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REPORT ON THE HISTORY AND DEVELOPMENT OF THE MESECVI (2004-2010)

AND ASSESSMENT OF PERFORMANCE

This document was prepared in compliance with Agreement No. 11, adopted by the Executive Committee of the Inter-American Commission of Women (CIM) in its second regular session (October 5-6, 2009), which calls on the Technical Secretariat of the Mechanism to Follow up on Implementation of the Inter-American Convention on the Prevention, Punishment and Eradication of Violence against Women (MESECVI) to prepare a report on the historical highlights and development of the MESECVI, an assessment of its performance, and information on all initiatives for the purpose of identifying sources of funding.

I.
HISTORICAL HIGHLIGHTS

1. Background

Studies conducted by the CIM in 2000, five years following the entry into force of the Conference of the States Parties to the Inter-American Convention on the Prevention, Punishment, and Eradication of Violence against Women, “Convention of Belém do Pará,” found that it was still too soon to determine whether violence against women had decreased in the region of the Americas during the 1990s. Furthermore, disparities surrounding the implementation of said Convention by each of the States Parties have hindered attempts to evaluate its impact, such as the specific results it may have generated in terms of legislation and the adoption of public policies in each country.

The CIM received mandates from the Assembly of Delegates to create an appropriate forum to follow up on implementation of the Convention of Belém do Pará.
/  Accordingly, the General Assembly of the Organization of American States reiterated the need to adopt a follow-up mechanism for the Convention.
/  The CIM prepared a document containing a proposed follow-up mechanism that was submitted for consideration by the Principal Delegates, as well as experts at international and civil society organizations.

The First Conference of States Parties, meeting on October 26, 2004, adopted the “Statute of the Mechanism to Follow up on Implementation of the Inter-American Convention on the Prevention, Punishment, and Eradication of Violence against Women, ‘Convention of Belém do Pará’” (MESECVI Statute), with a view to following up on the commitments assumed by the States and studying how these commitments were being implemented. Likewise, the Statute was adopted to help advance the objectives of the Convention and establish a system of technical cooperation among the States Parties for the sharing of information, experiences, and best practices.

2. Structure

The MESECVI is comprised of two forums:

· Conferences of the States Parties, the political body of the MESECVI, has the authority and the general responsibility for implementing the MESECVI and adopting such decisions and/or procedures it deems necessary to attain its objectives; and

· Meetings of the Committee of Experts (CEVI), a technical body, responsible for technical analysis concerning the implementation of the Convention by the States Parties.

· Moreover, the secretariat of the Conferences of the States Parties and Meetings of the Committee of Experts is the General Secretariat of the OAS, through the Permanent Secretariat of the CIM.

3. Legal framework

The legal instruments currently governing the MESECVI are as follows:

· MESECVI Statute (2004)
/
· Rules of Procedure of the Committee of Experts on Violence (CEVI) (2005)
/
· Method for Evaluation and Follow-up on the Implementation of the Provisions of the Convention of Belém do Pará (2005)
/
· Rules of Procedure of the Conference of the States Parties (2008)
/
4. Resources and personnel

The activities of the MESECVI are financed by a fund established specifically for this purpose (Article 11 of the MESECVI Statute).
Ever since the MESECVI was created, CIM Senior Specialist Mercedes Kremenetzky has acted as its Technical Secretary. From 2005-2007 she was assisted by Flor de Lis Vásquez, a Mexican foreign service officer seconded to the CIM.  In 2007-2008, the Technical Secretariat team was joined by consultant Flor de María Valdez. In July 2009, she rejoined the MESECVI team and has been there since. In March 2009, Mercedes Kremenetzky, Senior Specialist of the CIM and the Technical Secretary of the MESECVI, was appointed interim Executive Secretary of the CIM, a position she held until August 1, 2009.
II.
SUMMARY OF MESECVI ACTIVITIES
1.
Committee of Experts (CEVI)

Upon initiating implementation of the MESECVI on January 28, 2005, the President of the CIM called on the ministers of foreign affairs of the States Parties to the Convention to appoint a subject matter expert to the CEVI, who would exercise her or his responsibilities in an individual capacity. The CEVI was installed and began operating during the First Meeting of Experts.
1.1 First Meeting of the Committee of Experts (CEVI), Washington, D.C., August 22-24, 2005

The following were approved:

· Rules of Procedure of the Committee of Experts on Violence (CEVI) of the MESECVI (MESECVI/CEVI/doc.4/05);

· Questionnaire of the first Multilateral Evaluation Round of the MESECVI, with emphasis on four areas: legislation; access to justice; national budget; and information and statistics (MESECVI/CEVI/doc.5/05 rev. 1);

· Draft annual work calendar for the 2005-2007 biennium (MESECVI/CEVI/doc.6/05 rev.2);

· Method for Evaluation and Follow-up on the Implementation of the Provisions of the Convention of Belém do Pará (MESECVI/CEVI/doc.7/05 rev. 1);

· Distribution of responsibilities/coordination of tasks among CEVI experts (formation of working subgroups for each region); and

· Election of Leila Linhares Barsted (Brazil) as the Coordinator of the CEVI for the 2005-2007 biennium, and Margarita Puerto (Honduras) as Alternate Coordinator.
On September 13, 2005, pursuant to the Rules of Procedure adopted, the Secretariat called on all States Parties to appoint their expert and/or Competent National Authority (CNA) to serve as a liaison with the MESECVI Secretariat. On November 7, 2005, the first Multilateral Evaluation Round of the MESECVI was sent to the liaisons.
1.2.
Second Meeting of the Committee of Experts (CEVI), Washington, D.C., July 24-25, 2006

The following were approved:

· First drafts of preliminary reports and the standardized structure to be followed in drafting the reports of the experts, with a view to facilitating preparation of the hemispheric report;

· Adoption of the new dates for delivery of preliminary reports; and

· Criterion for the participation of civil society groups in terms of their contributions to preliminary reports; it was decided that civil society groups would be invited to participate at half-day forums with the CEVI prior to its sessions on specific topics.
· Election of Susana Chiarotti as Alternate Coordinator 2005-2007 due to the resignation of Margarita Puerto (Honduras).
1.3.
Third Meeting of the Committee of Experts (CEVI), Buenos Aires, Argentina, July 18-20, 2007

The following was decided:

· To approve the hemispheric report (MESECVI/CEVI/doc.79/05 rev. 1) with the observations received, and to submit it for final review by the experts to ensure these observations were included therein, as well as in the final reports of each country (MESECVI/CEVI/doc.79/05 rev. 2);

· To conduct a final review of the reports of each country before the final versions were sent to the governments;

· To adopt a plan of activities for promoting the MESECVI in each country, under the coordination of the national expert, the competent national authorities (CNAs), and the OAS; 
· To develop a system of indicators to follow up on the recommendations provided in the reports; and
· To elect Susana Chiarotti (Argentina) as the Coordinator of the CEVI for the 2007-2009 biennium, and Hilda Morales (Guatemala) as the Alternate Coordinator.
1.4.
Fourth Meeting of the Committee of Experts on Violence (CEVI), Seminar on Strategies for Monitoring Implementation of the Recommendations of the Committee of Experts (CEVI) to the Governments, Washington, D.C., August 13, 2008

This seminar program was held prior to the Meeting of the Committee in order to receive suggestions concerning the proposal for developing indicators to follow up on the CEVI’s recommendations to the governments.

The seminar was divided into three panel discussions. The first panel, on the legal framework, legislation, and national plans, featured the participation of Teresa Genta-Fons, Lead Counsel of the World Bank’s Latin American and Caribbean Practice Group, and Anne Goldstein, Director of Human Rights Education of the International Association of Women Judges (IAWJ).

The second panel focused on national budgets, information, and statistics. The moderator was Carmen Lomellin, the Executive Secretary of the CIM. Also participating on the panel were Andrew Morrison, Lead Economist of the World Bank’s Gender Group, and Lilia Jara of the Pan American Health Organization’s Gender, Ethnicity, and Health Unit.

The third and final panel, on access to justice for women in situations of violence, was moderated by Hilda Morales, Alternate Coordinator of the CEVI. Also participating on the panel were Karen Musalo, Director of the Center for Gender and Refugee Studies at the University of California’s Hastings College of Law, and Valéria Pandjiarjian, Coordinator of International Litigation for the Latin American and Caribbean Committee for the Defense of Women’s Rights (CLADEM).

1.5
Fourth Meeting of the Committee of Experts (CEVI), Washington, D.C., 
August 14-15, 2008
The following was decided:

· To approve 38 indicators (MESECVI/CEVI/doc.86/08 rev. 3) for following up on the recommendations of the CEVI;

· To adopt the CEVI Declaration on Femicide and to publish it on the MESECVI website (MESECVI/CEVI/DEC. 1/08);

· With respect to the second Multilateral Evaluation Round of the MESECVI, to agree that the Technical Secretariat would prepare a questionnaire based on the evaluation of the questionnaire for the first Multilateral Evaluation Round carried out by the CEVI during the Third Meeting of the Committee of Experts at Buenos Aires. The questionnaire would be forwarded for the consideration and review of the experts before the next meeting; and

· To recommend that the Technical Secretariat prepare the annual work calendar for the 2009-2011 biennium.

1.6
Fifth Meeting of the Committee of Experts (CEVI), Washington, D.C., June 25-26, 2008

The following was decided:

· To collect suggestions from civil society representatives regarding the proposed questionnaire for the second Multilateral Evaluation Round of the MESECVI;

· To select a method and means for distributing work for the second Multilateral Evaluation Round, with the understanding that the experts who evaluated a country in the first Round would collaborate with experts appointed to evaluate the same country in the second Round; and

· To elect the delegate of Guatemalan, Hilda Morales, as Coordinator of the CEVI for the 2009-2011 biennium, and the delegate of Venezuela, Asia Villegas, as Alternate Coordinator.

2.
Conference of the States Parties

2.1.
Second Conference of the States Parties, Caracas, Venezuela, July 9-10, 2008

The following was decided:

· To adopt the final report, comprising the final country reports and the hemispheric report on the first Multilateral Evaluation Round of the MESECVI;
· To endorse the decisions, conclusions, and agreements arising from the Second Conference of the States Parties to the MESECVI;

· To approve the Rules of Procedure of the Conference of the States Parties to the MESECVI; and

· To elect the delegate of Venezuela to serve as the President of the Conference of the States Parties, and the delegates of the Dominican Republic and Mexico to serve as the First and Second Vice Presidents, respectfully.

III. PERFORMANCE ASSESSMENT

Analysis of the First Multilateral Evaluation Round of the MESECVI

The creation of the MESECVI and initiation of its first Multilateral Evaluation Round have given rise to significant expectations as well as some initial momentum on the part of the States Parties. However, the full potential of the MESECVI has yet to be completely tapped. It also presents some challenges, such as the need for more extensive contact between the competent national authorities (CNAs), MESECVI experts, and the Technical Secretariat, with a view to facilitating the performance of their tasks and the activities of the MESECVI.
1.
Strengths of the MESECVI:

· Evaluates the progress of each State Party through country reports on the implementation of the Convention;

· Systematically processes the results of country reports into a hemispheric report, and provides the status of progress made on implementing the Convention at the regional level;

· Provides timely recommendations to each of the State Parties, in order to improve compliance with the commitments assumed under the Convention and carry out follow-up activities on such compliance;

· Identifies best practices and the needs of technical assistance through a report to follow up on the implementation of recommendations, thereby facilitating cooperation among the States Parties;

· Engages governments and civil society in a participatory system where all views are represented; and

· Ensures the independence of the process through a technical body comprised of independent and autonomous experts, acting in an individual capacity.

1. Involvement of CEVI experts

Contributions

From the time of their appointment to this unremunerated post, the experts of the CEVI have demonstrated a keen interest in fulfilling their mission. These individuals have promoted initiatives that have helped position the MESECVI as a tool in service to the Hemisphere, supporting implementation of the Convention. For example, a significant number of CEVI experts have organized events and/or given presentations in their countries to promote MESECVI- and CEVI-related activities and results. Their efforts in this regard have helped raise greater awareness on the work of the MESECVI and sparked more interest among civil society organizations for getting involved in the upcoming Multilateral Evaluation Rounds.

CEVI experts also carried out a preliminary analysis of their work during the evaluation phase of the first Multilateral Evaluation Round of the MESECVI (document MESECVI/CEVI/doc.84/07). This analysis proved to be useful in planning for the second Multilateral Evaluation Round.

Their conclusions were as follows:

· To preserve the questionnaire’s current structure and intersectoral focus, which encompasses legislation, current regulations, national plans, access to justice, national budgets, and information and statistics, inasmuch as the questionnaire allows the problem to be addressed in a comprehensive manner and is strategic for implementing the objectives of the Convention;

· To perform ongoing monitoring on the issues of femicide, national budgets, and information and statistics, as these are important topics for which there is little in the way of information and indicators;

· To formulate specific questions on types of violence against women other than domestic or household violence, or any other type of interpersonal relationship, so as to remain true to the objectives of the Convention;

· To prepare specific questions regarding acts of violence committed by perpetrators other than family or household members, or individuals in other types of interpersonal relationships with their victims, with special emphasis on the community and the State;

· To bring about a greater impact on access to justice for all women through fair and efficient proceedings, and adopt an attitude of complacency owing simply to the existence of such proceedings;

· To evaluate the responses to the questionnaire mindful of the existing diversity of women in Latin America and the Caribbean, the diversity of perpetrators of violence against women, and the diverse spectrum of acts that constitute violence against women, pursuant to the spirit of the Convention of Belém do Pará; and

· To take additional information into account when conducting evaluations.

Challenges

Some challenges prevent the CEVI from achieving better performance. The participation of experts in meetings of the CEVI barely achieves the required quorum for meeting. In some instances, especially in the Caribbean countries, States lacks funds to pay for the travel expenses of their experts. In others, States may not have funds allocated to cover the travel expenses of experts, require excessively bureaucratic procedures for travel, or require experts to pay their travel costs up front and submit vouchers for reimbursement, which may take up to several months to process. Consequently, these circumstances drastically limit the possibility of receiving expert input or due representation of the region in meetings of the CEVI. Therefore, more state assistance is urgently needed to support the work of experts and the CEVI. For the CEVI to operate as originally envisaged, more support from the States Parties is required in order to guarantee the timely participation of all the experts.
3.
Participation of competent national authorities (CNAs)

The CNAs of each of the States Parties are responsible for serving as a liaison between the Technical Secretariat of the MESECVI and that State Party. They respond to the questionnaire forwarded to them by the CEVI, provide feedback for the preliminary report prepared by the CEVI on the basis of their responses, and offer observations for the final country report.

It was observed during this Round that a significant number of CNAs:

· Did not submit the reports they were responsible for in a timely manner, which in turn made it impossible to meet the different requirements at each stage of the Round as well as established deadlines;

· Left entire sections of the questionnaire blank, which hinders the evaluation efforts of the CEVI;

· Did not perform an analysis to determine the degree of compliance with or progress made on the implementation of the Convention. Consequently, the responses either allege compliance without citing any information to back up that assertion, cite erroneous information, or enclose supplementary information in response to the questionnaire which has not been appropriately incorporated into that response;

· Require greater support from the central government of the State in order to fulfill their duties. On several occasions CNAs reported that they did not have access to specific information because the state agency responsible for that information either did not provide it in time or failed to send it at all.

4.
Participation of the States Parties to the Convention

First Multilateral Evaluation Round

During the first Multilateral Evaluation Round, the States Parties actively participated in the evaluation phase, but began to lose interest in the follow-up phase. In the evaluation phase, 28 of the 32 States Parties presented reports in response to the questionnaire sent by the CEVI. However, in the follow-up phase, only 17 of the 32 States Parties provided a response to the document of follow-up indicators prepared by the CEVI.  (See Annexes I, II, III, and IV.)

Moreover, only a few of the Caribbean States Parties have consistently participated in the various stages of the Multilateral Evaluation Round. Of the 14 Caribbean States Parties, ten participated in the evaluation phase of the Round, and only six sent reports for the stage of follow-up and recommendations. With respect to the meetings of the CEVI, of the 14 Caribbean States Parties, only Antigua and Barbuda, Jamaica, and Haiti sent their experts to the Third Meeting of the Committee of Experts (CEVI); at the Fourth Meeting of the Committee the only expert from a Caribbean country was the delegate from Haiti; while the only Caribbean experts attending the Fifth Meeting of the Committee were those from Antigua and Barbuda, Belize, and Haiti. The States that did not send experts said that their absence was due to a lack of resources for their travel expenses.

Ensuring a greater presence of the Caribbean countries at the meetings of the CEVI will require a strategy to promote greater participation of this region in the work of the MESECVI.

Conference of the States Parties

With regard to meetings of the Conference of the States Parties, the MESECVI Statute stipulates that the Conference is to hold a regular meeting every two years (Article 5). However, because of delays in returning and evaluating reports, the Second Conference of States Parties was held four—instead of two—years after the First Conference. The first Round shall be formally concluded in 2010, with the presentation of the follow-up report on the recommendations of the CEVI at the Third Conference of States Parties.

Contributions to the MESECVI

With regard to contributions to the MESECVI, only Mexico and Brazil have contributed financial support. Brazil contributed funding during the first year of operations of the MESECVI, while Mexico has contributed funds on an annual basis. Were it not for these contributions the MESECVI would not be able to operate. However, some States Parties have made non-financial contributions to the MESECVI. Argentina and Venezuela offered to host meetings of the Conference of States Parties or the CEVI. Moreover, Mexico assigned one of its foreign service officers to work at the CIM for a two-year period (2006-2007), to assist with the first Multilateral Evaluation Round.

Challenges

· Delays have been observed in communicating appointments or replacements of experts and/or CNAs to the Secretariat. This situation, in turn, causes delays in the work of the Rounds inasmuch as the work of each such position must be suspended until the new person is appointed;

· It is of the utmost importance that the States appoint experts with ample technical knowledge and experience in the different subject matter areas addressed by the Convention, in accordance with the MESECVI Statute and the Rules of Procedure of the CEVI. This skill set will ensure quality evaluation work by the Committee, which was conceived of as an independent body; and

· Ensure that there is no confusing the role of experts (autonomous, independent, and acting in their own capacity) with those of the competent national authorities (liaison between the State Party and the Technical Secretariat of the MESECVI). There have been instances in which a person was appointed both as expert and CNA. Moreover, representatives of the Permanent Missions to the OAS have been accredited to attend meetings of the CEVI on behalf of experts unable to attend.

5.
Participation of the Technical Secretariat of the MESECVI

The Technical Secretariat of the MESECVI has helped coordinate work with the States Parties and the CEVI, but this task has proven difficult. Owing to insufficient financial and human resources the Technical Secretariat has not had the means to carry out all the activities stipulated under the MESECVI Statute or Rules of Procedure of the CEVI, particularly in regards to responding to the demands for the organization and review of the information received from the participants of the Round.

Drawing on the example of Mexico’s contribution, in December 2008, the Technical Secretariat asked the Member States, to no avail, to collaborate with the MESECVI either by making a financial contribution or designating staff to the Mechanism for a period of one or two years. 

6.
Participation of civil society

The three key instruments of the MESECVI (e.g., the MESECVI Statute and the Rules of Procedure for both the Conference of the States Parties and the CEVI) provide for the participation of civil society organizations in their activities. Civil society participation was more active in activities of the CEVI than in the Conference, although this may be attributable to the fact that the Rules of Procedure for the Conference governing civil society participation were only recently approved (2008), whereas the Rules of Procedure of the CEVI have been approved since 2005.

During the first Multilateral Evaluation Round, the CEVI received six different reports from NGOs based in Argentina, El Salvador, Honduras, Peru, and Uruguay. Other organizations and groups participated during the third and the fifth Meeting of the Committee of Experts of the CEVI. Efforts are being made to step up the dissemination of MESECVI information among these organizations, so as to provide them information on how to participate. Work is also under way to improve the channels of communication with other organizations, with a view to maintaining more agile and permanent contact. The MESECVI webpage has been redesigned to improve navigation, making it easier for users and communications support staff, thus fostering a closer relationship with these organizations.

7.
Financing

Different entities such as the OAS General Assembly, the Office of the President of the CIM, and the CIM Permanent Secretariat and Assembly of Delegates have made repeated requests for financial support on behalf of the MESECVI. To date, only Mexico and Brazil have provided financial support to the MESECVI.


7.1
Summit of the Americas

Point 11 of the Declaration of Commitment of Port of Spain, adopted on April 9, 2009, within the framework of the Fifth Summit of the Americas declares that the states undertake to reinforce institutional mechanisms for the advancement of women, including, where appropriate, the Mechanism to Follow Up on Implementation of the Convention on the Prevention, Punishment, and Eradication of Violence against Women, “Convention of Belém do Pará” and its financing.

7.2.
Conference of the States Parties to the MESECVI

The Conference of the States Parties, in its document adopted in 2008 entitled “Decisions, Conclusions, and Agreements of the Second Conference of States Party to the MESECVI,” recommended that the Secretary General of the OAS identify external sources of funding for this purpose, such as international and regional financial institutions, official national organizations and others. It also recommended the Secretary General establish and oversee a solidarity subfund, to receive voluntary contributions that would ensure the participation at CEVI meetings of experts from those countries lacking funding for this purpose. Moreover, CEVI asked the Secretary General to organize a meeting of donors to raise the necessary funds to ensure the operation of the MESECVI.

With regard to the latter request, on January 28, 2009, the Secretariat participated in a meeting of donors called by the Office of External Relations of the OAS, on the occasion of the visit of the CIM President and members of the Executive Committee to headquarters. During that meeting, the delegate of Mexico reported on the financial situation and needs of the MESECVI, with a view to securing external funding to finance its implementation.

7.3
General Assembly of the OAS

Through resolutions AG/RES. 2138 (XXXV-O/05), AG/RES. 2162 (XXXVI-O/06), AG/RES. 2330 (XXXVII-O/07)  AG/RES. 2331 (XXXVII-O/07), AG/RES. 2371 (XXXVIII-O/08), and AG/RES. 2451 (XXXIX-O/09), the General Assembly of the OAS invites all States Parties and states not party to the Convention, permanent observers, international financial institutions, and civil society organizations to contribute to the specific fund established in the OAS to finance the operations of the MESECVI. It also calls on the Secretary General of the OAS to allocate more human, technical, and financial resources that would enable the CIM to continue supporting the MESECVI. Furthermore, resolutions 2371 (XXXVIII-O/08) and AG/RES. 2451 (XXXIX-O/09) include the request asking the Secretary General to study the possibility of organizing a meeting of donors in order to obtain this funding.

7.4.
Office of the President and Secretariat of the CIM

By means of letter No. 05-049/06, dated May 30, 2006, the President of the CIM wrote to the Secretary General, asking for his support in ensuring the sustainability of the Follow-up Mechanism to the Convention of Belém do Pará (MESECVI).

On June 22, 2007, the President of the CIM met with the Secretary General of the OAS and again urged him to allocate the appropriate human, technical, and financial resources needed to strengthen the capacity of the Technical Secretariat of the CIM in view of its growing responsibilities, among which included ensuring the sustainability of the MESECVI.

On October 3, 2007, the President of the CIM sent note No. 10-061/07, urging the Principal Delegates of the States Party to the Convention of Belém do Pará to take such measures as necessary to alert their governments regarding the financial needs of the MESECVI, and the urgent need for them to make a contribution to the specific fund established for this purpose. Furthermore, she recommended that the governments promote, within the framework of the Commission of Administrative Affairs and Budget (CAAP) of the Permanent Council, the establishment of a permanent budget line of the Regular Fund of the OAS for the MESECVI, as is the case for other follow-up mechanisms within the Organization.

By means of note No. 01-006/08, dated January 30, 2008, the Executive Secretariat of the CIM wrote the Director of the Department of External Relations of the OAS to inform her of the urgency of securing funding to ensure that the MESECVI would be able to operate at full capacity.

At a meeting of the Executive Secretary and the Principal Specialist of the CIM in August 2008, the Secretary General of the OAS offered to support the work of the MESECVI by creating a position for that mechanism. Said position would provide job security to the staff of the CIM working in that area. All that has been secured is one person for limited periods of time.
By means of letter No. 063-11/07, dated December 17, 2008, the Executive Secretariat of the CIM reiterated its request to the States Parties for human and/or financial resources, but no offers materialized.

During the meetings of the Executive Committee between January 26 and 29, and March 30 and 31, 2009, the President of the CIM again met with the Secretary General.  During these meetings, a proposal was made to the Secretary General that financial resources be allocated to the MESECVI from the regular budget of the OAS beginning in 2010.  However, it was made clear that this would be a matter for the Member States to decide through the Committee on Administrative and Budgetary Affairs when adopting the budget of the Organization.

7.5
Assembly of Delegates of the CIM


By means of resolutions CIM/RES.doc.229 (XXXII-O/04), CIM/RES.doc.237 (XXXIII-O/06), and CIM/RES. 249 (XXXIV-O/08), the Assembly of Delegates of the CIM invited States Parties and states not party to the Convention, permanent observers, international financial institutions, civil society organizations, as well as domestic and international public- and private-sector entities to contribute to the specific fund established in the OAS to finance the operations of the MESECVI. Furthermore, by means of resolution CIM/RES. 249 (XXXIV-O/08), the Assembly, pursuant to available financial resources and in accordance with the Committee on Administrative and Budgetary Affairs (CAAP), called on the Secretary General to allocate the necessary human, technical, and financial resources to ensure that the CIM could continue to support implementation of the MESECVI.

Annex I

RESPONSES TO THE QUESTIONNAIRE, PRELIMINARY REPORTS I AND II,

FINAL REPORT, AND CNA COMMENTS
	Country
	Responses
	Preliminary Report I
	Preliminary Report II
	CNA Comments
	Preliminary Report III
	CNA Comments

	1. Antigua and Barbuda
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	NO
	NO

	2. Argentina
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES

	3. Bahamas
	NO
	NO
	NO
	NO
	NO
	NO

	4. Barbados
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES

	5. Belize  
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	NO

	6. Bolivia 
	YES
	YES
	YES
	NO
	NO
	YES

	7. Brazil
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES

	8. Chile 
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES

	9. Colombia
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES

	10. Costa Rica
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	

	11. Dominica
	YES
	YES
	YES
	NO
	NO
	NO

	12. Dominican Republic
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES

	13. Ecuador
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES

	14. El Salvador 
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	

	15. Grenada
	NO
	NO
	NO
	NO
	NO
	NO

	16. Guatemala
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES

	17. Guyana
	YES
	NO
	YES
	NO
	NO
	NO

	18. Haiti
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES

	19. Honduras
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	NO
	NO

	20. Jamaica
	YES
	NO
	YES
	YES
	YES
	NO

	21. Mexico 
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES

	22. Nicaragua 
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	NO

	23. Panama 
	YES
	YES
	YES
	NO
	NO
	YES

	24. Paraguay 
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES

	25. Peru
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES

	26. Saint Kitts and Nevis
	NO
	NO
	NO
	NO
	NO
	NO

	27. Saint Lucia
	YES
	NO
	YES
	NO
	NO
	NO

	28. Saint Vincent and the Grenadines
	NO
	NO
	NO
	NO
	NO
	NO

	29. Suriname
	YES
	YES
	YES
	NO
	NO
	NO

	30. Trinidad and Tobago
	YES
	
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES

	31. Uruguay
	YES
	YES
	YES
	NO
	NO
	NO

	32. Venezuela
	YES
	YES
	YES
	NO
	NO
	YES

	TOTAL
	28
	22
	28
	20
	20
	15


Annex II

STATUS REGARDING APPOINTMENT OF EXPERTS
AND COMPETENT NATIONAL AUTHORITY (CNA) 

	COUNTRY 
	EXPERTS 
	COMPETENT NATIONAL AUTHORITY

	1. Antigua and Barbuda 
	YES
	YES

	2. Argentina
	YES
	YES

	3. Bahamas
	YES
	YES

	4. Barbados
	YES
	YES

	5. Belize  
	YES
	YES

	6. Bolivia 
	YES
	YES

	7. Brazil
	YES
	YES

	8. Chile 
	YES
	YES

	9. Colombia
	YES
	YES

	10. Costa Rica  
	YES
	YES

	11. Dominica
	YES
	YES

	12. Dominican Republic
	YES
	YES

	13. Ecuador
	YES
	YES

	14. El Salvador 
	YES
	YES

	15. Grenada
	NO
	NO

	16. Guatemala
	YES
	YES

	17. Guyana
	YES
	YES

	18. Haiti
	YES
	YES

	19. Honduras
	YES
	YES

	20. Jamaica
	YES
	YES

	21. Mexico 
	YES
	YES

	22. Nicaragua 
	YES
	YES

	23. Panama 
	YES
	YES

	24. Paraguay 
	YES
	YES

	25. Peru
	YES
	YES

	26. Saint Kitts and Nevis
	NO
	NO

	27. Saint Lucia
	NO
	YES

	28. Saint Vincent and the Grenadines
	YES
	NO

	29. Suriname
	YES
	NO

	30. Trinidad and Tobago
	YES
	YES

	31. Uruguay
	YES
	YES

	32. Venezuela
	YES
	YES

	TOTAL
	29
	28


Annex III

PARTICIPATION OF THE STATES IN BOTH (2) CONFERENCES

	COUNTRY
	CONFERENCE 1
	CONFERENCE 2

	1. Antigua and Barbuda
	NO
	NO

	2. Argentina
	YES
	YES

	3. Bahamas
	YES
	NO

	4. Barbados
	YES
	YES

	5. Belize
	YES
	NO

	6. Bolivia 
	YES
	YES

	7. Brazil
	YES
	YES

	8. Canada
/
	YES
	NO

	9. Chile 
	YES
	YES

	10. Colombia
	YES
	YES

	11. Costa Rica  
	YES
	YES

	12. Dominica
	NO
	NO

	13. Dominican Republic
	YES
	YES

	14. Ecuador
	YES
	YES

	15. El Salvador 
	YES
	YES

	16. Grenada
	NO
	NO

	17. Guatemala
	YES
	YES

	18. Guyana
	NO
	NO

	19. Haiti
	NO
	YES

	20. Honduras
	YES
	YES

	21. Jamaica
	NO
	YES

	22. Mexico
	YES
	YES

	23. Nicaragua
	YES
	YES

	24. Panama 
	YES
	YES

	25. Paraguay 
	YES
	YES

	26. Peru 
	YES
	YES

	27. Saint Kitts and Nevis
	YES
	NO

	28. Saint Lucia
	YES
	NO

	29. Saint Vincent and the Grenadines
	NO
	NO

	30. Suriname
	NO
	NO

	31. Trinidad and Tobago
	YES
	YES

	32. United States
/
	YES
	NO

	33. Uruguay
	YES
	NO

	34. Venezuela
	YES
	YES

	TOTAL
	26
	21


Annex IV

PARTICIPATION OF EXPERTS IN THE FIVE MEETINGS

	Country
	First Meeting
	Second Meeting
	Third Meeting
	Fourth Meeting
	Fifth Meeting

	1. Antigua and Barbuda 
	NO
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES

	2. Argentina
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES

	3. Bahamas
	YES
	YES
	NO
	NO
	

	4. Barbados
	NO
	NO
	NO
	NO
	

	5. Belize
	YES
	NO
	NO
	NO
	YES

	6. Bolivia 
	YES
	NO
	YES
	NO
	

	7. Brazil
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES

	8. Chile 
	NO
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES

	9. Colombia
	YES
	NO
	NO
	YES
	YES

	10. Costa Rica
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES

	11. Dominica
	NO
	NO
	NO
	NO
	

	12. Dominican Republic
	YES
	NO
	YES
	NO
	

	13. Ecuador
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES

	14. El Salvador 
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	

	15. Grenada
	NO
	NO
	NO
	NO
	

	16. Guatemala
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES

	17. Guyana
	NO
	NO
	NO
	NO
	

	18. Haiti
	YES
	NO
	YES
	YES
	YES

	19. Honduras
	YES
	YES
	NO
	YES
	

	20. Jamaica
	NO
	YES
	YES
	NO
	

	21. Mexico
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES

	22. Nicaragua 
	YES
	YES
	NO
	NO
	

	23. Panama 
	YES
	NO
	YES
	NO
	

	24. Paraguay 
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES

	25. Peru 
	YES
	YES
	YES
	NO
	

	26. Saint Kitts and Nevis
	NO
	NO
	NO
	NO
	

	27. Saint Lucia
	YES
	YES
	NO
	NO
	

	28. Saint Vincent and the Grenadines
	NO
	NO
	NO
	NO
	

	29. Suriname
	NO
	YES
	NO
	NO
	

	30. Trinidad and Tobago
	NO
	NO
	NO
	NO
	

	31. Uruguay
	YES
	NO
	YES
	YES
	

	32. Venezuela
	NO
	NO
	YES
	YES
	YES

	TOTAL
	20
	17
	18
	15
	13
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�.	CIM/RES. 224 (XXXI-O/02).


�.	AG/RES. 1942 (XXXIII-O/03).


�.	Text available at:


� HYPERLINK "https://www.oas.org/cim/Documentos/MESECVI/Violencia-%20MESECVI.%20EstatutoMecanismo.doc" ��https://www.oas.org/cim/Documentos/MESECVI/Violencia-%20MESECVI.%20EstatutoMecanismo.doc�


�.	Text available at: � HYPERLINK "https://www.oas.org/cim/Documentos/MESECVI/MESECVI-CE-doc.10.esp.doc" ��https://www.oas.org/cim/Documentos/MESECVI/MESECVI-CE-doc.10.esp.doc� 


�.	Text available at: 


� HYPERLINK "https://www.oas.org/cim/Documentos/MESECVI/MESECVI-CE-doc.7.esp.rev.1.doc" ��https://www.oas.org/cim/Documentos/MESECVI/MESECVI-CE-doc.7.esp.rev.1.doc� 


�.	Text available at:


� HYPERLINK "http://portal.oas.org/Portals/7/CIM/documentos/MESECVI-II-doc.12.rev.4.esp.ReglamentoCEP.doc" ��http://portal.oas.org/Portals/7/CIM/documentos/MESECVI-II-doc.12.rev.4.esp.ReglamentoCEP.doc� 


�.	Participated as an observer (Article 4 of the MESECVI Statute).


�.	Idem.
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