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Joint meeting of the Committee on Juridical and Political Affairs (CAJP) and the Committee on Administrative and Budgetary Affairs (CAAP)

Topic:
Evaluation of the workings of the inter-American system for the protection and promotion of human rights with a view to its improvement and strengthening. AG/RES. 1828 (XXXI-O/01), operative paragraph 1.d.

1. Presentation by the President of the Inter-American Court of Human Rights (Court), Judge Antonio Cançado Trindade

Judge Cançado Trindade gave a thorough explanation of the budgetary needs of the organ he represented.  In his view, those needs prevented the Court from functioning on a permanent basis. Further, the Court was one of only two international courts worldwide dedicated to processing human rights cases.
He pointed out, among other reasons for an increase in the Court’s financial resources, the cost of its deliberations during its regular and special sessions; transportation costs for its members from their countries of origin to the Court’s seat in San José, Costa Rica; an increase in the number of applications (and therefore in operational costs); the scope and length of the cases handled by the Court, which were similar to those for domestic court cases in the countries; and the highly probable increase in the number of cases due to the recent amendment of the Court’s Rules of Procedure.  

In conclusion, he underscored that the Court was the only tribunal of its type that did not remunerate its judges and that its working conditions were generally inferior to those of other international courts, as a result of its limited staffing and low budget.  Lastly, he noted that the Court had the ranking of an international tribunal.

The complete text of the presentation of the President of the Court was subsequently distributed to the Permanent Council Secretariat as document CP/CAJP-1921/02 corr. 1.  That document contained short-, medium-, and long-term projections, without giving precise dates. The objective in the short term was to increase the number of attorneys and the presence of judges on the Court.  The objective in the medium term was to ensure that the Court operated on a semi-permanent basis and, in the long term, that it operated on a permanent basis. 
2. Presentation by the Executive Secretary of the Inter-American Court of Human Rights (IACHR), Ambassador Santiago Cantón

The Executive Secretary of the IACHR said that he agreed with the budgetary concerns expressed by the President of the Court since, in his view, the inter-American system for the protection and promotion of human rights needed additional resources to ensure its effectiveness.

He described the various factors that called for an increase in resources allocated to the IACHR, including the number of cases currently under consideration (over a thousand), the proportional increase (proportional to the number of cases) in on-site visits, and others related to the multitude of mandates entrusted to it. The increase in the number of individual petitions and in cases gave individuals greater confidence in the inter-American human rights system.
He also said that the IACHR should resort to voluntary contributions by member states of the Organization as well as to contributions from individuals, which would enable it to meet its minimum needs. He underscored, however, that the increase in funds from the regular budget was essential to provide the security required for the Committee’s activities. All tasks entrusted to the IACHR came from mandates issued by either the General Assembly or the Summits of the Americas.  The objectives of the IACHR were, in the short term, to guarantee the existence of resources to fulfill the mandates it received from the states; in the medium term, to increase the budget, which would allow more attorneys to be hired as a matter of priority basis; and, in the long term, to ensure that the Commission functioned on a permanent basis.
In conclusion, the IACHR Executive Secretary said that the ideal situation would be to fund both organs with regular fund resources.

The complete text of the presentation of the IACHR Executive Secretary was subsequently distributed to the Permanent Council Secretariat as document CP/CAJP-1950/02.
3. Observations and recommendations by delegations
· Some delegations said that the Court and the Commission were the most visible OAS organs within the member states.  They agreed with the reasons given by Dr. Cançado Trindade and Dr. Cantón and therefore with the need to increase budget resources to ensure that the system was effective.

· Other delegations mentioned voluntary contributions as well as other types of assistance given on a regular or occasional basis to the Court and the Commission. They agreed that the ideal situation would be to fund both organs with regular fund resources, which would require increasing the member state quotas or reducing the budget assigned to other areas of the Organization.  It was important for there to be a correlation between the destination of the Court’s and the Commission’s resources and the allocation of funds to other OAS organs in the next budget.
· One delegation did not agree with the requests made, asserting that the budget of those two organs had received small increases in recent years, at a time when the value of the regular fund had declined. The protection of human rights was not the most important aspect of the Organization’s work but the protection of democracy was one of its essential components. The delegation recommended, therefore, that the quota system for member states be revised so that countries that considered the work of the inter-American human rights system a priority would increase their contributions. Consideration could be given to having other inter-American organizations, like the IDB, increase their financial participation and to establishing a separate quota system for the Court, as was the case for other regional organizations. 

· Other delegations underscored, in general, the need for acting on the commitments made in that regard at the Third Summit of the Americas (Québec City). In that connection, reference was made to the work of the SIRG on measures to be taken to finance ongoing activities pursuant to the mandates of the three Summits of the Americas.
4. Statement by the Chair of the Committee on Administrative and Budgetary Affairs (CAAP), Ambassador Esteban Tomic

Ambassador Esteban Tomic, Permanent Representative of Chile to the OAS and Chair of the CAAP, concluded consideration of the item, reiterating that the inter-American system was a dynamic body and the raison d’être of the Organization.  On the basis of that premise, he added that it was in the interest of the CAAP to propose amendments to the allocation of OAS budget resources to the Court and the Commission to bring them into line with financial realities in 2002.  The Organization had a large budget surplus and the member states represented in the CAAP were called upon to decide, among other things, on matters relating to the financial surplus and the way in which the quota system was handled.
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�.	Also present were the Vice President of the Court, Dr. Aurelio Abreu Burelli, and its Secretary, Dr. Manuel Ventura.





