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1. Reflection on the inter-American human rights system

· Examination of the possibility that the Inter-American Court of Human Rights and the Inter-American Commission on Human Rights may operate on a permanent basis

Delegations expressed the following views in that regard.

Some of them considered that the system would not function optimally until the Inter-American Court of Human Rights and the Inter-American Commission on Human Rights operated on a permanent basis, as under the European system.

For other delegations, that was not a pressing human rights need in the Hemisphere.  In their opinion, priority should be given to stepping up efforts to strengthen national human rights systems, with support from the organs of the inter-American system.
Some delegations were of the view that the near-term permanent functioning of the human rights organs was neither consistent with the Organization’s financial realities nor was it the main challenge confronting the organs, although they added that it was an acceptable long-term goal.  They proposed, however, that it might be possible, as a first step, for the Presidents of the Court and the Commission to be moved permanently to their headquarters, in San José and Washington, respectively.

In response to a CAJP request made on September 16, the Executive Secretariat of the IACHR distributed an informal document to the meeting, with preliminary figures on the cost of the Commission’s operating on a permanent basis, as well as a summary of short-, medium-, and long-term needs.  An official version of the document would be distributed as soon as the topic had been officially considered by the IACHR commissioners.

In response to a concern expressed by some delegations about the increased caseload of the IACHR and the Court (the latter of which was also asking for additional funding to process an increased number of cases), Dr. Santiago Cantón, Executive Secretary of the IACHR, said that the caseload was larger because people were more aware of and familiar with the work of the two organs and not because the human rights situation in the Hemisphere had deteriorated.

Lastly, it was proposed that that topic be included as part of the reflection process initiated under operative paragraph 5 of resolution AG/RES. 2030 (XXXIV-O/04), “Strengthening of Human Rights Systems pursuant to the Plan of Action of the Third Summit of the Americas.”

· Substantial increase in the budget of the Inter-American Court of Human Rights and that of the Inter-American Commission on Human Rights


Four alternative solutions were put forward to address the problem of inadequate funding for the Inter-American Court of Human Rights and the Inter-American Commission on Human Rights:

a. Increasing member state quotas, considering their present economic situation, which would benefit all OAS bodies (the General Secretariat, the Court, the IACHR, the Inter-American Juridical Committee, etc.).

b. Redistributing resources under the Organization’s Regular Fund so that 10% were allocated to the operations of the Court and the IACHR.

c. Creating a special fund to support OAS activities in the defense and promotion of democracy, human rights, and solidarity.

d. On that possibility, the Permanent Mission of Peru was submitting a draft resolution, attached hereto, which proposed that the fund be fed by charging a 20-cent fee for every airline ticket issued in the member states. 

e. One of the delegations informally proposed an airport fee which tourists would be charged upon entry into each member state.  The Chair did not have a text providing detailed information on that proposal.

f. Possibly transferring the headquarters of the Inter-American Commission on Human Rights to another OAS member state to reduce its operating costs.  It was suggested that Costa Rica might be the best option, since the Court was already headquartered in that country.

The Chair said that the CAJP had been entrusted with a specific mandate to support any requests for funding that the Court and the Commission might present to international and regional organizations in support of activities of the organs of the inter-American system for the promotion and protection of human rights.  Consequently, the CAJP would have to be provided with the detailed information that the Court and the Commission submitted in connection with any funding requests they might make on their own initiative.


Lastly, participants were reminded that the topic under consideration would remain open since a proposal had been made to include it as part of the reflection process under operative paragraph 5 of resolution AG/RES. 2030 (XXXIV-O/04), “Strengthening of Human Rights Systems pursuant to the Plan of Action of the Third Summit of the Americas.”

2. Preparations for a special meeting for sharing experience and best practices in the adoption of measures against racism and all forms of discrimination and intolerance

As concerned preparations for that special meeting, scheduled for December 9, 2004, the Chair announced that the Justice Studies Center of the Americas (JSCA) had specifically expressed an interest in participating in the meeting through a representative.  It purpose was to present the conclusions of the document “Judicial System and Racism against Persons of African Descent” (CP/doc.3845/04), in accordance with the mandate in resolution AG/RES. 2038 (XXXIV-O/04), “Prevention of Racism and All Forms of Discrimination and Intolerance and Consideration of the Preparation of a Draft Inter-American Convention.”

The Chair informed delegations that he would hold necessary consultations before presenting a draft agenda for a “special meeting for sharing experience and best practices in the adoption of measures against racism and all forms of discrimination and intolerance.”

The CAJP decided that consideration of the advisability of preparing an inter-American convention against racism and all forms of discrimination and intolerance should be taken up again at the Committee’s special meeting.  Some delegations, however, took the floor on that occasion to express their support for, or their opposition to, the preparation of a convention, as well as the reasons behind their views.
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