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The Committee met under the chairmanship of the Permanent Representative of Belize to the OAS and Chair of the Committee on Hemispheric Security, Ambassador Nestor Mendez, to consider the matters on the agenda, document CP/CSH-1393/12 rev. 1.

The following delegations participated in this meeting:  Argentina, Belize, Bolivia, Brazil, Canada, Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, El Salvador, Haiti, Mexico, Nicaragua, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, United States, Uruguay, and the Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela.
1. Presentation of the “Plan for Improving Advice and Guidance Provided by the Inter-American Defense Board in the Event of Disasters” (CP/CSH-1392/12 corr. 1) [AG/RES. 2631 (XLI-O/11)]

The Director General of the Inter-American Defense Board (IADB), General Juárez Aparecido de Paula Cunha, presented the Plan for Improving Advice and Guidance Provided by the Inter-American Defense Board in the Event of Disasters, pursuant to the mandate in resolution AG/RES. 2631 (XLI-O/11). The Plan contributes efforts of humanitarian assistance to communities affected by a disaster, in order to reduce the disaster's effects while protecting those affected.  The plan, contained in document CP/CSH-1392/12 corr. 1, was approved on March 13, 2012 by the IADB Council of Delegates.  The presentation on the plan was distributed as document CP/CSH/INF.308/12.

The delegation of Argentina reiterated the statement in paragraph 5 of the Note from Argentina, contained in document CP/CSH-1384/12. It disagreed with the report in that regard, arguing that armed forces should not be the primary players in disaster situations as the first responders should be civilian. It noted the common perception that this document ascribed operational functions to the military, never mentioning the existing Permanent Council working group.

Expressing its appreciation for the presentation, the delegation of Brazil asked about the conditions for implementing the plan. In this regard it also inquired about how linkages had been made with other agencies. 

The delegation of Mexico indicated that the plan was in response to a mandate from the General Assembly and that it saw merit in the exercise, which had been described in great detail and provided a solid foundation on which to improve IADB advice. It could be considered a first draft that needed some polishing. It further noted the need to coordinate with the other agencies on this topic. In this vein, it cited the comment made by Argentina about the lack of reference to the Working Group. What this exercise needed was to explore how to build bridges with other agencies.  Finally, the delegation noted that it would be worth exploring whether there was a willingness to consider renewing the mandate.

The delegation of the United States described this as a good first step and thanked the IADB for the detailed presentation. It recommended that the Board continue its consultations and make a presentation to the sub-regional groups for them to improve the plan on an ongoing basis. Furthermore, to avoid duplication, the IADB should make a presentation to the Working Group on disasters.

For its part, the delegation of Canada stated that civilian humanitarian players were better trained for this type of situation, but it welcomes the IADB's role as facilitators. It also emphasized the need to coordinate with other existing mechanisms on the subject matter.

The delegation of the Dominican Republic indicated that more than just a presentation, this was another effort on the part of the IADB to demonstrate its usefulness to the OAS and the inter-American system. It therefore felt that this exercise was intended to support OAS efforts for greater interaction with the IADB.

The delegation of Peru agreed with the earlier proposal to use this first presentation as an initial step towards continuing discussions on the subject with the various bodies.

The delegation of Chile stressed the need to verify that efforts were not being duplicated within the Organization. It also commented on the role entrusted to the armed forces. After experiencing an earthquake, Chile updated its disaster systems and there was now a pending bill to establish a national civil emergency protection system and to create a National Civil Protection Agency to replace the OPENEMI. This bill establishes a key support role for the armed forces in emergency situations. This innovation places at the disposal of the national emergency system the existing capabilities of the armed forces.

The delegation of El Salvador said this plan was a starting point that would be enhanced on an ongoing basis but that the delegations should engage in a "mea culpa" and acknowledge that the mandate given did not include an order to coordinate. If consideration was given to renewing the mandate, this should be done in a more unequivocal way. It also emphasized the need to bring this plan in line with the existing Working Group.

General Juárez thanked the delegations for their statements and comments, noting that the plan was just now getting off the ground. The plan was already in operation, was up and running, and was approved by the Council of Delegates. Contact had already been made with the above-mentioned organizations, but the plan needed to be constantly updated. He said this was not a final plan and their work was not yet finished.
2. Consideration of the “Proposed Committee on Hemispheric Security (CHS) Approach on Resolutions for the OAS General Assembly” (CP/CSH-1386/12 rev.2)

Reminding the delegations that at the last meeting a decision was made to set April 19 as the deadline for paragraphs to be submitted, the Chair of the CSH suggested that this date be moved to April 24. He also spoke about the need to inform the Subcommittee on Agenda and Procedure about the title agreed on for the draft resolution.

The delegation of Argentina said that it reserved the right to include paragraphs under the IADB section.

The delegation of Peru asked the Chair to explain the logic of submitting only one resolution. 

The delegation of Mexico reiterated that it was still engaging in internal consultations, and quoted the Chair of the CHS as noting that the current situation was unsustainable and that this exercise should be used to review the mandates and not to pass the same mandates.

The delegation of El Salvador suggested publishing a document with the list of mandates for the CSH and their current compliance status.

The delegation of Colombia said it was currently working on de-mining and MISPA issues.
3. Other business


The delegation of Ecuador reminded the delegations that in the afternoon there would be an informal meeting of the Working Group to Prepare a Draft Hemispheric Plan of Action to Follow Up on the Declaration of San Salvador on Citizen Security in the Americas.


The Committee bade farewell to Messrs. Denys Toscano Amores, Alternate Representative of Ecuador, and Gonzalo Talavera, Alternate Representative of Peru.
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