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The Permanent Mission of the Argentine Republic to the Organization of American States is pleased to address the Chair of the Committee on Juridical and Political Affairs (CAJP) and, with respect to the Chair’s proposal on the preparation of a framework resolution (CP/CAJP-2197/04) and the aide-mémoire produced by the Department of International Law, would like to make the following comments:
1.
Argentina considers that any proposal to streamline the work of the Council and its organs should not undermine the importance the Organization attaches to topics that are vital to the development of member states or the need for those topics to be given due consideration politically at the highest possible level, through the supreme organ, the General Assembly.
2.
Given the fact that the Americas have the second most sophisticated regional human rights system in the world, after Europe’s, it could be said that the international standards in this area developed by the OAS and the action taken by the human rights organs are the Organization’s greatest achievements in its efforts to improve the lives of the region’s inhabitants.  At the same time, the topic is important for democracies and development in the Hemisphere.
3.
The progressive development of international human rights law, close ties between human rights and democracy and development, and the growing role played by said rights in international relations and in the foreign and domestic policy of countries suggest that the OAS should increase and not reduce the number of resolutions dealing with human rights.
4.
Consequently, as far as human rights are concerned, Argentina considers that it is not simply a question of viewing matters from a “legal” (point 4) or a “budgetary” perspective (point 5) or from the vantage point of the automatic renewal of mandates (point 6), or of reducing “to the bare minimum the proliferation of resolutions debated in various forums … with the resulting cost in time and money,” as proposed in the document prepared by the Department of International Law.
What is desirable in this area is for the Organization to speak out every year on the principal human rights issues that are the subject of national and international attention and on those human rights whose observance the OAS can contribute to, by means of consensus.
In any event, the progressive development of international human rights law should result in the Organization’s expanding the human rights topics it addresses, by incorporating, by consensus, other areas of utmost importance to the international community, such as the full enjoyment of economic, social, and cultural rights.
5.
This does not mean that the texts of resolutions cannot and should not be improved on, by cutting back on the number of preambular paragraphs, avoiding unnecessary repetition, or, for example, adopting standardized models for the presentation of reports or references to international legal instruments.  In short, what matters is not the “quantity” of the resolutions but rather their “quality.”
6.
Argentina does not therefore support reducing the number of resolutions on human rights.  At most, Argentina could support a paring down of the number of draft resolutions that the Permanent Council submits to the General Assembly as long as equitable treatment is given to all of the Organization’s main topics:  human rights, democracy, integral development, hemispheric security, and administrative and budgetary affairs.  The same holds true for resolutions on the work carried by the specialized organizations of the inter-American system (i.e., the CIM, CICAD, the IIN, etc.).
The foregoing does not preclude the right of every member state, in accordance with rules currently in force, to present draft resolutions to the General Assembly for consideration within the timeframes set by the Preparatory Committee.
7.
Lastly, regarding “omnibus” resolutions, like those proposed by the Department of International Law (point 11), it is understood that this type of resolution can be useful, for example, for:
a.
Following up on the work of specialized organizations, with a resolution adopted for each body, thus allowing appropriate follow-up of their work each year by the General Assembly; and
b.
Following up on implementation of inter-American programs adopted by the General Assembly on various topics, thereby allowing for periodic discussion to assess their effectiveness and propose suggestions for improving it.

The Permanent Mission of the Argentine Republic to the Organization of American States hereby requests that these comments be distributed to the permanent missions of the OAS and avails itself of this opportunity to express to the Chair of the Committee on Juridical and Political Affairs the assurances of its highest consideration.
Washington, D.C., September 24, 2004
Chair of the CAJP
Organization of American States
Washington, D.C.
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