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In recent years, major events and changes have taken place in the international community, including the end of the Cold War, the disappearance of blocs, and the process of globalization or increasing global integration among states and national societies.

Likewise, the Hemisphere has witnessed the development and strengthening of political views and common values, such as representative democracy and respect for human rights. 
The tragic events of September 11, 2001, have brought us to a turning point that brings us to new reflections and decisions in the Organization, in correlation with special situations and new common interests to preserve.

One of the essential purposes of the Organization under its Charter is to strengthen peace and security in the Hemisphere and to promote and consolidate democracy.

The main security problems confronting the states of the Hemisphere may stem from external military threats–the traditional notion of hemispheric security–and from new, complex phenomena generically referred to as “the new threats.”
Among the latter are such varied questions as: drug trafficking, organized crime, illicit trafficking in weapons, international terrorism, illegal migration, extreme poverty, damage to the environment, economic instability, and corruption. 
This wide range of phenomena calls for new approaches, solutions, and appropriate answers through proper legal and practical channels.  However, we must be careful to restrict “the new threats” to those that may be viewed as a risk to security and/or defense and not include every social problem that might emerge in a given community.
The evolution and the prospects of the “new notion of security” in the face of new threats suggest that it would be advisable for certain tasks and activities undertaken by the Committee on Hemispheric Security to be coordinated with those carried out in other organs and agencies of the inter-American system.

In this regard, mention should be made of the Inter-American Drug Abuse Control Commission, the Inter-American Council for Integral Development (CIDI), and the Inter-American Committee on Natural Disaster Reduction and, in these special circumstances, the Inter-American Committee against Terrorism (CICTE).

The type of “security” we aspire to is one that guarantees the essential values of our societies, in other words, representative democracy, human rights, development, and the well-being of every country’s inhabitants.  In confronting the new threats to security, we must ensure the full enjoyment of these shared values, which are the basis of the inter-American system.
When considering this concept, a distinction should be drawn between “domestic security,” linked to domestic offenses of a police-related, legal, or criminal nature, and “External Security or Defense,” which has to do essentially with the preservation of sovereignty and territorial integrity, the preservation of natural resources, environmental protection, the protection of roads, and general well-being, which are issues requiring the threat or use of armed forces.
Another mandate assigned to the Committee on Hemispheric Security is evaluation of the legal instruments in the area of security under the inter-American system with a view to updating them, in accordance with the mandate received from the Summits of the Americas (Santiago and Quebec City) and the corresponding resolutions of the OAS General Assembly. 
To do so, as I said earlier, it will be necessary to define hemispheric security in light of changes that have taken place in the region in recent decades and, within this context, to evaluate the inter-American system’s instruments and institutions in the area of security, in order to adjust them to present realities and needs. 

The Committee on Hemispheric Security is facing the important task of organizing the Special Conference on Security, pursuant to the mandate from the Quebec City summit.  To that end, OAS member states must reach agreements on:
· The definition of “basic values” that they are all prepared to defend. 
· The establishment of appropriate “ways and means” that will allow them to defend (individually and jointly) the basic values agreed to.

The aforementioned agreements will serve as the foundation of a new hemispheric security architecture or the new paradigm for hemispheric security.

The Special Conference on Hemispheric Security is an excellent opportunity to adopt decisions on security mechanisms in the region to adapt them to new circumstances.

The subregions of the Hemisphere, it should be recalled, are very different in terms of their development, history, and socioeconomic and defense capabilities, which influence their own views of security and defense. Nonetheless, certain common values should be applied and defended throughout the Hemisphere. 
The challenges set forth in the new hemispheric agenda occur in a world without boundaries and are of such great consequence that they go beyond the relative possibilities and capacity of each state to meet them individually. 
This explains the need to respond to them and meet them on the basis of collective measures that have been agreed to and are based on a common denominator. 
Multilateralism–this Organization–has more than ever before become the most effective tool possible to tackle the old and the new challenges that may arise. 
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