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REPORT OF THE SUBSTANTIVE MEETINGS OF THE JOINT WORKING GROUP 

(Report presented by the Chair)

I. INTRODUCTION

The 2008 OAS General Assembly in Medellín, Colombia, adopted resolution AG/RES. 2372 (XXXVIII-O/08), which instructed “the Permanent Council to foster discussion of the need to update existing regulatory and coordination mechanisms and to adapt them to the new circumstances and complexities of disasters, to the Hyogo Framework for Action 2005-2015; and to the principles of the United Nations International Strategy for Disaster Reduction.” It also urged “member states to promote debate on disaster prevention management, to facilitate analysis of possible mechanisms for working together with regional agencies, and to include participation by the community and its organizations in the diagnostic assessment of their problems and, above all, in developing prevention and response tools.”

A year later, in San Pedro Sula, Honduras, the highest organ of the OAS adopted resolution AG/RES. 2492 (XXXIX-O/09), which instructed “the Permanent Council and the Inter-American Council for Integral Development to convene a meeting to begin the process of joint assessment of existing legislative and coordination mechanisms in the natural disaster and humanitarian assistance areas, which takes into account coordination efforts that can be made by the Organization and considers the advisability of updating said mechanisms, presenting a proposal for action by the third quarter of 2010” and requested that “both councils, in implementing this mandate, consider forming a joint working group composed of member state representatives, who may be assisted by experts from the countries, the General Secretariat, and relevant inter-American, international, regional, and subregional bodies and institutions.”

In pursuit of those mandates concerning “Existing Mechanisms for Disaster Prevention and Response and Humanitarian Assistance among the Member States,” on September 25, 2009, a joint meeting was held by the Permanent Council and the Permanent Executive Committee of the Inter-American Council for Integral Development (CEPCIDI) of the Organization, which approved the establishment of a Joint Working Group with a mandate to “begin the process of joint assessment of existing legislative and coordination mechanisms in the natural disaster and humanitarian assistance areas, which takes into account coordination efforts that can be made by the Organization and considers the advisability of updating said mechanisms, presenting a proposal for action.”
In its Work Plan (GTC/DAH-1/09 rev. 7), the working group decided to prepare a diagnostic assessment of the role that the OAS could play in prevention, the response to natural disasters, and provision of humanitarian assistance, taking into account dialogue with relevant international organizations and the experiences presented by states, rules that states deem to be pertinent to the subject matter, successful mechanisms and practices. To that end, the Group will endeavor to bring positions closer together, facilitate hemispheric consensus, and make recommendations with a view to enabling the coordinated, efficient, and expeditious delivery of humanitarian assistance in natural disaster cases.

Subsequently, after the devastating earthquake that struck Haiti on January 12, 2010, followed by the earthquake in Chile the next month, the Working Group decided to use these cases as models for analyzing the different issues addressed in the Work Plan. 

II. THE WORKING GROUP’S METHODOLOGY AND THEMES OF THE MEETINGS HELD 

To carry out the established Work Plan, the Working Group held five meetings in 2010 in Washington, DC, on the following topics: 

· Multilateral agencies, regional organizations, humanitarian organizations, and agencies that finance humanitarian assistance in disaster situations

· Risk reduction management – Prevention mechanisms

· Strengthening humanitarian assistance

· Regional coordination system for prevention and response

The purpose of the meetings was to identify existing instruments, mechanisms, and other tools for preventing, coordinating, or responding to disasters, and to analyze the assistance and response in the Republic of Haiti and other disasters in the region. The dialogue in the meetings made it possible to identify successful practices and alternative responses that could be implemented through the OAS.
The Joint Working Group was composed of the member states. In addition, according to the specific theme of each meeting, it brought together experts and officials designated by the countries as well as experts of bodies of the inter-American system and of international, regional, and subregional organizations.

· First meeting: Multilateral agencies, regional organizations, humanitarian organizations, and agencies that finance humanitarian assistance, held on April 8, 2010 (GTC/DAH-6/10 rev. 2) and (GTC/DAH-8/10 rev. 1)
The Working Group decided to begin its thematic meetings with one devoted to multilateral agencies, regional organizations, humanitarian organizations, and agencies that finance humanitarian assistance, taking into account that these institutions join forces with governments and national communities to reduce risks and prevent disasters, and to respond when disasters do occur. They are key players when it comes to planning and responding with international humanitarian assistance measures. 

These agencies, bodies, and organizations made general, specific, and supplementary presentations in connection with prevention and preparedness campaigns and risk reduction processes in disaster situations and in reconstruction efforts. Agencies of the United Nations and the inter-American system shared experiences in responding to national disasters and identified obstacles, specific challenges, and success factors. 

There were substantive exchanges between the agencies and the member states on the characteristics of coordination with officials of the affected countries and on the agencies’ needs in order to respond to the countries’ call for help effectively and efficiently. The countries presented proposals, comments, and suggestions on coordination mechanisms based on their specific experiences, with a view to facilitating procedures carried out by the international and regional bodies. 

In summary, the meeting made it possible to analyze:

a. formal and informal instruments, mechanisms and tools for coordinating disaster response, particularly those in which the OAS plays a part.

b. the effectiveness in implementing the mechanisms identified, in order to detect gaps in the thematic areas, based on the experience of the agencies, bodies, and organizations.

c. the Haitian case: Good decisions and failings in effective coordination of humanitarian assistance.

d. contributions of agencies, bodies, and organizations in natural disasters.

e. financing mechanisms and institutions for expediting humanitarian assistance.

· Second meeting: Risk Reduction Management – Prevention Mechanisms,  held on April 9, 2010 (GTC/DAH-7/10 rev. 2) and (GTC/DAH-8/10 rev. 1)
The meeting devoted to Risk Management Reduction and Prevention Mechanisms heard presentations by agencies and member states on specific proposals and successful experiences of countries in the region in carrying out the commitments of the Hyogo Framework for Action (HFA) and in following the guidelines of the International Strategy for Disaster Reduction (ISDR), from a humanitarian aid perspective that incorporates prevention aspects with emergency preparedness and response.

Participation in the ISDR meeting facilitated an exchange of views on the importance of its guidelines and proposals, and the incorporation of risk reduction management in each country’s specific planning, plus active community participation in order to develop quick, effective, and efficient tools in this area.

The meeting dealt specifically with the plans and work effectively undertaken by the ISDR, the OAS, the Andean Region, and countries such as Brazil and Mexico regarding: 

· AWARENESS: Plans and activities to make the public at large as well as specific sectors aware of the importance of prevention in response to the threat of natural disasters;

· ORGANIZATION: Activity plans for community organization and participation in local risk management, resilience building, and vulnerability and capacity assessments;

· TRAINING: Training programs in prevention and emergency preparedness, model exercises and simulations that combine community efforts with those of civil defense agencies.

· Third meeting: Strengthening Humanitarian Assistance, held on December 8 and 9, 2010 (GTC/DAH-9/10 rev. 3 ) and (GTC/DAH-10/10 rev. 2) 

There were two working sessions on Strengthening Humanitarian Assistance. Organization of these meetings took into account the progress that international, regional, and subregional organizations have made on this issue, along with preparatory studies on rules and regulations prepared by the International Federation of Red Cross and Red Crescent Societies (IFRC), and the Andean Committee for Disaster Prevention and Response (CAPRADE).

The presentations and the discussion among the member state delegates considered the prerogative of countries that are potential recipients of assistance to decide on legal and administrative aspects such as the need for visas for aid workers, the limits on the entry and deployment of international teams in their country, and the customs issues involved.

The recording, comparison, and analysis of experiences, practices, and existing rules made it possible to identify modalities to be shared, which must be governed by the humanitarian assistance principles of neutrality, impartiality, independence, and full respect for national sovereignty, giving priority to operational decisions of the affected state.

The basic document for the two meetings was “Guidelines for the Domestic Facilitation and Regulation of International Disaster Relief and Initial Recovery Assistance,” prepared by the Red Cross in its International Disaster Response Laws, Rules and Principles (IDRL) Program in order to examine legal aspects of international disaster response and international recovery operations. They included, inter alia, difficulties over visas, customs clearance and duties, taxes and charges, or legal status, and shortcomings in terms of quality control, coordination, and the complementary nature of international aid. 
The exchange among officials and experts of agencies and member states identified legal, tax, immigration, and transport facilities, such as:

a. legal tools that allow countries receiving assistance to decide, depending on the severity of the disaster, the extent of immunities, entry, and transit requirements;

b. legal tools to expedite or waive certain customs procedures and facilitate the passage of such modes of transportation, equipment, supplies, and personnel as the assisted state or transit state may determine, such as simplifying documents and inspection procedures, arrangements for dispatch outside of working hours and officially designated places, authorization for documents to be submitted in advance, etc.;

c. mechanisms to facilitate and standardize customs procedures involving humanitarian assistance operations for organizations and agencies involved in the process;

d. tax exemptions for export and import of humanitarian supplies;

e. the role of transit and border countries.

· Fourth meeting: Regional Coordination System for Prevention and Response, held on December 10, 2010 (GTC/DAH-9/10 rev. 3 ) and (GTC/DAH-10/10 rev. 2) 

The final meeting addressed the Regional Coordination System for Prevention and Response, on the basis of the experience of subregional experiences: the Caribbean Disaster Emergency Management Agency (CDEMA), the Center for Coordination of Natural Disaster Prevention in Central America (CEPREDENAC), the Andean Committee for Disaster Prevention and Response (CAPRADE), the Specialized Meeting on Social and Natural Disaster Risk Reduction, Civil Defense, Civil Protection, and Humanitarian Assistance (REHU), and other risk management initiatives and mechanisms. The meeting enabled the Working Group to define guidelines of a possible shared model of humanitarian assistance and to propose some components for a possible shared roadmap designed to promote disaster prevention, preparedness, and response activities, with community organization and participation and local risk management, while recognizing the importance of the rehabilitation, reconstruction, and development stages.
In this framework, the meeting analyzed aspects concerning:

a. Basic conditions for requesting and accepting international humanitarian assistance;

b. Regional coordination;

c. Activities of the subregions;

d. Prevention and assistance liaison;

e. Training proposals for vulnerable populations;

f. Local networking: social/volunteer organizations;

g. Tool for coordinating assistance offers and requests;

h. Supply management system;

i. Design of a shared model profile for the coordination of multilateral humanitarian assistance that proposes:
· The role of subregions;

· Coordination tools;

· Assistance coordination matrix;

· Supply management system;

· Response tools.

And takes into consideration:

1. Prevention and assistance liaison system;

2. Detection of local capacities and resources;

3. Proposals for prevention, action, and response by the countries involved;

4. Coordination of those resources;

5. Local assistance management models;

6. Proposals for training of vulnerable populations;

7. Local networking: social/volunteer organizations;

8. Regional coordination arrangements.
III. CONCLUSIONS OF EACH MEETING:  DIAGNOSTIC AND PROPOSALS

First meeting: Multilateral agencies and humanitarian organizations. Organizations that finance humanitarian assistance (GTC/DAH-6/10 rev. 2) and (GTC/DAH-8/10 rev. 1)

Officials and experts of the international agencies and organizations and the member states focused their analysis on five crosscutting points with regard to international humanitarian assistance in the Hemisphere:

1. The role of the OAS

2. Development of regulations

3. Coordination

4. Information management

5. Financing

1. The Role of the OAS

Diagnostic

a. The OAS has an installed capacity in most countries of the Americas through its country offices. This is a key comparative advantage for implementing any initiative of hemispheric scope.
b. The Organization has developed operational mechanisms that under varying circumstances have facilitated positive results with respect to the topic under discussion. Examples are the Inter-American Committee on Natural Disaster Reduction (IACNDR), the Inter-American Network for Disaster Mitigation (IADM), the Inter-American Emergency Aid Fund (FONDEM), and the Inter-American Defense Board (IADB).

Proposals

a. Formalize and strengthen coordination between the OAS and humanitarian partners in the international community, especially the stakeholders with which the General Secretariat has signed formal agreements, such as the United Nations Office for the Coordination of Humanitarian Affairs (OCHA), the International Federation of Red Cross and Red Crescent Societies (IFRC), the International Strategy for Disaster Reduction (ISDR), and the World Food Program (WFP). 

b. Coordinate actions of these mechanisms of the Organization with national governments to respond to specific demands, adapt the actions, and avoid duplication.
c. Submit proposals to the General Assembly for discussion of tools for transparent procedures for humanitarian assistance and procedural guides or operational manuals that have been discussed and approved at the technical level by the countries, the international organizations, and in the subregional and regional spheres. 

2. Development of regulations

Diagnostic

a. The member states should decide what course of action to take with respect to the “Inter-American Convention to Facilitate Disaster Assistance” or some regulatory tools considered appropriate for the region. 

b. There are problems in management of assistance that stem from bureaucratized procedures, their improper use, and/or the lack of updated lists of governmental and nongovernmental stakeholders working with disaster situations that would permit the application of operational protocols and evaluation of the quality of the action. 

c. The member states need to sign migration, customs, tax, and other agreements with each other to facilitate the reception, donation, or transit of humanitarian supplies for disasters and emergencies. 

Proposals

a. Develop a multidisciplinary and integrated approach with the existing mechanisms for prevention, disaster relief, and international humanitarian assistance, including comprehensive risk management, as called for in the Hyogo Framework for Action.

b. Give the member states the “Guidelines for the Domestic Facilitation and Regulation of International Disaster Relief and Initial Recovery Assistance” of the International Federation of Red Cross and Red Crescent Societies (IFRC) and emphasize the role they could play to guarantee quality and coordination in the provision of humanitarian assistance.
c. Encourage the member states to develop, complete, and update their legal frameworks for humanitarian assistance with disaster management laws and policies so that each stakeholder knows its role and scope of action.
d. Consider the desirability of reconsidering the Inter-American Convention to discuss its relevance and/or generate new or supplementary regulatory mechanisms. 

3. Coordination

Diagnostic

a. Existing coordination mechanisms must be adjusted and adapted to the national or regional reality, and it is necessary to have shared standard operating procedures that guarantee speed and transparency.
b. The inter-American system needs to work more closely with national and subregional risk management agencies (CAPRADE, CDEMA, CEPREDENAC and REHU), strengthening the concept that they are complementary.
c. Since civil society organizations and the private sector have become active agents for risk management, their work—particularly in emergency contexts—should be regulated through operational protocols to guarantee their effectiveness and relevance.
Proposals

a. Publicize existing mechanisms for prevention, disaster response, and humanitarian assistance, and apply the principles of the Hyogo Framework for Action and the tools and experience of international organizations, specific subregional mechanisms, and the countries of the Hemisphere.
b. Facilitate, simplify, and formalize access to existing coordination mechanisms through the formal exchange of experiences and international training opportunities.
c. Design and implement operational protocols to harmonize standards and regulations and ensure the quality of the assistance rendered. 

d. Encourage work systems with active involvement of local resources and training for volunteers as a basis for closer coordination with civil society organizations engaged in risk management at all levels. 

e. Formalize and regulate a system of partnerships with the private sector to channel donations from these stakeholders. 

4. Information management

Diagnostic

a. The disasters that have hit the region have highlighted the need for a unified on-site and distance information management system. 

b. On many occasions, there are no reliable sources of information and standard protocols to facilitate rapid and efficient action for both offering and requesting humanitarian assistance. 

Proposals

a. Take advantage of the existing OAS structure to formalize a unified information system that involves the OAS country offices, the member states’ foreign ministries, and their representatives to the Organization, to facilitate the fluid and transparent exchange of information. 

b. Train the three levels of this system so they are ready to respond rapidly to possible emergencies. 

5. Financing

Diagnostic

a. Countries of the region have become significantly involved as humanitarian donors in recent years. There has also been a substantial increase in bilateral assistance between them. 

b. There are financial instruments at the global and hemispheric levels to address some of the needs for disaster prevention and response in the region. They are both reimbursable and non-reimbursable. 

c. The financial mechanisms are not always clearly presented by the institutions and financial agencies, and the countries do not analyze their nature, advantages, or problems before disasters strike. 

d. It is hard to get funds for a region with middle-income countries. 

Proposals

a. Use the OAS as a regional institution to generate funds from financial agencies to which it is closely linked, such as the Inter-American Development Bank (IDB) or the World Bank. 

b. Promote campaigns to publicize existing financing mechanisms at the regional, subregional, and national levels. 

c. Encourage the Organization to generate assistance and cooperation mechanisms with the international cooperation agencies to which is linked, in order to conduct campaigns for prevention and emergency funds for disaster situations. 

d. Establish financial funds for response and prevention like those already set up in some hemispheric countries, which offer to share their experience through cooperation schemes as appropriate in the OAS framework. 

Second meeting: Comprehensive Risk Management—Prevention Mechanisms (GTC/DAH-7/10 rev. 2) and (GTC/DAH-8/10 rev. 1)
This meeting of the Working Group addressed one of its core concerns, the prevention of emergencies and disasters and the incorporation of risk management as a central element in any coordination mechanism to be developed in the Hemisphere. 

Representatives of the member states, the subregional entities, and the International Strategy for Disaster Reduction, a United Nations agency that partners closely with OAS efforts in this field, expressed support for the priorities of the Hyogo Framework for Action and their desire to have the Working Group suggest recommendations and operational tools to the General Assembly of the Organization. They also said it is important for the Group’s recommendations to be applied or enhanced in the institutions of each of the countries. 

Diagnostic

a. The countries of the Americas are working to satisfy the three strategic objectives of the Hyogo Framework for Action and its five action priorities, assisted by the International Strategy for Disaster Reduction (ISDR) in the follow-up, monitoring, and evaluation of progress achieved.

b. In this framework, they are striving to make disaster risk reduction a national and local priority with a firm institutional basis for application; to identify, evaluate, and monitor disaster risks and enable early warning; to apply knowledge, innovations, and education to nurture a culture of security and resilience at all levels; to minimize the underlying risk factors and strengthen the preparation for disasters in order to ensure effective response.

c. Priority IV, concerning risk reduction, has seen less progress, especially in the medium- and low-income countries. 

d. The connection between the state and civil society is vitally important for reducing disaster risks. It is strengthened at the local level by interaction between government agencies and community organizations and their training for prevention and to minimize disaster damage.

e. There is little demand for accountability by the sectors involved, including those related to the education sector and structural vulnerabilities.

Proposals

a. The Working Group on existing mechanisms for prevention, disaster response, and humanitarian assistance should promote the development of tools needed to improve the relevant procedures. 

b. Contribute to the adoption of the theme in the framework of the OAS, which is an important organization because the countries’ political backing is needed. 

c. Strengthen the Organization’s instruments, such as the IACNDR, so they can prepare work plans, indicators of success, and benchmarks.

d. Encourage the member states to develop their national platforms, incorporating all sectors involved and related to the underlying risk factors stated in Objective IV of the HFA, and work when them to present the required reports to the ISDR. 

e. Stimulate high-level integration of existing formal changes at the institutional level, and give them statutory authority for application at the ministerial level. 

f. Develop risk management at the local level with a comprehensive and participatory approach to link the stakeholders. 

g. Promote real-time simulation exercises between the countries. 

h. Encourage public relations training programs and campaigns to have the ministries of education incorporate the topic, with follow-up indicators. 

i. Generate participatory public policies that enable civil society and relevant government stakeholders to submit proposals as a way of strengthening the process of disaster mitigation. 

j. Urge the OAS to enter into a dialogue with the international community on how to make public sector investments to reduce vulnerabilities.

k. Build awareness of the need to establish “financial codes of conduct” to help reduce the vulnerability of buildings. 

Third meeting: Strengthening Humanitarian Assistance (GTC/DAH-9/10 rev. 3) and (GTC/DAH-10/10 rev. 2)
In this two-day meeting it was possible to do a precise diagnostic of the problems faced by international humanitarian assistance offered or received in the framework of weather or telluric phenomena that have had high impact in affected zones and on public opinion in all countries of the region. 
The representatives of the member states—affected, receiving, transit, or donor countries for disaster assistance—agreed with the main international humanitarian organizations on the need to perfect national and regional regulations. They also emphasized the need to mesh standards for international humanitarian assistance with domestic legislation and the desirability of reopening the analysis and discussion of hemispheric mechanisms and tools, such as the Inter-American Convention to Facilitate Disaster Assistance.

Diagnostic

· General aspects

a. Indications at the regional level point to a mutual interest in developing both domestic and international legal frameworks, and for streamlining humanitarian assistance within the context of respect for national decision-making. 

b. There have been multilateral declarations and treaties signed in the various subregions (CDEMA: efforts on customs barriers, personnel, and inputs, and adherence to domestic legislation; CEPREDENAC: customs codes and mechanisms to facilitate trade; CAPRADE: operations manual; ACS: draft disaster response treaty. There are also subregional integration systems that can be applied for international response, as in the MERCOSUR and Central American countries. 

c. It is essential to strengthen regional and subregional risk and emergency management organs. 

d. In the region there is little knowledge of the existing legal framework, even the topics addressed in the Inter-American Convention to Facilitate Disaster Assistance.

e. There is a widespread lack of specific legislation to address disaster risk management by the states, which gives rise to jurisdictional conflicts. For rapid and efficient response to people suffering from disasters it is necessary to have the legal instruments. 

f. The weakness of the prevention mechanisms and tools for disaster risk reduction leads to the lack of planning and the consequent lack of budgetary estimates of funds needed to face potential catastrophes. 

g. There are problems arising from the power gaps in the wake of a disaster. 

· Aspects regarding the instruments

a. Among the main problems foreseen are the entry of humanitarian assistance personnel and goods (e.g., visas, customs, duties, legal capacity, bank accounts, and liability) and the problems international organizations cause for their national level counterparts whenever their personnel provide unrequested assistance or services for which they are not adequately trained (e.g., inadequate first aid, unqualified/untrained personnel, and failures of coordination).

b. Lack of information, details, or knowledge about the procedures for importing and exporting food, medicine, equipment, in matters such as expiration dates and quality. 

c. There are problems in assistance management due to bureaucratization of the process. 

d. Sometimes the countries, agencies, or private donors do not honor the specific requirements of the state requesting the aid, their legal provisions, and their real needs. 

e. More planning is needed on how to receive offers and coordinate inputs that will enter the affected country, with the inherent logistical and economic consequences. 

f. Uncoordinated donations, sent without notice or acceptance, break down the system and interfere with early response to the affected country, and goods shipped without certificate of origin hamper and delay the process. 

· New stakeholders

a. Many new actors have appeared in international humanitarian assistance, with the incorporation of a number of nongovernmental organizations, many of which not regulated or necessarily qualified, and the same is true of their personnel. 

b. There are no comprehensive and updated registers of requests and stakeholders working in disaster situations. 

c. It is necessary to formalize the civil liability of the various organizations that operate without the backing of local institutions, and in some cases abandon their responsibilities after the first response. 

Proposals

· General aspects

a. Develop a multidisciplinary and comprehensive approach embracing prevention, response, and assistance, as indicated in the Hyogo Framework, to contribute to the development of regional regulations. 

b. Approve standards for international humanitarian assistance, including the declaration of the emergency or disaster by the competent authority of the affected country. 

c. Reopen the analysis and discussion of hemispheric tools such as the Inter-American Convention to Facilitate Disaster Assistance, which dates from 1991.

d. Facilitate administrative and operational conditions so that the OAS Working Group can contribute to establishing and improving regulations on risk and emergency management and international humanitarian assistance, based on practical problems that have arisen in national experience with disasters.

e. Strengthen regional and subregional agencies for risk management, emergencies, and international humanitarian assistance.

f. Strengthen interstate coordination, implement new bilateral agreements that provide for migration and customs facilities, and build common platforms for dialogue.

g. Re-examine current domestic legislation and prepare specific new regulations. 

h. Promote the International Disaster Response Laws, Rules and Principles (IDRL) Program, in order to give each country a firm legal footing by adopting operational protocols, improving laws, adapting them, filling gaps, and integrating the public, private, and community sectors. 

i. Correlate the facilities developed by the states with the international humanitarian assistance standards that the humanitarian organizations must accept, to ensure that the work is more rapid, effective, and efficient. 

j. In the agreements, treaties, conventions, and protocols in the subregions, include nongovernmental organizations and other stakeholders involved in international humanitarian assistance, and their duties, rights, and operational protocols.

k. Consider the desirability of making the appropriate national institutions formally responsible for management of international humanitarian assistance after the declaration of an emergency.

· Aspects regarding the instruments

a. Formalize the components of the international humanitarian assistance process, so that each stakeholder involved in it knows its framework for action, its functions, and those of the others. 

b. Harmonize the international assistance standards that the organizations must accept with the states’ regulations, to expedite the actions. 

c. Streamline customs, entry, transit, and exit procedures for carriers, equipment, and humanitarian supplies requested and approved by the affected countries. 

d. Develop migration procedures to permit timely and orderly entry of humanitarian personnel requested and approved by the affected countries. 

e. Grant tax exemption for goods, equipment, and humanitarian supplies requested and approved by the affected countries.

f. Sign international humanitarian assistance agreements that include protocols for the shipment, transit, and reception of donations; the commitments assumed by the donors; the items that must not be sent under any conditions; and the right of the receiving governments to define the request, review the offers, decide when they will be accepted, and manage the resources effectively and transparently. 

g. Disseminate the protocols, install the parameters for the national, subregional, and regional levels, and train the administrative-logistical teams. 

· New stakeholders

a. Use the OAS register of civil society organizations as a basis for the register and standardization of actions, in order to improve the efficacy and efficiency of the new humanitarian stakeholders’ work. 

b. Establish regulatory mechanisms to guarantee that only registered and qualified personnel may serve. 

· Transit and/or border countries

a. Create agreements to expedite the import, export, and transit of aid shipments in cases of disasters and emergencies. 
b. Grant tax exemption for humanitarian goods and services, and exempt donations from government to government, from private parties to the community, between private parties, and from international organizations to victims. 

c. Keep borders with the affected country permanently open for humanitarian purposes until the international shipments stop or slacken. 

d. Facilitate the transit of humanitarian personnel in accordance with the response requested by receiving country. 

e. Coordinate facilities for air, naval, and land transport with private transport companies, granting priority and facilities for humanitarian shipments and personnel involved in the assistance operation. 

f. Authorize the entry into national territory of persons injured or affected by the disaster and facilitate their transfer to their home country.

g. Respect the terms of the foreign ministry manuals or similar documents and the international conventions and agreements on the legal status of foreigners engaged in humanitarian work in the national territory. 

h. Create collection centers to facilitate the reception of international aid from governments, NGOs, or international organizations. Inventory and dispatch the supplies transparently. 

i. Establish “humanitarian platforms” near the border of the affected country that serve as the front-line point for humanitarian services, logistical work, jump-off point for humanitarian convoys, reception center, registration and identification of documents, reception and control of injured persons evacuated from the disaster zone for immediate shunting and hospitalization, meeting place, press room, and situation room for joint management. 

Fourth meeting: Prevention and Response Coordination System (GTC/DAH-9/10 rev. 3) and (GTC/DAH-10/10 rev. 2)

The Working Group’s final thematic meeting analyzed the growing importance in recent years of subregional entities for prevention, risk management, and emergencies. In the view of the invited experts and the member-state representatives, these organs have become the best equipped to provide international humanitarian assistance coordination mechanisms.

Experts from the countries and the subregional and international organizations recognized the existing tools and the efforts made by the inter-American system, stressing the importance that they be shared and used in order to establish mechanisms to facilitate actions, making them more effective and efficient, avoiding duplication. 

Diagnostic

· General

a. An appreciation of the importance of joint action for disaster prevention, preparation, and response, and the sustained economic growth experienced by the region in recent years, have enabled various countries to join the international humanitarian assistance as donors. This is a promising sign, along with an increase in assistance and bilateral cooperation. 

b. The nature of the disasters that hit the region, even the southern countries, confirm the need to abandon criteria based on one season for “preparation” and another for “action,” but rather to be on the alert and react continuously. 

c. The countries have structural problems, such as inequity, difficulties in getting funds, land tenure procedures, and urban-rural distribution, which is causing ever more people to live in at-risk zones. 

d. As in other regions, new humanitarian stakeholders are emerging in the Americas. The new map of international actors includes professional components that know the regulations and practices; improvised actors from neighborhood, sports, religious, or business institutions who have a willingness to serve but do not understand the mechanisms and lack logistical capacity; and politicians, whose agenda does not always coincide with the humanitarian assistance priorities. 

· Response levels

a. There have been efforts in recent years to improve regional coordination for disasters through dialogue between countries, subregional mechanisms, multilateral forums, international organizations, and humanitarian agencies. 

b. There are various response levels: national, subregional, regional, and world. Humanitarian stakeholders agree on the need to standardize assistance procedures, with respect for national sovereignty, based on the humanitarian assistance principles, and they say that the primary responsibility and coordination of the actions available falls to the affected country or countries.

c. The national level is the most important. It makes it possible to achieve levels of subregional and regional coordination, and facilitate and optimize actions at the international level.

d. The subregional organizations constitute a coordination platform capable of affecting national stakeholders. They also have an important role for the development of strategies among their members and with the other subregions, leading to common standards.
e. The subregions have their own structures and mechanisms, for example: 

i. The Regional Response Mechanisms (RRM), developed by the Caribbean Disaster Emergency Management Agency (CDEMA) for rapid response, effective use of resources, and formation of self-sustaining teams for response, rapid needs assessment, and search and rescue. 

ii. The Humanitarian Assistance Coordination Center (CCAH) of the Center for Coordination of Natural Disaster Prevention in Central America (CEPREDENAC), an instrument that facilitates procedures to deal with emergencies, governed by the foreign ministry manuals of the countries that comprise it. 

iii. The Operations Guide for Mutual Assistance for Disasters in the Andean Countries, developed by the Andean Committee for Disaster Prevention and Response (CAPRADE), which includes simulation exercises for emergency response. 

iv. The Specialized Meeting on Social and Natural Disaster Risk Reduction, Civil Defense, Civil Protection, and Humanitarian Aid of MERCOSUR (REHU), has a work agenda that includes operational themes such as supply management, early warning, operations guide, border problems, legal facilities, and earmarking of human resources and materiel for use in emergencies.

f. The Forum for Coordination and Cooperation of Subregional Disaster Risk Management Mechanisms in the Americas is the vehicle that brings together the various mechanisms to improve coordination levels. 

g. At the regional level, countries that are mostly OAS member states, subregional organs, international agencies, humanitarian organizations, and civil society participate in a process of building coordination mechanisms, which discusses specific tools in the framework of the Regional Meeting of International Humanitarian Assistance Mechanisms (MIAH) supported by the United Nations Office for the Coordination of Humanitarian Affairs (OCHA).

h. The humanitarian reform promoted by the United Nations includes a series of components that contribute to closer regional coordination on disasters: a sector or cluster approach; leadership and coordination by the Resident Humanitarian Coordinator; establishment of networks of humanitarian partners; and availability of adequate, timely, and flexible financing. The reform also places operational tools at the disposal of the affected states, such as the United Nations Disaster Assessment and Coordination Team (UNDAC) and the urban search and rescue brigades provided by the International Search and Rescue Advisory Group (INSARAG).

i. The region also has other political integration processes that deal with risk management and humanitarian assistance. The Summit of Latin America and the Caribbean (CALC) has a specific chapter on natural disasters in its Declarations of San Salvador and Cancún. The Union of South American Nations (UNASUR) set up a technical office in Haiti, which approved the design of a matrix for coordination of humanitarian assistance, strengthening of Haitian structures and institutions, the organization of emergency teams, and the collection of humanitarian supplies, based on needs identified by Haiti. The UNASUR is considering a proposal to establish a South American Emergency Council. 

Proposals

· General

a. Connect disaster reduction, sustainable development, and poverty eradication with actions that strengthen the capacity for prevention, mitigation, response, and care for disaster victims through the adoption of appropriate policies and improve coordination to strengthen and tap national capacities. 

b. Frame the actions within the concept of comprehensive risk management, recognizing the vulnerability of the communities, and incorporate civil society in all processes of prevention, response, reconstruction, and rehabilitation. 

c. Incorporate the concept of socio-natural disaster that stresses the disaster’s impact on society. 

d. Transform the doctrines of the Hyogo Framework for Action and the national, subregional, and regional tools into state policies that will continue specific risk management and emergency policies. 

e. Strengthen local capacity for prevention and comprehensive risk and emergency management to increase the response capability, taking into account that this will save more lives. 

f. Develop subregional, regional, and international levels in order to strengthen hemispheric response mechanisms. 

g. Analyze the national, subregional, or regional feasibility of consolidating stocks of humanitarian goods (tents, food, etc.), in a decentralized operation that will permit staggering of international aid, and more realistic determination of the supplies to be requested from different levels of the international community. 

· Response levels

a. Ensure necessary coordination between the mechanisms for prevention, risk reduction, mitigation, and response to socio-natural disasters at the national, regional, and international levels.

b. Support strengthening of national risk management systems through training of humanitarian personnel, preparation of manuals by foreign ministries or equivalent organs, legal facilities, development of volunteers, and interaction at the regional level. 

c. Strengthen the subregional mechanisms (CDEMA, CAPRADE, CEPREDENAC, and REHU) and their Forum for Coordination and Cooperation of Subregional Disaster Risk Management Mechanisms in the Americas, as key partners with a view to increasing regional coordination. 
d. Move ahead with the design of a common humanitarian operational agenda based on each subregion’s agendas and contributions of the hemispheric countries, with objective of speaking with one voice in the various international forums and regional integration mechanisms, avoiding duplication of efforts.

e. Support strengthening of the process of the Regional Meeting of International Humanitarian Assistance Mechanisms (MIAH) to build specific tools to upgrade regional coordination mechanisms, such as the design of a Summary of Regional Regulations, the elaboration of formal foreign ministry procedures, an operations guide for humanitarian assistance, model of supply management, a virtual tool, and recovery of ancestral lore and practices. 
f. Support actions of international agencies and humanitarian organizations, such as the OCHA, ISDR, PAHO, and the International Red Cross, and stress their supplementary role in coordination of national and subregional prevention and response capacities. 

g. Promote the development and exchange of best practices for risk reduction as regards socio-natural disasters at the regional and subregional levels. 

h. Join forces to develop volunteers for disaster reduction. 

IV. Inter-American Convention to Facilitate Disaster Assistance

A. Introduction

Throughout its meetings, the Working Group analyzed existing mechanisms for prevention, disaster response, and humanitarian assistance in the member states, and did a diagnostic of the situation, agreeing on a series of operational proposals, taking into account the reality in the region and the possibilities of the Organization of American States to cooperate in the work of coordination and follow-up on the proposals. 

Based on the discussion in the third and fourth meetings of the Working Group on the Inter-American Convention to Facilitate Disaster Assistance, and given the importance of this regional mechanism, the Chair decided to include a separate section in the report on that discussion.

The Inter-American Convention to Facilitate Disaster Assistance was approved by consensus in Santiago, Chile, on June 7, 1991 (and entered into force for the parties on October 16, 1996). It is in force for only five states: Nicaragua, Panama, and Peru—which ratified it—and the Dominican Republic and Uruguay—which acceded to it. Actually it has not been applied in the nearly two decades since its approval.
During the thematic meetings there were several points raised about the Convention in the course of the analysis of the other mechanisms being used by the member states, the subregional organs in the Americas, or international organizations in cases where the magnitude of the disaster required their involvement.
The representatives of the member states and the invited experts spoke of the desirability of perhaps reopening the debate on the Convention to analyze whether its content is still valid and—if so—to develop supplementary mechanisms that would permit its conceptual updating and facilitate its application.
National and subregional representatives, international experts from international organizations, and the Assistant Secretary General of the OAS discussed some aspects of the Inter-American Convention and said it is necessary to develop a suitable, updated tool that is accepted by the countries of the Hemisphere. 

B. Proposals and opinions of the experts and officials

Here are some of the most noteworthy proposals and opinions expressed:

1. The Working Group’s deliberations highlighted the imperative to put the problem of disasters on the OAS agenda as an ongoing concern, because emergency situations recur in our Hemisphere, and the life and well-being of the people are constantly affected. 

2. Updating of the Inter-American Convention should be put on the agenda to analyze its validity, its updating—if applicable—or alternative mechanisms that the countries may decide to create, building on a level of intra-regional cooperation that must be strengthened. 

3. The senior officials of the OAS said this is one of the Organization’s priorities, considering that all the countries have suffered catastrophes, with increasing frequency and destructive force.

4. The Inter-American Convention, the only legally binding regional legal instrument on the subject of humanitarian assistance, covers a series of aspects related to the theme of disasters, such as the requirement to request and accept humanitarian assistance, the designation of a national coordinating authority to coordinate and oversee assistance, free transit of duly identified vehicles, equipment, supplies, the identification of access and transit routes by the assisted state, and the legal treatment applicable to the international government personnel. 

5. There is little knowledge in the region about the existing legal framework and the topics addressed in the Inter-American Convention.

6. Some aspects of the Convention that probably made it difficult for most of the member states to adopt it are: (a) linking of disasters with the concept of threats to security and (b) doubts about the guidelines established for the protection of assistance personnel and for claims and compensation in Articles XI and XII of the Convention, without prejudice to the reservations established in Article XX of the Convention and the possibility of bilateral agreement not to apply Articles XI and XII, as provided in Article XIII of the same international instrument.

7. Unlike agreements reached in other regions of the world, the one approved in the Americas does not include other stakeholders, ignores the concept of risk reduction, does not provide for lists of materiel that the countries will stockpile to send to the affected parties, and does not envision the possibility of establishing a centralized institution.

8. The Convention has gaps, and does not reflect the changes that have occurred since it was written in the conceptualization of the disaster problem and the ways of addressing it.

9. It has shortcomings with regard to control of the quality of the actions; it does not take into account whether donations are relevant or of good quality; it does not address the role of specialized subregional organizations; it does not give importance to non-state actors, such as international humanitarian organizations; and it does not address international cooperation.

10. The region is currently experiencing growth in subregional organizations building complex systems of international coordination, which operate in a concrete and proven manner and are stronger than any attempt at hemispheric regulation.

11. Simultaneously, there is a process of political-technical meetings that strengthen subregional experiences and the dialogue of risk management organs in the Hemisphere with nongovernmental and supranational stakeholders in the search for coordination mechanisms to improve prevention, risk reduction, damage mitigation, and disaster responses. The Convention does not reflect this reality.

12. Among the advantages of reopening and updating the Convention to incorporate developments from the last two decades is that it is a legally binding hemispheric agreement that can be applied to all its parties, obviating the need for signing multiple bilateral agreements. It would therefore facilitate harmonization of the various existing initiatives in an overall framework. Moreover, in some circumstances it is easier to get legislative approval of an international convention than of a domestic law.

13. An agreement with these characteristics would also facilitate the treatment of certain topics that are difficult to deal with internationally, such as protection of receiving countries from donations that are inappropriate or do not meet the necessary quality standards.

14. If it were decided to reopen the debate, one of the relevant aspects to be clarified would be the desirability of preparing some type of additional supplementary or clarifying protocol without revising the text of the Convention itself, which could involve negotiations that are more difficult. 

15. It should be noted that the only ones entitled to amend the text of the Convention or to accede to a possible additional protocol are the states that ratified the instrument. However, nothing precludes a political agreement by all OAS member countries to decide on this change, which then would have to be ratified—the amended Convention and/or its additional protocol—by all the states that had not done so. If the text of the Convention were not changed, the five countries for which it is in force would only have to adopt the possible additional protocol. 

16. If a solution endorsed by all the countries could be reached, this would facilitate parliamentary efforts in each member state, and the governments could submit both documents together for congressional approval.

17. Whichever route is taken, it would be well to consider carefully what should be done with the Convention, i.e.: whether it is desirable to recast it to make it operational, or whether this can be achieved by preparing some type of complementary document. 

18. In either alternative, the resulting document must be governed by basic principles of humanitarian assistance that is neutral, impartial, independent, and respects national sovereignty, giving prominence to prevention activities, including early warning and strengthening of local capacities, providing for active community involvement.

V. THE EXPERTS’ MOST IMPORTANT RECOMMENDATIONS

Participation of the member states and more than 35 experts and officials from the countries, organs of the inter-American system, and international, regional, and subregional organizations during the Working Group’s five meetings generated important proposals and recommendations that the Group used to draft its conclusions and action proposal.

The major recommendations will be presented below, grouped in the following themes: 

A.
Existing mechanisms and tools

B.
The legal and regulatory framework needed to strengthen international humanitarian assistance 

C.
The role of the OAS 

D.
The Inter-American Convention to Facilitate Disaster Assistance

A. EXISTING MECHANISMS AND TOOLS

· Transform the doctrines of the Hyogo Framework for Action and the national, subregional, and regional tools into state policies that will continue specific risk management and emergency policies.

· Move ahead with the design of a common humanitarian operational agenda based on each subregion’s agendas and contributions of the hemispheric countries, with the objective of speaking with one voice in the various international forums and regional integration mechanisms, avoiding duplication of efforts.

· Strengthen the subregional mechanisms (CDEMA, CAPRADE, CEPREDENAC, and REHU) and their Forum for Coordination and Cooperation of Subregional Disaster Risk Management Mechanisms in the Americas, as key partners with a view to increasing regional coordination.

· Support strengthening of national risk management systems through training of humanitarian personnel, preparation of manuals by foreign ministries or equivalent organs, legal facilities, development of volunteers, and interaction at the regional level.

· Strengthen local capacity for prevention and comprehensive risk and emergency management to increase the response capability, because this will save more lives.

· Take into account the humanitarian reform promoted by the United Nations, with components that contribute to closer regional coordination on disasters.

· Support strengthening of the process of the Regional Meeting of International Humanitarian Assistance Mechanisms, helping to avoid duplication of efforts and to build specific tools to upgrade regional coordination mechanisms, such as the design of a Summary of Regional Regulations, the elaboration of formal foreign ministry procedures, an operations guide for humanitarian assistance, model of supply management, a virtual tool, and recovery of ancestral lore and practices.

· Support actions of international agencies and humanitarian organizations, such as the OCHA, ISDR, PAHO, and the International Red Cross, and stress their supplementary role in coordination of national and subregional prevention and response capacities.

· Analyze the national, subregional, or regional feasibility of consolidating stocks of humanitarian goods (tents, food, etc.), in a decentralized operation that will permit staggering of international aid, and more realistic determination of the supplies to be requested from different levels of the international community.

· Create collection centers to facilitate the reception of international aid from governments, NGOs, or international organizations. Inventory and dispatch the supplies transparently.

· Establish “humanitarian platforms” near the border of the affected country that serve as the front-line point for humanitarian services, logistical work, jump-off point for humanitarian convoys, reception center, registration and identification of documents, reception and control of injured persons evacuated from the disaster zone for immediate shunting and hospitalization, meeting place, press room, and situation room for joint management.

· Develop plans to recruit, select, train, and organize volunteers specializing in disaster risk management. 

B. The legal and regulatory framework needed to strengthen international humanitarian assistance

· Develop a multidisciplinary and comprehensive approach embracing prevention, response, and assistance, as indicated in the Hyogo Framework, to contribute to the development of regional regulations.

· Approve standards for international humanitarian assistance, including the declaration of the emergency or disaster by the competent authority of the affected country.

· Strengthen regional and subregional agencies for risk management, emergencies, and international humanitarian assistance.

· Consider the desirability of making the appropriate national institutions formally responsible for management of international humanitarian assistance after the declaration of an emergency.

· Streamline customs, entry, transit, and exit procedures for carriers, equipment, and humanitarian supplies requested and approved by the affected countries.

· Develop migration procedures to permit timely and orderly entry of humanitarian personnel requested and approved by the affected countries.

· Grant tax exemption for goods, equipment, and humanitarian supplies requested and approved by the affected countries.

· Promote the International Disaster Response Laws, Rules and Principles (IDRL) Program, in order to give each country a firm legal footing by adopting operational protocols, improving laws, adapting them, filling gaps, and integrating the public, private, and community sectors.

· Correlate the facilities developed by the states with the international humanitarian assistance standards that the humanitarian organizations must accept, to ensure that the work is more rapid, effective, and efficient.

· Sign international humanitarian assistance agreements that include protocols for the shipment, transit, and reception of donations; the commitments assumed by the donors; the items that must not be sent under any conditions; and the right of the receiving governments to define the request, review the offers, decide when they will be accepted, and manage the resources effectively and transparently.

C. THE ROLE OF THE OAS

· Formalize and strengthen coordination between the OAS and humanitarian partners in the international community.

· Implement the agreements that the General Secretariat has signed with the United Nations Office for the Coordination of Humanitarian Affairs (OCHA), the International Federation of Red Cross and Red Crescent Societies (IFRC), the International Strategy for Disaster Reduction (ISDR), and the World Food Program (WFP).

· Support actions of international agencies and humanitarian organizations, such as the International Red Cross, OCHA, ISDR, and the Pan American Health Organization (PAHO), and stress their supplementary role in coordination of national and subregional prevention and response capacities.

· Submit proposals to the General Assembly for discussion of tools for transparent procedures for humanitarian assistance, procedural guides and/or foreign ministry manuals. 

· Implement the OAS role to generate funds from financial agencies to which it is closely linked, such as the Inter-American Development Bank (IDB) or the World Bank.

· Encourage the establishment of response and prevention funds in the member states. 

· Facilitate, simplify, and formalize access to existing coordination mechanisms.

· Within the Organization’s programs, stimulate the training of specific human resources and the drafting and implementation of standards and regulations to guarantee the quality of the assistance rendered. 

· Promote real-time simulation exercises between the countries.

· Take advantage of the existing OAS structure to formalize a unified information system that involves the OAS country offices, the member states’ foreign ministries, and their representatives to the Organization, to facilitate the fluid and transparent exchange of information.
· Promote and give to the member states the “Guidelines for the Domestic Facilitation and Regulation of International Disaster Relief and Initial Recovery Assistance” of the IFRC and emphasize the role they could play to guarantee quality and coordination in the provision of humanitarian assistance, eliminating unnecessary red tape.

· Promote a dialogue with the international community on how to make public sector investments to reduce vulnerabilities.

· Disseminate and facilitate the work of the Inter-American Committee on Natural Disaster Reduction (IACNDR) and the Inter-American Emergency Aid Fund (FONDEM).

· Create a register of civil society organizations/stakeholders that work on humanitarian assistance that the OAS and the member states can use for responding to an emergency. 

D. THE Inter-American Convention to Facilitate Disaster Assistance
· Updating of the Inter-American Convention should be put on the agenda to analyze its validity, its updating—if applicable—or alternative mechanisms that the countries decide to create, building on a level of intra-regional cooperation that must be strengthened.

· The Inter-American Convention, the only legally binding regional legal instrument on the subject of humanitarian assistance, covers a series of aspects related to the theme of disasters, such as the designation of a national coordinating authority to coordinate and oversee assistance, free transit of duly identified vehicles, equipment, and supplies, and the identification of access and transit routes by the assisted state.

· The Convention has gaps and does not reflect the changes that have occurred since it was written in the conceptualization of the disaster problem and the ways of addressing it.

· It has shortcomings with regard to control of the quality of the actions; it does not take into account whether donations are relevant or of good quality; it does not address the role of specialized subregional organizations; it does not give importance to non-state actors, such as international humanitarian organizations; and it does not address international cooperation.

· Among the advantages of reopening and updating the Convention to incorporate the reality of developments from last two decades is that it is a legally binding hemispheric agreement that can be applied to all its parties, obviating the need for signing multiple bilateral agreements. It would therefore facilitate harmonization of the various existing initiatives in an overall framework. Moreover, in some circumstances it is easier to get legislative approval of an international convention than of a domestic law.

· An agreement with these characteristics would also facilitate the treatment of certain topics that are difficult to deal with internationally, such as protection of receiving countries from donations that are inappropriate or do not meet the necessary quality standards.

· If it were decided to reopen the debate, one of the relevant aspects to be clarified would be the desirability of preparing some type of additional supplementary or clarifying protocol without revising the text of the Convention itself, which could involve negotiations that are more difficult.

· Whichever route is taken, it would be well to consider carefully what should be done with the Convention.

· The resulting document must be governed by basic principles of humanitarian assistance that is neutral, impartial, independent, and respects national sovereignty, giving prominence to prevention activities and strengthening of local capacities.
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Español  (Available only in Spanish) 

GTC/DAH-INF.30/10: Presentation by Brigadier Earl Arthurs (rtd), Special Coordinator, Caribbean Disaster Emergency Management Agency (CDEMA) on: Regional Coordination System—presentations by experts from Subregions (Delivered during the meeting held on December 10, 2010)
English (Available only in English) 

GTC/DAH-INF.29/10: Presentation by Mr. David Fisher, International Coordinator of the International Disaster Response Laws, Rules, and Principles (IDRL) Program on: strengthening humanitarian assistance—hemispheric legal framework (Delivered during the meeting held on December 9, 2010)
Español  (Available only in Spanish) 

GTC/DAH-INF.28/10: Presentation by Ms. Claudia Sofía de Windt, Chief of Environmental Law, Policy, and Good Governance Section, Department of Sustainable Development, Executive Secretariat for Integral Development, Organization of American States (OAS) on: strengthening humanitarian assistance—hemispheric legal framework (Delivered during the meeting held on December 9, 2010)
English (Available only in English) 

GTC/DAH-INF.27/10:Presentation by Ms. Isabelle Granger, Coordinator for the Americas, International Disaster Response Laws, Rules, and Principles (IDRL) on: strengthening humanitarian assistance—progress made at the international and regional levels (Delivered during the meeting held on December 9, 2010) 
English (Available only in English) 

GTC/DAH-INF.26/10: Presentation by Mr. David Fisher, International Coordinator of the International Disaster Response Laws, Rules, and Principles (IDRL) Program on: strengthening humanitarian assistance—progress made at the international and regional levels (Delivered during the meeting held on December 9, 2010)
Español (Available only in Spanish) 

GTC/DAH-INF.25/10: Presentation by Mr. Walter Cotte, Executive Director, Colombian Red Cross on: Strengthening humanitarian assistance, presentations by member state experts: Domestic laws and regulations in case of disasters (Delivered during the meeting held on December 9, 2010)
English (Available only in English) 

GTC/DAH-INF.24/10:  Presentation by Ms. Amy Mintz, American Red Cross on: strengthening humanitarian assistance, presentations by member state experts: Other disasters in the Hemisphere (Delivered during the meeting held on December 8, 2010) 
English  (Available only in English) 

GTC/DAH-INF.23/10: Presentation by Brig. Gen. José Ernau Rojas, Logistic Director of the National Civil Defense Institute of Peru on: strengthening humanitarian assistance, presentations by member state experts: Other disasters in the Hemisphere (Delivered during the meeting held on December 8, 2010)
Español  (Available only in Spanish) 

GTC/DAH-INF.22/10: Presentation Ms. Isabelle Granger, Coordinator for the Americas, International Disaster Response Laws, Rules and Principles (IDRL) on: Strengthening humanitarian assistance, presentations by member states: Earthquake in Haiti (Delivered during the meeting held on December 8, 2010) 
English (Available only in English) 

GTC/DAH-INF.21/10: Presentation Ms. Nadia Lochard, Chief of Civil Protection, Ministry of the Interior of Haiti on: Strengthening humanitarian assistance, Presentations by Member States: Earthquake in Haiti (Delivered during the meeting held on December 8, 2010) 
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GTC/DAH-INF.20/10: Presentation by Ms. Claudia Sofía de Windt, Chief of Environmental Law, Policy, and Good Governance Section, Department of Sustainable Development, Executive Secretariat for Integral Development, Organization of American States (OAS) on: Strengthening humanitarian assistance (Delivered during the meeting held on December 8, 2010)
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GTC/DAH-INF.19/10:  Presentation by Mr. David Fisher, International Coordinator of the International Disaster Response Laws, Rules, and Principles (IDRL) Program on: Strengthening humanitarian assistance (Delivered during the meeting held on December 8, 2010)
Español  (Available only in Spanish) 

GTC/DAH-INF.18/10: Guidelines for the Domestic Facilitation and Regulation of International Disaster Relief and Initial Recovery Assistance (Prepared by the International Federation of Red Cross and Red Crescent Societies—Geneva 2008)


Español - English 

GTC/DAH-INF.17/10: Statement by the Delegation of Venezuela at the Meeting of the Joint Working Group of the Permanent Council and CEPCIDI on: “Risk reduction management—Prevention  mechanisms” (Delivered during the third regular meeting of the Joint Working Group held on April 9, 2010)
Español  (Available only in Spanish) 

GTC/DAH-INF.16/10: Presentation by Mr. Cletus Springer, Director of the Department of Sustainable Development of the Organization of American States on: “Risk Reduction and Prevention Mechanisms” (Delivered during the third regular meeting of the Joint Working Group held on April 9, 2010)
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