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Peru appreciates this exercise of reflection by the states as part of efforts to strengthen the system, within the framework of full respect for the autonomy and independence of the organs of the inter-American human rights protection system (IACHR and the Court).

1.
Financing


Any action or measure to strengthen the inter-American system involves equipping it with the financial resources and capabilities to enable it to operate properly and efficiently, with a view to full-fledged development of all functions entrusted to the Inter-American Court and Commission under the OAS Charter.


Over the past 10 years, complaints filed with the Commission have increased significantly. Between 2000 and 2010 there were 13, 381 complaints were filed.
/  The Court also recorded increases in its caseload over the past 14 years, especially since 2003. Between 1997 and 2010 the Court received 128 petitions.


This increase in complaints has meant that the limited financial and human resource capabilities prevented the Commission from handling petitions and cases more efficiently, and this furthermore affected attention to the other functions of these organs.


Along those same lines, OAS financial contributions to the Commission and the Court in 2008, 2009, and 2010, did not exceed 5% of the Organization’s respective annual budgets. This contribution represents 55% and 46% of the two bodies’ budget, respectively. They should therefore be funded through external grants, mainly from the United States, Canada, and European countries.


It is therefore important for the states, while proposing ways to improve procedures, to also equip these bodies, through budgetary support, with the tools they need to carry out their functions.


While the OAS, through the Permanent Council and the Committee on Administrative and Budgetary Affairs, did decide to increase by 5% the budget allocated to the inter-American human rights system in 2012, it should continue to explore the possibility of further increasing that amount, considering that it is the basis of all the constraints facing the Commission and the Court.


The Canadian proposal in this regard is rather interesting. Nonetheless, efforts should be continued towards prioritizing a larger share of the OAS’ regular budget for the inter-American human rights system. 

2.
Friendly Settlements


As a measure to be invoked with respect to complaints (petitions) about human rights violations, the friendly settlement mechanism provided for under the American Convention on Human Rights (Article 48.f) is geared towards settling cases involving human rights violations, taking into consideration the petitioner’s claims in order to avoid recourse to a judicial pronouncement. As the American Convention so clearly states, a potential friendly settlement must be based on respect for the human rights recognized therein.


Recourse is not always sought to this mechanism, however. In the last 10 years there have only been 97 friendly settlements
/ under the auspices of the IACHR.


The IACHR must therefore encourage friendly settlements as much as possible (through the country Commissioner Rapporteur and/or the Executive Secretary, for instance) in accordance with Article 48.f of the Convention and Article 40 of the IACHR Rules of Procedure. Not only would this benefit the parties in their effort to find a just solution to the question at hand but would also enhance the role of the IACHR in the inter-American system, helping to achieve the ultimate goal of providing effective protection when there is consent by both parties–the state as well as the petitioner.


It is therefore worth highlighting the recent establishment of a Friendly Settlement Unit within the IACHR and the consequent importance of there being a procedures handbook in this regard.

3.
Promotion of human rights:  Strengthening domestic jurisdictional systems

An important aspect to highlight is the promotional role of the Inter-American Commission in the strengthening of domestic judicial systems.


It should be stressed that the protection provided by the inter-American human rights system is supplementary, which means it is only activated when national systems are unable or unwilling to provide that protection.


Another point to be underscored is that the OAS General Assembly has recognized (via resolution AG/RES. 2675 (XLI-O/11) the need for the member states to be encouraged in terms of compliance with the decisions of the Inter-American Court and follow-up on the recommendations of the IACHR as factors that contribute to the strengthening of domestic human rights systems.


In view of these considerations, the inter-American system needs to take a more active role (developing mechanisms at the level of the IACHR, or through the organization) and to collaborate more closely with national judicial bodies, in order to strengthen their capacities and help prepare them to properly handle complaints about human rights violations (which would reduce time, cost, and effort).  Petitioners would thus not need to resort to international bodies, leaving the inter-American system to stay active for serious situations that were not addressed.


Not only would this provide the people of the region with effective and real human rights protection but would consolidate the rules and principles of the system as well.


This work to strengthen domestic systems can be carried out in a variety of ways – through online courses for judges, establishment of a forum for judges to provide legal information and guidance on identifying rules for resolving certain types of issues, or by establishing shared systems for decisions of the Court and the IACHR in a manner that is compatible with domestic justice systems, among others.


Finally, it is worth highlighting the efforts by the Court to publicize its work, standards, and methods, through decentralized hearings that are being conducted in different countries in a bid to take the work of the Court to those countries.
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