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FOLLOW-UP FACTSHEET OF REPORT No. 111/00 

CASE 11.031 

PEDRO PABLO LÓPEZ GONZÁLEZ AND OTHERS 

(Peru)

I. Summary of Case
	Victim (s): Pedro Pablo López González, Denis Atilio Castillo Chávez, Gilmer Ramiro León Velásquez, Jesús Manfredo Noriega Ríos, Roberto Barrientos Velásquez, Carlos Alberto Barrientos Velásquez, Carlos Martín Tarazona More y Jorge Luis Tarazona More

Petitioner (s): Association Pro Human Rights (APRODEH)

State: Peru
Merits Report No.: 111/00, published on December 4, 2000
Admissibility Report: Analyzed in Merits Report No. 111/00
Themes: Right to Life / Right to Humane Treatment / Right to Personal Liberty / Right to Juridical Personality / Right to a Fair Trial / Judicial Protection / Arbitrary detention / Enforced Disappearance / Memory, Truth and Justice / Torture, Cruel, Inhuman and / or Degrading Treatment
Facts: The Peruvian State, through members of the National Police and Peruvian Navy, detained and subsequently disappeared Messrs. Pedro Pablo López González, Denis Atilio Castillo Chávez, Gilmer Ramiro León Velásquez, Jesús Manfredo Noriega Ríos, Roberto and Carlos Alberto Barrientos Velásquez, and Carlos Martín and Jorge Luis Tarazona More on May 2, 1992, in the settlements of La Huaca, Javier Heraud and San Carlos, located in the district and province of Santa, department of Ancash. 

Rights violated: The Commission concluded that the Peruvian State was responsible for the forced disappearance of the victims identified above, violating the following rights: the right to liberty (Article 7), the right to humane treatment (Article 5), the right to life (Article 4), the right to juridical personality (Article 3), and the right to an effective judicial remedy (Article 25) enshrined in the American Convention on Human Rights.  In addition, the Peruvian State has breached its general obligation to respect and ensure the exercise of these rights set forth in the Convention, in the terms of Article 1(1) thereof.  


II. Recommendations 

	Recommendations
	State of compliance in 2020

	1. Carry out an exhaustive, impartial, and effective investigation to determine the circumstances of the forced disappearance of Pedro Pablo López González, Denis Atilio Castillo Chávez, Gilmer Ramiro León Velásquez, Jesús Manfredo Noriega Ríos, Roberto and Carlos Alberto Barrientos Velásquez and Carlos Martín and Jorge Luis Tarazona More, and that it punish the persons responsible, in keeping with Peruvian legislation.
	Pending compliance

	2. Void any domestic measure, legislative or otherwise, that tends to impede the investigation, prosecution, and punishment of the persons responsible for the detention and forced disappearance of Pedro Pablo López González, Denis Atilio Castillo Chávez, Gilmer Ramiro León Velásquez, Jesús Manfredo Noriega Ríos, Roberto and Carlos Alberto Barrientos Velásquez and Carlos Martín and Jorge Luis Tarazona More.  Accordingly, the State should nullify Laws 26.479 and 26.492.
	Total compliance

	3. Adopt the measures required for the family members of  Pedro Pablo López González, Denis Atilio Castillo Chávez, Gilmer Ramiro León Velásquez, Jesús Manfredo Noriega Ríos, Roberto and Carlos Alberto Barrientos Velásquez and Carlos Martín and Jorge Luis Tarazona More to receive adequate and timely reparation for the violations established herein.
	Partial compliance


III. Procedural Activity
1. On February 22, 2001, the Commission issued a Joint Press Release signed by the then Peruvian Minister of Justice, Diego García Sayan, at a working meeting held during the 110th Period of Sessions of the IACHR, in which the Peruvian State committed to advance in the implementation of the recommendations issued by the IACHR in 159 merits reports included in sections C and D of the Press Release. The present case forms part of Section D of said Press Release.

2. The IACHR held working meetings with the parties during its 141th (March 29, 2011), 144th (March 2012) and 147th (March 2013) Periods of Sessions regarding the follow-up of the commitments made by the Peruvian State in the Joint Press Release.

3. On November 3, 2012, the IACHR held a working meeting with the parties during its 146th Period of Sessions regarding the follow-up on the recommendations issued in Merits Report No. 111/00. 
4. On March 26, 2014, during its 150th Period of Sessions, a working meeting was held as a follow-up to the Joint Press Release in which the petitioners and representatives of the Peruvian State signed an agreement in which the State assumed several commitments. The parties signed another agreement on November 14, 2014, following a working meeting held on October 29, 2014 during the 153rd Period of Sessions of the IACHR.
5. On March 21, 2015, the IACHR held a working meeting between the parties during its 154th Period of Sessions to follow up on the commitments made by the State in the Joint Press Release. 

6. On September 28, 2020, during its 177th period of sessions, the IACHR held a working meeting to continue its monitoring of the commitments made in the Joint Press Release cases. 

7. On August 6, 2020, the Commission requested the State to provide updated information on compliance with the recommendations contained in Report No. 111/00.  The State presented that information on October 13.
8. On August 6, 2020, the IACHR requested the petitioners to provide updated information on compliance with the recommendations.  As of the closing date of this report, the petitioners had not provided that information.
IV. Analysis of the information presented
9. The Commission considers that the information presented by the State in 2020 is relevant for updating the monitoring of the case given that it is up to date and comprehensive on measures recently adopted regarding compliance with at least one of the recommendations issued in the Merits Report No. 111/00.   
V. Analysis of the compliance with the recommendations 
10. With regards to the first recommendation, on January 10, 2005, the present case, internally known as “El Santa”, was joined in the internal jurisdiction with the cases of the Barrios Altos massacre and of the forced disappearance of the journalist Pedro Yauri.
 The State informed that on May 11, 2005, the Principal Superior Prosecutor of the Office of the First Specialized Superior Prosecutor of the Public Ministry (Fiscal Superior Titular de la Primera Fiscalía Superior Especializada del Ministerio Público) handed down an indictment against Vladimiro Montesinos Torres, Nicolás Hermosa Ríos, Juan Nolberto Rivero Lazo, Julio Rolando Salazar Monroe, Alberto Segundo Pinto Cárdenas, Víctor Silva Mendoza or Víctor Raúl Silva Mendoza, and Federico Augusto Navarro Pérez, as the perpetrators of the crimes of aggravated kidnapping and aggravated homicide to the detriment of Jesús Manfredo Noriega Ríos, Carlos Martín Tarazona More, Jorge Luis Tarazona More, Roberto Barrientos Velásquez, Carlos Barrientos Velásquez, Dennis Atilio Castillo Chávez, Federico Coquis Vásquez, and Pedro Pablo López Gonzalez. In addition, an indictment was handed down against Santiago Enrique Martin Rivas, Carlos Eliseo Pichilingue Guevara, Julio Chuqui Aguirre, Jesús Antonio Sosa Saavedra, Pedro Guillermo Suppo, Jorge Enrique Ortiz Mantas, Carlos Luis Caballero Zegarra Ballón, Angel Arturo Pino Díaz Sánchez, Gabriel Orlando Vera Navarrete, Hugo Coral Goycochea, Nelson Rogelio Carvajal García, José Alarcón Gonzáles, José Alarcón González, Rolando Javier Meneses Montes de Oca, Wilmer Yarleque Ordinola, Angel Sauni Pomaya, Hercules Gomez Casanova, and Estela Cárdenas Díaz, as perpetrators of the crimes of aggravated kidnapping and aggravated homicide to the detriment of the victims indicated above.
 By way of Resolution No. 70 of July 13, 2005, the First Special Chamber of the Supreme Court of Justice of Lima declared that there were grounds for proceeding to the oral proceedings against the accused, and set August 17, 2005 as the first day of the public hearing.

11. On October 1, 2010, the First Special Criminal Chamber (Case No. 28-2001) sentenced former presidential advisor Vladimiro Montesinos, Nicolás Hermoza Ríos, Juan Rivero Lazo, Julio Salazar Monroe, Santiago Martin Rivas, José Concepción Alarcón Gonzales, Carlos Eliseo Pichilingue Guevara, Ángel Arturo Pino Díaz, and Juan or Jesús Antonio Sosa Saavedra or Juan Sosa Flores and Wilmer Yarleque Ordinola, as well as other members of the Colina Group, to 25 years in prison for the crime against the life, body and health of the victims (aggravated homicide) in the cases of El Santa and Pedro Yauri. The judges in that Criminal Chamber ordered the guilty individuals and the State, as a third party that bore civil liability, to pay financial compensation, medical and psychological treatment and other forms of compensation for the pecuniary and non-pecuniary damages sustained by the victims’ next of kin.
 
12. As a result of the appeal presented by the guilty individuals, the Permanent Criminal Chamber of the Supreme Court of Justice issued a its decision on said appeal on July 20, 2012, in which it reduced the sentences of all of the accused individuals and acquitted Alberto Pinto Cárdenas, based on its conclusion that the disappearance of the peasants of El Santa did not constitute a crime against humanity under the criterion that although there was a systematic and widespread practice of executions and disappearances at the time of the events, this practice was not directed towards the civilian population, but to “military commanders of the Peruvian Communist Party – Shining Path, and to criminal terrorists”. In August 2012, the Inter-American Court of Human Rights held a hearing on this matter in its supervision of the judgment in the Barrios Altos case and issued a resolution in September of the same year.
 Following the issuance of this resolution, on September 27, 2012, the Permanent Criminal Chamber of the Supreme Court of Justice annulled the verdict handed down on July 20, 2012.
 Subsequently, the Permanent Criminal Chamber of the Supreme Court of Justice confirmed the sentence issued in the first instance by means of a Supreme Court ruling on March 20, 2013, except in the cases of Alberto Pinto Cárdenas and Pedro Manuel Santillán Galdós, whose previous sentences were absolved. This judgement held that the crimes related to the 3 cases “do not constitute isolated incidents, but are rather part of a systematic and widespread plan of forced disappearances and extrajudicial executions against the civilian population.”

13. With respect to the El Santa case, in 2018, the State informed that the First Supra-Provincial Criminal Prosecutor’s Office (Primera Fiscalía Penal Supraprovincial), by Resolution dated October 16, 2016, held that there were no grounds to pursue criminal proceedings against Ángel Arturo Pino Díaz, Carlos Eliseo Pichilingue Guevara, José Concepción Alarcón Gonzales, Juan Antonio Sosa Saavedra, Santiago Enrique Martín Rivas, and Wilmer Yarleque Ordinola for the alleged commission of crimes against humanity and forced disappearance to the detriment of the victims in this case. The Court further held that there were no grounds to pursue criminal proceedings against those held responsible for the alleged perpetration of the crime against the life, body and health of the victims (aggravated homicide). The representatives of the victims appealed this decision, for which the Third National Superior Criminal Prosecutor’s Office (Tercera Fiscalía Superior Penal Nacional), by means of a Resolution dated June 2, 2017, declared that the complaint was partly founded and ordered that the preliminary investigation be expanded so that several actions could be taken, and a new decision issued. Consequently, the First Supra-Provincial Criminal Prosecutor’s Office ordered the preliminary investigation to be extended. A number of measures already have been carried out.

14. In 2019, the State said it had asked the First Superior Prosecutor Coordinator of the National Superior Criminal Prosecutor’s Office and the Supra-provincial Criminal Prosecutor’s Offices of the Public Ministry for a report on the current status of the criminal investigation into anyone who may prove to be responsible for the crimes of forced disappearance and aggravated homicide to the detriment of the victims identified in Report No. 111/00. The State reported to the Commission that these authorities had still not sent the information it requested, and it pledged to send it to the IACHR as soon as possible.    
15. Regarding the investigations into the incidents, in 2020, the State reiterated the information previously presented regarding the impacts of the complaint remedy lodged by the victims’ representatives and the resolution of June 2, 2017, which ordered the expansion of the investigative steps in Investigation No. 09-2011, known as the “El Santa” case. In the context of the investigation, the Prosecutor in this case reported that the investigation on behalf of Gabriel Orlando Vera Navarrete and Cesar Hector Alvarado Salinas had been closed by resolutions of June 26, 2013 and December 11, 2014, since preexisting files had been found, and in application of the non bis in idem principle. In that regard, the prosecutor in this case reported that thus far, the following persons had been investigated: Ángel Arturo Pino Diaz, Carlos Eliseo Pechilingue Guevara, José o José Concepción Alarcón Gonzáles, Juan o Jesús Antonio Sosa Saavedra, Santiago Enrique Martín Rivas, and Wilmer Yarlequé Ordinola and “any other possible perpetrators.”

16. The State also reported that an action had been found under Judicial File No. 80-2009. “aggravated [abduction and homicide] of those who died in the context of the events of May 1 and the early hours of May 2, 1992, in Santa district and province, Ancash Department, known as ‘El Santa’ case and aggravated [abduction and homicide] of Pedro Herminio Yauri Bustamante (…)”, which might indicate a close relationship with the investigation conducted under file No. 09-2011. Therefore, the State indicated that the prosecutor’s office in charge of the case (First Supraprovincial Criminal Prosecutor’s Office of Lima) had requested that certified copies of the file be forwarded to the Temporary Criminal Chamber [Sala Penal Transitoria] of the Supreme Court of the Republic, and ordered an additional 30 calendar days for the investigations. The State reported that, thus far, the actions were being reviewed so the corresponding resolution could be issued. Lastly, the State undertook to report, as supplementary information, on the criminal proceedings before the Special Criminal Court [Juzgado Penal Especial] of the Superior Court of Justice of Lima (now the Temporary Criminal Chamber of the Supreme Court of the Republic). It indicated that it would ask the IACHR to deem the first recommendation completed if the criminal responsibility of the perpetrators were determined.
17. In 2020, the State announced the adoption of different institutional instruments for carrying out actions to search for disappeared persons. Among them were the “Guidelines Governing the Process of Searching for Disappeared Persons with a Humanitarian Approach” [Directiva para Normar el Proceso de Búsqueda de las Personas Desaparecidas con Enfoque Humanitario], establishing the stages of the search process and the powers of the Attorney General’s Office [Ministerio Público] and the Department for the Search for Disappeared Persons [Dirección General de Búsqueda de Personas Desaparecidas] (DGBPD); the adoption of the Directive “Guidelines for Fulfilling the Prosecutorial Function in the Search for Disappeared Persons [Lineamientos para el Ejercicio de la Función Fiscal en la Búsqueda de Personas Desaparecidas], describing how the Attorney General’s Office coordinates joint intervention processes with the DGBPD, taking a humanitarian approach; the hiring of a biologist for managing inputs and reagents; and the signature of an interinstitutional cooperation agreement between the Attorney General’s Office and the Ministry of Justice and Human Rights on February 4, 2020.  The aim of that agreement is to facilitate the sharing of information and to coordinate the participation of the two institutions in the stages of the search process with a humanitarian approach, the recovery and identification of human remains, verification of burial sites, and the taking of biological samples from disappeared persons and their family members, pursuant to Law No. 30470, Law for the Search for Persons Disappeared in the 1980-2000 Period of Violence.
18. In 2018, the petitioners provided information consistent with that presented by State. At the same time, they reported on the connection between businessman Jorge Fung Pineda and the facts of the case, indicating that the investigation of this issue had been archived given that it had not been possible to identify other witnesses who could corroborate the allegations.     
19. In the request for a working meeting presented by the petitioners on July 23, 2020, and at the working meeting held in the framework of the 177th period of sessions, for the cases included in the Joint Press Release the petitioners cited a group of obstacles and widespread problems affecting the entire universe of cases. They pointed, among them, to:  the failure to individualize the perpetrators and the closure of investigations; the failure to comply with the judicial mandates ordering the discovery of the whereabouts and arrest of those prosecuted and convicted; obstacles in the investigations of cases of forced disappearance, and the lack of a serious, diligent, and effective search for the bodies of those who disappeared, and their dignified recovery. They also gave an account of the unwarranted delay in compliance with the provisions of the sentences in the cases–especially the payment of civil reparations–their res judicata status notwithstanding; and the unwarranted procedural delays, arbitrary closing of cases with insufficient grounds, and the unwarranted granting of prison benefits to convicts. Lastly, the petitioners reiterated the lack of compliance with the commitments given at prior working meetings whereby the State committed to present the complete lists of cases related to the press release that were closed and that had provided for prison benefits
20. The IACHR receives with satisfaction the updated information provided by the State on the status of the investigations into the disappearance of the victims in this case, and awaits with interest the results of the inquiries made regarding the new judicial file found by the Attorney General’s Office.  The Commission also recommends that the State make an in-depth search for other criminal actions that may have been brought in connection with the events of May 1 and 2, 1992 and the victims of the case, taking into account that different files related to these facts have been found.  Lastly, the IACHR expresses its concern regarding the obstacles encountered by the petitioners with the processing of the Press Release cases. It further urges the State to take steps in addition to those, after the decision of the Third National Criminal Superior Prosecutor’s Office issued on June 2, 2017, without delay, and in an effective and impartial manner, understanding that this investigation remains at the preliminary stage. In this regard, the Commission urges the State to provide significant information on progress in the respective investigations. Based on the foregoing, the IACHR understands that Recommendation 2 is pending compliance. 
21. With regards to the third recommendation, this case is part of section C of the Joint Press Release signed between the IACHR and the Government of Peru on February 22, 2001, under which the State made a series of commitments to provide appropriate reparations to the victims’ families.
22. Over the years, the State has presented information regarding the measures implemented thus far to grant financial compensation, as well as reparations in the areas of healthcare, education, symbolic gesture and housing. Regarding financial compensation, the State specified that payments were made individually to each of the families of the victims of this case through the Economic Reparations Program (Programa de Reparaciones Económicas). In this sense, the State reported that, as of the present date, 18 of the 19 families had collected the amounts that they were entitled to and, therefore, only Mr. Jorge Antonio Noriega Flores had yet to collect from the National Bank.
 
23. During 2019, the State informed the Commission that the payment of the economic reparation in favor of Mr. Jorge Antonio Noriega Flores has not yet been made and there is no updated report from the National Bank due to a delay in the coordination to provide information on the payments. The State stated that the regularization of this process is in process and that the Executive Secretariat of the High Level Multisectoral Commission will contact the next of kin in order to identify the reasons why the payment is still pending.

24. With regards to reparations in healthcare, the State noted that the some of the individuals were affiliated with the Comprehensive Health Insurance (Seguro Integral de Salud – SIS), providing details on what beneficiaries of the SIS are entitled to. The State also clarified that the individuals who have not been affiliated with the SIS either have private insurance or are affiliated with social security, noting that once these insurance policies cease to be in effect, these persons will be included in the Comprehensive Health Insurance.

25. In 2018, the petitioners informed that serious issues had been noted with regards to the provision of reparations in terms of healthcare. They indicated that the principle problem had to do with the SIS being an insurance system that has had the following issues since its creation: (i) partial medical coverage; (ii) inefficient care in different health establishments; and (iii) lack of medicines or medicines not appropriate for patients’ needs. The petitioners indicated that the Office of the Ombudsman (Defensoría del Pueblo) has indicated that “there is no special coverage for the victims of political violence to the extent that the SIS qualifies as a general public policy which must be guaranteed to all individuals by the Peruvian State.” In this regard, the petitioners emphasized that individuals who have been victims of grave human rights violations require special and differentiated attention compared to the general healthcare policies provided by the State to its citizens. 

26. With respect to health services, in 2019 the State noted that it is coordinating on an ongoing basis with the Ministry of Health, Regional Governments, Regional Health Offices, Community Mental Health Centers and Integral Health Insurance, so that differentiated care is provided to the victims and their family members. The State also reported on an agreement reached in March 2019 by regional authorities which, among other aspects, establishes the commitment to guarantee that Regional Reparation plans will be drawn up to aid in providing health care, education and housing to victims, whose rights were violated during the period of violence. This agreement also established the commitment to provide sustainability to the projects of collective reparation to communities and organizations affected by violence, in order to ensure the expected impact and results.  Additionally, in its communication, the State noted that the victims and their next of kin will soon be visited in person to fill out an information collection sheet on their health status, interests, experiences and demands in regard with productive projects, and on expectations and demands for implementation of symbolic reparation.

27. In 2020, the petitioners asserted that several of the beneficiaries were not members of the SIS. They indicated that the Health Social Security of Peru [Seguro Social de Salud del Perú] (EsSALUD) would not have knowledge of the Joint Press Release cases or of the reparation standards for victims of political violence, in particular with regard to mental health. During the working meeting of the 177th period of sessions, the petitioners underscored the importance of the existence of an institution that could address complaints experienced by beneficiaries and requested the State to present a complete list of the member beneficiaries of each health system.
28. In 2020, the State reiterated that the victims of the 1980-2000 period of violence registered with the Single Registry of Victims received care through the SIS based on the following documents and legal instruments: (i) Guidelines for providing mental health care for persons affected by violence in the 1980-2000 period [Lineamientos para la atención en salud mental a personas afectadas por la violencia durante el periodo de 1980-2000]; (ii) 2018-2021 National Plan for Strengthening Community Mental Health [Plan Nacional de fortalecimiento de Salud Mental Comunitaria 2018-2021]; (iii) Supreme Decree 007-2020-SA, adopting the Regulations to Law 30947, “Mental Health Act”; and the (iv) Guidelines for the Psychological and Social Support of Family Members of Disappeared Persons [Lineamientos para el acompañamiento psicosocial a familiares de personas desaparecidas.
29.  Regarding reparations in terms of housing, the State informed that, on April 27, 2016, the next of kin of the victims, who constitute nine families, received the documents allocating plots of land to them by the provincial municipality of Santa. Nevertheless, the State indicated that, of the nine allocated lots, six were returned by the next of kin because they did not agree with their location and conditions. As a result, the State indicated that the Technical Secretariat of the High Level Multisector Commission (Técnica de la Comisión Multisectorial de Alto Nivel – CMAN) requested the petitioners to issue a document setting forth in writing the decision to return the lots, so that the State could proceed to determine the actions to be taken in order to comply with this measure.
 

30. With respect to housing reparations, the petitioners noted in 2018 that the instant case is the only case of those included in the Joint Press Release in which the victims’ family members decided that their lots of land would be located in their own region, provincial municipality of Santa. The petitioners informed that the State had not yet completed the transfer of the lots to the victims’ family members. They further indicated that once the transfer has been made, efforts will continue to coordinate a public apology and an event to acknowledge the human rights violations suffered by the victims. 

31. In 2019, the State brought to the attention of the IACHR that ANFADET announced its decision that the plots of land should be granted in the city of Lima. Based on this decision, the State has started to make the necessary arrangements with the Superintendence of National Property to identify available plots of land to make it possible to move toward compliance with this recommendation. 
32. In 2020, in the framework of the Working Meeting held during the 177th Period of Sessions of the IACHR, the petitioners confirmed that the response of the Superintendence of National Assets was still pending. They informed that none of the signed minutes had been registered with the National Superintendence of Public Records (SUNARP), despite the approval of a Supreme Decree that determines the exoneration of the payment of the registration fee required by this entity.

33. For its part, the State indicated that the victims' next of kin, Pedro López Gonzáles, Dennis Castillo Chávez, Gilmar León Velásquez, Roberto Barrientos Velásquez, Carlos Barrientos Velásquez and Carlos Martín Tarazona More, are still awaiting attention for housing reparations. It further reiterated the information sent in 2019 regarding the status of ANFADET's request for the delivery of the land in the city of Lima. 

34. Regarding educational reparations, the State reiterated that, since the second half of 2012, the Ministry of Education has implemented the REPARED Scholarship, the purpose of which is to finance professional, university or technical studies for beneficiaries registered in the Single Registry of Victims (RUV). In particular, the State informed that Sheyla Noriega Flores and Carlita Tarazona Reyes have been beneficiaries of this scholarship since May 15 and April 25, 2014, respectively; and that, at that time, they both completed their studies in the career of Quality Assurance of Hydrobiological Products at the Institute of Higher Education.

35. In 2019, the petitioners informed that no scholarship program exists which focuses on the victims included in the Joint Press Release. They expressed that although the family members were beneficiaries who could apply for scholarships to study in national universities and/or institutions, it was difficult for them to be awarded these scholarships given that they must compete under the same academic requirements as other applicants. In addition, the number of scholarships offered by the State does not cover the number of victims who should have access to this reparation. For example, in the context of the 2018 competition for the REPARED Scholarship, while 1000 full scholarships were offered, only 400 were awarded, of which a total of 315 were ultimately given. With respect to symbolic reparations, such as the productive projects, the petitioners reported that there have been no advancements.

36. Regarding symbolic and memory reparations, the State reported that, at the request of the Technical Secretariat of the CMAN, the Chavimochic Project set aside the land where the remains of the victims of the present case were exhumed, in order to build a Memorial Sanctuary which would be known as the Coscobamba Sanctuary Reserve Area in the district of Guadalupito, province of Virú, region of La Libertad. The State indicated that, to date, the respective arrangements were being undertaken with the local government in order to complete the physical sanitation and legal titling of the land.
 However, the State informed in 2018 that there has been no progress given the lack of interest from the local government to support this project. In this sense, the State indicated that, in view of the fact on January 1, 2019, new municipal and regional authorities will assume office, it hopes to implement a decisive advocacy strategy with these new authorities to achieve in the creation of the Sanctuary. Lastly, regarding the search, exhumation and identification of the disappeared persons, the State informed that the exhumation of remains was undertaken by the Provincial Prosecutor of the Office of the Prosecutor of the Corporation of Viru (Fiscal Provincial de la Fiscalía Mixta Corporativa de Virú) on August 4, 2011. As reported by the State, based on the exhumation conducted and subsequent identification of the remains discovered by the Specialized Forensic Team, the following individuals were positively identified: Pedro Pablo López González, Denis Atilio Castillo Chávez, Gilmer Ramiro León Velásquez, Jesús Manfredo Noriega Ríos, Roberto and Carlos Alberto Barrientos Velásquez, Carlos Martín and Jorge Luis Tarazona More. By November 2011, the remains of each of the victims of the present case had been given to their respective next of kin.
 
37. The Commission positively values that, through the Provincial Prosecutor of the Office of the Prosecutor of the Corporation of Viru (Fiscal Provincial de la Fiscalía Mixta Corporativa de Virú), the remains of the victims were located and identified. The Commission also appreciates the different reparations measures implemented to support the relatives of the victims and invites the State to continue adopting actions to comply with the reparations in terms of housing and to create the Coscobamba Sanctuary Reserve Area. Additionally, the IACHR applauds the adoption of the agreement signed between regional authorities in order to ensure conditions to implement reparation programs and measures, and it urges the State to move forward toward effective implementation. Likewise, the IACHR also values the actions taken by the State to ensure access for the victims’ relatives to healthcare and educational services. Notwithstanding this, the Commission takes note of the barriers in access to these services for the families as indicated by the petitioners and of the lack of promptness in processing the procedures for granting housing to the victims' relatives. In this regard, the Commission recalls that the Inter-American Court of Human Rights has indicated that the social services that the State provides to individuals cannot be confused with the reparations to which the victims of human rights violations have a right, based on the specific damage arising from the violation.
 Accordingly, the IACHR invites the State to adopt the measures necessary to overcome these barriers in order to ensure and guarantee that the victims receive comprehensive healthcare and have access to the education-related measures and to housing or land for family members who have not yet received this measure of reparation. Based on this, the IACHR finds that Recommendation 3 is partially complied. 
VI. Level of compliance of the case
38. Based on the foregoing, the IACHR concludes that the level of compliance of the case is partial. Consequently, the Commission will continue to monitor compliance with Recommendations 1 and 3.  
39. The Commission welcomes the will of the State to adopt concrete measures to grant reparations to the next of kin of the victims. At the same time, the IACHR invites the State to continue to adopt the necessary measures to properly investigate the circumstances surrounding the disappearance of the victims and to provide the Commission with up-to-date and detailed information on these measures. 

VII. Individual and structural results of the case 
40. This section highlights the individual and structural results of the case as informed by the parties. 
A. Individual results of the case
Rehabilitation measures
· The family members of the victims have been affiliated with the Comprehensive Health Insurance (SIS) as beneficiaries of healthcare reparations. 

· On April 27, 2016, 3 of the families of the victims received the documents allocating them plots of land offered by the provincial municipality of Santa. 
· Sheyla Noriega Flores and Carlita Tarazona Reyes received the REPARED scholarship on May 15 and April 25, 2014, respectively, in order study degrees in Hidrobiological Product Quality Assurance at the Institute of Higher Education.
Truth and justice measures
· The Provincial Prosecutor of the Office of the Prosecutor of the Corporation of Viru (Fiscal Provincial de la Fiscalía Mixta Corporativa de Virú) exhumed remains on August 4, 2011, which resulted in the identification of Pedro Pablo López González, Denis Atilio Castillo Chávez, Gilmer Ramiro León Velásquez, Jesús Manfredo Noriega Ríos, Roberto and Carlos Alberto Barrientos Velásquez, Carlos Martín and Jorge Luis Tarazona More by the Specialized Forensic Team. As of November 2011, the remains of all of the victims had been given to their respective next of kin. 
Pecuniary compensation measures
· The Economic Reparations Program (Programa de Reparaciones Económicas) paid individual amounts of compensation to 18 family members of the victims. 
B. Structural results of the case
Legislation/Regulations
· In compliance with the judgment issued by the Inter-American Court of Human Rights in the case of Barrios Altos v. Peru, the State has rendered null and void amnesty laws No. 26479 and No. 26492.

· The State amended the criminal offense of forced disappearance as provided for in Article 320 of the Peruvian Criminal Code, pursuant to Article 2 of Legislative Decree No. 1351, published on January 7, 2017. This amendment was corrected pursuant to a corrigendum published on January 10, 2017. The criminal classification set forth in the new legislation includes the elements of: a) depriving a person or persons of their freedom, b) in whatever way, c) that the conduct be perpetrated by agents of the state or even by individuals acting with the consent or acquiescence of the state; d) and the refusal to provide information on the whereabouts of that person or refusal to acknowledge the deprivation of freedom.

· In March 2019, the State adopted, through different regional authorities, the Interagency Commitment Agreement for Implementation of Human Rights Policies which, among other aspects, establishes the commitment of guaranteeing that Regional Reparation Plans will be drawn up to help provide health care, education and housing to the victims, whose rights were violated during the period of violence; as well as provide sustainability to the projects of collective reparations to communities and organizations affected by the violence, in order to ensure the expected impact and results in the area of human rights and reparations.  
· The State adopted Supreme Decree No. 015-2019-JUS, of August 20, 2019, waiving registration and shipping fees for the victims of the period of violence.

Institutional Strengthening

· The State created the Truth and Reconciliation Commission, a Prosecutor’s Office Specializing in Forced Disappearances, Extrajudicial Executions, and Exhumation of Unmarked Graves [Fiscalía Especializada para Desapariciones Forzosas, Ejecuciones Extrajudiciales y Exhumación de Fosas Clandestinas], a special team of the National Police specializing in criminal investigations. The State also created an interconstitutional working committee that is coordinating the handling and monitoring of cases related to extrajudicial executions and forced disappearances.

· The State issued Directive No. 001-2017-JUS/VMDHAJ-DGBPD, “Directive Governing the Process of Searching for Disappeared Persons with Humanitarian Approach,” establishing the stages of the process of searching for disappeared persons and the authorities of the Attorney General’s Office and the Department for the Search for Disappeared Persons [Dirección General de Búsqueda de Personas Desaparecidas] (DGBPD).

· Adoption of the Directive “Guidelines for Fulfilling the Prosecutorial Function in Searching for Disappeared Persons,” by Office of the Prosecutor of the Nation Resolution No. 2989-2019-MP-FN, of October 30, 2019, describing how the Attorney General’s Office coordinates joint interventions with the DGBPD, depending on the stage of the search process, and taking a humanitarian approach.

· The signature of an interinstitutional agreement between the Attorney General’s Office and the Ministry of Justice and Human Rights, on February 4, 2020, coordinating measures between the two institutions for actions taken in cases of forces disappearances in the period of armed conflict in Peru (1980-2000), in the framework of Law No. 30470, Search for Disappeared Persons Act.

· The signature of an interinstitutional cooperation agreement between the Attorney General’s Office, the Ministry of Justice and Human Rights, and the Council of Deans of the Notarial Association of Peru, waiving notary’s fees for state reparation actions.
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