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REPORT No. 274/25
CASE 13.681
FRIENDLY SETTLEMENT
LUIS MARIANO PERTUZ LARA AND FAMILY
COLOMBIA[footnoteRef:2] [2:  Pursuant to Article 17(2)(a) of the Commission’s Rules of Procedure, Commissioner Carlos Bernal Pulido, a Colombian national, did not take part in the discussion or decision in this case.] 

DECEMBER 10, 2025


I. SUMMARY AND RELEVANT PROCEEDINGS OF THE FRIENDLY SETTLEMENT PROCESS 

1. On July 25, 2008, the Inter-American Commission on Human Rights (hereinafter "the Commission" or "the IACHR") received a petition presented by the Foundation for the Social Development of Minimum Living Conditions -Mínimo Vital- (hereinafter "petitioner") [footnoteRef:3], alleging the international responsibility of the Republic of Colombia (hereinafter "State" or "Colombian State" or "Colombia"), for the violation of the human rights contemplated in Articles 4 (life), 5 (personal integrity), 7 (personal liberty), 8 (judicial guarantees), 19 (rights of the child), and 25 (judicial protection) of the American Convention on Human Rights (hereinafter "Convention," "American Convention", or "ACHR") in conjunction with its articles 1.1 (obligation to respect rights) and 2 (duty to adopt domestic law provisions) to the detriment of Luis Mariano Pertuz Lara (hereinafter “the alleged victim” or “Mr. Pertuz”), who was allegedly arbitrarily and illegally deprived of his liberty and subsequently executed by members of a group belonging to the United Self-Defense Forces of Colombia (AUC) operating in the department of Magdalena with the acquiescence of the Colombian State.  [3:  Although the friendly settlement agreement signed in this case and the joint note of June 24, 2025 requesting its approval were signed by Edelmira Bocanegra Díaz of the Fundación Ayudando a Construir "FUNAC", on October 10, 2025, the petitioner Anibal Mercado Salcedo of the Foundation for the Social Development of Minimum Living Conditions -Mínimo Vital- clarified that the latter acted with power of attorney for such specific purposes, but is not a co-petitioner in this case. ] 


2. On October 19, 2018, the Commission issued Admissibility Report N° 126/18, in which it declared the petition admissible and its competence to address the claim filed by the petitioners regarding alleged violation of the rights upheld in Articles 4 (life), 5 (personal integrity), 7 (personal liberty), 8 (judicial guarantees), 19 (rights of the child), 22 (freedom of movement and residence), and 25 (judicial protection) of the American Convention in conjunction with its Article 1.1 (obligation to respect rights).  

3. On November 15, 2023, the parties signed a first memorandum of understanding for the search for a friendly settlement, and on January 17, 2024, the parties were notified of the formal initiation of the friendly settlement process. However, on March 15, 2024, the State requested the closure of the negotiation, which was notified to the parties on May 2 of the same year. 

4. Subsequently, the parties attempted to establish renewed consultations and, to that end, signed a second memorandum of understanding on March 10, 2025. The Commission informed them of the beginning of this new opportunity for dialogue on April 4 of the current year, after which the parties signed a Friendly Settlement Agreement (hereinafter "FSA" or "friendly agreement") on April 10, 2025, in the city of Bogota, D.C. Subsequently, on June 24, 2025, the parties submitted to the IACHR a joint report on compliance with the measure of satisfaction related to the recognition of international responsibility and requested its approval. 

5. Pursuant to Articles 49 of the American Convention and 40(5) of the Commission’s Rules of Procedure, this friendly settlement report includes a summary of the petitioning party’s allegations and the text of the FSA signed on April 10, 2025 by the petitioners and representatives of the Colombian State. The Commission also approves the agreement signed by the parties and decides to publish this report in its Annual Report to the General Assembly of the Organization of American States. 




II. THE FACTS ALLEGED 

6. According to the allegations made by the petitioning party the State of Colombia violated the right to personal integrity, liberty and life, among other rights, of Luis Mariano Pertuz Lara who would have been arbitrarily and illegally deprived of his liberty and subsequently executed by members of the United Self-Defenses of Colombia (AUC) operating in the department of Magdalena with the acquiescence of the State. It maintained that these “Self-Defense Groups” were legally organized under national laws such as Legislative Decree No. 3398 of 1965, Law No. 48 of 1968 and Decree No. 815 of 1989. It sustained that after the murder of Mr. Pertuz, his family members supposedly suffered threats and were robbed and persecuted, reason why they had to move to other towns. The petitioners further stated that the State has violated the alleged victims’ right of access to justice and full redress for the damage caused by a state policy that has ensured impunity for the perpetrators.

7. The petitioners asserted that, by the time of the facts, Mr. Pertuz was working as a teacher of religious studies at the Manuel Rudas school in the village of Santa Rita, municipality of Remolino, department of Magdalena; and he was married to Josefina Cañas Cantillo, whom he had a son and a daughter with, both minors. They indicated that on June 23, 1997 some paramilitaries allegedly forced the villagers out of their houses, deprived them of liberty and forced them to attend a meeting at the main square of Santa Rita. After that, villagers were made to walk along a street without looking backwards, and after they walked two hundred meters, the paramilitaries allegedly killed Mr. Pertuz behind a church, by shooting him thrice to the head. They stated that, subsequently, the paramilitaries robbed the cows, mules, chickens and other animals of the alleged victim’s family which these relied on for sustenance and a source of income and that therefore the family had to move to the city of Soledad. 

8. According to the petition, on June 27, 1997 Remolino police inspector transmitted an order to remove the body, to the Municipal Court and ordered that the proceedings be sent to the Sectional Unit for the Prosecutor’s Offices of Ciénaga, which in turn ruled to open preliminary investigation No. 569. They claimed that on May 19, 1998, however, it was ruled that the proceedings were suspended because after 180 days it was found that there were no grounds to issue a restraining order or rule that an investigation be open. The petitioning party informed that on May 12, 2008 Mr. Pertuz’s family members filed a request for information to the Prosecutor’s Office on the developments in the investigation, and that this body indicated that the procedure had been archived on December 20, 2002. 

9. Mrs. Cañas, the alleged victim’s wife, stated that in view of a generalized context of fear in the region and their being permanently at risk—for the State did not provide effective protection for the civil population—she had to wait several years before resorting to the administrative and judicial jurisdictions. Accordingly, she submits that on October 31, 2007, after some paramilitary corps were demobilized and some of their members signed up for Law No. 975 of 2005 (the Justice and Peace Law), she and her family decided to file, before the 43rd Judicial Attorney General’s Office for Administrative Matters of Santa Marta Magdalena, an application for an extra-legal conciliation agreement with the State of Colombia whereby she sought the recognition and payment of compensation in view of the damages resulting from the extrajudicial killing of her husband. 

10. The petitioning party claimed that the Attorney General’s Office fixed a date for a hearing, held on February 25, 2008, in which the representative of the Ministry of the Interior and Justice expressed that the State of Colombia decided not to propose a conciliation agreement because the period for filing a claim on non-contractual civil liability was due, as more than two years had passed since the facts took place. Thus, the conciliation stage terminated. 

11. The representatives of the alleged victims argued that the State had failed to fulfill its duty to clarify the facts and punish the persons responsible, both masterminds and perpetrators involved in the facts. They added that although after more than two decades, the family members wouldn't have had the opportunity to participate, be heard or bring a civil action in the framework of the criminal proceeding, because the developments in the investigations had not been clarified or duly notified.

III. FRIENDLY SETTLEMENT

12. The parties signed a Friendly Settlement Agreement on April 10, 2025, within the framework of a working meeting. The following is the text of the friendly settlement agreement submitted to the IACHR on April 11, 2025:

[bookmark: _Int_ZMePxntt][bookmark: _Hlk183155471][bookmark: _Hlk183155912]FRIENDLY SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT
CASE No. 13.681, LUIS MARIANO PERTUZ LARA AND FAMILY 

On April 10, 2025 in the city of Bogotá D.C., a meeting was held between Yebrail Haddad Linero, Director of International Legal Defense of the National Agency for the Legal Defense of the State, who in accordance with the paragraph of Article 5 of Law 1444 of 2011, Decree 4085 of 2011, as amended by Decree 915 of 2017, Decree 1698 of 2019, Decree 2269 of 2019, and Decree 1244 of 2021, acts in the name and on behalf of the Colombian State, hereinafter "the Colombian State", and the Fundación Ayudando a Construir “FUNAC”, represented by Edelmira Bocanegra Díaz, acting on behalf of the victims,[footnoteRef:4] hereinafter referred to as "the Petitioners”, collectively referred to as “The Parties”, who have decided to sign this Friendly Settlement Agreement in Case 13.681, Luis Mariano Pertuz Lara and Family, being processed before the Inter-American Commission on Human Rights.  [4:  According to the general power of attorney granted by Fundación para el Desarrollo Social de las Condiciones Mínimas de Vida "Mínimo Vital" to Fundación Ayudando a Construir "FUNAC", through Public Deed No. 1162 of June 26, 2020, granted at the Second Notary Office of the Notarial Circle of Montería, Córdoba. This power of attorney was confirmed by Mr. Aníbal Rafael Mercado Salcedo, legal representative of the "Mínimo Vital" Foundation by e-mail dated February 16, 2021, sent to the National Agency for the Legal Defense of the State.] 


PART ONE: DEFINITIONS

For the purposes of this Agreement, the following definitions shall apply: 

IACHR or Inter-American Commission: Inter-American Commission on Human Rights.

Moral damages: Non-economic or assets-related injurious effects of the facts of the case that result in the pain, affliction, sadness, distress, and anxiety of the victims.

Material damage: Involves the loss or detriment of the victim's income, expenses incurred as a result of the facts, and the consequences of a pecuniary nature that have a causal link to the facts of the case. 

Non-material damage: Includes both the suffering and affliction caused to the victims, the impairment of values of great importance to the persons concerned, as well as alterations, of a non-pecuniary nature, in the living conditions of the victim or his family.[footnoteRef:5] [5:  I/A Court H.R. Case of Caesar v. Trinidad and Tobago, (Merits, Reparations, and Costs). Judgment of March 11, 2005. Series C No. 123, paragraph 125.] 


State or Colombian State: In accordance with Public International Law, it shall be understood to be the signatory of the American Convention on Human Rights, hereinafter "American Convention" or "ACHR."

Satisfaction measures: Non-pecuniary measures that are intended to ensure the recovery of the victims from the harm caused to them. 

Parties: Colombian State and the petitioners. 

Acknowledgement of responsibility: Acceptance of the facts and human rights violations attributed to the State.

Comprehensive reparation: All those measures that objectively and symbolically restore the victim to the state prior to the infliction of the damage.

The Petitioners: Fundación Ayudando a Construir "FUNAC", represented by Mrs. Edelmira Bocanegra Díaz, who acts as representative of the victims in the international proceedings.

Friendly Settlement: Alternative dispute resolution mechanism used for peaceful and consensual settlement before the Inter-American Commission.

Victims: (1) Josefina Cañas Cantillo, (2) Luis Martín Pertuz Cañas, and (3) Lorena Patricia Pertuz Cañas, whose identification and relationship are listed in the third part of this document.

PART TWO: BACKGROUND

1. On July 25, 2008, the Inter-American Commission on Human Rights received a petition presented by the petitioners, alleging the international responsibility of the Colombian State for the murder of teacher Luis Mariano Pertuz, who was married to Mrs. Josefina Cañas Cantillo and with whom he had two minor children. 

2. According to the petitioners, on June 23, 1997, Mr. Pertuz and other inhabitants were forced by members of paramilitary groups to attend a meeting in the central square of the village of Santa Rita, Municipality of Remolino, Department of Magdalena, together with other inhabitants of the village. Subsequently, members of the aforementioned illegal armed group allegedly murdered Mr. Luis Mariano Pertuz, who was shot three times in the head with a firearm. The petitioners also indicated that, following this event, animals belonging to the family were stolen and they had to move to the Municipality of Soledad, in the Department of Atlántico[footnoteRef:6].  [6:  IACHR, Report No. 126/18 Petition 872-08, Admissibility, Luis Mariano Pertuz Lara and Family, Colombia, October 19, 2018. Par. 2.] 


3. The initial proceedings for the homicide of Mr. Luis Mariano Pertuz Lara were undertaken by the Police Inspector of the Municipality of Remolino, Department of Magdalena, who, on June 27, 1997, forwarded the report of the removal of the body to the Municipal District Court of Remolino[footnoteRef:7].  [7:  Office of the Attorney General. Letter No. 20151700012991 March 3, 2015.] 


4. On June 7, 1997, an order was issued to remit the proceedings to the Sectional Unit of Prosecutors of the Municipality of Ciénaga, Department of Magdalena, an order that was complied with by means of official letter No. 291 of the same date[footnoteRef:8].  [8:  Ibid.] 


5. The investigation was assigned to the 22nd Prosecutor's Office before the Circuit Criminal Courts, a judicial operator that, based on the police report and the record of the body's removal, ordered the opening of a preliminary investigation[footnoteRef:9]. [9:  Ibid. ] 


6. Subsequently, on May 19, 1998, the Head of the Sectional Unit of Prosecutors' Offices before the Criminal Judges of the Circuit of the Municipality of Ciénaga, Department of Magdalena, at the request and with the authorization of the 22nd Delegated Prosecutor's Office, ordered the suspension of the proceedings. This was because after 180 days had elapsed there were no grounds for issuing a writ of prohibition (auto inhibitorio) or to decree the opening of the investigation.[footnoteRef:10]  [10:  Ibid.] 


· Transitional justice.

7. On October 13, 2006, under the procedure envisaged in Law 975 of 2005, before the 12th Delegate Prosecutor's Office, attached to the Justice and Peace Unit of Barranquilla, Mrs. Josefina Esther Cañas Cantillo completed the application for information regarding deeds attributable to organized groups outside the law, reporting the homicide of Mr. Luis Mariano Pertuz Lara[footnoteRef:11].  [11:  Office of the Attorney General. Official Letter No. 20191700025201 of March 12, 2019.] 


8. Initially, the murder of Mr. Luis Mariano Pertuz Lara was attributed to Tomás Gregorio Freyle Guillén "alias Esteban", commander of the "Northern Block" front of the United Self-Defense Forces of Colombia, who died on December 2, 2000[footnoteRef:12].  [12:  Ibid. ] 


9. Subsequently, Office 31 responsible to the Court for documenting criminal acts in the department of Magdalena carried out several collective voluntary deposition proceedings with former combatants (postulados desmovilizados). In those proceedings, it informed former members of the Pivijay front regarding the facts being investigated. It concluded that none of the former members of that armed organization indicated having knowledge of or participation in the homicide of Mr. Luis Mariano Pertuz Lara[footnoteRef:13].  [13:  Ibid.] 


10. Nevertheless, in order to advance in the investigation, the Office ordered judicial police officers to carry out verification and documentation work in order to clarify the broader context and pattern of criminal activity[footnoteRef:14]. [14:  Ibid.] 


11. As a result of the foregoing, the Office concluded that the commission of this act could be attributed to the "Victor Villareal" front of the United Self-Defense Forces of Colombia in Magdalena, which acted under the orders of Carlos Castaño Gil and Salvatore Mancuso Gómez[footnoteRef:15]. [15:  Ibid.] 


12. Thus, on February 18, 2014 and December 7, 2020, voluntary deposition proceedings (diligencias de versión libre) were conducted with the former combatant (postulado) Salvatore Mancuso Gómez, who accepted responsibility for the incident due to his position in the chain of command[footnoteRef:16]. [16:  Superior Court of the Judicial District of Barranquilla, Justice and Peace Chamber, Minutes No. 062-2021, Case 08001-22-52-001-2018-80008-00. ] 


13. On May 31 and June 1, 2, and 3, 2021, the hearing was held for the formulation of the indictment and the detention order against Mr. Salvatore Mancuso Gómez, who was charged with the crimes of abetting or indirectly perpetrating homicide against a protected person (como autor mediato), acts of terrorism, deportation, expulsion, transfer or forced displacement. Currently, the Justice and Peace Trial Chamber of the Superior Court of the Judicial District of Barranquilla[footnoteRef:17] has still to set a date for a consolidated hearing (audiencia concentrada) in trial of the former combatant.  [17:  Office of the Attorney General. Official Letter No. 20241700008241 of February 2, 2024.] 


14. On October 19, 2018, the Inter-American Commission issued Admissibility Report No. 126/18, in which, it declared the petition admissible in relation to Articles 4 (life), 5 (personal integrity), 7 (personal liberty), 8 (judicial guarantees), 19 (rights of the child), 22 (freedom of movement and residence), and 25 (judicial protection) of the American Convention, in conjunction with Article 1.1 (obligation to respect rights) of the same instrument.

15.  On March 10, 2025, in the framework of the IACHR proceeding, the Colombian State and the petitioners signed a Memorandum of Understanding for the search for a Friendly Settlement Agreement, which was transmitted to the Inter-American Commission on March 14 of this year.

16. The petitioners submitted the proposal for comprehensive reparation to the National Agency for the Legal Defense of the State. Once the proposal for comprehensive reparation had been received and analyzed, progress was made in an inter-agency dialogue to agree on the comprehensive reparation measures that will be part of the Agreement and joint meetings were held with the petitioners to analyze measures to be included in the Friendly Settlement Agreement that is now being signed. That agreement will be subject to the terms described below. 

PART THREE: BENEFICIARIES

“The Colombian State recognizes the following persons, all Colombian citizens, as the victims referred to in this agreement: 

	Name
	Relationship
	Identification

	Josefina Cañas Cantillo
	Partner (Compañera) 
	[…]

	Luis Martín Pertuz Cañas
	Son
	[…]

	Lorena Patricia Pertuz Cañas
	Daughter
	[…]




PARAGRAPH ONE: In signing this Friendly Settlement Agreement, the petitioners declare that the persons listed above are all the next of kin of Mr. Luis Mariano Pertuz Lara with legal standing and interested in pursuing this proceeding and that they were alive at the time of the occurrence of the facts and are alive as this Friendly Settlement Agreement is being signed[footnoteRef:18]. Thus, following the signing of the Friendly Settlement Agreement, no other victims will be included. [18:  I/A Court H.R. Case of the Afro-descendant communities displaced from the Cacarica River Basin (Operation Genesis) v. Colombia. Preliminary Objections, Merits, Reparations, and Costs. Judgment of November 20, 2023. Series C No. 270, par. 425.] 


SECOND PARAGRAPH: The victims recognized in this Friendly Settlement Agreement shall benefit provided that they can prove in respect of Mr. Luis Mariano Pertuz Lara: (i) relationship by affinity, i.e., spouse or common law partner (compañero o compañera permanente), or (ii) blood relationship (consanguinity)”. 

PART FOUR: ACKOWLEDGMENT OF RESPONSIBILITY

“The Colombian State acknowledges its international responsibility for violating the rights to personal integrity (Article 5), to judicial guarantees (Article 8), and to judicial protection (Article 25) established in the American Convention on Human Rights, in conjunction with the general obligation to respect rights (Article 1.1.) of the same instrument, to the detriment of the next of kin of Mr. Luis Mariano Pertuz Lara, due to the lack of diligence in the investigation of the events that occurred, which has prevented their clarification and the punishment of those responsible, and has caused them suffering and anguish.”

PART FIVE: MEASURES OF SATISFACTION

The parties establish that, within the framework of this Agreement, the following measures to guarantee satisfaction shall be undertaken: 

I. “Act of Acknowledgment of International Responsibility: 

The Colombian State shall carry out an Act of Acknowledgment of International Responsibility, which shall be presided over by the Director General or the Director of International Legal Defense of the National Agency for the Legal Defense of the State. The act shall be consistent with the acknowledgment of responsibility set forth in this Agreement.

The National Agency for the Legal Defense of the State shall be responsible for applying this measure, for which consultations shall be conducted with the representatives of the victims, in order to achieve effective reparation.”

II. "Delivery of a Commemorative Plaque:

The Colombian State will present a plaque in memory of Mr. Luis Mariano Pertuz Lara, to the family members and their representatives, within the framework of the Act of Acknowledgment of International Responsibility.

The National Agency for the Legal Defense of the State shall be responsible for the performance of this measure of satisfaction”.

III. “Publication of the Article 49 Report:

The Colombian State shall publish the friendly settlement report, once it has been approved by the Inter-American Commission, on the web page of the National Agency for the Legal Defense of the State, for a period of six (6) months.”

PART SIX: HEALTH AND REHABILITATION MEASURES

“The Ministry of Health and Social Protection will implement health rehabilitation measures providing medical, psychological, and psychosocial care through the General Social Security Health System (SGSSS) and the Psychosocial and Comprehensive Health Care Program for Victims (PAPSIVI).

Adequate, timely, and priority treatment will be guaranteed to those persons who require and request it, and for as long as necessary. The psychological treatment and psychosocial care provided must take into account the particular circumstances and needs of each person, so that family and individual treatment is provided, as agreed with each person and after an individual assessment. 

For access to comprehensive health care, the beneficiaries of the measures are guaranteed timely and quality access to the medicines and treatments required (including physical and mental health care), in accordance with the provisions governing the SGSSS, in addition to receiving priority and specialized care based on their status as victims. Comprehensive health care will be guaranteed for persons residing in the national territory.

For the above, a comprehensive health management channel will be guaranteed through the different PAPSIVI territorial operators, victims’ organizations (referentes) in the territorial entities, and the Entities Administering Benefit Plans and Ministry of Health and Social Protection plans.

This reparation measure shall be implemented as indicated for persons residing in Colombia[footnoteRef:19].”  [19:  Ministry of Health and Social Protection. Official Letter No. 2025161000675391 of March 31, 2025.] 


PART SEVEN: COMPENSATION MEASURES

“The State shall apply Law 288 of 1996, with a view to making reparation for any immaterial and material damages that may be proven for the victims recognized in the third section of this Friendly Settlement Agreement. For that, the criteria and amounts recognized by current national jurisprudence shall be applied. 

In the event that any victim has been compensated through the administrative litigation jurisdiction system and/or has benefited from administrative reparation measures for the same facts and rights, the amounts he or she has been awarded shall be discounted from the monetary compensation granted in accordance with the procedure provided herein in order to avoid double or excessive compensation. 

Likewise, the evidence used to assess damages for reparation purposes shall be that allowed under Colombian procedural regulations. 

The State entity that will carry out the process envisaged in Law 288 of 1996 will be the one designated by the Committee of Ministers created by the same law”.

PART EIGHT: APPROVAL AND FOLLOW-UP

“The parties request the Inter-American Commission to approve and follow up on this agreement.” 

PART NINE: CONFIDENTIALITY

“The content of this Friendly Settlement Agreement is confidential and may not be published/ disseminated by any means of communication until it is approved by the Inter-American Commission on Human Rights through the issuance of the Report referred to in Article 49 of the American Convention on Human Rights”.

Having been read, and the parties being aware of its scope and legal content, this Agreement is signed on April 10, 2025.

IV. DETERMINATION OF COMPATIBILITY AND COMPLIANCE 

13. The IACHR reiterates that in accordance with Articles 48(1)(f) and 49 of the American Convention, the purpose of this procedure is to “reach a friendly settlement of the matter based on respect for the human rights recognized in the Convention.” The acceptance to pursue this process expresses the good faith of the State to comply with the purposes and objectives of the Convention pursuant to the principle of pacta sunt servanda, by which States must comply with the obligations assumed in the treaties in good faith[footnoteRef:20]. It also wishes to highlight that the friendly settlement procedure set forth in the Convention allows for conclusion of individual cases in a non-contentious manner, and has proven, in cases involving a variety of countries, to provide an important vehicle for resolution that can be used by both parties. [20:  Vienna Convention on the Law of Treaties, U.N. Doc A/CONF.39/27 (1969), Article 26: "Pacta sunt servanda" Every treaty in force is binding upon the parties to it and must be performed by them in good faith.] 


14. The Inter-American Commission has closely monitored the progress of the friendly settlement reached in this case and appreciates the efforts made by both parties during negotiations to reach this friendly settlement, which is compatible with the object and purpose of the Convention. 

15. In accordance with Article 8 of the agreement signed between the parties by which they requested the Commission to approve the friendly settlement agreement contemplated in Article 49 of the American Convention, and in light of the parties' request of June 24, 2025 to move ahead with it, it is appropriate at this time to assess compliance with the commitments established in this instrument.

16. The Inter-American Commission considers that clauses one (Definitions), two (Background), three (Beneficiaries), four (Acknowledgment of Responsibility), eight (approval and follow-up), and nine (confidentiality) of the Agreement are of a declarative nature, rendering supervision of their compliance unnecessary.

17. The Commission appreciates the fourth declaratory clause, in which the Colombian State acknowledges its international responsibility for violation of the right to personal integrity (Article 5), to judicial guarantees (Article 8) and to judicial protection (Article 25) established in the American Convention on Human Rights, in conjunction with the general obligation to guarantee respect for rights (Article 1.1) of the same instrument, to the detriment of the next of kin of Mr. Luis Mariano Pertuz Lara, due to lack of diligence in the investigation of the facts that occurred, which has prevented their clarification and the punishment of those responsible, and has caused them suffering and anguish.

18. In relation to paragraph I (act of acknowledgment of international responsibility) of the fifth clause (measures of satisfaction), the parties reported in a joint note dated June 24, 2025 that this took place on April 23, 2025, at the Salón Amatista in Hotel Marriott in Bogotá. The parties reported the existence of constant communication between the State and the representatives of the petitioners, with whom each of the details for compliance with the measure were agreed upon.

19. The parties provided a copy of the invitation by means of which the National Agency for the Legal Defense of the State summoned the representatives of the victims and their representatives to attend the public act of acknowledgment of responsibility. Likewise, the parties reported the content of the agenda agreed on for the event, which included an opening and installation, the national anthem of the Republic of Colombia, and speeches by Luis Martin Pertuz, son of Luis Mariano Pertuz, on behalf of the family and Mrs. Edelmira Bocanegra, member of the Foundation Ayudando a Construir (FUNAC). Likewise, the Director of the National Agency for the Legal Defense of the State acknowledged international responsibility in the terms established in the Friendly Settlement Agreement and apologized to the Pertuz family on behalf of the Colombian State. 

20. On this occasion, the plaques referred to in paragraph II (delivery of a commemorative plaque) of the fifth clause, in memory of Mr. Luis Mariano Pertuz Lara, were delivered to his family members and the ceremony ended with a few words from the Executive Secretary of the Inter-American Commission on Human Rights.

21. The parties stated that music was played and that they provided photographs of the event. They specified that the Colombian State provided continuous psychosocial support, before, during, and after the event, through a specialized team provided by the Unit for Attention and Integral Reparation to Victims, to ensure conditions of emotional support, protection, and welfare for the family members, thus facilitating their participation in the day’s events.

22. In light of the above, the Commission considers, and hereby declares, that subparagraphs I (act of acknowledgment of international responsibility), and II (delivery of a commemorative plaque) of clause five of the friendly settlement agreement measures of satisfaction, have been fully complied with.

23. Finally, in relation to subparagraphs III (publication of the Article 49 Report) of clause five (satisfaction measures) and clauses six (health and rehabilitation measures) and seven (compensation measures) of the friendly settlement agreement, and given the joint request by the parties to proceed with the approval of the agreement prior to its implementation, the Commission observes that those measures must be complied with after the publication of this report. Therefore, it considers, and hereby declares, that compliance with them is still pending. Consequently, the Commission will await updated information to be submitted by the parties within the framework of the friendly settlement follow-up stage. 

24. At the same time, the Commission notes that in the negotiation process the parties decided not to include a measure of justice in the friendly settlement agreement in this case. Nevertheless, while respecting the parties’ wishes, the Commission considers it pertinent recall the State's duty to investigate the facts ex officio and diligently in the ordinary jurisdiction and, where applicable, to determine the corresponding criminal responsibilities within a reasonable time, in accordance with international standards. Furthermore, the Commission recalls that this obligation must be assumed by the State as its own legal duty, not as a mere formality preordained to be ineffective, or simply as a step taken by private interests based on the procedural initiative of the victim or his family or on their private offer of proof. 

25. In light of the above, the Commission considers, and hereby declares, that subparagraphs I (act of acknowledgment of international responsibility), and II (delivery of a Commemorative plaque) of clause five (measures of satisfaction) have been fully complied with. At the same time, the Commission notes, and hereby declares, that compliance with subparagraphs III (publication of the Article 49 Report) of clause five, clauses six (health and rehabilitation measures) and seven (compensation measures) of the friendly settlement agreement is still pending.

26. Consequently, the Commission considers that implementation of the friendly settlement agreement is still partial and will continue to monitor compliance with the outstanding clauses until full implementation.

V. CONCLUSIONS

27. Based on the foregoing and in keeping with the procedure provided for in Articles 48(1)(f) and 49 of the American Convention, the Commission would like to reiterate its profound appreciation of the efforts made by the parties and its satisfaction that a friendly settlement has been arrived at in the present case on the basis of respect for human rights and consistent with the object and purpose of the American Convention.  

28. Based on the reasons and conclusions contained in this report, 

THE INTER-AMERICAN COMMISSION ON HUMAN RIGHTS

DECIDES: 

1. To approve the terms of the friendly settlement agreement that the parties signed on April 10, 2025. 

1. To declare full compliance with subparagraphs I (act of acknowledgment of responsibility cooperation) and II (delivery of a commemorative plaque) of the fifth clause of the friendly settlement agreement, based on the analysis contained in this report.

1. To declare that, based on the analysis contained in this report, compliance is still pending with paragraph III (publication of the Article 49 Report) of clause five (measures of satisfaction) and clauses six (health and rehabilitation measures) and seven (compensation measures) of the friendly settlement agreement.

1. To continue with supervision of the commitments undertaken in subparagraph III (publication of the Article 49 Report) of clause five (measures of satisfaction) as well as clause six (health and rehabilitation measures) and seven (compensation measures) of the friendly settlement agreement, until they are fully complied with, in accordance with the analysis contained in this report. To that end, to remind the parties of their commitment to keep the IACHR regularly informed regarding compliance.

1. To publish the present report and include it in its Annual Report to the General Assembly of the OAS. 

Approved by the Inter-American Commission on Human Rights on the 10th day of the month of December, 2025. (Signed): José Luis Caballero Ochoa, President; Andrea Pochak, First Vice President; Edgar Stuardo Ralón Orellana, Second Vice President; Gloria Monique de Mees, and Roberta Clarke, Commissioners.
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