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Last year, the Special Conference on Security concluded that the states of the hemisphere need to clarify the juridical and institutional relationship between the IADB and OAS.  The Board must adapt to be in a position to contribute to fighting the threats of the 21st century.

The IADB has not yet completed this important transformation.  The defense and security advice and expertise provided to the OAS by the Board and its staff is invaluable and unique.  Unfortunately, in spite of the growing need for professional advice in this specialized area, the OAS and other Inter-American bodies have not made adequate use of the Board.

The OAS’ reluctance to task the Board is due to political and institutional prejudices that have gone unchallenged within the Inter-American system, despite the fact that within each of our states there is a practical willingness to consider changing roles for our armed forces, security forces and the relationship between them.  This does not mean that the armed forces should necessarily become directly involved with law enforcement matters.  Rather, the threats of this century are difficult to address because many of them commonly fall in the seam that exists between law enforcement agencies and military forces.  Successfully addressing these transnational threats requires greater cooperation and coordination between police and military forces, recognizing the appropriate role of each institution in our states.

Today, transnational threats require multifaceted responses by both the military and other appropriate national authorities, including law enforcement, all acting in accordance with their domestic laws.  We recognized this reality at the Special Conference on Security last year when we embraced the multidimensional approach to hemispheric security.

We all recognize that the military in our states has competence in certain areas and not in others.  The United States for example has strict legislative limitations on the role of the armed forces in our democratic society.  Many other states in the hemisphere have similar constitutional or legislative restrictions on the armed forces - yet we do assign them “supporting roles” addressing many of the new threats we face.

The recognition of a role for the IADB in the security area will not change our national positions or practices.  It would simply mean that in a very narrow field, the IADB should be able to provide member states, when requested by them, with expertise and advice on certain limited issues.

The recognition of a role for the IADB in the security area is not new nor is it meant to usurp the mandates of other OAS bodies such as CICTE, CICAD, and CIFTA.  For example, the IADB could give the Consultative Committee of CIFTA and CICAD help with designing a program to destroy excess stockpiles of Small Arms and Light Weapons in the Hemisphere.  This is a cooperative effort not a competitive one.

The OAS goal for the IADB should remain to provide the OAS and its member states with the technical, advisory, and educational expertise in both defense and hemispheric security matters of a non-operational nature.  The OAS and member states need this expertise if they are to effectively respond to the threats of the 21st century.

Last year, the Special Conference on Security in the Americas concluded an exhaustive review of the Inter-American security architecture and agreed unanimously on the hemisphere’s cooperative and multidimensional approach to security.  The IADB must also embrace this focus and mandate.

The OAS cannot support an Inter-American Defense Board that is not multidimensional.  The IADB today is the exact opposite of this multidimensional approach.  By focusing only on defense and not defense-related security aspects, the IADB is a relic of times past and fails to adapt to the 21st century where military, political, economic, social, and environmental threats, concerns, and other challenges face our governments.



Likewise, the OAS cannot support an IADB that is not Inter-American.  The IADB must be comprised of all and responsive to all states of the OAS.  The Board must be in a position to provide technical and advisory assistance on issues of concern to states confronted with the multidimensional threats of our age.

I am confident that the OAS will agree to strengthen the IADB so that it is better able to respond to the needs of the OAS member states and provide the defense and security, educational, advisory, and technical expertise needed by all.
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