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I. Summary of Case  

	Victim (s): José Isabel Salas Galindo et al. 
Petitioner (s): Gilma Camargo
State: United States
Merits Report No.: 121/18, published on October 5, 2018
Admissibility Report No.: 31/93, adopted on October 14, 1993
Themes: Right to Life / Right to Humane Treatment / Right to Privacy / Excessive Use of Force / Memory, Truth and Justice / Rights of the Child.  
Facts: The case refers to violations of fundamental principles of human rights and customary humanitarian law committed by the United States in its military invasion in Panama in 1989. The case has more than 300 victims, who act on their own behalf and on behalf of all Panamanians who were "similarly harmed" by actions of the State military forces.
Rights violated: The Commission concluded that the State is responsible for violating Article I (right to life, liberty and personal security), VII (right to protection for children), XXIII (right to property) and XVIII (right to a fair trial) of the American Declaration of Rights and Duties of Man.


II. Recommendations
	Recommendations
	State of compliance in 2020

	1. Provide full reparation for the human rights violations established in the instant report, including both the material and moral dimensions; Adopt measures that provide both financial compensation and satisfaction.

The Commission considers that, to comply with this recommendation, the State must establish, without delay, a special mechanism at its own initiative and irrespective of any initiatives that the Panamanian State may take, for delivering the reparation applicable to each group of victims taking into consideration the nature of the declared violations. Bearing in mind that the victims are not within the territorial jurisdiction of the United States, the Commission urges that State to make every diplomatic or other effort needed to ensure due implementation of this recommendation. Likewise, with respect to the victims who lost their lives, reparation must be made to their family members or heirs, as the case may be.
	Pending compliance

	2. Provide such physical and mental health services as are needed for the rehabilitation of the victims that require it, if they so wish. Bearing in mind that the victims are not within the territorial jurisdiction of the United States, a specific amount should be paid to them to cover the medical care they need in the countries where they are located.
	Pending compliance

	3. Conduct and complete a diligent and effective investigation within a reasonable period of time to fully clarify the facts; identify all possible responsibilities; and impose the corresponding forms of accountability for the human rights violations shown in this report.
	Pending compliance


III. Procedural Activity 
1. On August, 18, 2020, the IACHR requested the State to provide up-to-date information on compliance, and the State provided this information on September 16. 
2. On August 18, 2020, the IACHR requested the petitioners to provide up-to-date information on compliance. As of the closing of this report, the petitioners had not presented said information. 
IV. Analysis of the information presented 

3. The Commission considers that the information presented by the State 2020 is irrelevant, to update on the follow-up of the case given that it is repetitive of the information presented in previous years, without presenting new information on measures taken recently to comply with at least one of the recommendations issued in Merits Report No. 121/18. 
4. In this sense, because of the lack of updated information on the level of compliance with the recommendations, the IACHR reiterates below the analysis of compliance and conclusions made in its 2019 Annual Report.
V. Analysis of compliance with the recommendations 

5. With regards to the first recommendation, in 2018 the State objected to the recommendation to establish a special mechanism that would permit recovery of reparations for death, injury, or property damage experienced by civilians during Operation Just Cause. It insisted that neither the American Declaration nor customary international law establishes a private right to compensation for individuals who suffer death or injury during the course of lawful international armed conflict.
6. The State reiterated that it provided substantial financial assistance to the Government of Panama in the form of reconstruction and recovery assistance in the years following Operation Just Cause and that the United States has met with the 20 de Diciembre Commission, to identify areas in which it can cooperate.

7. In 2020, the State reported that it did not have any additional observations about developments in the case. It further referred the Commission to its earlier pleadings in this case, its oral presentations at the respective hearings, thus reiterating its previous responses to this Report, without citing efforts made over this year to comply with the Commission’s recommendations.   
8. In 2018 the petitioners addressed the importance of the recommendations of the Commission and indicated a number of ways in which the United States could implement them. For example, with respect to providing medical treatment and rehabilitation to the victims, they noted that there are several hospitals in Panama that are affiliated with hospitals in the United States where they could receive treatment. They indicated their willingness to provide further information in order to facilitate the process of implementation of the recommendations in order that the victims may find a sense of satisfaction of their demand for justice. In the same year, the petitioners informed of two mental health professionals capable of assisting in the establishment of a post traumatic center or any other program on behalf of the victims. They also informed that they would be collecting additional documents available in Panama and the US in order to assist in the task of finding the truth and accountability that the victims need to complement financial and other forms of reparations.

9. In 2020, the petitioners did not present information in response to the request made by the IACHR regarding the compliance with this recommendation. 
10. In this regard, the Commission urges the State to adopt actions to comply with the recommendations and provide updated and detailed information to the IACHR on these actions. Therefore, the Commission considers that Recommendation 1 is pending compliance.
11. With regards to the second recommendation, in 2020 the State presented repetitive information while the petitioners did not provide information to the IACHR on this issue.
12. The Commission urges the State to take steps to comply with the recommendation, and provide updated and detailed information to the IACHR about these steps. Based on the foregoing, the Commission considers that Recommendation 2 is pending compliance. 
13. With regards to the third recommendation, in 2020 the State presented repetitive information without referring to the efforts assumed during this year to comply with this recommendations. On the other hand, the petitioners did not provide information to the IACHR on this issue.
14. The Commission urges the State to take steps to comply with the recommendation, and provide updated and detailed information to the IACHR about these steps. Based on the foregoing, the Commission considers Recommendation 3 to be pending compliance. 
VI. Level of compliance of the case  

15. Based on the foregoing, the IACHR concludes that the level of compliance of the case is pending compliance. In consequence, the Commission will continue to monitor compliance with the recommendations 1, 2 and 3.
16. The Commission urges the State to adopt the necessary actions in order to implement the recommendations made in the Merits Report No. 121/18, and to provide the Commission with detailed and updated information on said actions.
VII. Individual and structural results of the case 

17. Since this case is pending compliance, there are no individual or structural results reported by the parties.
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