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Trinidad and Tobago

The General Committee held its second session on Monday, June 5, 2006, to continue its consideration of the pending items on the order of business, AG/CG/OD-1/06.

i.
Draft declaration:  Congratulations to the Peruvian People on the Electoral Process (AG/doc.4627/06)

The Committee considered this draft resolution, which was presented by the delegation of Peru.  After it had been read out by the Chair, it was approved without amendment.
ii. Draft resolution:  Combating the Commercial Sexual Exploitation and Smuggling of and Trafficking in Children in the Hemisphere (AG/doc.4561/06)


Consideration of this topic had been postponed to allow delegations time for adequate consultation.
At this session, the delegation of the United States indicated that it was not in a position to agree to the proposals of the delegation of Venezuela, as it was not Party to the American Convention on Human Rights to which the paragraph introduced by Venezuela referred.  For its part, the delegation of Canada indicated that Article 13.4 was an exception to the rule established in Article 13.3 of the Convention and, as such, could not be a topic for which a general call to the member states could be issued.
The delegation of Venezuela proposed that such a call refer only to member states party to the Convention.  The delegation of Costa Rica proposed not making special mention of any article of the American Convention on Human rights, including the mention of Article 19 in the preamble.  This was supported by the delegations of Colombia, Chile, Peru, and Guatemala. For its part, the delegation of Mexico indicated that reference to public entertainments was not relevant in a resolution on illicit smuggling of and trafficking in children. 
As agreement had not been reached, the Chair allowed additional time for negotiations by the delegations of the pending points, after which, the delegation of Venezuela reported that agreement had been reached on a text based on a proposal presented by the delegation of the Dominican Republic.
Lastly, with some additional clarifications, the draft resolution was approved.
iii.
Draft resolution:  Avian Influenza:  International Cooperation to Meet a Global Threat (AG/doc.4625/06)

The Committee continued its examination of the proposals presented that morning by the delegation of Argentina, with which the proposing delegation agreed.  The delegation of Brazil proposed an amendment to the Portuguese version and, with said amendment, the respective draft resolution was approved.
Before the close of discussion of the topic, the delegation of Canada proposed an amendment of form to the name of an entity cited, noted that the Pan American Health Organization (PAHO) was a key entity in the subject area of this resolution, and, together with Argentina, asked to be added to the list of cosponsors of the resolution.
iv.
Draft resolution:  Consolidation of the Regime Established in the Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin America and the Caribbean (Treaty of Tlatelolco) (AG/doc.4545/06)

The Chair of the Committee had suggested making informal consultations prior to continuing its discussion of this draft resolution.  The delegation of Venezuela reported that, as a result of such consultations, consensus had been reached.
In particular, it indicated that the agreement consisted of inclusion of two new preambular paragraphs, one replacing preambular paragraph 5, citing Article 1 of the Treaty of Tlatelolco, and a new paragraph 6 bis, citing Article 17 of that treaty.  The delegation of Argentina proposed that said references to texts of the Treaty of Tlatelolco should be textual.

The draft resolution was approved by consensus and, in conclusion, the delegation of Mexico underscored the importance thereof.
v.
Draft resolution: Cooperation for Security in the Hemisphere (AG/doc.4544/06 corr. 1)

The delegation of Venezuela set out the reasons why it could not join the consensus.  In particular, it pointed to the consolidation of five resolutions in this omnibus resolution and that the existence of various other individual resolutions on hemispheric security created improper bias in the treatment of this topic.  It also indicated that the draft resolution referred to documents not representative of the topic or comprehensive in this area.
For its part, the delegation of Mexico proposed a new preambular paragraph referring to the Declaration on Security in the Americas, adopted in Mexico City, in October 2003.
The Chair of the Committee proposed approval of the draft resolution by consensus, including in the Committee’s minutes the reservation of the delegation of Venezuela.  The delegation of Venezuela requested time to make the respective consultations as to whether it would enter a reservation in the minutes or add a footnote to the resolution.

vi.
Draft resolution:  Free Trade and Investment in the Hemisphere (AG/doc.4560/06)

This draft resolution contained three proposals in square brackets, presented by the delegation of Venezuela.  The Chair suggested allowing additional time for delegations to make the necessary consultations, with a view to consensus.  The delegation of Bolivia supported said proposal.
vii
Draft resolution:  Promotion of Hemispheric Cooperation in Dealing with Gangs (AG/doc.4569/06 corr. 1)

The delegation of El Salvador presented the above-captioned draft resolution.  It indicated that, among other things, the draft instructs the General Secretariat to support member states in organizing meetings on different aspects of gangs, to compile and publish their findings, and to follow up on the conclusions; and to coordinate its work on gangs with that of other international organizations and civil society organizations.
The delegations of Mexico, Venezuela, Canada, Colombia, United States, Brazil, Jamaica, Guatemala, and Argentina made different proposals regarding the text under consideration. 

The Chair suggested to the delegation of El Salvador that, in view of all the recommendations received, it prepare a new version of the draft resolution for presentation to the Committee at its Tuesday meeting.  This was so decided.
viii. Draft resolution: Transparency, Participation of Micro, Small, and Medium-Sized Enterprises, and the Use of Information Technologies in Government Procurement (AG/doc.4572/06 corr. 1)

This draft resolution was presented by the delegation of Chile.  The delegations of Panama, Colombia, Argentina, Mexico, and Peru expressed their support.  The delegation of United States reported that it had some observations that would be presented to the proposing delegation.  The delegation of Canada proposed an amendment to operative paragraph 2. 

The delegation of Brazil expressed its support for the draft resolution and the amendment proposed by Canada and made the following statement:


“In expressing its support, Brazil must reiterate that nothing contained in said draft resolution prejudges or refers to questions of market access or creates any type of obligation or duty in connection with procurement of products not originating in domestic markets.  It pertains only to issues of transparency and improvement of mechanisms enabling micro, small, and medium-scale enterprises to participate in government procurement processes in accordance with the legislation of each member state.”


In addition, the delegation of Argentina made the following statement:


“It is Argentina’s interpretation that nothing in the text of this resolution implies commitments or declarations with regard to negotiations in the area of government procurement (in any area) or refers to ‘access’ or ‘national treatment’ in public sector procurement.”


At the fourth session of the Committee, the delegation of Chile presented additional changes, among them, a new title:  “Use of information technologies in government procurement to promote transparency and participation by micro, small, and medium-sized enterprise and other real sector entities.”

Approval of the final version of the draft resolution was postponed until a subsequent meeting of the Committee.
ix.
Draft resolution: Migrant Populations and Migration Patterns in the Americas (AG/doc.4573/06 corr. 1)
The delegation of Belize presented this draft resolution.  The delegations of Panama, Costa Rica, Dominican Republic, Guatemala, Bolivia, and Ecuador expressed their support.  The delegation of Costa Rica made a proposal regarding operative paragraph 2.
The delegation of Canada expressed its concern regarding operative paragraph 2, especially in connection with establishment of a Committee on Migration Issues.  With regard to operative paragraph 1, it proposed instructing the Permanent Council to maintain ongoing dialogue on this topic rather than holding a special session.

The delegation of the United States indicated its disagreement with different points in the draft resolution, noting that it would be premature to establish a Committee prior to discussion of the problem in the Permanent Council.
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The delegation of Argentina pointed to the existence of a draft resolution on the human rights of migrant workers and their families, as well as a Program on this topic, which struck an appropriate balance between security interests and respect for human rights.  It noted that, when the Program had been adopted, consideration had been given to the possibility of assigning responsibility for it to the Committee on Juridical and Political Affairs (CAJP) of the Permanent Council, and not to a new area within the General Secretariat.  The CAJP holds a special meeting on this topic each year, so that the special session called for in this draft resolution might create duplication.  With regard to the Special Committee, the delegation of Argentina noted that this might create overlap with activities already under way in other areas, particularly the CAJP.  It therefore suggested that operative paragraph 1 instruct that a special session be held as soon as possible to consider establishment of the Special Committee to which it referred.  It also requested that the draft resolution mention the perspective of the human rights of migrants.
The delegation of Paraguay indicated that although it acknowledged the topic’s importance, it wished to underscore that the budget for 2007 did not make provision for the establishment of new committees or working groups and that, therefore, it would not seem appropriate for this General Assembly to create a committee not covered by a budgetary item and that would lack Secretariat staff to operate and support the proposal of Argentina.
The delegation of Mexico congratulated the delegation of Belize for its presentation of the draft resolution and indicated that it had been able to present an approach to the topic that introduced the principle of shared responsibility.
The delegations of Uruguay, Costa Rica, Colombia, and Honduras requested inclusion of their countries on the list of cosponsors.  For their part, the delegations of Venezuela, Chile, Ecuador, and Brazil made specific proposals regarding the draft.

When all proposals had been heard, the General Committee took up consideration of the draft resolution paragraph by paragraph, after which the Chair proposed postponing discussion of the topic until the Tuesday meeting so that the delegation of Belize could make the necessary consultations on aspects where consensus had yet to be reached.
The session was adjourned at 8:00 p.m.
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