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Summary of the meeting of April 3, 2012


The Committee met under the chairmanship of the Permanent Representative of Belize to the OAS, Ambassador Néstor Méndez, to consider the items on the order of business, document CP/CSH-1309/12 corr. 1.


The following delegations participated in the meeting: Argentina, The Bahamas, Barbados, Belize, Bolivia, Brazil, Canada, Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, the Dominican Republic, El Salvador, Guatemala, Honduras, Mexico, Paraguay, Peru, Suriname, the United States, Uruguay, and Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of).


1. Consideration of the annotated agenda for the joint meeting of the Permanent Council and the Inter-American Council for Integral Development (CIDI) pursuant to resolution AG/RES. 2617 (XLI-O/11), “Follow-up to the Special Conference on Security” (CP/CSH-1389/12
corr. 1) (CP/CSH-1389/12 corr. 1)


The Chair announced that the annotated agenda had been presented by the Executive Secretariat for Integral Development and the Secretariat for Multidimensional Security, and was contained in document CP/CSH-1398/12 corr. 1. Also, as was agreed at the last meeting, the deadline for submitting written comments on the preliminary draft agenda for the joint meeting of the Permanent Council and CEPCIDI pursuant to resolution AG/RES. 2617 (XLI-O/11) was originally set for March 16. Since the Conceptual Note for this meeting was only distributed on March 13, the Chair extended the deadline until Friday, March 23, 2012. He informed that to date the Secretariat had received written comments only from the United States and Brazil. 


The Chair suggested that the meeting in question be held on May 15, 2012, in the afternoon. The delegations suggested that the CIFTA meeting could be condensed into a day and a half to make it possible to hold that meeting.


The delegations of Brazil and Mexico emphasized that the intention of item 3 was to identify possible opportunities for cooperation in order to foster collaboration between the two secretariats.


The Committee decided to forward to the Permanent Council the draft agenda contained in document CP/CSH-1374/12 rev. 2 corr. 1, along with the recommendation that said meeting be held on May 15, 2012.

2. Consideration of the “Criteria, Guidelines and Required Profile for Selection of Experts on Confidence-and-Security Building Measures” (CP/CSH-1385/12)


The Chair reminded delegations that at the meeting held on January 12, 2012, the Committee had suggested that the Department of Hemispheric Security and Defense of the Secretariat for Multidimensional Security present a proposal on this subject to be discussed by the delegations at a future meeting of this Committee. The document “Criteria, Guidelines and Required Profile for Selection of Experts on Confidence-and-Security Building Measures” (CP/CSH-1385/12) was presented by the Department of Defense and Hemispheric Security of the Secretariat for Multidimensional Security.


The delegation of El Salvador said that, in its view, the document offered suggestions to be taken into account in the selection of experts since each state acted in a sovereign capacity when appointing its experts, and that he would submit comments in writing. He also recalled that academia in item 3.1 did not refer exclusively to the civilian sphere but also to the military, and that the distinction should be drawn.


The delegation of Mexico thanked the Secretariat for its proposal and commented on the participation of academia, which took place in meetings but not in the preparation of reports.


The delegation of the United States noted that the original intention of that mandate was to seek clarification regarding the appointment of experts to the Roster of Experts on Confidence- and Security-Building Measures. Accordingly, he proposed that the Committee continue discussing the matter at the next meeting.


The delegation of Canada indicated that the words “require” and “should” were very rigid and that adjustments would have to be made to the proposal, which however could be fine-tuned to make it a useful tool for the states.

3. Consideration of the “Proposed Committee on Hemispheric Security Approach on Resolutions for the OAS General Assembly” (CP/CSH-1386/12)

The Chair of the Committee put forward arguments to support his proposal for a single CSH resolution. The proposal “Proposed Committee on Hemispheric Security Approach on Resolutions for the OAS General Assembly” was distributed as document CP/CSH-1386/12 rev. 1. He asked delegations to be flexible in addressing that proposal, which he considered to be consistent with the views of the Permanent Council to the effect that we could not continue working in the same way as before. Mechanisms, like that resolution, had to be found to clarify mandates and streamline the work of the Organization. In that regard, he described the document’s format, which would divided into chapters (chapter 1 would contain current and new mandates; chapter 2, a section on the Organization’s organs, agencies, and entities; chapter 3, legal instruments; and chapter 4, the mandates to the General Secretariat and follow-up and reports).


The delegation of Mexico commended the initiative and emphasized the importance of trying to express a single, strong message for the security agenda. He said that he could support the exercise but that some changes would have to be made to the proposal. In that connection, he pointed out that there was a difference between grouping and consolidating.


The delegation of Barbados supported the proposal.


The delegation of El Salvador expressed appreciation for the innovative proposal and said that that effort should set an example to be followed by the other committees. He said that he would approach the exercise with an open mind and suggested that delegations submit proposals to flesh out the chapters.


The delegation of Costa Rica expressed support for the proposal and said that calling the resolution a “super” resolution was an acknowledgement that the CSH was the first committee to use that approach. In that connection, it said that efforts must be made to work in an unbiased fashion, with a clear and conscious message that it was a test—a means to be able to address the Organization’s budgetary problem. 


The delegation of Bolivia said that the resolution would have to be intelligent and concise.


The delegation of the United States said that it saw the proposal as a step forward and supported it. In addition, it said that the intention was not to make said resolution the “mother” of all resolutions but rather one that identified and assigned priority to the areas on which we should focus.

4. Other business

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned.
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