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|. Foreword

On behalf of the judges of the Inter -American Court of Human Rights, | have the honor
to present the 2016 Annual Report, which describes the most significant tasks

accomplished during the year and the most relevant case law on human rights.

The year began with a ceremony to inaugurate the 2016 judicial year attended by a
wide range of dignitaries. In addition, an international se mi nar was held entitled:
Jos®: the human rights <capital, o with the participa:

judges, high -level national authorities, experts, lawyers and students, among others.

The idea behind the ceremony was to present the Inter -American Court as a court that
was transparent, impartial and open to dialogue. On that occasion, we were able to

introduce the new composition of the Court and its new Board, which entered into

function s in January 2016. Thus, we were able to again count on the presence of Judge
Humberto Antonio Sierra Porto and also, due to his re -election, on the inimitable
presence of Judge Eduardo Vio Grossi, as well as on the extensive experience and
expertise of our new colleagues, Elizabeth Odio Benito, Raul Zaffaro ni and Patricio
Pazmifioi. Moreover, at the beginning of 2016, | assumed the challenge of presiding

this collegial body until 2017, together with the Vice President, Eduardo Ferrer Mac -

Gregor.
Even though this has been a year that presented major challenge s to the inter -
American jurisdiction, with a complex financial situation and an austerity plan to

ensure that we were  able to continue working satisfactori ly, we continued to hold the

same number of collegial sessions wi Gobrtdealivteted t he Cour't
21 judgments and made a significant effort to reduce the duration of each case

submitted to its jurisdiction, because a reasonable time is a basic guarantee in the

administration of justice. In this way, in 2016, the average duration of a ¢ ase was 20

months, which is less than the 22 months in 2015, and the 24 months in 2014.

These judgments allowed the Court to develop important case law dealing with
innovative human rights i ssues and , today, this forms part of the inter  -American
juridical  patrimony. Contemporary slavery and human -trafficking,  two egregious

problems that affect our societies, were the grounds for a ruling by the Court that

allowed it to develop these concepts for the first time, and to provide content to the



international o bligations of the States in this regard. The Court also developed the

issue of informed consent in the medical practice of female sterilization; an essential

requirement based on respect for a womands autonomy and
affrmed our case | aw on the importance of an adequate gender perspective in any

matter that has an impact on the rights of women. Discrimination against same -sex

couples in relation to patrimonial rights was another important issue developed. In that

regard, we reiterated o ur position that no law, act or practice may reduce or restrict in

any way the rights of a person based on his or her sexual orientation. These rulings

were joined by others on issues that the Court has already developed such as

procedural guarantees, forc  ed displacement, enforced disappearances, and the rights

of indigenous peoples.

In the course of 2016 we held seven session, two of them away from the Court in
Mexico City and Quito. | would like to highlight and express my appreciation for the
hospitalit y of the Mexican and Ecuadorian people, who welcomed us with open arms.
The invitation to attend the public hearings allowed several thousand people to witness
the work of the Court and revealed the persistent interest in human rights, while

encouraging us to reaffirm our commitment to their defense and promotion.

During the hearings in 2016, which took place at the seat of the Court and in the

territory of other Member States, the Court held 16 public hearings on contentious

cases, 7 hearings on monitoring compliance with judgment, and one public hearing on

provisi onal measures; it also carried out one evidentiary procedure in Brazil in the

context of processing a contentious case. Moreover , for the first time this year an on -
site procedure was carried out in Brazil during which a delegation from the Court was

able to observe directly the conditions of the persons deprived of liberty in the Curado

Prison Complex.

I'n addition, the Courtdés advisory function was rekin
request of the Republic of Panama, of an advisory opinion on the en tittement of legal
entities to hold rights under the inter -American human right system. Furthermore,

three requests for advisory opinions were submitted by Colombia, Costa Rica and
Ecuador. These refer to important issues, such as: the impact of major proj ects on the
marine environment; the rights derived from gender identity; the protection of the

patrimonial rights of same -sex couples, and the institution of asylum and the

possibility of its recognition as a human right. It is evident that these three req uests



for advisory opinions, together with the 16 new contentious cases that were submitted

by the Inter -American Commission in 2016, as well as those that are still being
processed relate to important and groundbreaking  human rights issues that will allow
the Court to provide content to the rights recognized in the American Convention, as
well as to continue contributing to an adequate protection for the peoples of our

region.

During 2016, we also continued to pursue the judicial and institutional dialogu e with
national and international courts, as well as with national authorities and institutions in

order to advance along the road towards the effective protection of human rights,

which is our common task. Working with the States in order to provide guida nce on
their international obligations, within our sphere of competence , is one of our main
priorities, together with supporting victims of human rights violations by protecting

their rights.

Clearly, 2016 was a year filled with challenges and hard work d uring which we
reaffirmed our commitment to the peoples and institutions of the Americas in a spirit of

dialogue and openness, which the Inter -American Court has assumed as one of the
main ways of achieving its task of defending and promoting the human rig hts of all the

inhabitants of the Americas.

Roberto F. Caldas
President of the Inter - American Court of Human Rights
December 31, 2016



lI. The Court: Structure and functions

A. Creation

The Inter -American Court of Human Rights (hereinafter fi tihteh eColunrttedr or
Ameri can Cour t obased argarathat wae farinaflly established on September

3, 1979, by the entry into force of the American Convention on Human Rights

(hereinafter Athe Conventiono or ithe American Conve
Statute of the Inter -Ameri can Court of Human Rights (hereinaf

establishes t hat it i s an ffaut onomous judici al i ns

interpreting and applying the American Convention.




B. Organization and composition

As stipulated in Articles 3 and 4 of its Statute, the seat of the Court is in San José,
Costa Rica, and it is composed of seven judges, nationals of Member States of the

Organization of American Sthates (hereinafter AOASO)

The judges are elected by the Stat es Parties by secret ballot and by the vote of an
absolute majority during the OAS General Assembly immediately before the expiry of
the terms of the outgoing judges. Judges are elected in an individual capacity from
among jurists of the highest moral auth ority and of recognized competence in the field
of human rights. In addition, they must possess the qualifications required for the
exercise of the highest judicial functions, in accordance with the law of the State of

which they are nationals or of the St ate that proposes them as candidates. 2

Judges are elected for a term of six years and may be re -elected only once. Judges

whose terms have expired shall continue to serve wit.l
begun to hear and that are still pending judgme nt ® and, to this end, they will not be

replaced by the judges newly -elected by the OAS General Assembly. The President and

the Vice President are elected by the judges themselves for a two -year period and may

be re -elected. *

The Court began 2016 with a new composition. ° The mandates of Judges Manuel E.
Ventura Robles (Costa Rica), Diego Garcia -Sayan (Peru) and Alberto Pérez Pérez
(Uruguay) ended on December 31, 2015. During the forty -fifth OAS General Assembly,
held in June 2015, Judge Eduardo Vio Grossi (Chile) was re -elected and three new

judges were elected. The new judges are: Elizabeth Odio Benito (Costa Rica), Eugenio

1 American Convention on Human Rights, Article 52. Cf. Statute of the Inter  -American Court of Human Rights, Article 4.

2 American Convention on Human Rights, Article 52. Cf. Statute of the Inter  -American Court of Human Rights, Article 4.

3 American Convention on Human Rights, Article 54(3). Cf. Statute of the Inter  -American Court of Human Rights, Article 5. Since the Court

had a new composition in 2016, , the Court continue d to hear the cases of Yarce v. Colombia, Chinchilla v. Guatemala and Duque v. Colombia
with its previous composition consisting of Judges Roberto F. Caldas, President; Eduardo Ferrer Mac -Gregor Poisot, Vice President; Manuel
Ventura Robles; Diego Garcia  -Sayan; Alberto Pérez Pérez, Eduardo Vio Grossi and Humberto Antonio Sierra Porto. Pursuant to Article 54(3) of

the American Convention and Article 5 of the Rules of Procedure, the judgments in these cases were delivered by the said judg es. In addition,
based on Article 19(1) of the Rules of Procedure, Judge Humberto Antonio Sierra Porto did not take part in the cases of Duque v. Colombia or
Yarce v. Colombia.

4 Statute of the Inter - American Court of Human Rights, Article 12.

5 In 2015, the composition of t he Court was as follows: Humberto Antonio Sierra Porto (Colombia), President Roberto de Figueiredo Caldas

(Brazil), Vice President; Manuel E. Ventura Robles (Costa Rica); Diego Garcia -Sayan (Peru); Alberto Pérez Pérez (Uruguay); Eduardo Vio Grossi

(Chile), and Eduardo Ferrer Mac -Gregor Poisot (Mexico).
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Raul Zaffaroni (Argentina) and Patricio Pazmifio Freire (Ecuador); their mandates

commenced on January 1, 2016, and will end on Decemb er 31, 2021. In addition,

during the Courtdés 112th session held in Costa Rica f
Plenum of the Court elected Judge Roberto F. Caldas as its President, and Judge

Eduardo Ferrer Mac -Gregor as its Vice President. The mandate of the Courtds new

Board began on January 1, 2016, and will end on December 31, 2017.

Thus, in 2016, the composition of the Court was as follows (in order of precedence %):

Roberto de Figueiredo Caldas (Brazil), President

Eduardo Ferrer Mac -Gregor Poisot (Me xico), Vice President
Eduardo Vio Grossi (Chile)

Humberto Antonio Sierra Porto (Colombia)

Elizabeth Odio Benito (Costa Rica)

Eugenio Raul Zaffaroni (Argentina), and

= =4 4 -4 -8 - -

Patricio Pazmifio Freire (Ecuador)

The judges are assisted in the exercise of their functio ns by the Courtés Secret
The Secretary of the Court is Pablo Saavedra Alessandri (Chile) and the Deputy

Secretary is Emilia Sega res Rodrigu ez (Costa Rica).

6 According to paragraphs 1 and 2 of Article 13 of the Statute of the Inter -American Court of Human Rights, Aile]l ected jud
precedence after the President and the Vice President according to the ir seniority in office, 0 and fA[j]Judges having the
shall take precedence according to age. o0

11



First row f rom left to right: Judge Humberto Antonio Sierra Porto, Judge

Eduardo Ferrer Mac -Gregor (Vice President); Judge Roberto F. Caldas
(President); Judge Eduardo Vio Grossi; Judge Elizabeth Odio Benito. Second

row: Judge Raul Zaffaroni and Judge Patricio Pazmifi o Freire .

C. States Parties

Of the 35 Member States of the OAS, the following 20 have accepted the compulsory
jurisdiction of the Court: Argentina, Barbados, Bolivia, Brazil, Chile, Colombia, Costa
Rica, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, El Salvador, Guatemala, Haiti, Honduras, Mexico,

Nicaragua, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Suriname and Urugu ay.

12



D. Functions

According to the American Convention, the Court exercises (l) contentious functions;

(I) powers to order provisional measures, and (Ill) an advisory function.

1. Contentious function

This function enables the Court to determine, in cases submitted to its jurisdiction,
whether a State has incurred international responsibility for the violation of any of the

rights recognized in the American Convention o r in other human rights treaties
applicable to the inter -American system and, as appropriate, order the necessary

measures to redress the consequences of the violation of such rights.

There are two stages to the procedure followed by the Court to decide th e contentious
cases submitted to its jurisdiction: (i) the contentious stage, and (ii) the stage of

monitoring compliance with the judgment.

a) Contentious stage

This stage has four  phases , which include six actions
(2) Initial written phase
(2) Oral phase or public hearing;
(3) Final written arguments of the parties and observations of the Commission;
(4) Evidentiary procedure
(5) Deliberations and delivery of judgment, and

(6) Interpretation requests

13



(1) Initial written phase

1.1 Phase of submission of the case thye Commissioh

The contentious stage begins with the submission of the case to the Court by the

Commission. To ensure that the Court and the parties have all the information required

for the appropriate processing of the proceedings, the Courtbds Rul
require that the brief presenting the case include, inter alia :®
1 A copy of the report issued by the Commission under Article 50 of the
Convention;

1 A copy of the complete case file before the Commission, including any
communications subsequent to the report under Article 50 of the Convention;

1 The evidence offered, indicating the facts and the arguments to which this
refers, and

9 The reasons that led the Commission to present the case

Once the case has been presented, the President makes a preliminary examination to

verify that the essential requirements for its presentation have been fulfilled. If this is

so, the Secretariat notifies the case to the de fendant State and to the presumed
victim, his or her representatives, or the inter -American defender if appropriate.
During this stage, a judge rapporteur is appointed to the case and, with the support of

the Courtds Secretariat a ndéntofthg @iurh kerexaminesthe t he Pr es

respective case.

1.2 Presentation of the brief with pleadings, motions and
evidence by the presumed victims

Following notification of the case, the presumed victim or his or her representatives

have two months as of the d ate of notification of the presentation of the case and its

7 According to Article 61 of the American Convention, States also have the right to submit a case to the Court to decide, in which case the
provisions of Article 36 of the Rules of Procedure of the Court will be observed.

8 Rules of Procedure of the Inter -American Court of Human Rights, Article 35.

9 Ibid. Article 38.
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annexes to submit their autonomous brief with pleadings, motions and evidence. This

brief must include, inter alia; °

1 A description of the facts, within the factual framework established by the
Commission;

1 The evidence offered, in the correct order, indicating the facts and the
arguments to which it relates, and

1 The claims, including those relating to reparations and costs

1.3 Presentation of the brief answering the two preceding
briefs by the defadant State and the briefs responding
to the preliminary objections filed by the State, when
applicable

When the brief with pleadings, arguments and evidence has been notified, the State
has two months from the time it receives this brief and its attachme nts to answer the
briefs presented by the Commission and the representatives of the presumed victims,
indicating, inter alia:
1 Whether it accepts the facts and the claims or contests them ;
1 The evidence offered, in the correct order, indicating the facts and the
arguments to which it relates, and
1 The legal arguments, observations on the reparations and costs requested,

and the pertinent conclusions.

This answer is forwarded to the Commission and to the representatives of the
presumed victim. ' If the State files preliminary objections, the Commission and the
presumed victims or their representatives can submit their respective observations

within 30 days of receiving notice of them. 12

If the State makes a partial or total acknowledgement of responsibi lity, the
Commission and the representatives of the presumed victims are granted time to

forward any observations they consider pertinent.

10 Ibid. Article 40.
11 Ibid. Article 41.
12 Ibid. Article 42(4).

15



After the brief submitting the case, the brief with pleadings, motions and evidence, and
t he Stateds an haweebeen regeivea,randebéfore the oral proceedings start,
the Commission, the presumed victims or their representatives, and the defendant
State may ask the President to take other measures in the context of the written
proceedings. If the President cons iders this pertinent, he will establish the time limits

for presentation of the respective documents. 13

(2) Oral phase or public hearing

The parties are requested to submit their final lists of deponents and when these have
been received, they are forwarded t o the other party so that the latter may send its

observations and, when appropriate, any objections it deems pertinent. 14

Then, based on the observations made by the parties, and having analyzed these and

the information in the case file, the President of t
heari ngo ihaedeacdbsiwbith of the victims, withesses and expert withesses will

provide their testimony at the public hearing of the case, and which of them will testify

by affidavit, as well as the purpose of each depone
President establishes a specific day and time to hold the said hearing and summons

the parties and the Commission to take part in it. !> The hearings are public unless the

Court considers it desirable that they be totally or partially private. ® For example, in

the case of Genoveva et al. (Favela Nova Brasilia) v. Brazil, the Court heard the

testimony of one presumed victim in private during the hearing held in Quito,

Ecuador, during its fifty  -sixth special session.

The public hearing begins with a presentation by the Commission in which it explains
the grounds for the report under Article 50 of the Convention and for the submission of
the case to the Court, as well as any other matter that it considers relevant for

17

deciding the case. The judges of the Court then hear the presumed victims,

witnesses and expert witnesses convened by the above -mentioned order, who are

13 Ibid , Article 43.
14 Ibid, Article 47.
15 Ibid, Article 50.
16 Ibid, Article 15.
17 Ibid, Article 51.
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examined by the parties and, if appropriate, by the judges. The Commission may

examine certain expert witnesses in exceptional circumstances in accordance with the

provisions of Article 52(3) aldre. Afterahis,Gle PPredidérd Rul es of
gives the floor to the presumed victims or their representatives and to the defendant

State so that they may present their arguments on the merits of the case.

Subsequently, the President grants the victims or their represen tatives, and the State

the opportunity for a reply and a rejoinder. Once the arguments have been submitted,

the Commission presents its final observations and then the judges pose their

concluding question to the representatives, the victims and the Inter -American

Commission. *® This hearing usually lasts a day and a half and is transmitted online via

the Courtods website.

Public hearings may be found here .

(3) Phase of writterarguments of the parties and
observations of the Commission

During this phase, the presumed victims or their representatives, and the defendant
State present their final written arguments. The Commission presents final written

observ ations, if it deems pertinent.

1.4 Evidentiary procedures

Pursuant to Article 58 of its Rules of Procedur e, t h
proceedings, 0 require the following evidentiary proc
arguments and documentation submitted by the parties: (1) obtain, on its own motion,

any evidence it considers helpful and necessary; (2) request the submission of any

evidence or any explanation or statement that, in th
(3) request any entity, office, organ, or authority of its choice to obtain information .

express an opinion, or deliver a report or pronouncement on any given point, and (4)

commission one or more of its members to take steps to advance the proceedings,

including hearings at the seat of the Court or elsewhere.

18 Ibid. Article 51.

17


http://www.corteidh.or.cr/index.php/es/al-dia/galeria-multimedia

For example, during 2016, the Court carried out a judicial evidentiary procedure in

Brazil in the course of processing a contentious case. This procedure took place in

Brasilia, where a commission consisting of the acting President, Judge Eduardo Ferrer

Mac-Gregor Poisot, Judge Eugeni o Raudl Zaffaroni, Judge Patricio Pazmifio, the

Secretary Pablo Saavedra and one of the Secretariatd
and testimony of the presumed victims in the case of Workers of Hacienda Brasil Verde

v. Brazil and State agents in charge of c ombating slavery.

(4) Phase of deliberation and delivery of judgment

During this phase, the judge rapporteur of each <case
Secretariat and based on the arguments and evidence provided by the parties,

presents a draft judgment to the full Court for its consideration. The judges deliberate

on this draft judgment for several days during one of the sessions. Nevertheless, in

complex cases, their deliberations may be suspended and taken up again at a future

session. During these del iberations, the draft is discussed and approved section by

section until the operative paragraphs of the judgment are reached; these are then

voted on by the Courtédés judges. I n some cases, the |
concurring opinions. After th e Court has delivered the judgment, it is published and

notified to the parties

1.5 Interpretation and rectification requests

The judgments handed down by the Court are final and non -appealable .*°

Nevertheless, the parties have three months in which they may request clarification of
the meaning or scope of the judgment in question. The Court will elucidate this in an
interpretation judgment. This interpretation is made at the request of any of the

parties, provided the request is submitted within 90 days of n otification of the
judgment. ?° In addition, the Court may, on its own motion, or at the request of one of

the parties submitted within one month of notification of the judgment, rectify any

obvious clerical errors or errors in calculation. The Commission an d the parties shall be

notified if a rectification is made. 2

19 American Convention on Human Rights, Article 67.
20 Ibid. Article 67.

21 Rules of Procedure of the Inter -American Court of Human Righ ts, Article 76.

18



1.6 Stage of monitoring compliance with judgment

The Inter -American Court is responsible for monitoring compliance with its judgments.

The authority to monitor its judgments is inherent in the exerc ise of its jurisdictional
powers, and the legal grounds can be found in Articles 33, 62(1), 62(3) and 65 of the
Convention, as wel/l as in Article 30 of the Courtds

isregulatedin Article 69 of the Codure&ndis puiode &t ersiire Pr oc e
that the reparations ordered by the Court in each specific case are implemented and

complied with.

Moni toring compliance wi t h t he Court 06s judgment s
periodically request information from the States on the steps taken to comply with the
said judgments, and then obtain the observations of the Commission and of the

victims or their representatives. When the Court has received this information, it can

assess whether the State has complied with the measures ordered, provide guidance
for the actions taken by the State to that end and, if appropriate, convene a
monitoring hearing. In the context of such hearings, the Court does not merely take

note of the information presented by the parties and the C ommission, but also
endeavors to establish collaboration between the parties suggesting options to resolve
difficulties, encourages compliance with the judgment, calls attention to a lack of
willingness to comply, and promotes the establishment of timetabl es for compliance by

all those involved

Various activities are carried out during this stage in order to determine the degree of
compliance with the measures of reparation ordered. These activities include hearings,

on-site procedures, and the issue of or ders.
It should be noted that the Court began to hold hearings on monitoring compliance
with judgments in 2007. Since then, favorable results have been achieved, with

significant progress being made in fulfillment of the reparations ordered by the Court.

This was also noted by the OAS General Assembly in its 2013 resolution on

fiObservations and recommendati ons o n-Amdriean Goorh u a | Repor

o~

of Human Rights, 0 in which the General Assembly recog

19



heldonth e moni toring of compliance with the Courtds | ud:«

and constructive and have %¥ielded positive results. o

Also, in 2015, the Court initiated the practice of holding hearings on monitoring
compliance with judgment in the territory of the States, as well as on  -site monitoring

visits. On September 2, 2016, the Court held two private hearings on monitoring

compliance with judgment in Mexico with regard to the cases of Radilla Pacheco, and
Cabrera Garcia and Montiel Flores  , both against Mexico.
22 Resolution No. AG/RES.2759 (XLII -0/12).
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OUTLINE OF THE PROCEDURE BEFORE THE IACHR

MAIN BRIEFS
Submission of the case
by the Commission s
(Art. 35) PMEB of the representatives
of the presumed victims
Submission brief + (Art. 40)
Merits Report (Report E

under Art. 50 ACHR)

Answer by the State (Art. 41)
The State may:

2 months (from reception
by the representatives
of the submission brief

and all its annexes)

2 months (from the State’s
reception of the representative’s
PMEB and all its annexes).
Exceptionally submitted
by a common intervener (Art. 25)

File preliminary
objections (Art. 42)

Acknowledge the facts or the violations
totally or partially (Art. 62)

Decide not to file
preliminary objections

Enter into a friendly
settlement agreement

Observations of the representatives and of the Inter-American
Commission on the objections and/or acknowledgement

Request for and presentation of the final lists of deponents (Art. 46)

Observations on " 1. Admissibility of
affidavits Reception'of proposed deponents Observations on the final lists of deponents ’
(Art. 506) Aecention Questians for 2, Observations, L6
May also be sent . ﬁ!:d . those testifying objections, -Objection to witnesses (Art. 47)
later with the final aeant by affidavit disqualifications, -Disqualification of experts (Art. 48)
written arguments or other pertinent -Substitution of deponent (Art. 49)
(Art. 50.5) requests by the parties
3. Method of
receiving
statements
4.Purpose of
statements
Public hearing on 5.Callforthe Obiseivations by Ifan expert
imi jecti public hearing expert s
(if there are any) and Amicus Curiae disqualified is disqualified
eventual merits, (Art. 44) 6.Date for
TenaaonE sty receiving arguments (Art.483)
(Are 51) and observations
¥ Judgment
[The Court may request helpful evidence (Art. 58) ] endorsing Friendly
Settlement
Agreement
(Art. 63)
Presentation of final
written arguments
by the parties and
final written observations
by the Commission
Observations by
the parties on the 4
annexes Al gment on
presented preliminary
objections 3
by the other party i f; licable) Request for Interpretation
th ) . and, if applicable, by dp:n merits interpretation judgment
If the pa(nes orthe on the helpful | (Art. 68) (Art. 68.5)
Commission present evidence | reparations ,
evidence (annexes) with and costs
their final arguments
[ Monitoring compliance with the judgment ]

ACHR: American Convention on Human Rights

PMEB: Pleadings, motions and evidence brief

Sworn
Amicus Curiae: May be

icated by notary public
i at any time followi L

of the case up until 15 days after the hearing
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2. Authority to order provisional measures

According to the American Convention, provisional measures of protection are ordered

by the Court to order to guarantee the rights of specific individuals or groups of
individuals who are in a situation o f extreme gravity and urgency, and when necessary
to prevent them from suffering irreparable harm, 23 above all to the rights to life and to
personal integrity. Three requirements must be met for the Court to grant such
measures: extreme gravity, urgency, an d the risk of irreparable harm. These
requirements must be substantiated satisfactorily for the Court to decide to grant such

measures to be implemented by the State concerned.

The Inter -American Commission can request provisional measures at any time, ev en if
the case has not yet been submitted to the jurisdiction of the Court, and the
representatives of the alleged victims can do so, provided the measures relate to a
case that the Court is examining. The Court may also order such measures ex officio at

any stage of the proceedings.

These measures are monitored by the presentation of reports by the State, on which

the beneficiaries or their representatives may make any comments they deem

pertinent. The Commi ssion also pr esemgods ammos er vati ons
the comments made by the beneficiaries. % Then, based on the reports forwarded by

the States and the corresponding observations, the Inter -American Court evaluates the

status of the implementation of the measures, and whether it is pertinent to summon

those involved to a hearing % during which the parties describe the status of the

measures adopted, or to issue orders relating to compliance with the measures

decided.
The activity of monitoring implementation of the provisional measures ordered by the
Court, contributes to enhancing the effectiveness of

to receive from the parties more precise information on the status of compliance with

each measure decided in its judgments and orders; encourages the States t o take

23 American Convention on Human Rights, Article 63(2). Cf. Rules of Procedure of the Inter -American Court of Human Rights, Article 27.

24 Rules of Procedure of the Inter -American Court of Human Rig  hts, Article 27(7).

25 During a hearing on provisional measures, the representatives of the beneficiaries and the Inter -American Commission have the
opportunity to prove, when appropriate, the continued existence of situations that led to the adoption of p rovisional measures. Meanwhile, the
State must present information on the measures adopted in order to overcome these situations of extreme gravity and urgency a nd, if possible,

prove that these circumstances no longer exist.
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concrete measures to execute the said measures, and even persuades the parties to

reach agreements in order to ensure improved compliance with the measures ordered.

3. Advisory function

This function allows the Court to respond to consultations by OAS Member States or
the organs of that Organization on the interpretation of the American Convention or

other treaties for the protection of human rights in the States of the Americas.

Furthermore, at the request of an OAS Member State, the Court may issu e its opinion
on the compatibility of domestic norms with the instruments of the inter -American
system. %

To date, the Court has issued 22 advisory opinions, which have given it the opportunity
to rule on essential issues related to the interpretation of t he American Convention and

other treaties concerning the protection of human rights

At the present time, the Court is examining requests for an advisory opinion presented

by the Republics of  Colombia, Costa Rica and Ecuador.

All the advisory opinions issued to date can be found here .

26 Ibid. Article 64.
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lIl. Sessions held in 2016

A. Introduction

The Court holds plenary meetings during its scheduled sessions each year. These
pl enary meetings are held in both San Jos®, Costa RI

seat. In the course of each session, the Court carries out activities such as:

1 holding hearin gs and delivering judgments in contentious cases;

1 holding hearings and issuing orders on monitoring compliance with judgment;

1 holding hearings and issuing orders on provisional measures,

1 dealing with different procedures in matters pending before the Cour t, as well
as administrative matters, and

1 meeting with national and international authorities.

B. Summary of the sessions

During 2016, the Court held four regular sessions, and three special sessions. They
were held in  San José, Costa Rica, Mexico City, M exico, and Quito, Ecuador. Details of

these sessions appear below

113thregular session

On February 15, the inter  -American judicial year was inaugurated at the start of the

113" regular session, which was held from February 15 to March 2, 2016, in San José,

Costa Rica. The Courtds new Board was symbolically
sworn in during the ceremony, which was held in the auditorium of the Costa Rican

L awy er sdssioRal Association. The President of the Court, Judge Roberto F. Caldas,

emphasized that this inaugural ceremony, attended by more than 400 persons,

fisymboli zes our Court bs endeavor t o i ncrease di al o«
representatives, as well as with the States and their institutions, domestic and
international court s, and academia.d® Among other pr o

was attended by the President of the Republic of Costa Rica, Luis Guillermo Solis and
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the Secretary General of the O  AS, Luis Almagro Lemes; the President of the African

Court of Hu man and Peopl eso Right s, Agustino Ramad
International Criminal Court, Silvia Ferndndez; the President of the Caribbean Court of

Justice, Sir Charles Michael Dennis By ron, and the President of the Third Section of the

European Court of Human Rights, Luis Lépez Guerra, as well as senior government

authorities, members of domestic and international courts, and representatives of civil

society.

W"\/ "_’V Q’\v/*’%’ \g v\\r

In addition, the Court organized a seminar entitled fASignifica
perspectives of the Inter -Ameri can Cour't of Human Rights in a gl
was held in the auditorium of the Costa Rican Lawyer :

t he Court 6s c oidipamntyirotieerseming acluded senior judicial authorities of

the Americas, presidents of international courts, and experts in the matter.
The Plenum of the Court held a meeting with the OAS Secretary General in order to

discuss the existing institution al chall enges, as well as the Courtods

In addition, agreements were signed with the International Criminal Court in order to
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combine efforts for activities of mutual interest, including the exchange of personnel

between the two courts.

During this session, the Court held five public hearing on contentious cases. 27 |t also delivered two
judgments on contentious cases, 2 one advisory opinion, 2° three orders on provisional
measures *° and three orders on monitoring compliance with judgment. 3

27 Case o f Flor Freire v. Ecuador; Case of the Workers of Hacienda Brasil Verde v. Brazil; Case of Zegarra Marin v. Peru; Case of Teno rio Roca
etal. v. Peru and Case of Herrera Espinoza et al. v. Ecuador.

28 Pursuant to Article 54(3) of the American Convention and Article 5 of the Rules of Procedure, these judgment were delivered b y the
previous composition of the Court consisting of Judges Roberto F. Caldas, President; Eduardo Ferrer Mac -Gregor Poisot, Vice P resident; Manuel

Ventura Robles; Diego Garcia -Sayan; Alberto Pérez Pérez, Eduardo Vio Grossi and Humberto Antonio Sierra Porto. In accordance with Article

19(1) of the Rules of Procedure Judge Humberto Antonio Sierra Porto did not take part in the cases of Duque v. Colombia. Case of Chinchilla
Sandoval v. Guatemala. Preliminary objection, merits, reparations and costs. Judgment of February 29, 2016. Series C No. 312 and Case of
Duque v. Colombia. Preliminary objections, merits, reparations and costs. Judgme nt of February 26, 2016. Series C No. 310.

29 Entitlement of legal entities to hold rights under the inter -American human right system (Interpretation and scope of Article 1(2) in relation to

Articles 1(1), 8, 11(2), 13, 16, 21, 24, 25, 29, 30, 44, 46, and 62(3) of the American Convention on Human Rights, as well as of Article 8(1)(a)

and (b) of the Protocol of San Salvador). Advisory Opinion OC -22/16 of February 26, 2016. Series A No. 22.

30 Case of Fernandez Ortega et al. v. Mexico. Provisional measures. Order of the Inter  -American Court of Human Rights of February 23, 2016;
Case of Rosendo Cantu et al. v. Mexico. Provisional measures. Order of the Inter -American Court of Human Rights of February 23, 2016 and
Case of Nadege Dorzema et al. v. Dominican Rep ublic. Request for provisional measures. Order of the Inter -American Court of Human Rights of
February 23, 2016.

31 Case of Artavia Murillo et al. ("In vitro fertilization") v. Costa Rica. Monitoring compliance with judgment. Order of the In ter -American C ourt
of Human Rights of February 26, 2016; Case of the Human Rights Defender et al. v. Guatemala. Monitoring compliance with judgm ent. Order of
the Inter -American Court of Human Rights of February 23, 2016; Case of the Barrios family v. Venezuela. Monitori ng compliance with judgment.

Order of the Inter - American Court of Human Rights of February 23, 2016.
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