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and Cost). JACHR. 24 November 2010, Ser. C. No.219, para. 301.

51) Supra note(30). paras. 302-304.
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17 June 2005, Ser. C, No.125, para. 242.
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Vargas Areco v. Paraguay(Monitoring Compliance), "considering”, para. 16.

58) Tibi v. Ecuador(Monitoring Compliance), TACHR, 3 March 2011, “considering”, para. 10.
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- 251 -



TEE KR F21E BN

AEE JAANA BAES AEFAAT, F4HA AFHe gk xg
Carpio Nicolle v. Guatemala AFAGIAME w|FlAAHALE A=l st
FHA AHRE BFIAAT, FeH T AR FAFHA dF2 ATk o
& FAE] ANEHE A FAAARLS] BEETAT 2DEY 9F
olA] o]F-gjgte] digt o st AMAZX7F gl7] WEe T =7 1A

F 2eA A AGE 7R 5 Hel gle AL 2 5 Aok

4) MYLx|e| 2

Adraae] B4 7] 71EA el HiHs A43E wEEA ¢
At mFdAAALE AT F7re FE HEY HFE 87 & Atk
Az B #ste] vFdAARLE AEHEG A U mF9
AL BAE AR B WO E NAstete BEe] Aol Ak
I8y gREY PFAQAFS A S nFAAARLY AH o) I
F MES M 98 E9 Fd AF = Caude Reyes et al. v. Chile
Abde A mlEd AR B B wet FA7HY FEATH S @

63) Girls Yean and Bosico v. Dominican Republic(Prelimonary Objections, Merits, Reparations,
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[Abstract]

A Study on Duty of Compliance with Ruling in the
Inter-American Court of Human Rights in Light of the

American Convention on Human Rights

- Focusing on Judgements by the Inter-American Court
of Human Rights -

Lee, Hyeong-Seok
Doctor of jurisprudence, Wonkwang University,

Bonghwang honors school, Research Frofessor

What protects and promotes all the human rights without distinction is
the basic ideology of a law-governed country. Through the basic human

rights guarantee, a country needs to secure so that everybody can live with
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dignity regardless of any conditions such as gender, race, and nation. The
regional human rights protection systems like the American Convention on
Human Rights are those that were established in order to secure everybody's
way to pursue definition and compensation for the human rights violations
when the domestic judicial system would collapse. The system of human
rights protection in the American continent, which is composed of TACHR
(Inter-American Commission on Human Rights) and Inter-American Court
of Human Rights, is the essentially complement system for reinforcing the
protection that is prescribed in the domestic law across the Americas. The
Inter-American Court of Human Rights was established for the effective
guarantee of the American Convention on Human Rights. The Inter-
American Court of Human Rights delivers judgement to the corresponding
state by hearing and deciding a human rights violation case in the
American continent. However, if the corresponding country doesn't properly
fulfill the judgement that the Inter-American Court of Human Rights made
for the human rights guarantee, the right contents in light of the American
Convention on Human Rights will be what is literal and formal. Hence, the
American Convention on Human Rights is giving the duty of compliance
with ruling in the Inter-American Court of Human Rights to the treaty
powers in express terms. This study aims to consider the actual condition of
the contents and the execution on the duty of compliance with ruling in
light of the American Convention on Human Right focusing on the
judgements made by the Inter-American Court of Human Rights.

Key words : American Convention on Human Rights, Inter-American Court

of Human Rights, Regional Human Rights Protection, Duty of

Compliance with Ruling, Measure of execution
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