulfilled, instead of the details of the activity, action, conference or initiative implemented, (and not the plans for implementation) that could be included in a given measure.
h) It is recommended that for purposes of counting the information and for the analysis to be more specific, avoiding sentences such as: “Since 1998, there has been compliance with …”, and instead describing what was specifically done regarding a given topic, agreement or goal within the reporting year.
i) Bearing in mind that the 36 consolidated measures are a guide or a format to make things easier, in case a country has developed an action towards confidence building that is innovative and it is unable to assign it to one of the 36 measures, the country should add this action at the end of the list, so its inclusion can be added to “other measures” and can be counted.
j) Exchange topics, visits, courses, and others are duly counted and added to the statistics. Mention must be made that all new or innovative initiatives, any results worth mentioning, etc., all these will be automatically included as special conclusions and in the recommendations so that all new and good examples of new development of CSBMs created by a given country may be duplicated.
k) We estimate that the main features of the Inter-American environment are “diversity” and “initiative”. There is a large number of acronyms that may be unfamiliar to all, so we recommend including the entire name of the meeting, committee, conference, etc.  By the same token, when an initiative is included, also include the practice, topic of activity for which the initiative was created.
l) In the regular course of business, meetings and conferences do not represent a specific confidence and security building measure, but they do have that virtue, so resolutions and actions decided by those meetings and conferences should be reported and their results mentioned, as without them, the mere mention of a meeting would only add to the statistics. 

ANCIL W. ANTOINE
Brigadier General
IADB General Director
ANNEX A
SUMMARY OF THE CSBMs IMPLEMENTED BY COUNTRIES IN 2008 

	COUNTRY
CSBM
	ARG
	BH
	BR
	CH
	COL
	EC
	ES
	USA
	GUA
	MEX
	NIC
	PAR
	PER
	URU
	TOTAL

	1
	01
	01
	01
	01
	01
	01
	01
	02
	-
	01
	01
	01
	01
	01
	14

	2
	07
	-
	25
	04
	02
	U
	11
	-
	-
	02
	08
	04
	U
	06
	69

	3
	-
	-
	02
	01
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	U
	-
	03

	4
	-
	-
	03
	-
	-
	U
	-
	04
	-
	-
	-
	-
	U
	-
	07

	5
	-
	U
	-
	-
	-
	U
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	U
	-
	U

	6
	50
	-
	79
	01
	05
	U
	29
	04
	-
	01
	43
	-
	U
	20
	232

	7
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	02
	-
	-
	-
	-
	U
	-
	02

	8
	369
	-
	435
	147
	66
	U
	118
	173
	38
	09
	51
	44
	U
	196
	1646

	9
	-
	-
	08
	-
	-
	U
	-
	07
	-
	01
	-
	-
	U
	-
	16

	10
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	U
	-
	01
	-
	-
	-
	-
	U
	-
	01

	11
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	U
	-
	03
	-
	01
	-
	-
	U
	-
	04

	12
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	U
	-
	08
	04
	-
	01
	-
	U
	-
	13

	13
	-
	U
	05
	08
	-
	-
	06
	07
	-
	01
	-
	-
	U
	-
	27

	14
	-
	U
	-
	02
	-
	U
	-
	06
	-
	-
	-
	-
	U
	-
	08

	15
	07
	U
	43
	09
	04
	U
	25
	13
	-
	03
	04
	09
	U
	05
	122

	16
	36
	U
	07
	05
	02
	U
	02
	08
	-
	03
	-
	01
	U
	06
	70

	17
	-
	-
	01
	25
	-
	U
	-
	-
	-
	02
	-
	-
	U
	-
	28

	18
	-
	-
	-
	-
	08
	U
	03
	09
	-
	01
	-
	-
	U
	-
	21

	19
	-
	-
	01
	-
	05
	U
	-
	02
	-
	-
	-
	-
	U
	-
	08

	20
	58
	U
	33
	10
	02
	U
	10
	01
	-
	-
	40
	06
	U
	23
	183

	21
	02
	-
	01
	01
	04
	U
	02
	-
	-
	01
	-
	-
	U
	-
	11

	22
	02
	-
	-
	04
	07
	U
	06
	12
	-
	04
	-
	01
	U
	01
	37

	23
	-
	-
	03
	-
	02
	U
	11
	05
	-
	01
	08
	-
	U
	01
	31

	24
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	U
	-
	-
	-
	02
	-
	01
	U
	-
	03

	25
	-
	-
	-
	-
	02
	-
	01
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	U
	01
	04

	26
	01
	U
	02
	-
	01
	U
	02
	94
	-
	06
	-
	-
	U
	-
	106

	27
	-
	-
	-
	-
	01
	U
	-
	03
	-
	01
	-
	-
	U
	01
	06

	28
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	U
	02
	02
	-
	03
	11
	-
	U
	01
	19

	29
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	U
	-
	02
	-
	02
	-
	-
	U
	-
	04

	30
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	02
	03
	-
	-
	-
	-
	U
	-
	05

	31
	-
	U
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	04
	-
	-
	-
	-
	U
	-
	04

	32
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	U
	-
	-
	-
	01
	-
	-
	U
	-
	01

	33
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	U
	01
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	U
	-
	01

	34
	-
	-
	06
	-
	02
	U
	03
	03
	-
	-
	-
	-
	U
	-
	14

	35
	06
	
	-
	-
	-
	U
	-
	08
	-
	03
	-
	-
	U
	-
	17

	36
	83
	
	01
	02
	11
	U
	14
	02
	-
	-
	-
	04
	U
	23
	140

	B
	566
	U
	553
	211
	104
	U
	182
	222
	07
	15
	87
	56
	U
	231
	2234

	R
	30
	U
	51
	12
	16
	U
	72
	78
	22
	16
	62
	04
	U
	39
	401

	H
	26
	U
	52
	03
	05
	U
	111
	86
	13
	18
	18
	11
	U
	17
	360

	TOTAL
	622
	U
	656
	226
	125
	U
	365
	386
	42
	49
	167
	71
	U
	287
	2998


	KEY

	ARG
	ARGENTINA

	BH
	BAHAMAS

	BR
	BRAZIL

	CH
	CHILE

	COL
	COLOMBIA 

	EC
	ECUADOR

	ES
	EL SALVADOR

	USA
	UNITED STATES 

	GUA
	GUATEMALA

	MEX
	MÉXICO

	NIC
	NICARAGUA

	PAR
	PARAGUAY

	PER
	PERU

	URU
	URUGUAY

	
	

	B
	BILATERAL

	R
	REGIONAL

	H
	HEMISPHERIC

	U
	UNQUANTIFIED


ANCIL W. ANTOINE
Brigadier General
IADB Director General 
ANNEX B
FORMAT FOR REPORTING CSBMs 

The following format is provided for a better tallying and correctly analyzing CSBMs implemented by reporting countries:
	Reporting country
	

	Sequential number of measure 
	

	Applicable number of measure as per consolidated list (36)
	

	Implemented activity
	

	Location
	

	Term (start and end dates)
	

	Participating countries
	

	Type of area
	

	Other information
	


Example 1:
	Reporting country
	Argentina

	Sequential number of measure 
	02

	Applicable number of measure as per consolidated list (36)
	20

	Implemented activity
	OMP/SUR 08 Exercise
(Provide a general description of exercise)

	Location
	Uruguay

	Term (start and end dates)
	08-Sep-2008 to 12-Sep-2008

	Participating countries
	Argentina, Uruguay

	Type of area
	Bilateral

	Other information
	Annual Exercise 


Example 2:
	Reporting country
	Brazil

	Order number for the measure 
	49

	Number as per consolidated list (36)
	08

	Implemented activity
	Participation of Brazilian Navy military personnel in the Masters Program at the National Defense College 

	Location
	Buenos Aires, Argentina

	Term (start and end dates)
	Mar 2009 – Mar 2010

	Participating countries
	Argentina, Brazil

	Type of area
	Bilateral

	Other information
	Military officers will participate every year


ANCIL W. ANTOINE
Brigadier General
IADB General Director
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CONSEJO PERMANENTE DE LA 
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16 enero 2009

COMISIÓN DE SEGURIDAD HEMISFÉRICA
Original: inglés
LISTA CONSOLIDADA DE MEDIDAS DE FOMENTO DE LA CONFIANZA 

Y LA SEGURIDAD (MFCS) QUE SE DEBEN NOTIFICAR DE CONFORMIDAD
CON LAS RESOLUCIONES DE LA OEA
(Aprobada en la sesión del 15 de enero de 2009)
NOTA EXPLICATIVA: 
El 29 de septiembre de 2008, la Comisión de Seguridad Hemisférica (CSH) decidió crear un Grupo de Trabajo informal, encabezado por la Delegación de Estados Unidos, con el propósito de trabajar en la unificación de criterios para notificar sobre las medidas de fomento de la confianza y de la seguridad adoptadas en la Declaración de Santiago, la Declaración de San Salvador y el Consenso de Miami, conforme a lo estipulado en el punto resolutivo 3 de la resolución AG/RES. 2398 (XXXVIII-O/08).
Sobre la base de esta lista, se invitaría a los Estados Miembros de la OEA a enviar sus notificaciones según lo estipulado en el punto resolutivo 1 de la resolución AG/RES. 2398 (XXXVIII-O/08).
El Grupo de Trabajo informal se reunió el 12 de noviembre de 2008; y como resultado de sus deliberaciones, presentó este documento a la CHS, quien a su vez lo aprobó en la sesión del 15 de enero de 2009. 

El presente documento contiene la lista consolidada de las medidas de fomento de la confianza y de la seguridad: 
1. Presentar a la OEA anualmente, un inventario completo de las MFCS que esté llevando adelante cada Estado Miembro en el Hemisferio. 

2. Celebrar reuniones de alto nivel con la participación de los ministerios de defensa y de relaciones exteriores, a nivel bilateral, subregional, y regional con el fin de entablar un diálogo franco y directo sobre la evaluación conjunta de varios aspectos de la defensa y seguridad, e intercambiar ideas y puntos de vista con respecto a los objetivos de la política de defensa nacional, así como medios comunes para abordar problemas comunes en esta materia. 

3. Ampliar a los institutos de formación diplomática, las academias militares, los centros de investigación y las universidades, los seminarios, cursos y estudios previstos en las Declaraciones de Santiago y San Salvador sobre medidas de fomento de la confianza y la seguridad y otros asuntos relacionados con la paz y la seguridad hemisférica, con participación en tales actividades de funcionarios gubernamentales, civiles y militares y de la sociedad civil. 

4. Notificación y observancia de los ejercicios combinados y las operaciones de rutina, de considerarlo necesario por cada Estado. 
5. Notificación previa de ejercicios militares. 
6. Emprender programas de visitas de defensa en las que los representantes de los Estados Miembros de la OEA participantes visiten las instalaciones de defensa y las escuelas militares. 

7. Invitar al Presidente de la Comisión de Seguridad Hemisférica de la OEA a observar los ejercicios combinados que se realizan en el Hemisferio. 

8. Intercambio de personal civil y militar con miras a la capacitación regular y avanzada. 

9. Participar en el Registro de Armas Convencionales de las Naciones Unidas, incluyendo el suministro e intercambio de información sobre producción nacional de armas convencionales. 
10. Suministrar información al Registro Internacional Normalizado de las Naciones Unidas, e intercambiar dicha información con los Estados Miembros de la OEA. 

11. Elaborar metodologías estandarizadas para la medición de los gastos de defensa entre Estados vecinos. 

12. Elaborar e intercambiar documentos sobre política y doctrina de defensa (libros blancos de defensa). 

13. Intercambiar información sobre las funciones, procedimientos y organización institucional de los ministerios de defensa e instituciones afines. 

14. Intercambiar información sobre la organización, estructura, volumen y composición de las fuerzas de defensa y de seguridad. 

15. Considerar actividades cooperativas que desarrollan las habilidades y la capacidad regionales para las operaciones de mantenimiento da la paz mediante la capacitación conjunta, los ejercicios combinados y el intercambio de información sobre dichas operaciones. 

16. Reuniones y acciones para prevenir incidentes e incrementar la seguridad en el tránsito terrestre, marítimo y aéreo, e intensificar la cooperación para incrementar la seguridad del transporte terrestre, marítimo y aéreo, de conformidad con el derecho internacional. 

17. Fortalecer la cooperación y el intercambio de información entre las autoridades policiales, judiciales y militares de los estados vecinos, de acuerdo con su situación fronteriza. 

18. Establecer, emplear e intercambiar manuales de procedimiento y cartillas de seguridad entre las fuerzas armadas desplegadas en las zonas fronterizas. 

19. Considerar el establecimiento, en los casos que corresponda, de zonas de confianza mutua o de seguridad en las áreas fronterizas, de acuerdo con las necesidades de seguridad, de la libertad de movimiento y de desarrollo económico y comercial  de cada país. 

20. Realizar ejercicios combinados entre las fuerzas armadas y/o las fuerzas de seguridad pública, respectivamente, en cumplimiento de las leyes de cada Estado.  

21. Desarrollo e implementación de las comunicaciones entre las autoridades civiles o militares de países vecinos de conformidad con su situación fronteriza. 

22. Intensificar la cooperación, dentro del marco de la OEA, en la lucha contra el terrorismo, la interdicción de drogas, la prevención del tráfico ilícito de armas pequeñas y ligeras, el combate de la piratería, le prevención del contrabando, la realización de operaciones de búsqueda y rescate y la protección de los recursos naturales y de los bienes arqueológicos. 

23. Intercambiar información sobre cuestiones de seguridad, como el tráfico ilícito de armas pequeñas y ligeras, y la no proliferación de los armamentos de destrucción masiva, dentro del marco de la OEA y la ONU. 

24. Identificar los excedentes de armas pequeñas y ligeras, así como los inventarios de armas pequeñas y ligeras que hayan sido confiscadas y, de conformidad con las leyes nacionales y acuerdos internacionales en que se participe, definir programas de destrucción de esas armas e invitar a representantes internacionales a presenciar la destrucción de estas armas. 

25. Realización de seminarios, cursos de difusión y estudios sobre medidas de confianza mutua y políticas de fomento de la confianza con partici​pación de civiles y militares, y sobre las preo​cupaciones especiales de seguridad de los pequeños Estados insulares. 

26. Programas de cooperación en casos de desastres naturales o para prevenir tales desastres, sobre la base de la petición y autorización de los Estados afectados. 

27. Establecer puntos de contacto nacionales en relación con la respuesta a los desastres naturales, la seguridad ambiental, la seguridad en el transporte y la protección de infraestructura crítica. 

28. Intercambiar información en relación con la investigación científica y metereológica relacionada con los desastres naturales.  

29. Incrementar la cooperación de acuerdo con las directrices del Comité Interamericano para la Reducción de los Desastres Naturales y atenuar las consecuencias de dichos desastres, en base a la solicitud y autorización de los Estados afectados. 
30. Aumentar la cooperación multilateral entre los Estados Miembros mediante el desarrollo y aplicación de políticas, programas y actividades dirigidas concretamente a las cuestiones definidas por los pequeños Estados insulares como preocupaciones, amenazas y desafíos a su seguridad intercambiar y compartir información en los ámbitos bilateral y multilateral para fortalecer la capacidad de los pequeños Estados insulares de abordar estas preocupaciones. 
31. Considerar las siguientes iniciativas  para su implementación temprana, las cuales tienen por objeto fortalecer la capacidad de los pequeños Estados insulares en materia de seguridad: 

--
Establecer una red privada virtual que facilite el intercambio, en el ámbito regional, de inteligencia e información sobre delincuencia y otras bases de datos pertinentes en la lucha contra el terrorismo.
--
El intercambio de información crítica entre las autoridades de control fronterizo para fortalecer la capacidad de control fronterizo en la lucha contra el narcotráfico y el terrorismo;
--
Programas conjuntos de capacitación para permitir a las entidades existentes enfrentar los nuevos desafíos;
--
Planificación estratégica conjunta y cooperación en la lucha contra estas amenazas comunes.
32. Cooperar más estrechamente para implementar los compromisos acordados en la Reunión Ministerial de Transporte de 1998, participación activa en la Conferencia del Organismo Internacional de Energía Atómica sobre la Seguridad del Transporte de Materiales Radioactivos, de julio de 2003, y trabajo conjunto hacia el continuo fortalecimiento de las normas internacionales sobre el transporte marítimo de materiales potencialmente peligrosos, incluidos el petróleo y los materiales radioactivos. 

33. Implementar los aspectos relevantes del programa de Educación para la Paz en el Hemisferio, adoptado por el Consejo Permanente de la OEA por medio de la resolución CP/RES. 769/00).
34. Sugerir y propiciar el diálogo entre legisladores del continente dentro de foros existentes sobre medidas de fomento de la confianza y asuntos relacionados con la paz y la seguridad hemisféricas, incluido el intercambio de visitas, y la convocatoria de reuniones. 

35. Favorecer intercambios y contactos entre estudiantes, universitarios y expertos en estudios de defensa y seguridad. 

36. Intercambiar y compartir experiencia e ideas sobre medidas de fomento de la confianza y la seguridad con otros foros regionales de seguridad, como la Organización para la Seguridad y la Cooperación en Europa (OSCE), el Foro Regional de la ASEAN (ARF) y la Unión Africana (AU). 

ANCIL W. ANTOINE
Brigadier General
Director General de la JID
ANNEX D 

UPDATE OF THE “CONFIDENCE AND SECURITY BUILDING MEASURES (CSBMS)” IMPLEMENTED IN “OTHER REGIONS OF THE WORLD” 

DURING 2008
1. INTRODUCTION
As a response to Resolutions by the General Assembly of the Organization of the American States in which the Inter-American Defense Board (IADB) is tasked with updating of the inventory of the Confidence and Security Building Measures (CSBMs) in other regions of the world, the following report provides the background information regarding the progress of said activities.
This report represents the continuation of work described in documents issued in previous years. The purpose is to add and update the information presented, as well as give information about the actions carried out in other regions of the world aiming at encouraging the implementation of Confidence and Security Building Measures.
No formal information was received from countries and organizations regarding Confidence and Security Building Measures in the world. And so, this information was obtained from open information sources in the public domain, and may not represent the official positions of the countries or organizations mentioned in this report.
Below is a summary of the current situation in the different regions of the world regarding Confidence and Security Building Measures.
2. ACTIVITIES IN OTHER REGIONS OF THE WORLD
a. EUROPE
This is the region with the greatest and most significant development and progress in matters of defense and security among which are the CSBMs, and stand as a guide and a benchmark for the rest of the regions of the world in this area. 

One of the most important organizations in the region is the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO), which provides institutional order, unity of criteria and guidelines for military matters.
Within this context, the Organization for Security and Cooperation in Europe (OSCE) is in charge of encouraging the development of CSBMs and of implementing concrete actions towards disarmament in the region.
Directly related to the OSCE are organizations such as the Forum for Security Cooperation (FCS), the Joint Consulting Group (Grupo Consultivo Conjunto, GCC) and the consulting Open Skies Group, which are responsible for managing and monitoring compliance of treaties and agreements established within the OSCE framework.
CSBMs implemented within the framework of the OCSE are emphasized among other measures which are more general in nature:
1) Annual exchange of military information
2) Military and defense budget planning
3) Military contacts
4) Global exchange of military information
5) Small and light weapons 

6) Transfer of conventional weapons
7) Survey on codes of conduct
8) Survey about the convention on chemical weapons
9) Survey on antipersonnel mines
During 2008, the level of implementation of CSBMs in the region of the OSCE is elevated and stable compared to previous years regarding the exchange of information reported by member States.
This explains the high level of implementation regarding the exchanges of military information during the last six years. In 2008, 55 participating countries reported information regarding the annual exchange of military information, and of these, 54 countries reported information regarding the global exchange of military information.
Furthermore, 44 participating countries reported information regarding defense planning out of a total of 55 countries, representing an 80% of the countries.
As to the communications networks implemented within the OSCE, reports are that 51 countries are connected to the network. Network reliability has remained very high. The servers are located in Vienna and are available 99% of the time. In addition, more than half of final users (32) were connected to the network at least 99% of the time, offereing member states a system with updated information.
In summary, CSBMs in this region of the world show elevated development and compliance levels on the part of OSCE member countries, which does not mean the task is complete, as it is a continuous process that is free from difficulties, in spite that the region has a solid structure that has been strengthening with time.
b. ASIA
The development of CSBMs in this region of the world the has been marked by activities led by organizations such as Association of Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN) and the Conference on Interaction and Confidence Building Measures in Asia (CICA) and the Asian Regional Forum (ARF). 

These organizations count on a total of 34 of the main Asian countries and encourage cooperation, progress and security by supporting each other with CSBMs. In addition, their activities take the form of fora, conferences and meetings with other blocks, countries and organizations related to CSBMs, signing agreements and understandings, and exchange of related experiences.
This is how a forum was held in 2008 with the participation of ASEAN and of different organizations among which was the European Union and the Asian Regional Forum. This event produced a declaration where the following points were established:
1) Threats and challenges to security that could impact peace are increasingly multifaceted and have a non traditional nature requiring a common strategy. 

2) Security and stability in the region are maintained. 

3) The ARF must carry out their work to preserve its position as the main forum for regional security. It will require greater cooperation from countries in order to consolidate and develop its mandate and its activities in the ARF.
One of the most important documents on regional security and on adopting Confidence and Security Building Measures is the Tri-annual Work Program developed and signed by the Ministers of Defense of the ASEAN member countries signed at the end of 2007 to develop in the three year period between 2008 – 2010.
The following are some of the Security and Defense, and conflict prevention agreements, specially as it relates to CSBM that stand out:
1) Promoting mutual confidence through a better understanding of defense and security issues through the following measures:
a)
Exchange of viewpoints regarding defense and security issues and challenges.
b)
Share information regarding regional and international defense and security perceptions and challenges by publishing and exchanging points of view regarding national security, defense white papers or similar material to provide information for the annual publication of the ASEAN security outlook.
c)
Provide relevant information towards developing an ASEAN early warning system for conflict prevention.
2) Strengthening the Confidence and Security Building Measures 

- Promote opening and transparency.
3) Organize regional officer exchanges at all levels of defense including war colleges and military academies. 

a)
Promote the exchange of observers for military exercises carried out in ASEAN countries.
b)
Exchange the information sent to the United Nations Arms Registry.
In addition, among the conflict prevention measures of the tri-annual working plan is the implementation of cooperation measures for natural disasters, and among them is the exchange of information regarding the capacities of the Armed Forces of ASEAN member countries to provide disaster relief to the population. 

Finally, although the Asian region has not been free of conflicts and disagreement between nations, currently, the ASEAN, CICA and ARF are developing activities that contribute to maintaining a climate of transparency and mutual trust among nations. 

c. AFRICA
This region of the world has been witness to more intra-state conflicts than problems with other countries, and the reason is that countries trying to come out of poverty and deal with health and subsistence issues for the population.
Internal, ethnical, and religious problems are added to the most pressing needs such as lack of water, hunger and the large numbers of refugees and/or displaced individuals who in addition to these difficulties, are suffering from diseases such as AIDS which has spread at alarming rates in the African continent.
As has been mentioned before, conflicts among nations become a problem of subsistence and this is shared by African countries where the governments do not consider it a priority concern.
On the other hand, there is an organization made up of 53 African countries and intergovernmental organizations called the African Union (AU) that sprung from the African Economic Community and of the African Union Organization. 

This African Union was established and its statutes include 14 objectives and 16 principles.
The main objectives set out by the AU are: 

1) Accelerate the political and socio-economic integration of the continent.
2) Promote and defend African common positions on issues of interest to the continent and its peoples;
3) Promote peace and security in Africa.
4) Promote democratic institutions, good governance and respect for human rights.
The African Union maintains a political and administrative structure, having a Parliament, of 265 members chosen by the parliaments of the AU member States. This in order to achieve the AU’s ultimate goal, which is consolidating the African States into a single one, with a common government, flag and currency.
Given the information collected about the African region, it can be said, that in light of the special situation taking place in the continent, with its efforts geared mainly to improve the living conditions of the population, the concept of confidence and security building measures has not been developed.
However, should the structure of the African Union become a reality, as a regional organization, with a single government that includes all African States, the AU would have the responsibility and obligation over all these States, and would have to watch over good relations among its members. 

3. CONCLUSIONS
a.
CSBMs in other regions of the world respond to their different situations regarding development and implementation. That is how Europe has a high degree of development and implementation of CSBMs and their trend is to improve further. Whereas, in Africa, because of its instable sociopolitical situation, the subject of the CSBM is not the priority for the countries in the continent.
b.
Also, form the situation in Europe, lessons can be drawn that regarding measures that could be implemented in the region towards a better development of CSBMs, such as setting up a communications network to allow for a better and timely flow of information of CSBMs among the countries in the Americas.
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ANNEX E 

CSBMs THAT MAY BE DUPLICATED
Below is to list of measures applied according to specific countries, that could become future measures to develop since they are deserving of analysis, and could be adopted by other countries, or groups of countries or multilaterally. The reason for including them is not to highlight any given country or group of countries that may have implemented the measure, rather, the decision was made based on their originality, the initiative, its economic feasibility and even multidimensional solutions, which are of great interest to the OAS. They have been selected hoping they will be analyzed and later on duplicated by other countries. Their inclusion in this list is not due to the relevance of a given initiative, rather to the order in which they were analyzed or reported by a given country. For example:
ARGENTINA
· Through the general-purpose armored jeep “Gaucho”, a bi-national Argentina-Brazil Project, a professional relation is established with the Brazilian Army in terms of technology, knowledge, personnel, etc.
· Aerospace Technology General Command (CTA), between the Air Forces of Argentina and Brazil
· Joint Military Exercise to plan and use significant forces in a high complexity scenario, “CRUZEX 2008” with the participation of Brazil, Chile, Peru, France, Venezuela and Argentina.
· Change of the Chair and the Permanent Secretariat of the Conference of American Armies to Peru, which had the assistance of a Flag Officer from Brazil and Peru would have the assistance of to Flag Officer from Argentina. This shows the continuity that the previous Conference can provide assistance to the Conference organizing the following one.
· The First International Military Exercise for Disaster Relief carried out in Chile, with the participation of Argentina, Bolivia, Brazil, Chile, Colombia, Ecuador, Paraguay, Peru, Uruguay and Venezuela.
BRAZIL
· Participates in several aeronautic exercises with countries of the Americas for squadron training, amphibious operations, increase friendship, operations and logistics, meetings and seminars.
· Participates in controlling illegal traffic in the sale of weapons and drugs as well as in providing security for border crossings. This information is very important to maintain a good integration, specially with countries that share a border, such as Venezuela, Colombia, Peru, Argentina, Paraguay and Uruguay.
· Visit to the Defense Industrial Base by representatives from several countries, making contact with several companies in the sector, allowing the diplomatic and military representatives to learn about the national defense capacity.
· Participation in Working Group meetings of cooperation between the OAS and the Conference of Ministers of Defense of the Americas (CMDA).
· Participation in the Working Group meetings establishing the South American Defense Council.
· Strengthening the regional cooperation program for disaster relief, in assistance to Bolivia.
· Promotes development and integration projects in border regions.
· Participation of a Paraguayan Official and of to Bolivian Official in the Brazilian battalion at MINUSTAH.
· Creation of the Latin-American Association for Peace Operations Centers by Argentina, Brazil, Chile, Ecuador, Guatemala, Peru and Uruguay.
· Implementation of the CRUZEX exercise with the participation of Uruguay, Chile, France, Venezuela and Argentina; and the UNITAS exercise with the participation of Uruguay, United States and Argentina, etc.
· Air Force cooperation, assistance, technical visits, training and refresher courses, studies and training with Ecuador, Guatemala, Panama, Dominican Republic and Surinam.
· Bi-national operation exercises in border areas with Peru and Venezuela.
CHILE
· Keeps a direct and frequent communication system between the High Command of the Army with its counterpart in Argentina, to maintain a faster information management for a reciprocal exchange of activities.
· Has a permanent telephone system, akin to the Red Phone, between the Commanders and Chiefs of Staff of the Army of  Chile and of Peru, by agreement between both institutions.
· There is a standard operating procedure for the Army of Chile, of Argentina and of Peru for a direct and regular exchange of information through military magazines, and publications.
· Adopts cooperation initiatives in several areas with Argentina, recommending that both the OAS and the national and regional organizations participate facing new threats in terms of arms traffic, drug trafficking, and traffic of chemical products and of people, corruption, asset laundering, security in transportation, etc.
· Organizes the Combined Joint Bi-national Peace Force Operation “Cruz del Sur” which is currently underway with troops deployed in the field. “Aurora Austral II”, is in the 11th relief of Chilean personnel in the Alfa Company of the Cyprus Task Force and leads the development of a OPX simulation system with Argentina.
· OPX Exercise (Peace Operations) “Estrella Austral 2008”, in Santiago and in the III Region, with the participation of Argentina, Brazil, Chile, United States, Paraguay and Uruguay; and the “Solidaridad 2008” exercise in disaster relief with the participation of Argentina.
· Carries out bilateral meetings with Peru in the garrisons of Arica (Chile) and Tacna (Peru) regarding the border situation in that region, in addition to bilateral meetings with the Armies and a round of conversations between the Armed Forces.
· Carries out the XIX Meeting of Managers of Latin-American Antarctic Programs developing different coordination efforts.
· Carries out the Second phase of the Concordia Exercise with Peru.
· Participates in the Meeting of Experts in the Processes of Destruction of Arms, which is proposing that OAS organs develop new consolidated measures to report CSBMs related to the new threats.
COLOMBIA
· Maintains direct and fluid communication with authorities in Peru, Brazil and Panama, to keep the flow of information that will allow for reciprocal understanding of military activities. This is based on meetings of understanding of the intelligence and military border bi-national committees.
· Establishes areas of mutual confidence and security in border areas, allocating the number of personnel and military deployments to the developing security needs in each region the country. In addition, it allows for keeping a direct communication between both Forces. This is carried out in several meetings, among which are COMBIFRON (Binational Border Committees Ecuador, Panama, Peru and the Dominican Republic), as well as border Army units keeping in communication based on COMBIFRON stipulations as well as from other rounds, conferences and meetings.
· The Chiefs of Special Joint Operations and the national Army develop campaigns so that through their Directorate of Comprehensive Action of the Chief of Operations, which promotes the proactive awareness of the troops, fulfilling its obligations and observing the law, such as with the campaign “Campaign for the Strengthening of Military Discipline” and for the “Strengthening the Observance of Human Rights”, two outstanding examples that speak of the experience of armed conflict and lessons learned.
· Joint operation exercises COLBRA III and PERCOL II with Brazil and Peru, respectively, to practice interdiction of illegal flights in the borders with those countries.
ECUADOR
· Participation in the national and international arms control registry for arms in the hands of civilians, as well as providing information about manufacture of the type of weapon.
· Strengthening the Cooperation for the Exchange of Information between police, judicial and military authorities with the Army, Navy, and Air Force of the neighboring countries, according to their border situation.
· Developing and implementing communications between civilian and military authorities of neighboring countries through bilateral meetings with Colombia and Peru.
· Increasing cooperation within the framework of the OAS in the fight against terrorism, drugs; in the prevention of illegal traffic of small and light weapons, and piracy, contraband, and others, through operations plans with the Armed Forces and the National Police.
EL SALVADOR
· Gives a 30 day advance notice to neighboring countries when carrying out any military or aerial maneuvers or exercise to keep both the civilian population as well as the Armed Forces informed. 

· Develops and implements a system of direct communication the civilian and military authorities of neighboring countries, in accordance with existing border agreements between the parties.
· Encourages carrying out studies to implement the correct methodology to follow to decrease military spending in the countries of the region, studying the use of the UN’s International Standard report for Military Spending.
· Carries out several meetings of Commanders of Border Units between Infantry Brigades of El Salvador and their counterparts in Guatemala and Honduras.
· Course on the “Command Systems for Incidents in the Certification Process” to encourage cooperation activities between neighboring countries in border areas between Honduras and El Salvador, and a Flag Officer joins the course as their instructor.
· Holding regular meetings with representatives of the Conference of the Central American Armies (CFAC) and the XXI regular meeting of the Board of the CFAC in El Salvador.
· III Specialized Legal Assistance Activity CFAC, in Managua (Nicaragua) and the II Specialized Activity of Rapid Response Unit of the CFAC, in Tegucigalpa (Honduras), in exchange about doctrine and military organization in these important aspects.
· Participation in the Multinational Exercise to Prepare for Humanitarian Assistance and Disaster Relief (HA/DR) and training for the CFAC Battalion, in Panama.
· Participation of El Salvador and Chile, in the working meeting of the Hemispheric Legal Military Committee of the Americas (COJUMA).
· Participation of an officer in the Workshop for Central American Leaders in Emergency Planning, together with Guatemala, Honduras, Nicaragua, and the Dominican Republic, in Managua (Nicaragua).
· Participation of an officer in the Public Affairs Course of El Salvador and the United States.
· Participation of Flag Officers in the Regional Conference of Inter-institutional Interoperability of the Operations Center Against Illegal Trafficking in Central America, together with Mexico and Belize.
USA
· Joint Exercises of the U.S. Forces and personnel form other associated countries.  Among the countries that participated in 2008 were: Antigua & Barbuda, Argentina, Bahamas, Barbados, Belize, Bolivia, Brazil, Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, Dominica, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, El Salvador, Grenada, Guatemala, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, Jamaica, Nicaragua, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Saint Kitts and Nevis, St. Lucia, San Vincent and the Grenadines, Suriname, Trinidad and Tobago, and Uruguay. 

· Bilateral events for planning and training exercises focused on issues such as border issues, antiterrorism, internal defense and security and theater of strategic cooperation in security.
· Develop and establish regional networks to share information in Central America, the Caribbean and South America. This mechanism will allow the countries and the regional coordination centers to share information in real time regarding natural disasters.
· Support and active participation in several activities geared towards assisting in developing and exchanging defense policy and documents on military doctrine, and demining in the countries of the Americas and other topics. 

· Begin two initiatives that support the main concerns of the Small States: 

· Lasting Friendship: Program in development where the Dominican  Republic, Panama, Jamaica and the Bahamas, participate in an alliance willing to work together to identify, monitor and intercept transnational maritime threats in keeping with international and national law. 

· Tradewinds Exercise: Joint combined training exercise for the Caribbean countries to improve maritime and terrestrial response to transnational threats.
· Together with the Caribbean Community (CARICOM) countries, launched an initiative to combat illegal traffic in small and light weapons, agreeing to improve regional cooperation to prevent, combat and eradicate illegal traffic in small and light weapons in the region.  

· The National Cooperation System for the Exchange of Information (CNIES) was made available to improve the perception on maritime and air traffic offering the participating countries information in real time about potential traffic targets.  The countries who have used the system have been Belize, Colombia, Costa Rica, Ecuador, El Salvador, Guatemala, Honduras, Nicaragua, and Trinidad and Tobago.
· Dissemination of the Confidence and Security Building Measures and other inter-American topics through the Center for Hemispheric Defense Studies of the National Defense University, which conducts studies, research, outreach and activities to share knowledge about defense and security policy with civilian and military leaders in the area of defense and security holding the 2008 Conference.
GUATEMALA
· Participation in the Meeting of Military Committees of the CFAC and the General Directorate of Defense Policy from Spain, in San Salvador September 18,2008.  

· Visits by different authorities such as Mr. Stephen Johnson, Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for the Western Hemisphere, from the U.S. Department of Defense, Guatemala July 29, 2008.
· Participation of the Military Attachés and Superior Officers of different countries in the High Level Strategic Course, Superior Education Command of the Army of Guatemala. 

· Participation in Peace Operation Exercises.
· Conferences on the “Development of professions and jobs for civilians in the Defense Sector and in Security”.
· Combined Exercise PANAMAX 2008.
· First Virtual Simulation Exercise for Maritime Search and Rescue of the Naval Forces of the CFAC.
· Planning meeting to develop the joint training for the CFAC Battalion.
MEXICO
· Participates in the Registry for conventional weapons and in the exchange of information with countries in the region regarding their manufacture. 

· Annual participation with the Armed Forces of the neighboring countries (Belize, United States and Guatemala), in meetings of Border Commanders and High Level Groups, with Guatemala and Belize, to exchange Information on security of topics of common interest and their solutions.
· Developing Directories of telephone contact information to update on a monthly basis, with border military authorities to discuss issues of security.
· Provided disaster relief to Peru, Bolivia, Ecuador and Nicaragua. Established weather related contact information with different nations to provide timely information of phenomena that may generate disasters.
· Annual working exchange for national weather authorities with the National Hurricane Center in Miami, Florida, EUA.
NICARAGUA
· Implementation of communications between civilian and military officers of common border countries.
· Exchange of information regarding scientific and weather research related to natural disasters: Mexico, Switzerland, Venezuela, Guatemala, Peru, Honduras, Costa Rica, United States and Bolivia.
· Participation of the Ministers of Defense and Foreign Affairs at a bilateral, subregional and regional levels: El Salvador, Chile, United States and  Guatemala.
· 20 direct contacts among troops, as s result of the scheduling of a series of meetings of Commanders of border units, including mainly Honduras.
· Initiative for the route and the handing over of the Central American torch, representing a “symbol of peace, solidarity, brotherhood and fraternity” among Central American countries in order to highlight and keep the faith alive and the flame of peace in the region. Ministers of Education of the region have planned the route with students throughout the countries.
· Meeting to establish protocols for disaster relief between Gracias a Dios (Honduras) and Graan-Raan (Nicaragua).
· Carrying out a workshop on “Enforcement Regarding Violations to Humanitarian International Law”.
· Initiatives to build capacities by CFAC, such as the “Basic Course for Soldiers for the United Nations Battalion of the CFAC” and the “Seminar for Cooperation  in Defense with Chile”.
· Efforts to conduct videoconferences with Liaison Officers in Intelligence and CFAC operations, specialists in legal assistance, human rights, military education, armed forces, military security and naval forces, with the participation of Honduras, El Salvador and the Dominican Republic.
· III Exercise of Virtual Command Post for the CFAC.
· III Specialized Activity of Rapid Response Unit of the CFAC.
· Together with the Military Medical Corps, medical brigades of the Ministry of Health, Veterinary Brigades of MAGFOR and Medical Units of the Air Force and the IV US Naval Fleet carried out 4 humanitarian assistance exercises, examines 24.596 patients, performing 42 surgeries and 4376 vet care visits.
· Reception of the humanitarian assistance storage unit located in the Air Force, delivered by the U.S. Military Group.
PARAGUAY
· The Ministers of Foreign Affairs or Paraguay and Bolivia participated in the Mixed Border Demarcation Committee and signed the Minutes related to the final annals of the work of said committee, in the light of a Peace Treaty, Friendship and Demarcation between both countries. The witnesses and guarantors that participated in the signing were: Argentina,  Brazil, Chile, United States, Peru, and Uruguay. 

· Signature of the Declaration of Santiago of the First Ministers of Defense of the South American Defense Council of UNASUR.
· Horizontal Cooperation Agreement between the Ministries of Defense of Argentina and Paraguay, giving their joint approval of Annex I, “Bilateral Cooperation Program in Defense Paraguay – Argentina” “Ñomopei” (“Union”).
· Signature of the Declaration of Asunción by the Ministers of Defense of Argentina, Bolivia, Ecuador, and Paraguay, creating working groups for Joint Studies of Regional Defense Issues, and examine alternatives for the possible structure, nature and functioning parameters of a possible “Association of Procurers of Defense Supplies, Equipment and Services”.
· Signature of the Minutes of the Final Annals of the Mixed Border Demarcation Committee Bolivia-Paraguay and Paraguay-Bolivia between the two countries.
PERU
· There are increasing efforts to regulate defense spending in the region, by drafting standardized methodology to propose measuring Defense spending between States. 

· Reports it will broaden the knowledge of the Confidence and Security Building Measures and of issues related to inter-American peace and security, by way of training institutions of diplomacy, military academies, research centers and universities, seminars and courses with the participation of government civil servants, civil society and the military.
· Participates in the II Bilateral working meeting on defense (GBTD) between representatives of the U.S. Department of Defense and the Ministry of Peru, where the willingness of countries to cooperate in matters of defense and security through specific programs was acknowledged and reaffirmed..
· It reports on the mechanism of 2x9 meetings, with the participation of Argentina, Bolivia, Brazil, Chile, Ecuador, Guatemala and Paraguay, analyzing and assisting the situation in Haiti (MINUSTAH), where aspects related to Haiti are coordinated regarding multilateral cooperation between member states, and specifically, to strengthen their support to small island states in matters of security.
· Reports on civic action planned by the Bi-national Border Committee Peru - Colombia in the months of May to July, in the basins of the Putumayo and Amazon River, along their common border, related to the wellbeing and health of approximately 9,000 people.
· Meetings of the High Command of Border Naval Commands to improve the training, leadership and use of SAR Units by Peru and Bolivia, in the Titicaca Lake.
· Exercise to combat the contamination of Hidrocarburos Neptuno, between the ports of Ilo, in Peru and the IV Naval Zone of the Navy of Chile and Ecuador and naval bi-national exercises with Chile, and PASSEX Exercises, taking advantage of the passing of Chilean and Ecuadorian Navy units along the shoreline of Peru, for the PANAMAX and UNITAS Exercises.
· Conversation rounds of the High command of the Armed Forces of Peru and Chile (XXIII in Lima, Peru), with Argentina (IX in Argentina), with Ecuador (XIV in Quito, Ecuador), with Brazil (XIV in Brazil), with Bolivia (XVII in Lima) and with Colombia.
URUGUAY
· A world and regional recognition, due to the size of the population, of its deployment in support of Peace Operations in several assignments.
· Participation in exercises with other countries, among which is the CRUZEX exercise carried out in Brazil.
· Participation of personnel  from the National Uruguayan Navy, in the Operations Course for Antarctic Waters carried out in Chile.
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� Also known as Defense Policies or White Papers.


�.	They now represent 52% of the total number of the Inter-American Defense Board member states. This number represents 41% of the Organization of American States member states.
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