Furlan and Family v. Argentina
ABSTRACT!

This case is about a poor kid who was severely injured while playing in
an abandoned facility of the Argentinean Army. In the aftermath of the
incident, the victim suffered from serious psychological disorders and
physical disability. The Court found Argentina in violation of the Con-
vention because it failed to provide the victim justice and because it did
not adequately take into account his disability and low socio-economic
status in the domestic proceedings and decisions regarding compensa-
tion.

I. FACTS
A. Chronology of Events

December 21, 1988: Sebastian Claus Furlan (“Sebastian”), an active
fourteen-year-old, goes to an open field next to his house to play.? His
house is in a low-income area and his family is poor.® He lives with his
father, Mr. Danilo Pedro Furlan (“Mr. Danilo Furlan™), his mother, Ms.
Susana Fernandez (“Ms. Fernandez”), and his siblings, Ms. Sabina Ava
Furlan (“Ms. Furlan) and Mr. Claudio Edwin Furlan (“Mr. Claudio Fur-
lan™).* The field belongs to the Argentinean Army, but the grounds are
abandoned and there is no barrier blocking access.” Children often fre-
quent the field to play on the dirt mounds, wooden planks, and other
equipment that is left behind.®

When Sebastian arrives to the field, he hangs from a piece of equip-
ment that weighs between forty-five to fifty kilograms.” It falls on his
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head and renders him unconscious.® Sebastian is taken to the hospital
where he is pronounced in a coma.’

January 23, 1989: Sebastian is discharged from the hospital,'® but the
trauma from the accident leads to a mental disorder that causes cognitive
and motor im]i)airments and “personality deterioration” — none of which
can be cured.™ He can no longer participate in his favorite activities, such
as swimming, basketball, and karate.*?

August 31, 1989: Sebastian throws himself from the second floor of a
building in an attempted suicide.'® He survives and is taken to the hospital
where he is diagnosed with severe depression, as he is experiencing irri-
tation, crying spells, and feelings of worthlessness.** The doctors also
discover that Sebastian has tried to kill himself before.™

1990: Sebastian returns to school, but is extremely ag%;ressive towards
females and displays other types of disruptive behavior.™

December 18, 1990: Mr. Danilo Furlan, Sebastian’s father, files a claim
in civil court against Argentina for damages resulting from Sebastian’s
accident."’

February 3, 1994: Sebastian, now nineteen years old, punches his eighty-
four-year-old grandmother in the face, causing injuries to her face and
right arm.™® His uncle calls the police and a warrant is issued.™

February 28, 1994: Sebastian goes to the police station that executed the
warrant and a psychiatric exam is performed on him to determine whether
he is a danger to himself or others.?® The assessment determines that he
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is unable to comprehend the consequences of his actions and control his
rage.21 Doctors suggest he be admitted to a “specialized facili‘[y.”22

March 1, 1994: A judge dismisses Sebastian’s warrant and orders him to
be admitted to the facility and a new assessment to be performed.*

March 2, 1994: Sebastian is admitted to the facility,?* where he under-
goes continuous mental health assessments, as well as other psychiatric
treatments.”

May 19, 1994: A judge orders the immediate release of Sebastian, con-
tingent on continued psychiatric treatment at the same facility he was pre-
viously admitted.?

February 27, 1996: The court finally orders the 1990 civil complaint to
be served on the defendant — Ministry of Defense, General Staff of the
Army (“EMGE”).?’

September 3, 1996: EMGE submits a response to the civil complaint
more than four months after the deadline.?®

October 24, 1996: The Juvenile Defender’s Office (Asesoria de Menores)
notifies the court that it cannot represent Sebastian, because he turned
eighteen and is no longer considered a juvenile.”® However, the office
begins representation of Sebastian’s siblings, Ms. Furlan, and Mr. Clau-
dio Furlan.®

May 8, 1997: A settlement hearing is scheduled, but only Sebastian and
his attorney appear.®* No representative of EMGE is present;* therefore,
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the hearing is cancelled.*®

February 12, 1998: A hearing is set to receive Sebastian’s testimony by
cross-examination.* However, EMGE does not attend, thereby forfeiting
its riggr;t to cross-examination and preventing Sebastian from being
heard.

March 2, 2000: After two and a half years, the court certifies that all
evidence has been produced.®

September 7, 2000: The court rules that the State was negligent in main-
taining the open field where Sebastian was injured,’ specifying that the
State is responsible for seventy percent of the damages and Sebastian is
responsible for the other thirty percent, since he voluntarily entered the
field.*® The court affirms the decision on appeal.*

May 30, 2001: The court orders Sebastian be paid 130,000 Argentine pe-
sos (approximately $8,403.90 USD).*

March 12, 2003: Sebastian receives approximately 38,300 pesos (ap-
proximately $2,475.92 USD) of the 130,000 Argentine pesos he was
awarded.”!

B. Other Relevant Facts

Sebastian’s accident changes his entire family structure.*> Mr. Pedro
Furlan can no longer work because he spends most of his time taking care
of Sebastian; Ms. Fernandez works longer hours to compensate for lost
income; and Ms. Furlan and Mr. Claudio Furlan begin to work and take
on adult roles to help the family.*® Eventually, Mr. Pedro Furlan and Ms.
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Fernandez divorce, which affects the children greatly and strains their re-
lationship with their parents.** Ms. Furlan begins to live with her mother,
away from her father and brother and no longer speaks to them.* As of
2012, Sebastian sells perfumes for income and has never had a formal
job.*® Sebastian lives with his partner, Ms. Laura Alicia Sarto (“Ms.
Sarto™), and their two sons.*” The household income consists of Sebas-
tian’s disability pension and the small revenue he earns from perfume
sales.*® Sebastian still suffers from a multitude of mental and physical
problems as a result of his accident, which makes everyday activities ex-
tremely difficult.”® Additionally, Sebastian suffers from depression,
“feelings of guilt,” and suicidal thoughts.”

Il. PROCEDURAL HISTORY
A. Before the Commission

July 18, 2001: Mr. Pedro Furlan submits a petition to the Commission®"
alleging the State court proceedings were unduly delayed and the com-
pensation the court awarded is not proportionate to the State’s responsi-
bility for the severe harm to his son.

March 2, 2006: After years of exchansg3ing information, the Commission
approves Admissibility Report 17/06.” Contrary to the State’s position,
the Commission concludes that the victim has proper standing®* and there
was “unwarranted delay” in the State court proceedings.” As a result, it
is not necessary for the petitioners to exhaust all domestic remedies at the
admissibility stage.

October 21, 2010: The Commission issues Report on the Merits No. 111/

44. 1d. 1 263.

45, Furlan and family v. Argentina, Preliminary Objections, Merits, Reparations and Costs, {
264.

46. Id. 1 116.

47. 1d.f117.

48. Id.

49. Id. 11 118-19.

50. Id. 1 120.

51. Furlan and family v. Argentina, Preliminary Objections, Merits, Reparations and Costs, {
1.

52. Furlan and family v. Argentina, Admissibility Report, Report No. 17/06, Inter-Am.
Comm’n H.R., Case No. 12.539, { 3 (March 2, 2006).

53. See generally, Furlan and family v. Argentina, Admissibility Report.

54. 1d.131.

55. 1d. §41.

56. Id.



1342 Loy. L.A. Int’l & Comp. L. Rev. Vol. 40.3

10.°" The Commission concludes the State has violated Article 8(1)
(Right to Be Heard Within a Reasonable Time), Article 25(1) (Right of
Recourse Before a Competent Court), Article 5(1) (Right to Physical,
Mental, and Moral Integrity), and Article 19 (Rights of the Child) of the
American Convention.>® The Commission recommends full reparation be
made to Sebastian and his family, the State ensure Sebastian has access
to medical attention, and that due process is followed.>

B. Before the Court

May 23, 2011: The Commission submits the case to the Court after the
State failed to adopt its recommendations.®

1. Violations Alleged by Commission®*

Article 5(1) (Right to Physical, Mental, and Moral Integrity)
Article 8(1) (Right to a Hearing Within Reasonable Time by a Competent
and Independent Tribunal)
Article 19 (Rights of the Child)
Article 25(1) (Right of Recourse Before a Competent Court)
Acrticle 25(2)(c) (Remedies Must Be Enforced)
all in relation to:
Acrticle 1(1) (Obligation of Non-Discrimination) of the American Con-
vention.

2. Violations Alleged by Representatives of the Victims®?

Same Violations Alleged by Commission, plus:
Acrticle 8(2)(e) (Right to Assistance by Counsel Provided by State)
Article 21 (Right to Property)
Article 26 (Duty to Progressively Develop Economic, Social, and Cul-
tural Rights)

all in relation to:
Acrticle 1(1) (Obligation of Non-Discrimination)
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Acrticle 2 (Obligation to Give Domestic Legal Effect to Rights) of the
American Convention.

October 28, 2011: The State files three preliminary objections: (1) failure
to exhaust domestic remedies, (2) lack of jurisdiction, and (3) violation
of the “right to defense of the State.”®® The Court rejects the State’s first
objection because the State failed to assert its claims at the correct proce-
dural Stage.64 The Court rejects the State’s second objection because the
State asserted a lack of jurisdiction objection over Article 21 (Right to
Property), and the Court concluded that the objection is onl%/ applicable
when the Court must review the State’s economic policy.” Here, the
Court is not asked to review the State’s economic policy.®® Finally, the
Court rejects the State’s third objection because the State knew of “facts
supporting the violation.”®” The Court reasons that the State was on notice
of the proceedings from the outset and had the ability to “express its po-
sition” at any stage necessary.”

February 27 and 28, 2012: Action Program for Equality and Social In-
clusion (Programa de Accién por la Igualdad y la Inclusion Social;
“PAIIS”), University of Los Andes (Universidad de Los Andes), Colom-
bia’s lgglculty of Law, and Mr. Ezekiel Heffes submit amicus curiae
briefs.

I1l. MERITS
A. Composition of the Court”

Diego Garcia-Sayan, President

Manuel E. Ventura Robles, Vice-President
Margarette May Macaulay, Judge

Rhadys Abreu Blondet, Judge

Alberto Pérez Pérez, Judge
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Eduardo Vio Grossi, Judge

Pablo Saavedra Alessandri, Secretary
Emilia Segares Rodriguez, Deputy Secretary

B. Decision on the Merits

August 31, 2012: The Court issues its Judgment on Preliminary Objec-
tions, Merits, Reparations and Costs."*

The Court found unanimously that the State had violated:

Article 8(1) (Right to a Hearing Within Reasonable Time by a Com-
petent and Independent Tribunal), in relation to Articles 19 and 1(1) of
the Convention, to the detriment of Sebastian,’? because:

The Court looked to the following elements established by the European
Court of Human Rights to determine whether the duration of the proceed-
ings was unreasonable:” (1) complexity of the case, (2) conduct of the
parties, (3) conduct of the authorities, and (4) “what [was] at stake” for
the plaintiff.”* Civil proceedings in the State are not complex per se, and
Sebastian’s case was no different.” There were no witnesses, evidence,
facts, or issues justifying the proceedings to take twelve years.”® Addi-
tionally, the Court found that the petitioners acted diligently and reason-
ably,”” and had the typical procedure for civil cases been followed, the
case would have only lasted nine months.”® Furthermore, the Court found
a “lack of diligence” from the judges presiding over the civil case who
allowed seven years to pass before collecting evidence.” The defendant,
EMGE, also contributed to the delay in proceedings by taking months to
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produce an answer and refusing to attend the settlement hearing.® Con-
sidering this, the State did not demonstrate that the delay was attributable
to anyone other than its own authorities.** Finally, the Court noted that
had the proceedings been punctual, Sebastian’s quality of life would be
significantly improved.®? Importantly, the State was aware of Sebastian’ S
multiple suicide attempts and that his situation needed urgent attention.®
As such, the Court concluded that the stakes for Sebastian were extremely
high and the delay in proceedings denied him the timely treatment he
needed, resulted in the irreversible impairments.**

Articles 25(1) (Right to Recourse Before a Competent Court),
25(2)(c) (Remedies Must Be Enforced), and 21(Right to Property), in re—
lation to Article 1(1) of the Convention, to the detriment of Sebastian,®
because:

Sebastian should have received 130,000 pesos (approximately $8,403.90
USD), as was awarded to him by judgment, rather than the 38,000 (ap-
proximately $2,475.92 USD) he received.®® The authorities knew his fam-
ily had limited financial resources, and because he was a person with
disabilities, thls heightens the State’s duty to ensure he was adequately
provided for.2” The Court ruled thar the domestic court’s judgment was
not effective and did not meet the standard necessary to protect and com-
pensate victims whose rights have been infringed upon.®® Addltlonally
the Court noted that while the right to property is not absolute,* in the
current case there was a correlatlon between effective judicial protection
and the right to property.” Sebastian received no other pecunlary or non-
pecuniary damages that may have “softened the impact” of only receiv-
ing 38,000 pesos.”™ Not giving him the full amount awarded, especially
considering he was a “vulnerable person with limited resources,” called
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for a greater justification than what was given by the State.”

Article 8(1) (Right to a Hearing Within Reasonable Time by a Com-
petent and Independent Tribunal), in relation to Articles 19 and 1(1) of
the Convention, to the detriment of Sebastian,” because:

The Convention on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities provides that
children with disabilities shall be heard in any proceeding affecting them
when they are capable of expressing their views.** The State court should
have “seriously considered” Sebastlan s views when deciding the facts
of the case and rendering its judgment.” However the judge did not hear
Sebastian’s testimony at any stage of the trial, " as evidenced by EMGE
failing to attend the settlement agreement and neglecting to perform a
cross-examination of Sebastian.’’

Article 8(1) (Right to a Hearing Within Reasonable Time by a Com-
petent and Independent Tribunal), in relation to Artlcles 19 and 1(1) of
the Convention, to the detriment of Mr. Claus Furlan,® because:

Per the Argentine Civil Code, minors shall be represented by the Juvenile
Defender’s Office, and by any other necessary representatives.*® The Ju-
venile Defender’s Office had the ability to fully intervene |n any case or
matter and require authorities to adopt specific measures.'® However,
the judge in Sebastian’s hearing failed to notify the Juvenlle Defender’s
Office of Sebastian’s needs as a minor with disabilities."®* Had the Juve-
nile Defender’s Office aided Sebastian in his proceeding, he would have
been less vulnerable and his family would not have suffered as much fi-
nancially.'

92. Id.
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Articles 5(1) (Right to Physical, Mental, and Moral Integrity), 8(1)
(Right to a Hearing Within a Reasonable Time by a Competent and Inde-
pendent Tribunal), and 25 (Right to Judicial Protection), in relation to
Article 1(1) of the Convention, to the detriment of Mr. Pedro Furlan, Ms.
Fernandez, Mr. Claudio Furlan, and Ms. Furlan,™® because:

Mr. Pedro Furlan spent the majority of his time taking care of Sebastian
and being actively involved in his litigation. *®* Additionally, he began
suffering from a “neurotic personality” disorder with psychopathic be-
haviors caused by extreme stress.'® Accordingly, Ms. Fernandez was
forced to work to prevent the family from losing everything they owned.'*
All of this ultimately resulted in Mr. Pedro Furlan and Ms. Ferndndez’s
divorce.'”” Their other son, Mr. Claudio Furlan, was traumatized by his
brother’s accident and the family’s separation.'®® He stopped participat-
ing in activities he enjoyed to help take care of his brother and even
changed his school schedule from full time to nights only, and decided to
live near his brother in case of emergency.’® Similarly, Ms. Furlan suf-
fered from her parents’ divorce and from lack olf attention, since her fam-
ily spent all their energy cariniq for Sebastian.*'® She stopped speaking to
her father out of resentment.**" Per the United Nations Convention on the
Rights of Persons with Disabilities, persons who live in poverty and are
disabled shall receive assistance from the State with disability-related
expenses, but the Furlan family did not receive any support from the
State.'*?

Articles 5(1) (Right to Physical, Mental, and Moral Integrity), 8(1)
(Right to a Hearing Within a Reasonable Time by a Competent and Inde-
pendent Tribunal), 21 (Right to Property), 25(1) (Right to a Recourse Be-
fore a Competent Court), and 25(2)(c) (Remedies Must Be Enforced) and
19 (Rights of the Child), in relation to Articles 1(1) of the Convention, to
the detriment of Sebastian,"** because:

103. Id. “Declares,” 1 5.

104. 1d.

105. 1d. 1 260.

106. Id. 1 262.

107. Furlan and family v. the Republic of Argentina, Preliminary Objections, Merits, Repara-
tions and Costs, 1 262.
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There was a de facto discrimination associated with the State’s violation
of Articles of the Convention, which establishes that*** minors and people
with disabilities shall enjoy the same access to justice and efficient legal
processes as those who do not face disadvantages.'*

C. Dissenting and Concurring Opinions
1. Concurring Opinion of Judge Margarette May Macaulay

In a separate opinion, Judge Macaulay analbyzed the State’s duty re-
garding the right to health and social security."*° She stated that, per the
“principle of non-discrimination,” there needs to be additional protective
measures in cases involving people with disabilities."*” Ultimately she
concluded that the State violated Article 26 (Duty to Progressively De-
velop Economic, Social, and Cultural Rights), in relation to Articles 5
(Right to Humane Treatment) and 1(1) (Obligation of Non-Discrimina-
tion) of the American Convention, to the detriment of Sebastian.™®

IV. REPARATIONS
The Court ruled unanimously that the State had the following obligations:

A. Specific Performance (Measures of Satisfaction and Non-Repetition
Guarantee)

1. Judgment as a Form of Reparation

The Court indicated that the Judgment itself should be understood
as a form of reparation.**®

114. 1d.

115. 1d. 1 268.

116. Furlan and family v. Argentina, Preliminary Objections, Merits, Reparations and Costs,
Concurring Opinion of Judge Margarette May Macaulay, Inter-Am. Ct. H.R. (ser. C) No. 246, 1
(Aug. 31, 2012).

117. 1d. §15.

118. Id.
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Costs, “Orders,” 1 1.
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2. Provide Medical, Psychological, and Psychiatric Treatment for Vic-
tims

The State must provide medical, psychological, and psychiatric
treatment to the victim’s family free of charge through the State’s health
care services.'® The treatment must be on a case-by-case basis, tailored
to each member of the family and their individual needs.*?! The location
of the facility should be near their home.'??

3. Establish an Interdisciplinary Group

The State must establish a multidisciplinary structure to rehabilitate
Sebastian in the areas of education, society, and work.’?® This group
should consider Sebastian’s OPinions to determine appropriate avenues
he can take to better his life.'?

4. Issue Publications
The State must publish the official summary of the Judgment in the
Official Gazette and in a national newspaper, and publish the full Judg-
ment online.*”®
5. Legislative Reform
The State must implement laws that will allow for access to health
and social security benefits."*® When a person is diagnosed with a serious
problem related to a disability, the State must ensure that person and his/
her family are provided with a manual that outlines their rights, benefits,
and how to access them, as well as information on institutions.™*’
B. Compensation

The Court awarded the following amounts:

120. 1d. 1284.

121. Id.

122. 1d.

123. 1d. 1288.

124. 1d.
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1. Pecuniary Damages

The Court awarded $30,000 to Mr. Pedro Furlan for loss of wages
as well as $6,000 for consequential damages.'?® The Court also awarded
$3,000 to Ms. Fernandez for consequential damages.**®

2. Non-Pecuniary Damages

The Court awarded $60,000 to Sebastian, $30,000 to Mr. Pedro Fur-
lan, and $15,000 each to Ms. Fernandez, Mr. Claudio Furlan, and Ms.
Furlan.®°

3. Costs and Expenses

The State must pay $3,500 to Mr. Pedro Furlan for the costs related
to the case before the Commission.** The State must reimburse the Vic-
tim’s Legal Assistance Fund $13,547.87 for expenses relating to the pub-
lic hearing.'*?

4. Total Compensation (including Costs and Expenses ordered):
$191,047.87
C. Deadlines

The State must reimburse the Victim’s Legal Assistance fund within
90 days of the Judgment.**

The State must pay Mr. Pedro Furlan the costs related to the case
before the Commission within one year of the Judgment.***

The State must comply with the publishing orders within six months
of it being issued.'*®

Victims who intend to use State health services must notify the State
within six months of the judgment.**®

128. Id. 1 316.

129. Id.

130. Id. ¥ 321.

131. Furlan and family v. Argentina, Preliminary Objections, Merits, Reparations and Costs, {
325.

132. 1d. §328.

133. Id.

134. Id. §325.

135. 1d. “And Orders,” 1 4.

136. Id. 1 284.
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The State must submit yearly reports for three years on the
tive reform and the multidisciplinary group created for Sebastian.

The State must submit a report on compliance within one year of the
Judgment.**®

The State must pay Pecuniary and non-pecuniary damages within
one year of the Judgment.**

Ilesglsla-

V. INTERPRETATION AND REVISION OF JUDGMENT
[None]
VI1.COMPLIANCE AND FOoLLOW-UP

[None]

VII. LiST oF DOCUMENTS

A. Inter-American Court

1. Preliminary Objections
[None]

2. Decisions on Merits, Reparations and Costs
Furlan & Family v. the Republic of Argentina, Preliminary Objections,

Merits, Reparations and Costs, Judgment, Inter-Am. Ct. H.R. (ser. C) No.
246 (Aug. 31, 2012).

Furlan & Family v. the Republic of Argentina, Preliminary Objections,
Merits, Reparations and Costs, Concurring Opinion of Judge Margarette
May Macaulay, Inter-Am. Ct. H.R. (ser. C) No. 246 (Aug. 31, 2012).

Furlan & Family v. the Republic of Argentina, Preliminary Objections,
Merits, Reparations and Costs, Abstract, Inter-Am. Ct. H.R. (ser. C) No.
246 (Aug. 31, 2012).
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139. Id. 1 329.
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https://iachr.lls.edu/sites/iachr.lls.edu/files/iachr/Court_and_Commission_Documents/2016-2017R3/furlan_001_judgment_aug_2012.pdf
https://iachr.lls.edu/sites/iachr.lls.edu/files/iachr/Court_and_Commission_Documents/2016-2017R3/furlan_001_judgment_aug_2012.pdf
https://iachr.lls.edu/sites/iachr.lls.edu/files/iachr/Court_and_Commission_Documents/2016-2017R3/furlan_003_concurring_opinion_of_judge_macaulay_aug_2012.pdf
https://iachr.lls.edu/sites/iachr.lls.edu/files/iachr/Court_and_Commission_Documents/2016-2017R3/furlan_003_concurring_opinion_of_judge_macaulay_aug_2012.pdf
https://iachr.lls.edu/sites/iachr.lls.edu/files/iachr/Court_and_Commission_Documents/2016-2017R3/furlan_003_concurring_opinion_of_judge_macaulay_aug_2012.pdf
https://iachr.lls.edu/sites/iachr.lls.edu/files/iachr/Court_and_Commission_Documents/2016-2017R3/furlan_002_abstract_aug_2012.pdf
https://iachr.lls.edu/sites/iachr.lls.edu/files/iachr/Court_and_Commission_Documents/2016-2017R3/furlan_002_abstract_aug_2012.pdf
https://iachr.lls.edu/sites/iachr.lls.edu/files/iachr/Court_and_Commission_Documents/2016-2017R3/furlan_002_abstract_aug_2012.pdf
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3. Provisional Measures

Furlan & Family v. the Republic of Argentina, Provisional Measures, Or-
der of the President of the Court, Inter-Am. Ct. H.R. (ser. E) (Nov. 23,

2011).

Furlan & Family v. the Republic of Argentina, Provisional Measures, Or-
der of the President of the Court, Inter-Am. Ct. H.R. (ser. E) (Jan. 24,

2012).

Furlan & Family v. the Republic of Argentina, Provisional Measures, Or-
der of the Court, Inter-Am. Ct. H.R. (ser. E) (Jan. 26, 2015).

4. Compliance Monitoring
[None]
5. Review and Interpretation of Judgment
[None]
B. Inter-American Commission
1. Petition to the Commission
[Not Available]
2. Report on Admissibility

Furlan & Family v. the Republic of Argentina, Admissibility Report, Re-
port No. 17/06, Inter-Am. Comm’n H.R.., Case No. 12.539 (March 2,

2006).

3. Provisional Measures
[None]
4. Report on Merits

Furlan & Family v. the Republic of Argentina, Report on Merits, Report
No. 111/10, Inter-Am. Comm’n H.R., Case No. 12.539 (Mar. 15, 2011).



https://iachr.lls.edu/sites/iachr.lls.edu/files/iachr/Court_and_Commission_Documents/2016-2017R3/furlan_005_order_of_the_president_nov_2011.pdf
https://iachr.lls.edu/sites/iachr.lls.edu/files/iachr/Court_and_Commission_Documents/2016-2017R3/furlan_005_order_of_the_president_nov_2011.pdf
https://iachr.lls.edu/sites/iachr.lls.edu/files/iachr/Court_and_Commission_Documents/2016-2017R3/furlan_005_order_of_the_president_nov_2011.pdf
https://iachr.lls.edu/sites/iachr.lls.edu/files/iachr/Court_and_Commission_Documents/2016-2017R3/furlan_004_order_of_the_president_jan_2012.pdf
https://iachr.lls.edu/sites/iachr.lls.edu/files/iachr/Court_and_Commission_Documents/2016-2017R3/furlan_004_order_of_the_president_jan_2012.pdf
https://iachr.lls.edu/sites/iachr.lls.edu/files/iachr/Court_and_Commission_Documents/2016-2017R3/furlan_004_order_of_the_president_jan_2012.pdf
https://iachr.lls.edu/sites/iachr.lls.edu/files/iachr/Court_and_Commission_Documents/2016-2017R3/furlan_006_order_of_the_court_jan_2015.pdf
https://iachr.lls.edu/sites/iachr.lls.edu/files/iachr/Court_and_Commission_Documents/2016-2017R3/furlan_006_order_of_the_court_jan_2015.pdf
https://iachr.lls.edu/sites/iachr.lls.edu/files/iachr/Court_and_Commission_Documents/2016-2017R3/furlan_007_admissibility_report_mar_2006.pdf
https://iachr.lls.edu/sites/iachr.lls.edu/files/iachr/Court_and_Commission_Documents/2016-2017R3/furlan_007_admissibility_report_mar_2006.pdf
https://iachr.lls.edu/sites/iachr.lls.edu/files/iachr/Court_and_Commission_Documents/2016-2017R3/furlan_007_admissibility_report_mar_2006.pdf
https://iachr.lls.edu/sites/iachr.lls.edu/files/iachr/Court_and_Commission_Documents/2016-2017R3/furlan_008_report_on_merits_oct_2010.pdf
https://iachr.lls.edu/sites/iachr.lls.edu/files/iachr/Court_and_Commission_Documents/2016-2017R3/furlan_008_report_on_merits_oct_2010.pdf
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5. Application to the Court
[Not Available]
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