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Santiago, Chile–January 10 and 11, 2013-  Open Government Regional Meeting organized by the Government of Chile and the Open Government Partnership (OGP)

Following is an account of my activities in January, starting with a meeting to which I was invited by the Government of Chile on January 10 and 11, 2013, in connection with an initiative you are familiar with, that was launched two years ago by Presidents Obama, Dilma Rousseff, Felipe Calderón, and other Presidents of the Americas and other parts of the world, called the Open Government Partnership. It has to do with transparency in government and it is held in various different countries in the region.   This time it was a regional meeting attended by numerous representatives of countries in South America and by U.S. Under Secretary of State, Ms. María  Otero.  
I took part in the inauguration.  Fairly extensive reference was made, during the meeting, to OAS instruments relating to open government: the Mechanism for Follow-Up on the Implementation of the Inter-American Convention against Corruption (MESICIC) and the Inter-American Model Law on Access to Public Information, adopted by the General Assembly in 2010.

In my opinion, it was a very good meeting, which examined the growing challenges for good government in the Americas and the action plans of the countries comprising the Open Government Partnership headed by the aforementioned Presidents. More than 50 or 60 governments around the world have already joined the Partnership.

New topics were also highlighted, such as citizen participation, the quest for forms of citizen participation in the Partnership, and other issues like data protection and transparency in social programs, with parliamentary participation: an interesting aspect.  It was the second time I had attended these meetings. Parliamentarians had participated before, but this time there were quite a few of them. 

I think it is important to remember that the OAS has several instruments. Some countries have adopted our Model Law, tailoring it to their particular circumstances, because  there is no one -size-fits-all-countries law.  That could serve as an excellent benchmark for our efforts to increase, in particular, the openness of our governments and to broaden the participation already found in the MESICIC.  As you know, one of the strengths of the MESICIC is precisely the presence of civil society at every stage. 

What I mean to say is that it is also important to remember, in this regard, that this year we have a project, supported by Canada's CIDA, involving the training of civil servants in this area, taking our Model Law as a basis. Four member states have already signed up for workshops on this subject in 2013.
Viña del Mar, Chile– January 11 and 12, 2013. Second Meeting of the Advisory Panel on the "Regional Human Development Report, 2013:  Citizen Security in the Americas," organized by the United Nations Development Programme (UNDP) with the support of the Spanish Ministry of Foreign Affairs and Cooperation/Spanish Agency for International Development Cooperation (AECID)

Immediately afterwards, I attended a meeting of the Advisory Panel on the 2013 Regional Human Development Report of the United Nations Development Programme.  This year's Human Development Report will address the issue of citizen security in Latin America. For that reason, it was very important to participate in that discussion, so as to ensure at least some degree of compatibility and coordination with our work for the report on drugs mandated by the Heads of State and Government at the Sixth Summit of the Americas and with the work assigned by the same Summit on public security and efforts to combat violence.

I have the impression that this UNDP report is at a fairly advanced stage.  It is broader in scope than our report, which essentially focuses on drug trafficking, while the UNDP report is about organized crime and various forms of violence. Violence in our region did not start with drug trafficking. It was there before.  It is true that drug trafficking and organized crime have greatly extended the scope of the violence and have rendered it more visible and, if you will, more dramatic. However, it is no less true that violence in our region involves other elements that the UNDP report also addresses. 

The UNDP report is due to be completed toward the end of 2013.  From that point of view, too, therefore, there is no incompatibility with our report.  We have invited those working on that report to also take part in some way in the discussions we are having and in the work we are doing to comply with the mandate to produce a study of the drug problem.
Santiago, Chile. January 24, 2013. Meeting of the Coordination Mechanism for Latin America and the Caribbean, organized by ECLAC
I took part in a very interesting meeting of the Coordination Mechanism for Latin America and the Caribbean, which was attended by United Nations Deputy Secretary-General Jan Eliasson, and the Latin American region heads of all the U.N. agencies (the General Secretariat's and the specialized agencies).  Ambassador Eliasson gave a presentation on the political outlook and developmental challenges facing Latin American and the Caribbean, focusing essentially on challenges in the political sphere and challenges to democracy, and on the capacity to continue developing and strengthening those processes in our region.  

However, consolidation of democracy was just one of the topics to be addressed.  The meeting also dealt extensively with the subject of economic development in the region, problems relating to natural resources, and programmatic priorities relating to the so-called conclusion of the Millennium Development Goals period.  Let us not forget that the MDGs are supposed to be met by 2015. For that reason, the meeting was to attempt a fairly thorough overview of where each goal stands and the possibility of expediting their implementation.  
I think that there it was important that the meeting was held in private.  What I mean by that is that, generally speaking, fulfillment of the goals is, let us say, uneven.  That is to say, not all countries are going about this matter in the same way and, alas, I believe that some countries, particularly the poorest in the region, will need to make an extra effort to achieve the Millennium Development Goals.
Santiago, Chile –January 25-28, 2013, First Summit of the Community of Latin American and Caribbean States (CELAC) - First European Union -CELAC Summit

Then, as I was saying, I attended two Summits.  It is important to explain why.  What happened in Chile, for the first time, was a coming together of two meetings that are normally held at different times of the year.  The Europe-Latin America-Caribbean Summit was supposed to have taken place last July in Santiago, Chile, but, because of the crisis in Europe, consideration was given to the European Union's suggestion that this Summit be postponed by a few months.  As a result, this time that Summit took place on January 25 of this year and the CELAC Summit, which was supposed to have been held in early December 2012, was held immediately after it.  
So what we attended during those four days were actually two consecutive meetings.  The first Summit between the European Union and the Community of Latin American and Caribbean States was attended by a large number of countries (approximately 61). They included not only all the member states of the European Union (albeit at various levels of representation), but also some European states that are not members of the EU, such as Serbia and Turkey, for instance, to mention two that I recall.

There were somewhat fewer European Heads of State and Government.  Not all came.  There were numerous Ministers of Foreign Affairs.  Nonetheless, I believe the Summit was important. Although the agreements were geared to what is called a strategic partnership between Europe and Latin America and the Caribbean, I believe that the real intention was to restore a dialogue and recover the path toward that partnership that has been beset by numerous difficulties, including the European crisis.  What struck one the most was that, for the first time, a meeting of this kind was taking place in which it was Europe, and not Latin America, that was in crisis.  This time round, Latin America and the Caribbean were able to exhibit at least a significant degree of economic stability and growth in many areas, while Europe was in dire straits.  As a result, the debate was somewhat more balanced.  Often enough at such meetings only Latin America and the Caribbean used to be discussed.  This time there was plenty of talk about Europe.  Several Heads of State and Government aired their views of the European crisis and of what had to be done about it.

A fairly extensive Declaration was issued. I understand that it will be distributed by all the Ministries of Foreign Affairs of the countries attending the Summit. In all frankness, I have to tell you that what was missing, from my point of view, was at least one reference to the fact that these two regions (LAC and Europe) are characterized by being almost completely democratic.  The Declaration is a list of topics that are of concern to all of us, such as peace, security, human rights, economic development, etc., but with no mention of the defining fact that these two regions have governments that are almost all completely democratic. I have no idea why such a mention was lacking, because I was not part of the negotiations.
There was much private discussion, too, I heard, about legal certainty.  That means: about the problems facing investment in the region and the legal certainty that countries are asked to provide to ensure that there is more investment, which, I must say, is far from negligible.   Last year, once again, Latin America and the Caribbean had record foreign investment, i.e., on an unprecedented scale, but concentrated in a few countries. Europe insisted that legal certainty for investors was key.

That Summit was followed by the meeting of CELAC, the Community of Latin American and Caribbean States, which was somewhat shorter and focused on today's topics:  economic integration and development in the next few years.  Crime issues also figured prominently and, in the discussions which I attended, they have become a matter of great concern on countries' core agendas.

I should point out that, in connection with these two Summits, I conducted a fairly large number of bilateral meetings.  They began with the essentially Foreign-Minister-level meeting we had with the Minister of Foreign Affairs of Belize, Mr.Wilfred Elrington, and then with the President of Guatemala, Mr. Otto Perez Molina, and that country's Minister of Foreign Affairs, Mr. Fernando Carrera.   Overall, I would say that the gist of that meeting had to do with preparations for the October 6 referendum to be conducted at the same time by Belize and Guatemala to approve or disapprove the proposal by the OAS Secretary General to take the subject of the differendum between Belize and Guatemala before the International Court of Justice.  
However, I also want to point out that we talked there for the first time and in some detail with President Pérez Molina and Foreign Minister Carrera about the preparations for the OAS General Assembly and the state of play of the report on the drugs problem mandated by the Summit of the Americas.  In any event, as we are due to discuss the General Assembly later on, I am going to leave that topic there, as is, in all the reports.

Later on, we had a tripartite meeting between the OAS Secretary General and the Ministers of Foreign Affairs of Belize and Guatemala, in which both countries reaffirmed their desire to go through with the referendum in the appropriate manner.  
I also met with the President of Haiti, Mr. Michel Martelly.  We talked about the latest political developments and the President gave a lengthy explanation of the process on which the country has embarked.  Naturally, Ambassador Duly Brutus was also present and heard the President reiterate his political resolve to regularize the institutional situation by holding the elections that are still pending. 

It is important to make it clear here -- and I will -- that for all the numerous debates and comments that there have been on this matter, from the Haitian Executive Branch's point of view, all the appointments needed for the electoral agencies to function have been made.  Essentially, what is still pending is that the Congress and the Supreme Court of Justice complete their appointments as well.  We trust that this will happen soon, so that elections can be held.  That would be one more election for the OAS to observe this year and one to which we naturally attach the greatest importance. 

Shortly afterwards we (the OAS Secretary General, the President of the Andean Development Corporation/ Development Bank of Latin America - CAF, and President Martelly held a meeting to advance a commitment made by some presidents in the region regarding the possibility of contributing to a fund for private investment in Haiti and the possibility of the CAF lending its technical and organization support to such a Fund.

We also met with the new Minister of Foreign Affairs of Venezuela, Mr. Elías Jaua. A fairly wide-ranging conversation ensued about current political developments in the country and various issues, such as the problems that led Venezuela to take the decision it adopted with regard to the Inter-American Commission on Human Rights, and progress so far with preparing the report on drugs. The Foreign Minister was particularly interested in hearing what we were doing about that. 
I also met with the Foreign Minister of Panama, Mr. Rómulo Roux.  The main topic was our concern to normalize relations with Panama with respect to its chairing the Permanent Council in the upcoming April-June period.  We also talked at length about the outlook for an OAS program that is growing in size, namely the Inter-American Judicial Facilitators Program, and the possibility of establishing its head office in a country in the region, which could be Panama.  We have not reached a final decision on this, but expect to make headway on that topic, too. 

Finally, we talked about preparations for the next Summit of the Americas.  The Government of Panama is interested in initiating as soon as possible all the political consultations needed to remove any obstacles to holding the Summit of the Americas in 2015 and to ensure timely presentation by the Government of Panama, in the next few months, of a leitmotif for the Summit. Hopefully, that can be done at our next General Assembly session, when the Summit Implementation Review Group (SIRG) would meet for the first time. There we would like to have some inkling of a possible topic for the Summit of the Americas. 

I met with the Foreign Minister of Peru, Mr. Rafael Roncagliolo, whose country currently holds the Pro Tempore Presidency of UNASUR. We talked mainly about contacts between UNASUR and the OAS, ways to regularize them, and a few topics likely to crop up in the next few months.  
As you can imagine, in all those meetings, the subject of the study on the drugs problem is mentioned, along with reflections on ways to strengthen the inter-American human rights system.  There is no need to go into details on each of these because it is clear that foreign ministers are concerned to be well-informed. They are concerned that in March we are going to have to conclude the report on drugs, so to speak, and take whatever decisions are needed regarding the strengthening of the human rights system.  That is why these two topics came up in all those meetings.  
Foreign Minister Roncagliolo stressed the need to tie in all OAS development work with our Social Charter.   He said Peru was particularly interested in seeing the OAS make prompt headway with the Social Charter and its Plan of Action.  Some ideas were put forward on this that we are working on in the OAS department concerned.  

In connection with the Summit, I met with the Minister of Foreign Affairs of Brazil, Mr. Antonio Patriota. We discussed the process of reflection on strengthening the inter-American human rights system, progress with preparing the report on the drugs problem mandated by the Summit of the Americas, my second presentation of the Strategic Vision of the OAS, and various subjects relating to regional current affairs. 
I also had a long meeting with the Minister of Foreign Affairs of Honduras, Mr. Arturo Corrales. We talked about upcoming elections and also about the possibility of a visit by an OAS delegation, headed by the Secretary General, in the next few weeks, on a date to be determined.

It goes without saying that I also had numerous informal conversations with many of the Ministers of Foreign Affairs and Presidents attending the meeting. 
Bogotá, Colombia – January 28-29, 2013–  Working visit.
I had a lengthy meeting with the President of Colombia, Mr. Juan Manuel Santos. The main issue of concern to the President was, naturally, progress with preparing the report on the drugs problem.  As you will recall, the idea of the report was an initiative of President Santos and he is very interested in it. 
[image: image2.wmf] 

 

 

PERMANENT COUNCIL

 

We also devoted time to discussing the dialogue under way in Colombia aimed, we all hope, at establishing definitive peace in that country.  I believe I am right in saying that the President expressed the intention that the OAS  should stay abreast and keep track of that process because, as you know, we have acquired experience with monitoring compliance with  the agreements though the Mission to Support the Peace Process (MAPP).  We cannot exclude the possibility that we might once again have a part to play in this process, to the extent that the negotiations are successful. 

Finally, in Colombia I met with the MAPP team to review the work plan and the strategic outlines of what needs to be done in the next few months.  
Mexico City - January 31 and February 1, 2013:–  Official visit 
I convey my condolences to the Mexican Ambassador and his Government regarding the tragedy that occurred a few days ago at the headquarters of Petróleos Mexicanos (PEMEX). 
A few hours before it happened, I had a very good meeting with the Minister of Foreign Affairs, Mr. José Antonio Meade and the Deputy Secretary for Latin America, Ms. Vanessa Rubio.   The meeting covered a wide range of topics.  Once again, they included the report on the drugs problem, reflections on strengthening the inter-American human rights system, the Strategic Vision of the OAS, latest political developments in the region, and Mexico's very active engagement in OAS activities, as well as other matters. 
Fortunately this was a lengthy meeting because it was to serve as a preparation for the meeting I was scheduled to have the next day with President Enrique Peña Nieto. Unfortunately, the tragedy at PEMEX headquarters prevented that meeting from taking place.  Naturally, the tragedy completely altered the President's agenda and public life in Mexico City, so that it was virtually impossible to contemplate such a meeting and, by mutual agreement with the Minister of Foreign Affairs, we agreed to suspend the meeting with the President. 

Thank you very much.
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