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The Chair, Ambassador María del Luján Flores, Permanent Representative of Uruguay, declared the meeting open and presented to the Group for its consideration the order of business, document GTC/CASA/GR/doc.20/07, which was adopted without amendment.
1. Consideration of proposals for the operative section

The Chair presented to the Group for its consideration document GTC/CASA/GR/doc.1/07 rev. 10, containing the proposal considered at the meeting of April 18, 2007, for paragraph 2 of Article 5, on which a majority of delegations had reached agreement and which had remained pending subject to consultations by the delegations of Canada and United States.
The Representative of Canada reported that, based on the texts considered at the last meeting, it had made further consultations and, as a result thereof, he proposed a new text.  The new proposal referred to the Monterrey Consensus, an element that some delegations were unable to accept.
The proposal of the delegation of Canada was considered in depth, and received support from the delegations of Colombia, Chile, Ecuador, Mexico, Paraguay, Saint Lucia, and United States, as it contained, inter alia, essential elements of cooperation.
The delegation of Venezuela felt that Canada’s proposal constituted a starting point for negotiations on this paragraph and presented an alternative thereto.
The delegations of Brazil, Canada, Costa Rica, Chile, Grenada, Peru, and United States exchanged views regarding the two proposals and the thematic area of the instrument to which each referred, that is, the Monterry Consensus and the Declaration of Nuevo León.  The delegation of Venezuela indicated its preference for the OAS Charter be the only document to which this chapter referred.
When the paragraph had been amended to the satisfaction of all delegations, it was approved with the following wording:

“In this context, we reaffirm the imperative for the Hemispheric community to support national development efforts, consistent with the principles of the OAS Charter, and the commitment of member states to deepening solidarity and inter-American cooperation on development.”


In concluding the deliberations regarding Article 5, the Representative of the United States requested that the pending proposals for the title of Chapter I and the third paragraph of Article 1 again be reviewed.

With the agreement of the delegations, the meeting then considered the two existing proposals for the title of Chapter I.


In addition, consideration was given to the proposals presented by the ALADI Group and by the delegation of the United States, some of which arose during the meeting, which finally resulted in the following wording, which the Drafting Group approved:  “Social Justice, Development with Equity and Democracy.”
ARTICLE 1

The Representative of Venezuela noted that its delegation had indicated on numerous occasions that it did not find it necessary to include a third paragraph in Article 1.  He also indicated that if the Group considered it relevant to examine a particular proposal, the delegation felt that any reference to democracy should be included as it had been in articles now approved, without any qualification, so as to avoid discussion not within the scope of the document now being drafted. 

The Representative of Venezuela continued to put forward a proposal that his country had presented as an alternative should the Group decide that it was advisable to consider a third paragraph for Article 1.

The delegations of Brazil, Canada, Costa Rica, México, Peru, Grenada, and Uruguay referred to the concept of democracy and its descriptions in different instruments agreed by the member states, as well as other principles suggested by the two proposals.
The Representative of United States indicated that he felt that there were possibilities for continued negotiations as well as alternatives to be considered, and he indicated that perhaps it was not the time to focus on this discussion.  He suggested leaving the proposals in square brackets, continuing with Chapter II, and returning to the review of this article shortly.


Some delegations indicated that they considered that if it were decided to leave the proposals in square brackets, it would be necessary to indicate in a footnote that several delegations considered that the topic of democracy was already reflected in other articles of Chapter I, and that other elements introduced by the proposal of the delegation of the United States would be developed in other chapters of the Social Charter.  However, other delegations felt that indication of paragraphs in square brackets was self-explanatory and expressed concern regarding the footnote method, which might have undesirable consequences. 


The Drafting Group did not reach consensus on either of the two existing alternatives and it was decided to continue consideration at the next meeting of the proposals set out below:


[Representative democracy and [El Salvador:  social justice economic growth with equity] are strengthened through sustainable development, equality of opportunity and the elimination of extreme poverty.] (Proposed by the United States on 03/13/07 with amendment on 04/23/07)


Venezuela: Social justice, economic growth with equity, the rule of law, governance with transparency, and public participation (Costa Rica: and the participation of civil society] are, among others, the foundation for the effective exercise of democracy [Grenada: and elimination of extreme poverty].  (The Delegation of Venezuela indicated that this paragraph is solely an alternative proposal if a third paragraph is deemed necessary)

2. Other business

At this point on the order of business, the Representative of Mexico requested the Chair to consider the Drafting Group’s schedule of meetings which, he indicated, did not allow sufficient time between meetings to make the necessary consultations among delegations and with the respective national authorities.
The Secretariat indicated that it would seek to identify alternatives that accommodated the needs of the delegations.
3.
Delegations present

The following delegations participated in the meeting:

Argentina

Barbados

Bolivia

Brazil

Canada
Chile

Colombia

Costa Rica

Dominica

Ecuador

El Salvador

Grenada

Jamaica
Mexico

Panama
Paraguay

Peru

Saint Lucia
Suriname
United States

Uruguay

Venezuela
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