CHAPTER Il

THE PETITION AND CASE SYSTEM

A. Introduction

1. This chapter deals with the work done by the Inter-American Commission on Human
Rights during 2006, and it concerns the system of petitions and individual cases before both the
Commission and the Inter-American Court of Human Rights. This chapter covers the precautionary
measures granted by the Commission and requested of member states of the Organization and the
reports approved pursuant to Articles 49 or 51 of the American Convention or Article 45.3 of the
Rules of Procedure of the Commission in effect as of May 1, 2001--in the case of those states not
party to the Convention--and which the Commission has decided to publish; and its reports on cases
declared admissible or inadmissible under the terms of Articles 46 and 47 of the Convention and
Article 37.1 of the Rules of Procedure. This chapter also describes the activities of the Commission
before the Inter-American Court of Human Rights, vis-a-vis provisional measures, contentious cases,
and requests for advisory opinions.

2. Section B includes statistical tables on the information contained in this chapter;
section C.1 contains information on the precautionary measures agreed on or extended by the
IACHR. In this regard, the Commission has continued its practice of reporting on the precautionary
measures sought from member states of the Organization during 2006, either on its own initiative
or at the request of a party, pursuant to the provisions of Article 25 of its Rules of Procedure, in
those cases where such action was necessary to prevent irreparable harm to persons. The
precautionary measures are presented in alphabetical order according to the names of the states to
which the request was submitted; the listings also indicate the name of the person or persons on
whose behalf the request was made, a summary of the information on which the request was
grounded, the rights of the persons exposed to grave and imminent harm, and, finally, the date of
the request and the name of the state in question, as well as other relevant information.

3. Section C.2 includes all the petitions and cases processed and resolved by the
Commission during the time covered by this report. It contains a total of 88 reports: 56 cases that
were declared admissible; 14 reports on petitions that were deemed inadmissible; 10 friendly
settlement reports; and 8 reports on merits.

4. In accordance with Article 46 of the IACHR’s Rules of Procedure, section D includes
an analysis relative to compliance by States with the recommendations contained in reports on
individual cases published in the Annual Reports for 2000, 2001, 2002, 2003, 2004 and 2005.

5. Section E deals with the individual petitions and cases taken by the Commission to
the Inter-American Court of Human Rights. It lists the provisional measures ordered by the Court at
the Commission’s request in cases of extreme gravity and urgency, pursuant to the provisions of
Article 63.2 of the American Convention on Human Rights; a summary of a number of Court
judgments; and the actions taken by the Commission in several contentious cases. The provisional
measures are also listed in the order of their presentation; they include the name of the person or
persons on whose behalf they were requested, a summary of the facts of the case and of the rights
at stake, the date of the request, the name of the state in question, and the date on which the
Court adopted the relevant decision.

6. Over 2006, the Commission received 1325 complaints alleging violations of human
rights protected in the American Declaration of the Rights and Duties of Man and the American
Convention on Human Rights or other relevant instruments; it also instituted 147 petitions during
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the period covered by this report, giving a total of 1237 individual cases and petitions being
processed by the Commission in the year 2006.

B. Statistics

7. This chapter of the 2006 Annual Report contains statistical information to provide a
general overview of the different activities carried out by the Inter-American Commission on Human

Rights.

8. First it presents data concerning the cases and petitions being processed. These
comprise the greater volume of the Commission's work. “Cases” is taken as meaning all those
petitions declared admissible by means of a report on admissibility. “Petitions” is taken as meaning
all those complaints that have been forwarded to the state involved but in which no report on

admissibility has been issued.

1. Total number of complaints received by country in the year 2006.
350 -
304
300 1
250 1
200 1
150 - 138 137
100 |
50 |
44 111100000000
0 B ——
539 @ 8 8 ¥ = 5 0 g 8 8 g >0 2 58 8 >0 68 = 8 9 88 9 0o T .2 s 92 9
Fes2gsti¥szeEs528¢cc8s s ssgcsgszeds
258 ganmd ;385882 EEzSED sk tE§Cg88E =22 %G8
2 2 u - | c S o & 6 5 S » 5 S] o I H © 2 0O 8 g4 g
O o 9o = a9 32 S 2 O m a & » ¢z
R =0 S %5 = £ i 5 O &
=] 5] < £ o T
[s) s X £ 8
2 d 2 E
c g =
< g
[9]
(8]
£
>
&
illustrates the total number complaints received by the IACHR

The preceding graph
according to the OAS member States in respect of which the complaints were presented.
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2. Total number of complaints received by year.
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This graph illustrates the total number of complaints received by the Commission during the last ten
years. "Complaints" for the purposes of these statistics includes all complaints, presented in writing,
concerning an alleged violation by an OAS member state of the Convention, the Declaration and/or other
pertinent instrument.

* The 3783 petitions refer to the human rights situation of persons affected by various banking
measures (“corralito”) in Argentina.

3. Total number of petitions transmitted during 2006 by country.
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This graph illustrates the total petitions transmitted between January 1 and December 31,
2006, according to the OAS member states in respect of which the petitions were presented.



26

4, Total number of petitions transmitted by year.
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The preceding graph shows the total number of petitions transmitted since 1997.

5. Total number of cases and petitions being processed by country.
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This graph includes the total number of cases and petitions pending before the Commission

and their breakdown by OAS member state in descending order by country.
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6. Total number of cases and petitions being processed by year.
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The preceding chart shows the total number of cases and petitions being processed by the
Commission in the past ten years.

7. Total number of Precautionary measures granted by country during 2006.
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The preceding graph shows the number of precautionary measures granted by country
during the year 2006.



8. Total number of precautionary measures granted by year.
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The preceding table shows the total number and variation in the figure corresponding to
precautionary measures granted by the IACHR in the past ten years.
measures granted does not necessarily reflect the number of persons protected when measures are
adopted, since, on many occasions, several persons or entire communities receive protection.

9. Total number of admissibility/inadmissibility reports published.
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The chart shows the figures corresponding to admissibility and inadmissibility reports
These reports reflect the final decision of the IACHR on fulfillment

published in the past ten years.
of the admissibility requirements of petitions.
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10. Total number of reports published on merits by year.
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The graph illustrates the variation in the total number of reports on the merits of individual
cases approved and published in the past ten years. The figures include reports in which the IACHR
has rendered a decision on the alleged violation of the American Convention by the states parties
and of the American Declaration by member states that have not yet ratified the Convention. It
should be pointed out that a report on the merits of a case may include decisions on several
individual cases that have been previously processed individually.

11. Cases being processed through friendly settlement proceedings.
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12. Total number of friendly settlement reports published.
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The preceding chart shows the number of cases in which under the auspices of the
Commission the petitioners and the State have reached a friendly settlement agreement.

13. Total number of cases archived by year.
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The preceding graph presents data corresponding to the total number of cases closed by the
IACHR in the past nine years, when it was decided that grounds did not exist for the petition.
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14. Total number of hearings held by year.
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During its regular sessions, the Inter-American Commission held hearings on individual cases
in order to receive information, evidence, and/or arguments regarding admissibility, merits, and
fulfilment of obligations or in order to contribute to the friendly settlement of a case. The IACHR
also held hearings in order to receive information on the general or specific human rights situation in
member states.

15. Cases submitted to the Inter-American Court of Human Rights.
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After a ruling on the merits of a case has been given pursuant to Article 50 of the American
Convention, either the IACHR or the state(s) involved may submit a case to the contentious
jurisdiction of the Inter-American Court of Human Rights.
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C. Individual cases and petitions before the Inter-American Commission on Human
Rights

1. Precautionary Measures granted by the IACHR during 2006

9. The mechanism for precautionary measures is established in Article 25 of the Rules

of Procedure of the IACHR. This provision states that in serious and urgent cases, and wherever
necessary according to the information available, the Commission may, on its own initiative or at
the request of a party, request that the State concerned adopt precautionary measures to prevent
irreparable harm to persons. If the Commission is not in session, the President, or, in his absence,
one of the Vice-Presidents, shall consult with the other members, through the Executive Secretariat,
on the application of this provision. If it is not possible to consult within a reasonable period of time
under the circumstances, the President shall take the decision on behalf of the Commission and
shall so inform its members. In accordance with the procedure established, the IACHR may request
information from the interested parties related to any aspect of the adoption and observance of the
precautionary measures. The granting of such measures and their adoption by the State shall not
constitute on the part of the IACHR a prejudgment in the eventuality of a decesion on the merits of
the case.

10. A summary can be found below of the precautionary measures granted or issued
during 2006 in relation to member states. It should be highlighted that the number of precautionary
measures granted does not reflect the number of persons protected by their adoption, because as
can be seen below, many of the precautionary measures issued by the IACHR protect more than
one person and, in certain cases, groups of persons such as indigenous peoples or communities.

BOLIVIA
The Union of Guarayo Native Peoples (COPNAG)

11. On November 27, 2006, the IACHR granted precautionary measures on behalf of
Elida Urapuca Priori, Felipe Male Uraeza, Angel Yubanore Zerobei, Modesto Checuire, Silvia Aracae,
Miguel Manguari, Alfredo Afez, Edil Sanchez, and Cataline Castro, in their capacity as directors of
the Union of Guarayo Native Peoples (COPNAG); Juan Pablo Encinas, Miriam Guzman, Wilson Afiez,
Osbin Abiyna, and Francisco Uraruin, in their capacity as members of the Disciplinary Tribunal of
COPNAG; Ovidio Yubanore Zerobé, Eladio Uraeza Abacay, Ambrosio Yaboo, Hildeberto Urapovi,
Gastdon Estrada, Severiano Abancay, in their capacity as leaders of the Community Unions in
Urubichd, Yotad, Cururd, Salvatierra, Momené, and Yaguaru, respectively; Venancio Morobanchi, in
his capacity as member of the Urubichd Municipal Council; Benigno Urapuca Priori, in his capacity
as ex-leader of COPNAG; and Alicia Tejada Soruco, in her capacity as Technical Consultant. The
Commission’s decision was based on the request for precautionary measures in which it was
alleged that these persons are at risk as a consequence of the conflict between COPNAG's leaders,
members of the Disciplinary Tribunal and community leaders, and the Guarayo Indigenous People,
and former leaders of COPNAG, which has given rise to threats, physical aggression, and enforced
displacements. The Commission requested that the State, /inter alia, adopt the measures necessary
to ensure the safe return of community leaders to their localities; ensure the presence of police at
COPNAG headquarters and the Urubichd Community headquarters during the assemblies and
activities in which the beneficiaries are taking part; and report on action taken to investigate
judicially the events that gave rise to the precautionary measures.
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BRAZIL
Maria Aparecida Denadai

12. On February 3, 2006, the IACHR granted precautionary measures to protect the life
and physical integrity of Maria Aparecida Denadai and her two daughters Bruna Denadai and Deise
Denadai. The information states that Maria Aparecida de Denadai witnessed the murder of her
brother Marcelo Denadai, who was the beneficiary of precautionary measures granted by the IACHR
on June 24, 1999. It is considered that the life and physical integrity of Maria Aparecida Denadai is
at risk because other witnesses in the case of the murder of Marcelo Denadai before the Court of
Justice of Espiritu Santo have been murdered. Maria Aparecida Denadai is a participant in other legal
cases against organized crime in Espiritu Santo and has been the victim of death threats, acts of
harassment, and attempts on her life. The Commission requested that the State, inter alia, adopt the
security measures needed to protect the life and physical integrity of the beneficiary. The
Commission is monitoring the situation of the beneficiary.

Center for the Defense of Children 's and Adolescents “s Rights of the Federal District

13. On February 9, 2006, IACHR granted precautionary measures on behalf of the
adolescents detained in CAJE (Center for Specialist Juvenile Care) in the city of Brasilia. The
available information indicate that since 1992 there have been a series of deaths and physical
injuries caused by the conditions in which the adolescents are detained in CAJE. Specifically, it is
alleged that between 1997 and 1998 nine adolescents have died, some of them after having been
tortured; that between 2003 and 2004, five more died, and towards the end of 2005, the lifeless
body of Ivdn Marques (16) was found in his cell with signs of torture and mutilation. The
Commission requested that the State, inter alia, adopt the measures necessary to resolve
overcrowding in the center in line with minimum international standards; ensure the safety of
detainees by providing security staff who are trained to deal with adolescent detainees; eliminate
the use of indefinite detention without access to the yard or the prohibition of family visits as
disciplinary measures; separate detainees according to the gravity of the crimes of which they are
accused, their age, and in line with each one’s disciplinary record, making allowances for the
conflicts which may exist between detainees themselves; publish a list of the causes of the
detention of each of the adolescents in the Center; and ensure access to appropriate and effective
judicial remedies, in order to manage the conditions of detention, and ensure the legality of the
causes that justify their detention.

Persons detained in the 76" Police Precinct (76 DP)

14. On October 19, 2006, the IACHR granted precautionary measures in favor of
approximately 400 people detained in the 76™ Police Precinct in Niteréi, Rio de Janeiro, because of
the unsanitary conditions and the inhumane, degrading and cruel treatment to which they were
exposed. The information available states that the approximately 400 beneficiaries are held in cells
designed for 140 persons, with an average of 14 detainees in cells that measure 2m x 3m, with no
activities and the right to use a bathroom only once every 24 hours. Amongst those detained in the
above-mentioned police precinct are some that were caught /in flagrante delicto, some who are in
preventive custody, some who have been sentenced, members of rival criminal gangs, and no
criteria are applied in order to separate the prisoners according to categories that might ensure the
appropriate protection of their lives and physical integrity. Furthermore, there are no beds and
persons must sleep on the floor or alternatively in hammocks because of the overcrowding. It is
alleged that hygiene conditions are unreliable, as well there is a high risk of fire; and lack of medical
care. Given the situation of risk to the beneficiaries, the IACHR requested that the Brazilian State
adopt the measures necessary to protect the lives and physical integrity of the persons detained in
the 76" Precinct, including the transfer of those sentenced to penitentiaries; a substantial reduction
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in numbers; medical care for all beneficiaries; and report on action taken to investigate the events
that gave rise to the precautionary measures. The Commission is monitoring the beneficiaries’
situation.

COLOMBIA
The Colombian Association of Democratic Lawyers

15. On February 3, 2006, the IACHR granted precautionary measures in favor of Ernesto
Moreno Gordillo, Maria Restrepo Vélez, Miguel Angel Gonzdlez Reyes, and Alberto Acevedo, all
members of the Colombian Association of Democratic Lawyers, an organization which, inter alia, is
dedicated to the legal defense of community and civic leaders, mayors, ex mayors, councilors,
leftwing members of parliament, trades people, all of whom have been affected by so-called “mass
arrests.” The information states that after denouncing the violations of the right to due process of
its defenders, the members of the association were followed, harassed, and became the objects of
death threats, and on November 17, 2005, there was an attack against the lawyer Moreno Gordillo
in which he was shot five times. The Commission requested that the State, /inter alia, adopted the
necessary measures to protect the life and physical integrity of the beneficiaries and report on
actions taken to judicially investigate the events that gave rise to the precautionary measures. The
Commission is monitoring the beneficiaries’ situation.

Eduardo César Ariza Ulloque et al.

16. On March 23, 2006, the IACHR requested precautionary measures in favor of
Eduardo César Ariza Ulloque, leader of a community of nine families displaced by the river diversion,
Medellih city. The situation falls within the framework of precautionary measures adopted in
October 2004 on behalf of a number of families left homeless and displaced in the city of Medellin,
who were forcibly evicted in spite of the existence of a judicial order that defined the specific, non-
violent circumstances in which they could be moved from the so-called “Bello or river diversion.”
The State agreed to provide transitional facilities for the affected families and to include them in a
housing plan, which allowed the IACHR to lift the precautionary measures. It appears that nine of
the families were excluded from the housing plan, because they had been displaced from within the
city, and they therefore returned to the Bello or river diversion. The Commission’s decision is now
based on information that indicates that the beneficiary has been the victim of a firearm attack and
that the nine families he represents have been the objects of threats from groups of paramilitaries
operating in the area. The Commission requested that the State, inter alia, adopt the necessary
measures to protect the life and physical integrity of Eduardo César Ariza Ulloque, his wife Sor Elena
Arboleda Metre, and their two children, Anderson Ariza Arboleda, and Edgar Ariza Arboleda, and
report on action taken to judicially investigate the events that gave rise to the precautionary
measures. The Commission has also requested that the State provide information on the situation of
the nine affected families who were beneficiaries of precautionary measure 784-04 64 Children and
50 Adults in the Bello Diversion. The Commission is continuing to monitor the beneficiaries’
situation.

Ivan Cepeda Castro, Claudia Giron, and Emberth Barrios Guzman

17. On June 26, 2006, the IACHR granted precautionary measures in favor of Ivdn
Cepeda Castro, Claudia Girén, and Emberth Barrios Guzman, all members of the Manuel Cepeda
Vargas Foundation, an organization which, amongst other activities, represents victims of human
rights violations before the Inter-American Commission. The Commission’s decision was based on
information that indicates that the beneficiaries have received threats and been followed increasing
the risk to their lives given the context of comments and other violent acts against members of the
Patriotic Union, and that Mr. Emberth Barrios Guzman, who is part of the protection plan granted,
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has been the victim of an attack. The Commission requested that the State, inter alia, adopt the
necessary measures to protect the life and physical integrity of Ivdan Cepeda Castro, Claudia Girdn,
and Emberth Barrios Guzman, and in view of the threats against members of the group, strengthen
the protective measures already in force; and report on the action it has taken to investigate the
alleged involvement of state employees in the harassment inflicted on the beneficiaries, as well as
the measures adopted to put an end to the threats against his life. The Commission is monitoring
the beneficiaries’ situation.

Marcos Perales Mendoza et al.

18. On August 1, 2006, the IACHR granted precautionary measures in favor of the
journalist Marcos Perales Mendoza and his family, in the Republic of Colombia. The information
states that the journalist and his family have been the targets of death threats since May, 2005. It
is alleged that the threats, which were made by email, began following the publication of articles
about allegedly corrupt acts in the office of the mayor of the city of Barrancabermeja, and the
participation of members of paramilitary groups in the administration of that municipality. The
articles were published in the Portada daily newspaper, which circulates in the Department of
Santander and belongs to Mr. Marcos Perales Mendoza. Given the threats, Mr. Marcos Perales and
his family were obliged to leave the city of Barrancabermeja, in spite of which the threats continued.
The Commission requested that the Government of Colombia adopt the measures necessary to
protect the life and physical integrity of the beneficiaries and report on the action it has taken to
investigate legally the events which gave rise to the precautionary measures. The Commission is
monitoring the beneficiaries’ situation.

Four families of COTRAGROBLAN

19. On September 1, 2006, the IACHR granted precautionary measures in favor of the
Mausa, Rodriguez, Bravo Pertuz, and Tordecilla Cordero families, all members of the Blanquicet
Agricultural Workers’ Cooperative (COTRAGROBLAN) in the municipality of Turbo. The available
information indicates that in 1998, 12 families belonging to the COTROGROBLAN cooperative were
violently ejected from the “La Esperanza” farm in the municipality of Turbo. Four of these families,
who are still living in the area, were subjected to intimidation by armed civilians who wanted to
legalize their ownership of the property belonging to the evicted families. The four families fear
reprisals for not obeying the paramilitaries who took possession of the farm and for taking judicial
action to recover their property. The IACHR requested that the Government of Colombia adopt the
measures necessary to protect the life and physical integrity of the beneficiaries and report on the
action it has taken to judicially investigate the events that gave rise to the precautionary measures.
The Commission is monitoring the beneficiaries’ situation.

Luis Alberto Diaz and family

20. On September 6, 2006, the IACHR granted precautionary measures in favor of Luis
Alberto Diaz and his family in the Republic of Colombia. The information indicates that Mr. Diaz and
members of his family were subjected to threats and harassment, including attacks on their liberty.
By note of May 31, 2006, repeated on June 16, 2006, the IACHR requested information from the
Government of Colombia regarding the situation of Mr. Diaz and his family, and the steps taken to
identify those responsible for the acts of harassment alleged, as well as the investigations pending
before the office of the Attorney General, in order to evaluate the need to activate the precautionary
measures mechanism. On June 29, 2006, the Government requested more time to provide the
information requested, and finally sent the information by note DDH.OAS 33904/1644 on July 12,
2006, received at the IACHR on July 18, 2006. This note merely indicates that an investigation is
underway in the 45™ deputy district attorney’s office (Fiscalia 45 Delegada), without showing how
this relates to the question of the safety of Mr. Luis Alberto Diaz and his family. At the same time,
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the IACHR received information indicating that the death threats against Mr. Diaz continued,
therefore proceeded to grant the precautionary measures and to request that the Government of
Colombia adopt the measures necessary to protect the life and physical integrity of the beneficiary
and his family, and to report on the action taken to judicially investigate the events that gave rise to
the precautionary measures. The Commission continues monitoring the beneficiaries’ situation.

Marta Cecilia Diaz Sudrez and Maria Mancilla Gamboa-ASTEMP

21. On September 22, 2006, the IACHR granted precautionary measures in favor or
Marta Cecilia Diaz Suarez and Maria Paz Mancilla Gamboa, President and Vice President,
respectively, of ASTDEMP (the Santander Association of Public Servants) in the Republic of
Colombia. The information available indicates that Mrs. Marta Cecilia Diaz Sudrez and Mrs. Maria
Paz Mancilla were both subjected to threats, harassment, abduction, and serious physical assault
because of their union work on behalf of state workers. In view of this, the Commission requested
that the Government of Colombia adopt the measures necessary to protect the life and physical
integrity of the beneficiaries and report on the action taken to investigate judicially the events that
gave rise to the precautionary measures. The Commission is monitoring the beneficiaries’ situation.

Members of the National Movement for Victims, Sucre Chapter

22. On November 8, 2006, the IACHR granted precautionary measures in favor of Juan
David Diaz Chamorro, Ana Verénica Montafio Chamorro, Malena Mariet Martihez, Ingrid Vergara
Chavez, Arnol Gémez Anaya, Adil Meléndez Marquez, Carmelo Agames Berrio, Luis Bautista Gdmez
Goémez, Ever José Mosquera Salazar, Domingo Banquets Wilches, Omar Enrique Julio Blanco,
Jackeline Moguea Berrio, Roberto Serpa, Pedro Nel Mejia Uparela, Franklin Torres, Adolfo Berbel,
and Amauri Bidual, members of the National Movement for Victims of State Crimes, who denounced
human rights violations committed in the regions of Sucre, Bolivar, Sur de Bolivar, and Montes de
Maria, in the Republic of Colombia. The information available states that the human rights defenders
were subjected to threats and harassment that put at risk their lives and physical integrity. In view
of the background to the matter, the Commission requested that the Government of Colombia adopt
the necessary measures to protect the life and physical integrity of the beneficiaries and the
continuity of their work and report on action taken to judicially investigate the events that gave rise
to the precautionary measures. The Commission is monitoring the beneficiaries’ situation.

Mania Bertha Echeverri and family

23. On November 10, 2006, the IACHR granted precautionary measures in favor of Mrs.
Maria Bertha Echeverri, her sons César Augusto Pardo Echeverri, Claudia Patricia Pardo Echeverri,
Héctor Hernan Pardo Echeverri, Santiago Pardo Echeverri, and her grandchildren Yojan Alejandro
Pardo Echeverri, Brayan Camilo Pardo Sanchez, and Salomé Alvarez Pardo, in the Republic of
Colombia. The information available states that Maria Bertha Echeverri and her family are in danger
following the murder of her son Juan Guillermo Pardo Echeverri, a young man who was recruited by
illegal groups in the 13" Commune of Medellih under threat of harm to his family. Mrs. Maria Bertha
Echeverri has taken systematic action to denounce the death of her son in order that the events are
judicially investigated which has aggravated the safety of her own situation. In view of this, the
Commission requested that the Government of Colombia adopt the measures necessary to protect
the life and physical integrity of the beneficiaries and report on the action taken to investigate
judicially the events that gave rise to the precautionary measures. The Commission is monitoring the
beneficiaries’ situation.



37

CUBA
Jorge Luis Garcia Pérez-Antunez

24. On November 22, 2006, the IACHR granted precautionary measures in favor of
Jorge Luis Garcia Pérez-Antunez, who is currently detained by the State of Cuba. The information
available states that Mr. Garcia Pérez-Antunez has been warned by the authorities that he will not
leave alive the prison where he is currently serving a 17 year sentence. Mr. Garcia Pérez-Antlnez is
close to completing his sentence and being set free. In view of this, the Commission has requested
that the Government of Cuba adopt the measures necessary to protect the life and physical integrity
of the beneficiary and report on the action taken to investigate judicially the events that gave rise to
the precautionary measures.

ECUADOR
The Tagaeri and Taromenami Indigenous Peoples

25. On May 10, 2006, the IACHR granted precautionary measures in favor of the
Tagaeri and Taromenami indigenous peoples who inhabit the Ecuadorian Amazon jungle in the area
bordering Peru and who are currently voluntarily isolated or “hidden”. The information available
states that members of the Taromenami tribe were murdered on April 26, 2006 in the Cononaco
(River Chiripuno) area during reprisals linked to illegal tree felling in the Yasuni” Park and
encroachments onto indigenous lands. In view of this, the IACHR requested that the Ecuadorian
State adopt the measures necessary to protect the territory inhabited by the beneficiaries from third
parties.

EL SALVADOR
Damian Miguel Pedro Taylor Colosal

26. On March 22, 2006, the IACHR granted precautionary measures in favor of the U.S
citizen, Damian Miguel Pedro Taylor Colosal who is currently detained in the APANTEOS
penitentiary in Santa Ana, El Salvador. The information available indicates that Mr. Taylor Colosal
was a witness to violent events that took place in the “La Esperanza” prison before he was
transferred to APANTEOS. It is alleged that he has been the victim of physical aggression inside the
prison without the matter being investigated. On February 7, 2006, the IACHR requested
information from the State regarding Mr. Taylor Colosal’s situation in order to evaluate the need to
activate the precautionary measures mechanism. In view of the response provided by the State on
February 27, 2007 regarding the absence of measures designed to guarantee the physical integrity
of the prisoner, the IACHR decided to adopt precautionary measures and request that the State
adopt the measures necessary to protect his life and physical integrity, judicially investigate the
events, and bring to justice those responsible. The Commission is monitoring the beneficiary’s
situation.

Adridan Meléndez Quijano et al.

27. On October 10, 2006, the IACHR granted precautionary measures in favor of the
lawyer and army major Adridan Meléndez Quijano, his brother Euripedes Meléndez Quijano, and their
respective families in El Salvador. The information available states that Major Meléndez Quijano and
his family have been harassed on several occasions, and since June 2006 have been subjected to
observation, in particular at home and when attending the Human Rights Institute of the Central
American University “José Simedn Caras,” and have received telephone death threats. It is stated
that his mother received telephone threats which caused her to leave the country and in November
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2005, his brother, Euripedes Meléndez was the victim of a knife attack. In view of this, the
Commission requested that the Government of El Salvador should adopt the measures necessary to
protect the life and physical integrity of the beneficiary and report on action taken to investigate
judicially the events that gave rise to the precautionary measures.

GUATEMALA
Dolores Karla Morales Jiménez, Mario Morales Jiménez and family

28. On January 10, 2006, the IACHR granted precautionary measures in favor of
Dolores Karla Morales Jiménez, Mario Morales Jiménez, and their families in Guatemala. The
information available states that these persons were the object of death threats presumably as a
consequence of the rol they had played in the murder investigation ocurred in December 2005, of
the husband of Dolores Karla Morales Jiménez and brother-in-law of Mr. Mario Morales Jiménez,
and of his four bodyguards. It is alleged that the murder possibly involved the participation of state
agents. In view of these antecedents, the Commission requested that the Government of Guatemala
adopt the measures necessary to protect the life and physical integrity of the beneficiaries and
report on action taken to investigate judicially the events that gave rise to the precautionary
measures. The Commission is monitoring the beneficiaries’ situation.

Kevin Josué Alegria Robles and members of OASIS

29. On February 3, 2006, the IACHR granted precautionary measures in favor of Kevin
Josué Alegria Robles, Jorge Luis Ldpez Sologaistoa and another 11 members of OASIS (the
Organization to Support Integrated Sexuality) in Guatemala. The information available states that on
the night of December 16, 2005, in Guatemala, two trans-sexual persons called Paulina (Juan Pablo
Méndez Cartagena), a communications assistant at OASIS, and Sulma (Kevin Josué Alegria Robles),
a client of OASIS, were shot and injured in an incident allegedly involving four uniformed policemen.
It is stated that Paulina’s injury proved fatal and that Sulma, who survived the incident, is a key
witness in the investigation of the affair. Other sources confirm that the lesbian, gay, bisexual, and
cross-gender community in Guatemala face attacks and threats that often involve the police, which
creates the fear of an existing clandestine policy of “social cleansing”. In view of these antecedents,
the Commission requested that the Government of Guatemala adopt the measures necessary to
protect the life and physical integrity of the beneficiaries and report on action taken to investigate
judicially the events that gave rise to the precautionary measures. The Commission is monitoring the
beneficiaries’ situation.

René Galvez et al.

30. On July 3, 2006, the IACHR granted precautionary measures in favor of René Galvez
and other members of the board of directors of ASIDECQ (the Integrated Association for the
Development of Quetzal City and Neighboring Colonies) in Guatemala. The information available
states that the members of the board of directors of ASIDECQ were subjected to serious acts of
violence, intimidation, and threats, as a consequence of their work. Specifically, it is stated that
Oscar Humberto Duarte, one of the members of the board of directors, was abducted and
disappeared on May 24, 2006, with no further trace of him being found. Furthermore, other
members of the organization have been harassed and followed, and members of their families
threatened by telephone. In view of this, the Commission requested that the Government of
Guatemala adopt the measures necessary to protect the life and physical integrity of the
beneficiaries and report on action taken to investigate judicially the events that gave rise to the
precautionary measures. The Commission is monitoring the beneficiaries’ situation.
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The Maya-Sitio Community of El Rosario-Naranjo

31. On July 14, 2006, the IACHR granted precautionary measures in favor of the Maya-
Sitio Community of El Rosario-Naranjo, identified as both area and archaeological monument, and
sacred place for those in Guatemala who practice Mayan spirituality. The information available
states that Government Decision No. 1,210 protects the areas identified as archaeological sites. It is
stated that the area of El Rosario-Naranjo belonged to third parties who started to build a housing
project on the protected land and commissioned a study that reduces the sacred area from six to
three mounds (mounds I, Il, and Ill). In 2005, the general directorate of the Office of National and
Cultural Patrimony, at the request of the firm LEXUS, authorized building work in the areas adjacent
to Mounds I, Il, and lll. However, the Supreme Court of Justice declared that building in El Rosario-
Naranjo obstructs the holding of Mayan religious and social celebrations, in violation of the
Guatemalan constitution, and ordered the suspension of the building work on the site to be
suspended, in spite of which they continued building and argued that they had not been notified of
the decision. In response to a request from the IACHR for information prior to the granting of
precautionary measures, the State indicated that until final judgment has been reached in the
summary proceedings, there was nothing to prevent the granting of precautionary measures to
protect the Rosario-Naranjo Archaeological Center. In view of this, the Commission requested that
the Government of Guatemala adopt the measures necessary to protect the Rosario-Naranjo
Archaeological Center. The Commission is monitoring the beneficiaries’ situation.

Oscar Rodolfo Castaneda Rosales et al.

32. On August 30, 2006, the IACHR granted precautionary measures in favor of the
journalists and workers of “Radio 10”, Oscar Rodolfo Castaneda Rosales, Vinicio Aguilar Mancilla,
Liza Maria Castafieda Acuna, Juan Rodolfo Sanchez Sub, Marvin Alexis Ponce Salazar, Abel
Oswaldo Orellana, Victor Eduardo Escobar Orellana, Juan Francisco Sacor Godmez, Estela Damaris
Noj Tumaz, Edgar Antonio Hernandez Zamora, Xeyli Magali Alfaro Hernandez, Iris |Ibeth Pérez
Herrera Wily Maldonado Rabanales, Anamaria Rosales, Doblas Castafieda Rosales, Esther Castaneda
Rosales, Luis Quifones Esquivel, Liza Maria Castafieda Acufa, and Nelly Stephanie Castaneda
Cestony. The information available states that the workers are victims of reprisals and intimidation
as a consequence of claims of corruption made by the radio. Specifically, on August 23, 2006,
driver Vinicio Aguilar was wounded in a firearm attack and the journalist Rodolfo Castaneda
received a death threat during his radio program. In addition, interference on the radio frequencies
increased, and broadcasting equipment stolen. In view of this, the Commission requested that the
Government of Guatemala adopt the measures necessary to protect the life and physical integrity of
the beneficiaries and report on action taken to investigate judicially the events that gave rise to the
precautionary measures. The Commission is monitoring the beneficiaries’ situation.

HAITI
Evel Fan Fan

33. On November 8, 2006, the IACHR granted precautionary measures in favor of the
human rights activist Evel Fan Fan, president of AUMOHD (the Association of University Students in
Favor of a Haiti with Rights), and the members of the association. AUMOHD provides legal support
for low-income persons and works on behalf of victims of human rights violations in Port-au-Prince.
The information available states that Mr. Fan Fan received numerous death threats and was
subjected to acts of intimidation because of public denunciations he made regarding the activity of
armed groups and mass murders of civilians in the communities of Grand Ravine and Martissant. In
particular, members of AUMOHD actively denounced the impunity of the gangs responsible for acts
of violence and many of the deaths of civilians in the community. In view of this situation, the
IACHR requested that the Government of Haiti adopt the measures necessary to protect the life and
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physical integrity of Mr. Fan Fan, and the members of AUMOHD, as well as inform the IACHR on
the measures taken. The IACHR was informed by the petitioner that following the lodging of this
request, national police officers are protecting Mr. Fan Fan. The IACHR is monitoring the
beneficiaries ~ situation.

HONDURAS
The Community of Garifuna Triunfo de la Cruz

34. On April 28, 2006, the IACHR granted precautionary measures in favor of the
Garifuna Triunfo de la Cruz Community in Honduras. The situation of this indigenous community vis-
a-vis the conflicts over ownership of their ancestral land is the subject of a complaint No. 12.548
under study by the IACHR. While processing the precautionary measures, the Commission
requested that the Government of Honduras adopt the measures necessary to protect the right of
ownership over the above mentioned lands, prevent or suspend the execution of any judicial or
administrative action that might affect the ancestral ownership of the beneficiary community until
the organs of the inter-American system arrive at a final decision on case No. 12.548. The IACHR is
monitoring the beneficiaries’ situation.

San Juan Garifuna Community

35. On July 7, 2006, the IACHR granted precautionary measures in favor of the San
Juan Garifuna Community in Honduras. The situation of this indigenous community vis-a-vis the
conflicts related to ownership of its ancestral lands is the subject of a petition being processed by
the IACHR under number P-674-06. W.ithin the context of the precautionary measures, the
Commission requested that the government of Honduras adopt the measures necessary to protect
the life and personal integrity of the community leaders, especially of Jessica Garcia, Wilfredo
Guerrero and Ellis Marih; to protect the right to ownership of said lands; and to avoid or suspend the
execution of any judicial or administrative action that could affect the rights attached to the
ancestral land of the beneficiary community, until the organs of the Inter-American system adopt a
definitive decision regarding petition 674-06. The IACHR continues to monitor the situation of the
beneficiaries.

Dina Meza et al.

36. On December 20, 2006, the IACHR granted precautionary measures in favor of Dina
Metabel Meza Elvir, Robert Marinh Garcia Martihez, Claudia Dinora Mendoza, Carlos Alberto
Herndndez Martihez, and Mirtha Yanina Romero, members of ASJ (the Association for a Fairer
Society). The available information states that members of ASJ have been subjected to threats
against their lives and physical integrity, and that on December 4, 2006, their legal representative in
several cases defending labour rights, Dionisio Diaz Garcia, was murdered. In view of this
background, the Commission requested that the Government of Honduras adopt the measures
necessary to protect the life and physical integrity of the beneficiaries and report on steps taken to
investigate judicially the events that have given rise to the precautionary measures. The IACHR is
monitoring the beneficiaries’ situation.

Father Andrés Tamayo et al.

37. On December 22, 2006, the IACHR granted precautionary measures in favor of
Father Andrés Tamayo, Elvin Noe Lanza, Santos Efrain Paguada, Victor Manuel Ochoa, René
Wilfredo Gradiz, Macario Zelaya, and Pedro Amado Acosta, who are members of MAO (the Olancho
Environmental Movement). Members of this organization are affected by the threatening atmosphere
surrounding environmental activists in Honduras. On June 9, 2006, the IACHR requested
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information from the State regarding the situation of these persons in order to evaluate the need to
activate the precautionary measures mechanism. Although the State’s responses of June 186,
August 3, and October 12, 2006 refer to certain protective measures activated on behalf of Father
Tamayo, no information was provided regarding any steps taken to provide effective protection to
the members of MAO. On December 20, 2006, Mr. Heraldo Zufiga was murdered, for whom, and
for his companion, Roger Murillo, precautionary measures had also been requested. In view of this,
the Commission requested that the Government of Honduras adopt the measures necessary to
protect the life and physical integrity of the beneficiaries and report on action taken to investigate
judicially the events that gave rise to the precautionary measures. The IACHR is monitoring the
beneficiaries’ situation.

JAMAICA
Kimberly Adamou

38. On October 30, 2006, the IACHR granted precautionary measures in favor of
Kimberly Adamou in Jamaica. The available information states that Mrs. Adamou has been
subjected to threats and other forms of harassment from an individual who is presumed to belong to
a band of delinquents called One Order Gang, and against whom a case is underway in which Mrs.
Adamou is a witness. By a communication of October 6, 2006, the Commission requested
information from the State regarding Mrs. Adamou’s situation, prior to granting precautionary
measures and in order to evaluate the need to the same mechanism of precautionary measures. In
view of the response from the State and of the urgency of the situation, the Commission proceeded
to grant precautionary measures and to request that the State adopt urgent measures to protect the
life and physical integrity of Mrs. Adamou and report on the judicial investigation of the events that
gave rise to the precautionary measures. The IACHR is monitoring the beneficiary’s situation.

MEXICO
Martih Amaru Barrios Herndndez et al.

39. On February 21, 2006, the IACHR granted precautionary measures in favor of Martih
Amaru Barrios Herndndez and other members of CDHLVT (the Commission for Human and Labor
Rights in the Tehuacdn Valley) in Mexico. The available information states that Martih Amaru
Barrios, Chairman of CDHLVT was spied upon and threatened. In addition, information has
circulated indicating that a hired assassin has been employed to murder him. In view of the fact, the
Commission requested that the Government of Mexico adopt the measures necessary to protect the
lives and personal integrity of the beneficiaries and report on action taken to investigate judicially
the events that gave rise to the precautionary measures. The IACHR is monitoring the beneficiaries’
situation.

Arabella del Carmen Jiménez Sanchez et al. (La VVoladora Radio)

40. On September 19, 2006, the IACHR granted precautionary measures in favor of
Arabella del Carmen Jiménez Sdnchez, Daniel Ivan Garcia Manrique, Verdnica Galicia Castro,
Esperanza Aurora Rascén Cérdova, and Oscar Reséndiz Galvan, all journalists or workers at the “La
Voladora” radio station. The available information states that the journalists and workers at “La
Voladora” have been subjected to threats and attacks because of their work as journalists. In view
of the information, the Commission requested that the Government of Mexico adopt the measures
necessary to protect the life and physical integrity of the beneficiaries and report on action taken to
investigate judicially the events that gave rise to the precautionary measures. The IACHR is
monitoring the beneficiaries’ situation.
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Alejandro Cerezo Contreras and other members of the Cerezo Committee

41. On October 30, 2006, the IACHR granted precautionary measures in favor of
Alejandro, Francisco, and Emiliana Cerezo Contreras, all members of the Cerezo Committee in
Mexico. The available information states that these human rights activists were subjected to email
death threats, were followed and spied upon. In view of this, the Commission requested that the
Government of Mexico adopt the measures necessary to protect the life and physical integrity of the
beneficiaries and report on action taken to investigate judicially the events that gave rise to the
precautionary measures. The IACHR is monitoring the beneficiaries’ situation.

Andrés Quintana Roo Community

42. On December 11, 2006, the IACHR granted precautionary measures in favor of
eleven families of the Andrés Quintana Roo community, in Municipio Sabanillas, Chiapas. The
information available indicates that members of the so-called Peace and Justice group had caused
the forced displacement of more than 3,000 people from Chiapas. In July 2005, six families of the
Andrés Quintana Roo community were displaced to Tabasco. In February 2006 the number of
displaced families increased to eleven, and by the middle of 2006 that number grew to twenty. On
their return to the Andrés Quintana Roo community, the eleven beneficiary families were forced to
work and live covertly due to the continued threats and harassment against them by the members
of Peace and Justice, and they were also excluded from religious and community activities. On
October 16, 2006, members of Peace and Justice burned and destroyed the house of Rogelio
Sanchez, who then had to leave the area. Likewise, the information available indicates that the
reports filed for threats against the returning families did not generate any results. In view of the
situation of danger to the beneficiaries, the IACHR asked the State of Mexico to adopt the measures
necessary to protect the lives and personal integrity of the eleven families that have returned to the
Andrés Quintana Roo community in Municipio Sabanillas, Chiapas, and that the State inform the
Commission of the steps taken to investigate the incidents that led to the adoption of the
precautionary measures. The Commission continues to monitor the situation of the beneficiaries.

PERU
Margarita Pérez Anchiraico et al. (San Mateo de Huanchor Community)

43. On August 11, 2006, the IACHR granted precautionary measures in favor of
Margarita Pérez Anchiraico, Chair of the Committee for those Affected by Mining in Mayoc, Peru.
The available information states that Mrs. Pérez Anchiraico has been the target of harassment
because of her activism concerning the situation in the San Mateo de Huanchor Community, a
matter that is the subject of a petition awaiting final judgment by the IACHR. It is stated that on the
night of July 16, 2006, Margarita Pérez was threatened with death: she was told that she would be
blown up if she continued to oppose the re-opening of the mine. In view of the information, the
Commission requested that the Government of Peru adopt the measures necessary to protect the
life and physical integrity of the beneficiaries and report on action taken to investigate judicially the
events that gave rise to the precautionary measures.

UNITED STATES

Omar Khadr

44, On March 21, 2006, the IACHR granted precautionary measures in favor of Omar
Khadr, a Canadian citizen aged 19 who was detained in Guantdanamo. The information received

during a hearing held during the 124" regular session of the IACHR states that the beneficiary is on
trial before a military commission in Guantdnamo for a crime allegedly committed in Afghanistan
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when he was 15 years old, and that during his detention and interrogation by military personnel he
was denied medical attention; his feet and hands were handcuffed for long periods of time, and he
was kept in a cell with fierce dogs; he was threatened with sexual abuse; and his head was covered
with a plastic bag. The petitioners allege that the statements taken from him under these
circumstances may be admitted as evidence and used against him. During the hearing, the State
indicated that the military court could admit all reasonable evidence without clarifying whether
statements obtained by torture or cruel, inhumane, or degrading treatment may be used in the trial.
The Commission requested that the State, inter alia, adopt the measures necessary to ensure that
the beneficiary is not subjected to torture or cruel, inhumane, or degrading treatment and to protect
his right to physical, mental, and moral integrity, including measures to prevent him being kept
incommunicado for long periods or subjected to forms of interrogation that infringe international
standards of humane treatment. The Commission also requested that the State respect the
prohibition on the use of any statement obtained by means of torture or cruel, inhumane, or
degrading treatment against the beneficiary, and investigate the events and bring to justice those
responsible, including those implicated when the doctrine of “management accountability” is
applied.

Angel Maturino Resendiz

45, On May 1, 2006, the IACHR granted precautionary measures in favor of the
Mexican citizen Angel Maturino Resendiz, who was a prisoner in a detention center in the state of
Texas, United States, under sentence of death. The precautionary measures were presented along
with a petition alleging the violation of Articles |, XXV, and XXVI of the American Declaration,
which is being processed as No. P360-06. The information available states that since his youth, Mr.
Resendiz suffered serious symptoms of mental instability and schizophrenia and these worsened
during his seven year stay in prison awaiting the death sentence. It is alleged that he suffered
hallucinations and frequent self-inflicted injuries. The petition also alleges, inter alia, serious failings
in his legal representation during his trial; the incompatibility of the procedure for clemency under
Texan law with the standards of due process defined in Article XXVI of the American Declaration;
that the use of the lethal injection as the method of execution causes extreme and unnecessary
suffering. In view of these antecedents, the IACHR requested that the Government of the United
States adopt the measures necessary to protect the life and physical integrity of the beneficiary and
not impede the processing of the above-mentioned claim lodged before the inter-American system.
The Commission notes that although precautionary measures were in effect, the beneficiary was
executed on June 27, 2006.

Guy LeGrande

46. On November 27, 2006, the IACHR granted precautionary measures in favor of
Guy LeGrande who was a prisoner in a detention center in the State of North Carolina, United
States, under sentence of death. The precautionary measures were presented along with a petition
concerning the alleged violation of Articles I, Il, XVII, and XXVI of the American Declaration, which
is being processed as No. P1282-06. The information available states that Mr. LeGrande suffers
from mental disability in spite of which he was allowed by the authorities to conduct his own
defense during a trial which concluded in the application of the death penalty. The petition also
questions the impartiality of those who took part in the trial, particularly from the point of view of
the accused’s racial origin, to the extent that is incompatible with the provisions of Article Il of the
American Declaration. In view of these antecedents, the IACHR requested that the Government of
the United States adopt the measures necessary to protect the life and physical integrity of the
beneficiary and not impede the processing of the above-mentioned claim lodged before the inter-
American system.
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José Ernesto Medellih

47. On December 6, 2006, the IACHR granted precautionary measures in favor of the
Mexican citizen José Ernesto Medellih, who was a prisoner in a detention center in the State of
Texas, United States, under sentence of death. The precautionary measures were presented along
with a petition concerning the alleged violation of Articles I, XVII, and XXVI of the American
Declaration, which is being processed as No. P1232-06. The information available states that Mr.
Medellin had no consular assistance during his arrest, detention, or trial; the incompatibility of the
procedure for clemency under Texan law with the standards of due process defined in Article XXVI
of the American Declaration; and that the use of the lethal injection as the method of execution
causes extreme and unnecessary suffering. In view of these antecedents, the IACHR requested that
the Government of the United States adopted the measures necessary to protect the life and
physical integrity of the beneficiary and not impede the processing of the above-mentioned claim
presented before the inter-American system.

2. Petitions declared admissible
What follows is a list of petitions declared admissible by the Commission during 2006. The

complete text of these decisions is found on the CD that accompanies this publication, and at the
website of the IACHR at the following address: http://www.cidh.org.

. Report N° 14/06 Raquel Natalia Lagunas and Sergio Antonio Sorbellini
Petition 617-01 (Argentina)
. Report N° 15/06 Maria Emilia Gonzalez, Paula Micaela Gonzédlez and

Maria Verdnica Villar
Petition 618-01 (Argentina)

. Report N° 16/06 Eugenio Sandoval
Petition 619-01 (Argentina)

. Report N° 17/06 Sebastian Claus Furlan et al/.
Petition 531-01 (Argentina)

. Report N° 78/06 Aboriginal Community of Lhaka Honhat (“Our Land”)
Petition 12.094 (Argentina)

. Report N° 117/06 Milagros Fornerén and Leonardo Anibal Javier Fornerén
Petition 1070-04 (Argentina)

. Report N° 18/06 Arley José Escher et al.
Petition 12.353 (Brazil)

. Report N° 80/06 Members of the Indigenous Community of Ananas et al.
Petition 62-02 (Brazil)

. Report N° 81/006 Persons deprived of freedom at Urso Branco Prison
Petition 394-02 (Brazil)

. Report N° 82/06 Communities in Alcantara
Petition 555-01 (Brazil)

. Report N° 83/06 Manoel Luiz Da Silva
Petition 641-03 (Brazil)

. Report N° 84/06 Neusa Dos Santos Nascimento et al.
Petition 1068-03 (Brazil)

. Report N° 85/06 James Demers
Petition 225-04 (Canada)

. Report N° 121/06 John Doe
Petition 554-04 (Canada)

. Report N° 89/06 Aniceto Norih Catriman and Pascual Picun Paillalao

Petition 61-03 (Chile)
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Report N° 20/06 Omar Zuniga Vasquez and Amira Isabel Vdsquez de Zuniga
Petition 458-04 (Colombia)

Report N° 55/06 Members of José Alvéar Restrepo Lawyers’ Collective
Petition 12.380 (Colombia)

Report N° 86/06 Marino Lépez et al. (Genesis Operation)
Petition 499-04 (Colombia)

Report N° 87/06 Carlos Alberto Valbuena Castro et al.
Petition 668-05 (Colombia)

Report N° 88/06 Nueva Venecia Massacre

Petition 1306-05 (Colombia)

Report N° 21/06 Association of Fertilizer Workers of
Fertilizantes de Centroamérica (FERTICA)

Petition 2893-02 (Costa Rica)

Report N° 48/06 Israel Gerardo Paredes Costa

Petition 12.174 (Dominican Republic)

Report N° 22/06 Xavier Alejandro Leén Vega

Petition 278-02 (Ecuador)

Report N° 23/06 Union of the Ministry of Education Workers (ATRAMEC)
Petition 71-03 (El Salvador)

Report N° 24/06 El Mozote Massacre

Petition 10.720 (El Salvador)

Report N° 25/06 Eduardo Benjamih Colindres

Petition 12.311 (El Salvador)

Report N° 90/06 José Adrian Rochac Herndndez

Petition 731-03 (El Salvador)

Report N° 27/06 Jacobo Arbenz Guzman

Petition 569-99 (Guatemala)

Report N° 58/06 Edwin Haroldo Ochoa Ldpez et al.
Petition 1083-05 (Guatemala)

Report N° 91/06 Edgar Fernando Garcia

Petition 12.343 (Guatemala)

Report N° 92/06 Maria Isabel Véliz Franco

Petition 95-04 (Guatemala)

Report N° 65/06 Jimmy Charles

Petition 81-06 (Haiti)

Report N° 28/06 Rigoberto Cacho Reyes

Petition 721-00 (Honduras)

Report N° 29/06 Garifuna Community of Puerto de la Cruz
Petition 906-03 (Honduras)

Report N° 30/06 Nasry Javier Ictech Guifarro

Petition 2570-02 (Honduras)

Report Report N° 118/06 Angel Pacheco Ledn

Petition 848-04 (Honduras)

Report N° 31/06 Silvia Arce et al.

Petition 1176-03 (Mexico)

Report N° 32/06 Paloma Angélica Escobar Ledezma et al.
Petition 1175-03 (Mexico)

Report N° 93/06 Valentina Rosendo Cantu et al.

Petition 972-03 (Mexico)

Report N° 94/06 Inés Fernandez Ortega et al.

Petition 540-04 (Mexico)
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. Report N° 59/06 Alejandro Fiallos Navarro
Petition 799-04 (Nicaragua)

. Report N° 34/06 Rita Irene Wald Jaramillo et al.
Petition 875-03 (Panama)

. Report N° 95/06 Jesus Tranquilino Vélez Loor
Petition 92-04 (Panama)

. Report N° 26/06 Isamu Carlos Shibayama et al.
Petition 434-03 (United States)

o Report N° 33/06 Philip Workman
Petition 12.261 (United States)

. Report N° 56/06 Wayne Smith
Petition 8-03 (United States)

. Report N° 57/06 Hugo Armendariz
Petition 526-03 (United States)

. Report N° 35/06 Jorge, José and Dante Peirano Basso
Petition 1109-04 (Uruguay)

. Report N° 23/06 Alicia Barbani Duarte et al.
Petition 997-03 (Uruguay)

. Report N° 36/06 Francisco Usén Ramifez
Petition 577-05 (Venezuela)

. Report N° 37/06 Sebastidn Echaniz Alcorta and Juan Victor Galarza Mendiola
Petition 562-03 (Venezuela)

. Report N° 38/06 Mercedes Chocrén Chocrdn
Petition 549-05 (Venezuela)

. Report N° 39/06 Carlos Rafael Alfonso Martihez
Petition 73-03 (Venezuela)

. Report N° 60/06 Maria Cristina Reverdn
Petition 406-05 (Venezuela)

. Report N° 96/06 Jestis Mohamad Capote et al.
Petition 4348-02 (Venezuela)

. Report N° 97/06 José Gerson Revanales

Petition 2611-02 (Venezuela)
3. Petitions declared inadmissible
What follows is a list of petitions declared inadmissible by the Commission during 2006. The

complete text of these decisions is found on the CD that accompanies this publication, and at the
website of the IACHR at the following address: http://www.cidh.org.

. Report N° 40/06 Pedro Veldsquez Ibarra
Petition 11.214 (Argentina)

. Report N° 98/06 Rita Ortiz
Petition 45-99 (Argentina)

. Report N° 99/06 Diego Rafael Jorreto Bonilla
Petition 180-01 (Chile)

. Report N° 100/06 Gaybor Tapia and Colén Eloy Mufoz
Petition 943-04 (Ecuador)

. Report N° 41/06 Luis Arturo Ventura Rivas
Petition 12.081 (El Salvador)

. Report N° 101/06 Arturo Garcia Bran et al.

Petition 298-05 (Guatemala)
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Report N° 102/06 Miguel Ricardo de Arriba Escola
Petition 97-04 (Honduras)

Report N° 103/06 José Luis Valdez Pineda
Petition 162-04 (Mexico)

Report N° 104/06 Peter Anthony Byrne

Petition 4593-02 (Panama)

Report N° 42/06 Santiago Luis Chdavez Cérdova
Petition 12.215 (Peru)

Report N° 105/06 Guillermo Jaulis Cancho
Petition 32-01 (Peru)

Report N° 106/06 Alvaro Vidal Rivadeneyra
Petition 12.176 (Peru)

Report N° 107/06 Jorge Teobaldo Pinzds Salazar
Petition 12.318 (Peru)

Report N° 108/06 Miguel Alberto Villanueva Sanchez
Petition 4680-02 (Peru)

Friendly Settlements

What follows is a list of reports on friendly settlement approved by the Commission during
2006. The complete text of these decisions is found on the CD that accompanies this publication,
and at the website of the IACHR at the following address: http://www.cidh.org.

5.

Report N° 43/06 Emasculated children of Maranhao

Petitions 12.426 and 12.427 (Brazil)

Report N° 53/06 German Enrique Guerra Achuri

Petition 10.205 (Colombia)

Report N° 44/06 José René Castro Galarza

Petition 12.205 (Ecuador)

Report N° 45/06 Lisandro Ramiro Montero Masache

Petition 12.207 (Ecuador)

Report N° 46/06 Myriam Larrea Pintado

Petition 12.238 (Ecuador)

Report N° 47/06 Fausto Mendoza Giler and Diégenes Mendoza Bravo
Petition 533-01 (Ecuador)

Report N° 49/06 Rémulo Torres Ventocilla

Petition 12.033 (Peru)

Report N° 50/06 Miguel Grimaldo Castafieda Sanchez et al.

Petition 711-01 et al. (Peru)

Report N° 109/06 Alejandro Espino Méndez et al.

Petition 33/03 et al. (Peru)

Report N° 110/06 Sebastidn Echaniz Alcorta and Juan Victor Galarza Mendiola
Petition 12.555 (Venezuela)

Reports on the merits

What follows is a list of reports on the merits approved by the Commission during 20086.
The complete text of these decisions is found on the CD that accompanies this publication, and at
the website of the IACHR at the following address: http://www.cidh.org.

Report N° 66/06 Simone André Diniz
Case 12.001 (Brazil)
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. Report N° 67/06 Oscar Elias Biscet et al.
Case 12.476 (Cuba)
. Report N° 68/06 Lorenzo Enrique Copello Castillo et al.
Case 12.477 (Cuba)
. Report N° 69/06 Tomds Lares Cipriano
Case 11.171 (Guatemala)
. Report N° 1/06 Franz Britton
Case 12.264 (Guyana)
. Report N° 61/06 Derrick Tracey
Case 12.447 (Jamaica)
. Report N° 2/06 Miguel Orlando Mufnoz Guzman
Case 12.130 (Mexico)
. Report N° 124/06 Tomds Eduardo Cirio
Case 11.500 (Uruguay)
D. Status of compliance with the recommendations of the IACHR
48. Complete compliance with the decisions of the Inter-American Commission is

essential for ensuring that human rights have full force in the OAS member states, and for helping
strengthen the Inter-American system for the protection of human rights. With that in mind, the
IACHR, in this section, analyzes the status of compliance with the recommendations in the reports
adopted by the Commission in the last six years.

49, In this regard, the OAS General Assembly, in its resolution AG/RES. 2227 (XXXVI-
0/06), “Observations and Recommendations on the Annual Report of the Inter-American
Commission on Human Rights,” urged the member states to follow up on the recommendations of
the Inter-American Commission on Human Rights (operative paragraph 3.b) and to continue to take
appropriate action in connection with the annual reports of the Commission, in the context of the
Permanent Council and the General Assembly of the Organization (operative paragraph 3.c).
Likewise, in its resolution AG/RES. 2220 (XXXVI-O/06), “Strengthening of Human Rights Systems
pursuant to the Plan of Action of the Third Summit of the Americas,” it reaffirmed the intent of the
OAS to continue taking concrete measures aimed at implementing the mandates of the Third
Summit of the Americas, including follow-up of the recommendations of the Inter-American
Commission on Human Rights (operative paragraph 2.b), and instructed the Permanent Council to
hold a meeting of the Committee on Juridical and Political Affairs to consider means of promoting
follow-up on the recommendations of the Commission by the Organization’s member states
(operative paragraph 3.e).

50. Both the Convention (Article 41) and the Statute of the Commission (Article 18)
explicitly grant the IACHR the authority to request information from the member states and to
produce such reports and recommendations as it considers advisable. Specifically, Article 46 of the
IACHR Rules of Procedure, which took effect on May 1, 2001, provides the following:

1. Once the Commission has published a report on a friendly settlement or on the merits
in which it has made recommendations, it may adopt the follow-up measures it deems
appropriate, such as requesting information from the parties and holding hearings in order to
verify compliance with friendly settlement agreements and its recommendations.

2. The Commission shall report on progress in complying with those agreements and
recommendations as it deems appropriate.

51. In compliance with its powers under the Convention and the Statute and with the
above-cited resolutions, and pursuant to Article 46 of its Rules of Procedure, the IACHR requested



49

information from the States on compliance with the recommendations made in the reports published
on individual cases included in its annual reports from 2000 through 2005. The Commission also
decided to include on its web page (www.cidh.org) a copy of the responses from the member
states in cases where they expressly requested that this be done.

52. The table the Commission is presenting includes the status of compliance with the
recommendations made by the IACHR in the cases that have been decided and published in the last
six years. The IACHR notes that compliance with different recommendations is meant to be
successive and not immediate and that some recommendations require a reasonable time to be fully
implemented. The table, therefore, presents the current status of compliance, which the
Commission acknowledges as being a dynamic process that may evolve continuously. From that
perspective, the Commission evaluates whether or not compliance with its recommendations is
complete and not whether it has been sta