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The Permanent Mission of El Salvador to the Organization of American States presents its compliments to the General Secretariat of the Organization and wishes to transmit a document containing the national vision of the legal and institutional relationship between the OAS and the Inter-American Defense Board.  The Permanent Mission of El Salvador kindly requests that this document be brought to the attention of the permanent missions.


The Permanent Mission of El Salvador avails itself of this opportunity to reiterate to the General Secretariat the assurances of its highest consideration.

Washington, D.C., April 22, 2004

General Secretariat

Organization of American States

Washington, D.C.

PERMANENT MISSION OF EL SALVADOR

TO THE

ORGANIZATION OF AMERICAN STATES

The OAS-IADB Legal and Institutional Relationship


In the Declaration on Security in the Americas, the member states reiterated the need to clarify the juridical and institutional relationship between the Inter-American Defense Board (IADB) and the OAS 
(paragraph 49).


The Declaration recommends that the Permanent Council in turn submit recommendations to the regular session of the General Assembly to be held in Quito, so that it can determine the norms that govern that relationship and the mandate of the IADB
.


In that Declaration, the member states also recommend that analysis of that relationship be conducted in accordance with the criteria set forth in the General Assembly resolutions on this matter, in particular:

· Resolution AG/RES. 1240 (XXIII-O/93): “advice and the delivery of consultancy services of a technical-military character which in no case may have an operational nature”; 

· Resolution AG/RES. 1848 (XXXII-O/02): “including the principle of civilian oversight and the democratic formation of its authorities”; and 

· AG/RES. 1908 (XXXII-O/02) and AG/RES. 1940 (XXXIII-O/03): “to provide the OAS with technical, advisory, and educational expertise on defense and security issues”.


It is recognized that requests made to the IADB by member states directly concerned have focused on receiving advice and consultancy services of a technical and military, non-operational, nature, which have been given in accordance with the criteria and with the due oversight of either the General Assembly, the Meeting of Consultation of Ministers of Foreign Affairs, or the Permanent Council, as OAS political organs or bodies.

The inventories of confidence- and security-building measures, the positioning to provide assistance in cases of natural disasters, education for peace, support through the Inter-American Defense College for the preparation of the guidelines on developing the “defense white papers,” and the outstanding humanitarian mine-clearing programs, inter alia, have been effected in accordance with the criteria set forth in the preceding paragraph.

Furthermore, we point once again, owing to its pertinence and clarity of commitment, to the criterion reiterated in the aforementioned resolutions AG/RES. 1908 (XXXII-O/02) and AG/RES. 1940 (XXXIII-O/03), as its adoption was based on the recognition that change and modernization are needed for the OAS to support “the ongoing examination of the institutions of the inter-American system related to hemispheric security.”


These two resolutions thus note that the OAS needs technical, advisory, and educational expertise on defense and security issues in order to provide such support.


The above-mentioned resolution AG/RES. 1848 (XXXII-O/02) refers to the recommendations of the Permanent Council to the General Assembly and the IADB to modify the IADB’s structure and basic instruments “to the extent necessary to clarify and obtain consensus on its status with respect to the OAS.”


That resolution indicates that this will be a multidimensional exercise.


That multidimensional exercise reflects the multidimensional approach to hemispheric security developed in the Declaration of Bridgetown, which recognizes that many of the new threats, concerns, and other challenges to hemispheric security are transnational in nature
.  The Declaration on Security in the Americas lists them (paragraph 4.m), a list that is preceded by the affirmation that the security of states of the Hemisphere is affected by traditional threats
.
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In that Declaration, the states acknowledge different perspectives regarding security threats and priorities.

In light of the foregoing, we consider that establishment of the legal and institutional relationship between the IADB and the OAS, and the IADB’s mission, should take account of the needs of the smallest states, which are relatively more vulnerable to the traditional threats and new threats, concerns, and other challenges.  In keeping with such a vision, the future mandate of the Inter-American Defense Board would have to take account not only of defense, but also of security issues.
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