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In my capacity as the Rapporteur of the General Committee, I have the honor of presenting the distinguished ministers and heads of delegation attending this thirty-eighth regular session of the OAS General Assembly with the following report on the tasks carried out by the General Committee, pursuant to Article 25 of the Rules of Procedure of the General Assembly.
I.
INTRODUCTION
Installation of the Committee and Election of the Chair

At its first session held on Monday, June 2, 2008, the plenary installed the General Committee in accordance with Article 22 of the Rules of Procedure and elected Ambassador Michael I. King, Permanent Representative of Barbados to the OAS, as its Chair.  He had been proposed by the delegation of the Bahamas and was elected by acclamation.  On that occasion, the General Committee was invited to prepare a report on its work, to be submitted to the plenary at its fourth session.
Assignment of topics

The plenary assigned two draft declarations and six draft resolutions for consideration by the General Committee.  Those drafts are listed in the document containing the Committee’s order of business, document AG/CG/OD-1/08, as follows:
3. Consideration of the Draft Declaration of Ministers of Foreign Affairs of the Americas on the World Food Crisis (AG/doc.4869/08)
4. Consideration of the following draft resolutions:
i. Prevention and Eradication of Child Commercial Sexual Exploitation, Trafficking, and Smuggling in Children and Adolescents (AG/doc.4863/08)
ii. Promotion of and Respect for International Humanitarian Law (AG/doc.4866/08)
iii. Right to Freedom of Thought and Expression and the Importance of the Media (AG/doc.4865/08)
iv. Human Rights, Sexual Orientation, and Gender Identity (AG/doc.4867/08)
v. Operative paragraph 2 of the draft resolution entitled “Protocol of San Salvador: Composition and Functioning of the Working Group to Examine the Periodic Reports of the States Parties” (AG/doc.4787/08)
· Note from the Permanent Mission of the Argentine Republic (AG/doc.4876/08)
vi. Preventing Crime and Violence in the Americas (AG/doc.4864/08 rev. 1)
5. Consideration of the Draft Declaration on the “National System of Venezuelan Youth and Children’s Orchestras” (AG/doc.4882/08)
II.
PROCEEDINGS
Order of Business

At the first session of the General Committee, held on June 2, 2008, the Chair thanked the OAS member states for supporting his election. The Committee then proceeded to study the draft order of business (document AG/CG/OD-1/08), which contained the aforementioned draft declarations and resolutions.

Two delegations requested changes in the order in which the drafts were to be addressed. The delegation of Peru requested that the Draft Declaration of Ministers of Foreign Affairs of the Americas on the World Food Crisis (AG/doc.4869/08) be transferred to fifth place on the order of business.  For its part, the delegation of the United States requested that the draft resolution on “Right to Freedom of Thought and Expression and the Importance of the Media (AG/doc.4865/08)” be placed last on the agenda.  Both requests received support and the order of business was approved with those two changes (AG/CG/OD-1/08 rev. 1).

Election of the Vice Chair and Rapporteur
In accordance with the terms of Article 24 of the Rules of Procedure of the General Assembly, the Committee proceeded to elect its Vice Chair and its Rapporteur.
The delegation of Mexico proposed Ambassador Luis Guardia, Alternate Representative of Costa Rica to the OAS, to serve as Vice Chair.  His nomination was seconded by the delegation of Jamaica and he was elected by acclamation.
The delegation of Canada proposed the Alternate Representative of the Permanent Mission of the Argentine Republic to the OAS, Rosa Delia Gómez Durán, to serve as Rapporteur of the General Committee.  Her nomination was seconded by the delegation of Brazil and she was also duly elected by acclamation.
Methodology
The Chair proposed the following procedures for completing its work in the time requested by the plenary.
· The order in which the draft documents would be addressed would take into account the order in which they were presented to the original committees, i.e., the General Committee of the Permanent Council, the Committee on Juridical and Political Affairs, and the Committee on Hemispheric Security, with a view to achieving thematic consistency in the deliberations and facilitating the work of the delegations.
· Another factor to be taken into account would be the progress already made in the negotiations of each of the draft resolutions and declarations; first the Committee would review those that were closest to reaching a consensus before moving on to those that required lengthier discussion. In the case of the drafts closest to consensus, the Committee would examine the issues pending, while for the remaining drafts the Committee would proceed paragraph by paragraph.
· New draft resolutions would be placed at the bottom of the agenda, in the order they were received by the Secretariat.
· The challenge posed by the Chair was to try and complete the Committee’s work on time, thanks to the cooperation of all the delegations.
· The General Committee would hold three meetings, each lasting three hours.  That meant that no more than 20 minutes could be devoted to discussing each draft resolution.  To ensure that all delegations were treated equally, the Chair said he intended to comply strictly with that time limit.
· If the negotiations stalled, so that more time was needed, the Chair suggested that delegations hold informal talks in order to seek consensus and report thereon to the General Committee. If agreement were reached on the corresponding text, the respective draft would be included immediately on the Committee’s order of business. In the event of no agreement being reached, the text would be re-submitted in the corresponding order following the other drafts on the agenda.
· The Chair strongly urged delegations to submit their proposals in writing to the Secretariat during the debates on draft resolutions in order to facilitate and expedite the drafting of new texts. 

· Approved resolutions would be submitted for consideration by the plenary at its fourth session, which meant that, as far as possible, the working agreements would have to be kept to.
Meetings
The General Committee met on three occasions to review the topics assigned to it in the order of business.
The first and second meetings took place on Monday, June 2, 2008, while the third was held on Tuesday, June 3, 2008.
The Commission examined the draft resolutions assigned by the plenary, in the following order:
1. Draft resolution: Prevention and Eradication of Commercial Sexual Exploitation and Smuggling of and Trafficking in Minors (AG/doc.4863/08); 
2. Draft resolution: Promotion of and Respect for International Humanitarian Law (AG/doc.4866/08);
3. Draft Declaration by the Foreign Ministers of the Americas on the World Food Crisis (AG/doc.4869/08);
4. Draft resolution:  Human Rights, Sexual Orientation, and Gender Identity (AG/doc.4867/08);
5. Draft resolution:  Protocol of San Salvador:  Composition and Functioning of the Working Group to Examine the Periodic Reports of the States Parties (AG/doc.4787/08); 

6. Draft resolution: Prevention of Crime and Violence in the Americas (AG/doc.4864/08 rev.1);
7. Draft Declaration on the National System of Venezuelan Youth and Children’s Orchestras” (AG/doc.4882/08);
8. Draft resolution: Right to Freedom of Thought and Expression and the Importance of the Media (AG/doc.4865/08).
Following is a brief summary of the way in which the drafts entrusted to the General Committee were addressed: 

1. Draft resolution: Prevention and Eradication of Commercial Sexual Exploitation and Smuggling of and Trafficking in Minors (AG/doc.4863/08) 
The Committee reviewed this draft resolution at its first and second working meetings.
The draft resolution was presented by Ambassador María del Luján Flores, Permanent Representative of Uruguay to the OAS, whose delegation had submitted the original proposal.
Although the draft had been considered by the Permanent Council on May 21, 2008, subsequently the delegations of Mexico and the United States had made comments and formulated alternative proposals.  The delegation of Mexico’s proposals had to do with operative paragraphs two, three, and seven, while the delegation of the United States referred to errors in the English version of operative paragraph one.  There was also a proposal to amend the wording of the alternative proposal put forward by Canada, Mexico, and Argentina so that the English version of operative paragraph three would read: “To adopt or amend domestic legislation, regulations and procedures.” The delegation of Uruguay supported the proposals of the two aforementioned delegations.  Nevertheless, no consensus was reached, during the first working meeting of the General Committee, regarding the seventh operative paragraph.
During the second meeting of the Committee, the Ambassador of Uruguay announced that a consensus had been reached regarding the paragraphs worked on during the first meeting.  The Chair therefore asked that the resolution be approved by consensus.
The resolution was approved at the second meeting, for presentation to the plenary.
2. Draft resolution: Promotion of and Respect for International Humanitarian Law (AG/doc.4866/08)
The Committee reviewed this draft resolution at its first and second working meetings.
The draft resolution was presented by the delegation of Brazil, which had originally proposed it.  This time, the delegation of Brazil said that it supported the addition to the 16th preambular paragraph (“including the possibility of their being legally binding”), but asked for more time to study operative paragraph 14.
For its part, the delegation of Mexico proposed an alternative text of operative paragraph 14, which reads as follows:
14.
To urge member states to become parties, as soon as possible, to the Convention on Cluster Munitions, adopted by the Dublin Conference on May 28, 2008, which will be open to signature in Oslo, Norway, as of December 2008, and to continue participating in other processes related to the development, use, stockpiling, production, and transfer of cluster munitions.
The delegation of Costa Rica supported the proposal regarding the 16th preambular paragraph. It also asked to include the following phrase in operative paragraph 14, at the end of the text proposed by Mexico: “and on assistance to victims and the removal of such munitions to lessen their impact on civilian populations.”  The delegation of Panama requested that the English version include the reference to the place where said instrument was signed; all of which was supported in its entirety by the delegation of Guatemala.
The delegations of Colombia, Brazil, and the United States asked for more time to review the paragraph referring to the Convention on Cluster Munitions.  To facilitate a consensus regarding operative paragraph 14, the delegation of Venezuela suggested using “invite” instead of “urge.”  The Chair urged interested parties to meet informally to try and reach a text they could agree on.
During the second working meeting, the delegation of Brazil said it could join the consensus if its reservation were entered in a footnote explaining its position with respect to operative paragraph 14.  In addition, that paragraph was changed to include the proposal put forward by the delegation of the United States to invite states to “consider becoming parties,” a suggestion that was seconded and re-worded by the delegation of Mexico, as follows: 

14.
To invite member states to consider becoming parties to the Convention on Cluster Munitions, adopted by the Dublin Conference on May 28, 2008, which will be open to signature in Oslo, Norway, as of December 2008, and to continue participating in other processes related to the development, use, stockpiling, production, and transfer of cluster munitions, and on assistance to victims and the removal of such munitions to lessen their impact on civilian populations.
The text was put to the delegations for their approval and approved with Brazil’s footnote regarding operative paragraph 14.
At the end of the discussion, the delegation of the United States asked to be considered a co-sponsor of the resolution. 

The resolution was approved at the second meeting, for presentation to the plenary.
3. Draft Declaration by the Foreign Ministers of the Americas on the World Food Crisis (AG/doc.4869/08)
The Committee reviewed this draft resolution at its first, second, and third working meetings.
During the first such meeting, the delegations of Peru, the United States, and Brazil requested more time in order to conduct consultations among member states. The topic was therefore postponed to the second meeting.
The Chair stated that it did not consider an oral presentation by the IICA representative necessary, although it had originally been envisaged, because the delegations had already been informed in writing of that body’s views.
At the second meeting, the ALADI countries circulated a draft declaration amended and agreed upon by that group. Since that draft differed from the original text, various delegations, including that of the United States, requested more time to study it.  Some delegations (the United States, El Salvador) questioned the contents of the proposed changes and, in general, the competence of the OAS on this subject (Nicaragua), especially in light of the World Summit on Food Security taking place in Rome on June 3 to 5, 2008. For its part, the delegation of El Salvador, with the support of Costa Rica and Panama, proposed holding an informal meeting of the Coordinators of the subregional groups and interested delegations at the end of the second working meeting in order to facilitate the handling of this topic. It was decided to accept that suggestion.
Agreements were not reached during those informal talks. However, the Secretariat was asked to prepare a simplified draft declaration based on the comments that had been made that could possibly serve as a starting point for reaching consensus. A simplified text, consisting of only four paragraphs, was circulated as a document.
At the third working meeting, the delegations once again aired their views on the subject of the food crisis, focusing in particular on the possibility of approving a briefer and simpler draft resolution than the previous one. Once again no consensus was reached regarding the more or less general nature of such a declaration or regarding more specific contents such as the enunciation of the principal causes of the crisis. At that same meeting, the Secretariat provided a detailed explanation of the document, while the delegation of Argentina proposed an addition to the first operative paragraph alluding to the various causes of the food crisis that, for decades, had been distorting world trade in food, including a mention of agricultural subsidies that the delegation of Paraguay seconded.  However, the Argentine proposal was not supported by the delegations of the United States, Canada, Barbados, Guatemala, or El Salvador.
Furthermore, the delegation of Barbados voiced its concern over the lack of agreement and called upon the delegations to avoid taking to the plenary a declaration on which consensus had not been reached and which contained technical considerations rather than concerns of a general nature.  The delegation of Venezuela made an additional suggestion aimed at merging the first two paragraphs of the short draft, without including the Argentine proposal. The proposal was backed by the delegations of El Salvador and the United States. The delegation of Bolivia said that it considered the proposal too lukewarm for such an important topic and suggested making it more robust, a proposal that failed to elicit the support of other delegations.
In the end, the delegations concluded that the conditions for reaching a consensus on the draft declaration were not given.  The delegation of El Salvador said it profoundly regretted that outcome and, on behalf of SICA, withdrew the proposed declaration.  It asked the General Secretariat to place clearly on record in the minutes the position of the SICA countries that had presented the draft declaration, including their concern over the world food crisis.  The delegation of Venezuela invited member states to consider discussing the topic in CEPCIDI and in any areas addressing the human right to life.  The delegation of the Dominican Republic asked that the President of the General Assembly be invited to make a statement on this matter, a suggestion that was seconded by the delegations of El Salvador and Panama.  In response to Colombia’s concern about the procedural issues involved, the General Secretariat explained the difficulty of entrusting the President of the General Assembly with such a pronouncement on the matter when no consensus had been reached on the heart of the matter. It indicated, nevertheless, that both the Secretary General and the Minister of Foreign Affairs of Colombia could allude to the issue in their closing speeches. The delegation of Mexico listed the aspects that it hoped to see reflected in such pronouncements and which, in its view, echoed points on which the delegations had agreed.  The delegations of Guatemala, Nicaragua, and the United States expressed their concern regarding the food crisis.
In short, the “Draft Declaration by the Foreign Ministers of the Americas on the World Food Crisis” was discussed at length, revealing agreements and disagreements among the delegations regarding the contents of the draft and regarding the appropriateness and timeliness of adopting it.  Given the lack of consensus, the draft was withdrawn from the agenda of the General Committee at the request of the group of countries that had submitted it. Given the feelings aroused by the subject in question, it was agreed to register the debates and various viewpoints in verbatim minutes.  Speaking on behalf of the SICA countries that had promoted the draft, the delegation of El Salvador asked to place on record that group’s concern over the world food crisis and the terms of the proposed declaration. In addition, the member states agreed to ask the President of the General Assembly to pronounce on the matter, voicing member states’ concern, the existence of areas of agreement and disagreement, the need for the OAS to keep track of developments, and the possibility of the Organization contributing effectively to a response. 

As indicated above, the draft declaration was withdrawn from the agenda.
4. Draft resolution:  Human Rights, Sexual Orientation, and Gender Identity (AG/doc.4867/08);
The Committee reviewed this draft resolution at its first, second, and third working meetings.
This draft resolution was presented by the delegation of Brazil, but Argentina had submitted alternative proposals for preambular paragraphs 2, 5, and 9 and for the first three operative paragraphs.  For its part, the delegation of Chile proposed amendments of form to the preambular paragraph, added a new paragraph at preambular paragraph 5, and requested a change to operative paragraph 3.  Both proposals were seconded by the delegations of Mexico and Venezuela.
In addition, the delegation of Ecuador submitted an alternative text for the seventh preambular paragraph, alluding to the nongovernmental nature of the Yogyakarta meeting.  This was supplemented by a request by Peru to delete the reference to those principles at the end of operative paragraph 2.  All that was expressly supported by Venezuela and the United States.  For its part, the delegation of the United States said it was keen to include acts of violence by private individuals, because, as drafted, the resolution would only cover states as the sole entity capable of violating human rights.  Finally, the delegation of Guyana voiced its disagreement, on its own behalf and on that of other CARICOM delegations, given the complexities associated with this draft resolution.
The delegation of Brazil said it respected the wishes of the delegations requiring more time for debate and that it was open to suggestions.  The Chair asked all the delegations to submit any additional proposals they might have for inclusion in a single, consolidated document that would be reviewed at the meeting to be held that afternoon.
During the second meeting of the Committee, the delegation of Brazil presented an alternative text to its original proposal, taking into account certain countries’ sensitivities. The reference number for that document is AG/doc.4867/08 rev. 2.  That new proposal deleted preambular paragraphs 5 and 6 as well as the first and second operative paragraphs.  It also resolved to include the item on the CAJP agenda and to ask the Inter-American Commission on Human Rights to prepare a study on [protection from] acts of violence and human rights violations.  Note also that the paragraphs referring to the Yogyakarta principles were deleted.  The delegation of the United States asked that the scope of the study be restricted to human rights-related violations.  The delegations of Venezuela and Costa Rica supported the document reviewed, while that of Guyana said it could join the consensus if the third paragraph were deleted.  For its part, the Argentine delegation suggested amendments to the first and last preambular paragraphs (in the latter, the reference to “real or perceived” and to the third operative paragraph (that the study be on the acts of violence and human rights violations motivated by…).  The Chair asked that a revised document be prepared for review by the Committee at its third working meeting.
At the third working meeting of the General Committee, the delegation of Brazil presented another revised version of the document, which contained a preamble in which it expressed its concern regarding acts of violence or related human rights violations and which, in its operative section, requested inclusion of the topic on the agenda of the Committee on Juridical and Political Affairs.  The draft elicited the support of the delegations of Mexico and Costa Rica, as well as the support of the delegation of Canada (which asked to co-sponsor the draft).  Furthermore, the delegations of Argentina and Chile offered their support, provided, in the case of Argentina, that the reference to “real or perceived” was omitted.
For their part, the delegations of The Bahamas and of Antigua and Barbuda asked that their respective positions be placed on record in the minutes of the Committee, pursuant to Article 81 of the Rules of Procedure of the General Assembly.
The text was submitted to the delegations, who approved it with the amendments proposed by the Argentine delegation.
The resolution was approved at the third meeting, for presentation to the plenary.  The views of the delegations of The Bahamas and of Antigua and Barbuda were recorded in the minutes.
5. Draft resolution: Protocol of San Salvador:  Composition and Functioning of the Working Group to Examine the Periodic Reports of the States Parties (AG/doc.4787/08) 
The Committee reviewed this draft resolution at its first working meeting.
The Chair stated that analysis of this resolution should focus exclusively on the second operative paragraph on the selection of the members of the Working Group to analyze national reports.  He also announced that the Argentine delegation had submitted a note on the subject (AG/doc.4876/08).  The delegation of Argentina said it agreed with the Chair’s explanation on the need to amend this draft resolution given that the Working Group had not yet been formed for lack of candidacies.  It also said it was interested in including an additional paragraph delegating to the Permanent Council the choice of government experts and authorizing the Secretary General to appoint the independent expert and his or her alternate.  Accordingly, operative paragraphs 2 and 3 would read as follows:
2. To reaffirm the importance of forming, as soon as possible, the working group intended to analyze the national reports, which should begin its work with the consideration and adoption of its rules of procedure.
3. To delegate to the Permanent Council the choice of the government experts who will form the above-mentioned Working Group and to authorize the Secretary General  to appoint the independent expert and his or her alternate on that same occasion.
The draft resolution was submitted to the Committee for approval and achieved a consensus.  

The delegation of Costa Rica said it was concerned at the lack of candidacies for the Working Group.
The resolution was approved at the first meeting, for presentation to the plenary.
6. Draft resolution: Prevention of Crime and Violence in the Americas (AG/doc.4864/08 rev. 1)
The Committee reviewed this draft resolution at its first working meeting.
The delegation of Barbados said that it agreed with the draft resolution and the delegation of Argentina joined in the consensus.
The delegations of the United States, Venezuela, and Nicaragua carried out consultations regarding the participation of the General Secretariat in operative paragraphs 2 and 3.  The delegation of Costa Rica proposed an alternative solution for the third paragraph, requesting the General Secretariat to “consider enhancing its program,” wording that was supported by the delegation of Chile.
In light of the explanation given by the Permanent Representative of Saint Kitts and Nevis and Chair of the Committee on Hemispheric Security, who was in favor of advocating prevention, the delegation of the United States proposed joining paragraphs 2 and 3 with the phrase “requesting the Secretary General to advocate prevention measures.”  That proposal was supported by the delegations of Venezuela and Chile. 
For its part, the delegation of Canada expressed its support for operative paragraph 5, for which approval had been pending.
The resolution was approved at the first meeting, for presentation to the plenary.
7. Draft Declaration: National System of Venezuelan Youth and Children’s Orchestras (AG/doc.4882/08)
The Committee reviewed this draft declaration at its first and second working meetings.
It was presented by Ambassador Nelson Pineda Prada, Alternate Representative of Venezuela to the OAS.
Ambassador Pineda described the origin and the work of the “National System of Venezuelan Youth and Children’s Orchestras,” in which some 300,000 youths have participated since it was established in 1975.  He also spoke about the impact of this initiative on other countries in the Hemisphere.  In short, what was required was support for the whole system of orchestras.
The delegation of Panama proposed adding a paragraph after the first initial declarative paragraph, which would read as follows:
“Its decision to recommend to the Permanent Council that it convene a special meeting to address the National System of Venezuelan Youth and Children’s Orchestras.”

The delegations of Costa Rica, Guatemala, the United States, and Colombia asked that Venezuela’s proposal be widened to include developments in that area in all the countries, and said that similar youth orchestra systems existed in those countries.  In that connection, Colombia proposed amendments to the first and second declarative paragraphs in such a way as to include the development of such systems in other countries.

The delegations of Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Uruguay, Brazil, and Nicaragua supported the Venezuelan proposal with the addition proposed by Panama. The delegations of Saint Lucia and Jamaica also expressed their support.  However, the delegation of the United States did not agree with the initiative of holding a special meeting of the Permanent Council.  It said it was more interested in requesting a concert than in promoting the involvement of the political bodies of the OAS.

Both the Chair and the delegation of Canada considered it necessary to include general support for other cultural manifestations.
At the end of the discussions of this topic during the first working meeting, the delegation of Venezuela thanked Panama for proposing the holding of the special meeting and endorsed the proposal by Colombia which addressed Costa Rica’s concern.
At the second meeting, the delegation of Venezuela presented a revised document with a new title adding after “System of Venezuelan Youth and Children’s Orchestras” the phrase “and Promotion of Cultural Initiatives for Youth.”  A reference to “similar initiatives” was also included in the first and second declarative paragraphs.  Finally, a third paragraph was added echoing Panama’s proposal to hold a special meeting, along with a final paragraph reflecting Canada’s and the Chair’s concern to strengthen initiatives in the arts and in the cultural area..  All of which obtained express support from the delegation of Haiti.
At Costa Rica’s request, supported by Mexico, most of the delegations backed the initiative of convening in the third declarative paragraph a joint meeting of the Permanent Council and CEPCIDI.  The Chair considered that the proposed recommendation should be modified given that the document was a draft declaration, not a resolution.  The need to analyze whether the proposal had budgetary implications was also pointed out.  The Secretariat concurred.  Neither Panama, nor Paraguay, the Dominican Republic, or Argentina agreed that incorrect language had been used.  It was explained that the standard clause adopted by the Permanent Council on budgetary restrictions applied to resolutions, not declarations.  In the end, it was agreed to include a brief indication to dispel concerns in that regard, in the form of a reference to “availability of funds.”  Following these amendments, a consensus was reached on the declaration.
It was approved at the second meeting, for presentation to the plenary.
8. Draft resolution: Right to Freedom of Thought and Expression and the Importance of the Media (AG/doc.4865/08).
The Committee reviewed this draft resolution at its second and third working meetings.
This draft was cosponsored by the delegations of the United States and Venezuela.  Considering the differences between those two delegations, the Committee proceeded to an analysis paragraph by paragraph.
The delegation of the United States expressed its support of the previous year’s resolution with the inclusion of a tenth preambular paragraph and three new operative paragraphs: 9 bis, 10 bis, and 12 ter.  For its part, the delegation of Venezuela was in favor of including two new preambular paragraphs and operative paragraph 12 bis. 

To resolve difficulties with the third preambular paragraph proposed by Venezuela, referring to resolutions of the United Nations General Assembly, the delegation of Mexico suggested including a reference to the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights.   However, that initiative was not supported by Venezuela.  Since time had run out, it was decided to ask the interested delegations to work informally and to present their decisions at the next meeting.
During the third meeting, the delegation of Mexico presented the results of the informal consultations, which returned to the language of the previous year’s resolution, all of which was expressly endorsed by the delegations of Venezuela and the United States and, finally, approved by consensus.  Nevertheless, the delegations of Canada and Costa Rica said they regretted that no new language had been found.
The resolution was approved at the third meeting, for presentation to the plenary.
III.
CONCLUSION
Under the excellent chairmanship of Ambassador Michael I. King, Permanent Representative of Barbados to the OAS and of the Vice Chair, Ambassador Luis Guardia, Alternate Representative of Costa Rica to the OAS, the General Committee approved by consensus one draft declaration and six draft resolutions, as follows (starting with the resolutions):
Resolutions:
· Prevention and Eradication of Commercial Sexual Exploitation and Smuggling of and Trafficking in Minors; 

· Promotion of and Respect for International Humanitarian Law;
· Protocol of San Salvador: Composition and Functioning of the Working Group to Examine the Periodic Reports of the States Parties;
· Prevention of Crime and Violence in the Americas; 
· Human Rights, Sexual Orientation, and Gender Identity; and 

· Right to Freedom of Thought and Expression and the Importance of the Media.
Declaration:
· Recognition of the National System of Venezuelan Youth and Children’s Orchestras and Promotion of Cultural Initiatives for Youth.
It is to be noted that the resolution on “Promotion of and Respect for International Humanitarian Law” was approved with a footnote by the delegation of Brazil regarding operative paragraph 14.
With respect to the resolution on “Human Rights, Sexual Orientation, and Gender Identity,” the delegations of Antigua and Barbuda and The Bahamas requested that their views be expressly placed on record in the minutes, pursuant to Article 81 of the Rules of Procedure of the General Assembly.
The draft “Declaration by the Foreign Ministers of the Americas on the World Food Crisis” was discussed at length, revealing agreements and disagreements among the delegations regarding the contents of the draft and regarding the appropriateness and timeliness of adopting it.   Given the lack of consensus, the draft was withdrawn from the agenda of the General Committee at the request of the group of countries that had submitted it. Given the feelings aroused by the subject in question, it was agreed to register the debates and various viewpoints in verbatim minutes.  Speaking on behalf of the SICA countries that had promoted the draft, the delegation of El Salvador asked to place expressly on record in the minutes that group’s concern over the world food crisis and the terms of the proposed declaration.  In addition, the member states agreed to ask the President of the General Assembly to pronounce on the matter, voicing member states’ concern, the existence of areas of agreement and disagreement, the need for the OAS to keep track of developments, and the possibility of the Organization contributing effectively to a response. 

The delegations of the Dominican Republic, Brazil, Mexico, the United States, Nicaragua, Venezuela, The Bahamas, Panama, and Canada congratulated the Chair and officers of the Committee for guiding the discussions in such a way as to enable the Committee to complete its work.
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At the close of the activities of the General Committee, its Chair, Ambassador Michael I. King, Permanent Representative of Barbados to the OAS, expressed his gratitude to the Colombian people for their organization of the event.  He also thanked the delegations for their active participation, the interest they showed throughout in the consideration of the issues, and the support provided for the efforts of the Chair. 

On a personal note, I would like on behalf of all the delegations to express our recognition and appreciation to the Chair for his leadership in presiding over the negotiations of the draft resolutions that were assigned to the General Committee. As regards the representatives of the member states who took part in the meetings of the Committee, we congratulate them on their efforts and unstinting collaboration in the tasks assigned to it. 


I would also like to extend this appreciation to the staff of the General Secretariat of the OAS and the staff of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the Republic of Colombia for all their support that contributed to the success of our endeavors.

Finally, I would like to place on record my gratitude to the members of the General Committee for having entrusted me with the delicate task of acting as the Rapporteur for this Committee.  I therefore submit this brief report for the consideration of the Ministers and Heads of Delegation at the thirty-eighth regular session of the General Assembly.

Rosa Delia Gómez Durán

Alternate Representative

Permanent Mission of Argentina to the OAS

Rapporteur of the General Committee
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