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HUMANITARIAN ASSISTANCE 
ASSESSMENT AND COURSE OF ACTION SUGGESTED BY THE 
JOINT WORKING GROUP ON EXISTING MECHANISMS FOR DISASTER PREVENTION AND RESPONSE AND HUMANITARIAN ASSISTANCE AMONG THE MEMBER STATES
(Agreed during the meeting held on April 28, 2011)

In compliance with the mandate issued in AG/RES. 2492 (XXXIX-O/09) to conduct an “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 … ,” the Joint Working Group on Existing Mechanisms for Disaster Prevention and Response and Humanitarian Assistance Among the Member States wishes to present the following assessment and course of action, conducted on the basis of meetings held by the Joint Working Group throughout 2010.

ASSESSMENT:

It was observed that, in some cases, there is a need to strengthen national capacities in disaster prevention and response and international humanitarian assistance related to:

(a)
Public policies: 
· The advisability of implementing the guidelines arising from the Hyogo Framework of Action on public policies to provide continuity to specific risk management and emergency policies.

(b)
Regulation and legislation: 
· The lack of specific laws on disaster risk management.

· The existence of conflicts in jurisdiction and/or competence in management of international humanitarian aid

· Difficulties in managing aid processes, due in particular to the delays created by excessive bureaucratization.

· The lack of agreements between member states on migration, customs, and tax, among others to facilitate the receipt, donation, or transit of humanitarian inputs in disaster or emergency situations.

(c)
Coordination/institutionality
· To have up-to-date registries of governmental and nongovernmental actors working in disaster situations.

· To tailor and adapt existing coordination mechanisms to national or regional realities.

· To have shared standard operating procedures among states to expedite humanitarian aid. 

· The need to strengthen regional and subregional emergency and risk management agencies and the importance of closer ties between the inter-American system, national agencies, and subregional risk management entities, taking into account existing mechanisms and activities such as: the Caribbean Disaster Emergency Management Agency (CDEMA); the Center for the Prevention of Natural Disasters in Central America (CEPREDENAC); the Andean Committee for Disaster Prevention and Relief (CAPRADE); and the Specialized Meeting on Social and Natural Disaster Risk Reduction, Civil Defense, Civil Protection, and Humanitarian Assistance (REHU), strengthening the concept of complementarity, without duplication of efforts.

· The need for reliable sources of information and standard protocols to facilitate swift, timely, and efficient action both when humanitarian assistance is offered and when it is requested.

SUGGESTED COURSE OF ACTION:

In view of the comments, assessment, and proposals made during its meetings, the Working Group offers the following action proposal: 

· Extend the mandate of the Joint Working Group on Existing Mechanisms for Disaster Prevention and Response and Humanitarian Assistance for 1 (one) additional year so that it may design an Inter-American Plan for the Coordination of Disaster Prevention and Response and Humanitarian Assistance based on the assessment and taking into account the existing national, regional, subregional, and multilateral mechanisms and bodies in order to seek complementarities, avoiding duplication of efforts.
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