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Introduction
This project is framed within IPYS' objectives to promote the right to access public information and the transparency of the State in the countries that constitute the 'Andean Group' (Perú, Ecuador, Bolivia, Venezuela and Colombia). 

This report is an account of the situation of the activities carried out during the period ranging from October 2010 to May 2011, regarding the following countries: Peru, Bolivia, Ecuador and Venezuela. 

1 THE PERUVIAN CASE

1.1 What are sworn affidavits and what is their use?

Citizen’s participation and overseeing/ oversight

Before looking at the concept and use of sworn affidavits, we must understand the reason for their existence and the premises they are based on.
The Constitution establishes that Perú is a democratic country in its 43rd article. This implies that the citizens have the right and the duty to participate in the construction and consolidation of such regime. Art. 2.17 of the Constitution establishes the right to participate, individually or as part of an association, in the Nation’s political, economic, social and cultural life.
This participation does not just consist in electing authorities freely, or proposing initiatives for legislation, but includes the faculty to demand a rendering of accounts/ accountability from the authorities. That has been given expression to in art. 31 of the Fundamental Law, which expressly states that the citizens have the right to participate in public matters through referendums; legislative initiatives; the removal or revocation of authorities and by demanding a rendering of accounts.
In this regard, the Inter American Court of Human Right’s jurisprudence has pronounced emphatically on the exercise of this right, pointing out that:
"The democratic control by society through public opinion encourages the transparency of government activities and promotes the accountability of public officials.  Therefore, to enable people to exercise democratic control, it is essential that the State should guarantee access to information of public interest that is under its control. 
 By allowing the exercise of this democratic control, a greater participation of people in the interests of society is encouraged.”

We may conclude, therefore, that the citizenry’s democratic participation includes the democratic control of authorities and officials, who can be asked to render accounts to evaluate and oversee their public work. In order to exercise this kind of control, sworn affidavits are a useful auditing tool whose nature we will now analyze.
Legal regulation of sworn affidavits

-1993 Constitution
The Constitution first refers to sworn affidavits when addressing public administration in the State. Article 40 establishes that publishing information in the official newspaper about all earnings, of all kinds, received by high ranking officials and other officials as stated by the law, on account of their posts/appointments, is mandatory.
Article 41 refers specifically to assets and revenue statements:
“Article 41. The officials and public servants designated by law, or who administrate or manage State funds or those of organizations supported by the State, must present assets and revenue statements on taking office, while exercising their duties and on leaving their position.  The statement must be published in the official newspaper in the form and conditions established by law.
 When unlawful enrichment is presumed, the Attorney General, whether based on accusations by third parties or acting on its own accord, presses charges before the Judiciary.
|The law establishes the responsibility of officials and public servants, as well as the period of time for which they will be disqualified from public service.
This period is doubled in cases of crimes committed against the State’s patrimony".
-Law 27482, which regulates the publication of State officials and public servants' sworn income, assets and revenue statements
The law referred to by the Constitution that develops this instrument's content is Law 27482, a Law that regulates the publication of State officials and public servants' sworn income, assets and revenue statements, enacted in 2001. It stipulates that sworn income, assets and revenue statements are documents in which officials or public servants register all their incomes, assets and revenues, duly specified and valuated, both within the country and abroad.

-Regulations S.D. Nº 080-2001-PCM
This law is complemented by its regulations, S.D. Nº 080-2001-PCM, which specifies the concept of sworn affidavit adding that assets, incomes and revenues include remunerations, fees, incomes obtained from the rent, subletting or transfer of properties, from the rent, subletting and transfer of real estate, interests originated from investments, royalties, life annuities, expenses or similar, real estate, savings, investments in the financial system, other properties or incomes and everything that results in economic benefits for the “Obliged”.
 Also, article 6 of the regulations binds the officials to include any joint properties and revenues. 

-Are sworn affidavits really public?

The regulations of the sworn affidavits Law establishes a distinction in the format in which these must be presented before the authority and the format in which they must be published: 
“Article 15.- The Single Format of the Sworn Income, Assets and Revenue Statement attached to these Regulations includes two sections.  The first section will include the information that shall be filed and guarded by the Administration General Department, or the office that represents it, and which shall be sent to the Republic’s Controller General. The second section will include the information that must be published by the Official Newspaper El Peruano according to the terms established by these Regulations.

Considering the rights established by items 5) and 7) of Peru’s Political Constitution 2nd Article, the first section may only be used by control agencies or if demanded by a court order”.
The second section mentioned by the regulations is some sort of general summary of what is established in the first section and does not include any itemized or specific information, but only the following: monthly income, properties and others of the public and private sector.
-The Conflict between the Constitution, the Law and the regulations

The distinction made in the regulations generates an apparent contradiction between them, the Constitution and the Law, because article 41 of the Constitution binds officials to a periodical publication of their total income, which implies a maximum publicity regime for these instruments.   The same can de surmised by reading the Law, which in the last paragraph of article 4 establishes that the Sworn Affidavit is registered and filed as a public instrument in the Republic’s Controller General Office; and a copy that has been authenticated by a relevant official is filed in the corresponding entity.
We face two higher ranking pieces of legislation (constitutional and legal) that establish the public character of sworn affidavits, which is limited by a lower ranking piece of legislation (regulations) that establishes a distinction within the sworn affidavits and declares one section to be public and another private or confidential.
This contradiction moved IYS to promote in the past Habeas Data processes with the aim of making the Constitutional Tribunal establish clear criteria about the nature of sworn affidavits. As we shall see, the Tribunal began by applying restrictive criteria regarding the publication of the first section, but then progressed in its interpretation and established that some categories of the sworn affidavit’s first section are in fact public by nature.
The Constitutional Tribunal and its first interpretation

Casas Chardón vs Ministry of Defense case (Expedient 09944-2005-PHD/TC)
The Constitutional Tribunal issued a ruling in February 2006 about a petition made by a former IPYS legal adviser, Javier Casas Chardón, who requested the first section of the Ministry of Defense’s minister and vice-ministers' sworn affidavits. This request was denied during administrative proceedings and by both instances of the legal courts, so that Casas filed an appeal based on constitutional rights injury against the sentence issued by Lima's Superior Court Fourth Civil Division.
In this sentence, the Tribunal does not explore the conflict generated by the regulations and the alleged collision between a constitutional provision and another one of a lesser rank. Furthermore, the Tribunal limits itself to quoting the regulations, pointing out that “the additional information requested (meaning the first section) can only be used for the purposes established by the law, its publication being an invasion of personal and family intimacy” and that “as a consequence, the defendant has not violated the constitutional right invoked, so that the demand should be disregarded”
.
As can be observed, the Tribunal did not offer a profound juridical argument about the controversy and avoided pronouncing about the nature of sworn affidavits’ first section. 

The Casas Chardón vs MINTRA case: the Tribunal changes its judgment

Several years later, in 2009, the Tribunal issued a new sentence regarding public officials’ sworn affidavits. On this occasion, attorney Casas Chardón had requested from the Ministry of Transport and Communications a copy of the minister and vice-ministers’ sworn affidavits. As in the first case, the request was denied both by administrative and judicial instances, and an appeal based on constitutional rights injury was presented before the Tribunal so that it would issue a sentence.
On this opportunity, the Open Society Justice Initiative presented an amicus curiae report in which it expressed its opinions about the public character of public officials’ sworn affidavits, stating the need to establish their public character to a maximum degree in the interests of the fight against corruption, transparency in administration and the establishment of an effective democratic and civic control.
Unlike in the first case we presented, this time the Tribunal analyzed the demand’s controversial issues in a minute and detailed manner.  It began by issuing a statement about the alleged contradiction implied by article 15 of the regulations, which, as stated earlier, limits the public character of sworn affidavits as accorded by the Law and the Constitution. Regarding this issue, the Tribunal ruled that such a contradiction does not exist, as the regulations amount to a development of what the Law has established and the limitation expressed in the regulations must emanate directly from it (…) so that the principle of legality cannot be claimed to be affected
.
Nevertheless, the Tribunal then goes on to analyze sworn affidavits’ first section, evaluating the items included in it one by one and establishing which, according to its own criteria, do constitute public information. Thus, the Tribunal determined that the following items do constitute public information: financial instruments, accountable real and personal property and public sector incomes and property.
On the other hand, private information includes financial operations (protected by the banking secrecy law), private sector incomes and property, non-accountable personal property, as well as savings, deposits and investments in the financial system (all of which are protected by the right to intimacy).
Faced by this collision between the right to intimacy and banking secret laws and the right to access public information, the Tribunal applied a proportionality test, with the aim of establishing if it is legitimate, ideal, necessary and proportional to limit the right to intimacy and banking secret to the attainment of the essential aim, the prevention of and the fight against corruption.  After applying the test, the Tribunal concluded that although the limitation is legitimate and ideal, it is not necessary, because according to the current legal framework, the Republic’s Controller General Office has the obligation to review sworn affidavits with the aim of detecting imbalances and irregularities that may lead to suspicions of corruption among officials. 

Therefore, the Tribunal concluded, because legitimate entities to control the public administration already exist, it is not necessary for citizens to have access to information protected by the right to intimacy to carry out the same task. It also added that the rate of crimes against assets has increased, and that the publication of this information could lead to more of them being committed.
Finally, the Tribunal ordered the delivery of those items of the first section determined as public information, keeping as private those that are protected by banking secrecy laws and the right to intimacy.
1.2 IPYS and sworn affidavit requests: 

18 Ministers, only 3 complete sworn affidavits

Bearing in mind the Tribunal’s jurisprudence mentioned above, IPYS requested information from Peru’s 18 ministries, within the project’s framework, asking in each case for copies of each minister's sworn incomes, assets and revenues statements, as well as all the sworn affidavits periodically presented. The requests were made between the 7th and 10th January 2011. All of them were presented to the respective ministries’ reception desks.
It is important to point out that no mention of the Constitutional Tribunal’s sentence was made on the request. This was intentional, as one of the objectives was to determine if the officials in charge of handing out public information knew about the sentence and applied its criteria at the moment of delivering it. 
Initial Difficulties

No difficulties were generally encountered when delivering the requests to the reception desks: most of them were received and dated to establish the legal term when the information should be delivered. However, the request was not received at the Ministry of Agriculture. They claimed that the person in charge of information had been replaced and asked that the request should be sent via email. 

 At the Ministry of Justice a special form requesting the information had to be completed. This is not necessary according to the law; however, the request was finally received. 

The Ministry of Production required additionally that the request should be sent by fax, which was done.
Complying with Established Terms
The Peruvian Transparency and Access to public Information Law, identified with number 27806, establishes a term of 7 business days for the delivery of public information. This term can be extended for 5 additional days if there are any difficulties gathering the information.
	


	ON LEGAL TERM
	OUT OF TERM 
	COMPLETE
	NOT COMPLETE*
	DENIAL** 

	Culture
	x
	
	
	x
	x

	trade
	x
	
	
	x
	x

	Ministries council/Education
	
	x
	
	x
	x

	Defense
	
	x
	
	x
	

	Justice
	
	x (no answer)
	
	
	

	Energy and mines
	
	x
	
	x
	x

	Economy
	x
	
	
	x
	x

	Foreign affaires
	
	x (no answer)
	
	x
	x

	Women
	x
	
	x
	
	

	Health 
	x
	
	
	x
	

	Transport
	x
	
	x
	
	

	Work 
	
	x
	
	x
	

	Agriculture
	x
	
	
	x
	

	Interior
	
	x
	
	x
	x

	Production
	x
	
	
	x
	x

	Environment
	x
	
	
	x
	

	Housing
	x
	
	x
	
	


*Only delivered the sworn affidavits’ first section                                                                                                   **Refuse to deliver the sworn affidavits’ second section.

As we can see from the chart below ten entities respected the legal term (Environment, Foreign Trade, Culture, Justice, Women, Production, Health, Transport and Housing).
Of those ministries that did not comply, 3 did not deliver the information until the corresponding appeal was filed (Economy and Finances, Foreign Affairs and Culture) The information delivered by these 3 ministries is included in letters dated within the legal term, however, IPYS was not notified at the time.
Finally, after filing the corresponding appeals, all the ministries delivered the information.
Nature of the Responses

The petition specifically requested copies of the sworn affidavits’ first and second sections. Of all the ministries, only three of them delivered both sections (Women, Transport and Housing).

The other 15 ministries only delivered the sworn affidavits’ second section. Some of them justified why they did not deliver the first section (Trade, Culture, Economy, Education, Energy and Mines, Interior, Justice, the Ministers’ Council, Production, Foreign Affairs, Work), while others just delivered the second section without justifying why they had responded incompletely (Agriculture, Environment, Defense, Health).
The main reason presented to justify not delivering the first section was that the right to intimacy, as established by items 5 and 7 of the Constitution’s 2nd article, would be affected.  In accordance with this, the exception of confidential information regarding the invasion of personal and family intimacy is quoted.
Appeals
Of the 15 ministries that did not respond satisfactorily to the request, appeals were filed against 7 of them, while the possibility of initiating Habeas Data processes against the rest was reserved as a possibility. In this case appealing is an administrative resource provided by transparency law, whereby a superior authority of the entity involved must give a second opinion about the denial of public information.  
The appeals did quote the Casas Chardón vs Ministry of Transport sentence explicitly, highlighting the Tribunal’s decision to consider some of the items included in the first section as public information.
	

	ON LEGAL TERM
	OUT OF TERM
	FOUNDED/ INFORMATION DELIVERED 
	UNFOUNDED

	Culture
	
	x (not solved)
	
	

	Ministries Council
	
	X (not solved)
	
	

	Justice
	x
	
	x (only the first section)
	

	Energy And Mines
	
	x
	x
	

	Foreign Affaires
	x
	
	
	x

	Work
	x
	
	
	x


IPYS. Appeals filed against ministries. Sworn affidavits’ first and second sections requests, 2011

The chosen ministries were Culture, Energy and Mines, the Ministers’ Council, Foreign Affairs, Work, Justice and Economy and Finances. The last two, however, did not receive the write at the reception desk because they delivered the information requested that same day.
In the case of the remaining five appeals, 3 ministries have already responded: Foreign Affairs, the Ministers’ Council and Work. In every case the central argument has been the same: a reaffirmation of the sworn affidavits’ first section private character and a statement declaring that the Constitutional Tribunal’s sentence invoked is non-binding by nature and therefore is not applicable to these requests.
Conclusions

Sworn income, assets and revenue statements are important instruments that contribute to provide citizens with the possibility of overseeing their government and exerting democratic control, based on the rule of law and public participation in the country’s social life.
The citizens’ have the faculty to demand accountability from the government’s officials in order to prevent acts of corruption and fight against asset laundering and unlawful enrichment.
The Constitution and the Law state that sworn affidavits are public documents that should be published periodically, while the law’s regulations establish a distinction that could be limiting the citizens’ right to access public information.
The Constitutional Tribunal has made progress in favor of the access to public information, establishing that the first section of sworn assets and income statements is not private as a whole, but that some of its items are eminently public by nature and its publication is justified. 
Despite the criteria established by the Constitutional Tribunal, State entities (in this case mostly ministries) are not aware of or fail to apply the jurisprudence and the already established criteria, insisting on a literal interpretation that restricts the right to access information.
Even after informing the ministries of the Tribunal’s sentence, they insist on their restrictive position, denying the effects of the jurisprudence and declaring the Tribunal’s sentence non-binding.
2  THE ECUADORIAN CASE
2.1 Introduction
Since 18 May 2004, the Transparency and Access to Public Information Organic Law has been in force in Ecuador. It establishes the parameters within which citizens can exercise their right to access information, as well as the authorities’ obligations regarding the transparency of the public administration.

Article 18, item 2 of the Republic’s Constitution institutes the right to access public information.It establishes that every person, both as an individual and collectively, has the right to:“Access freely all information generated in public entities, or in those private ones that manage State funds or carry out public functions.No information shall be confidential, except in those cases as established specifically by the law.In the case of human rights’ violations, no public entity shall refuse information”.This right is also recognized by article 19 of the International Agreement on Civil and Political Rights and by article 13 of the Inter American Convention of Human Rights.

Additionally, it is guaranteed by article 1 of the Transparency and Access to Public Information Organic Law (LOTAIP in Spanish) which establishes that:“Access to public information is a right of people guaranteed by the State (…)
Bearing all this in mind, a survey was carried out to find out the number of Ministries that are part of the Executive in order to initiate our project about requests to access public information. A total number of 35 were identified. Of these, 12 have not included in their web portals their respective ministers’ sworn asset statements, information that was declared public by LOTAIP.
For this project we decided to present our access requests to 15 Ministries chosen through a draw. These were:
1. Ministry for the Coordination of Strategic Sectors

2. National Department of Risk Management

3. National Department of Communication

4. Ministry of the Interior

5. National Department of Administrative Transparency

6. Ministry for the Coordination of Social Development

7. Ministry of Industries and Competitiveness

8. Ministry of National Defense

9. Ministry of Agriculture, Stockbreeding, Aquaculture and Fishery

10. Ministry of Industrial Relations

11. Ministry for the Coordination of Economic Policies

12. Ministry of the Environment

13. Ministry for the Coordination of  Natural and Cultural Heritage

14. Ministry of Finance

15. National Department of Planning and Development

2.2 Results
Our monitoring’s results were based on the classification presented by the Open Society Institute - OSI, in its study entitled "Transparency and Silence" and replicated in the book La Palabra Rota (The Broken Word), edited by Fundamedios in 2010, in its chapter about access to information.
Of the 15 requests presented to different Ministries, 11 received an answer, 3 did not and 1 ministry did not receive the request.
Of the requests that received an answer, 6 received it within the time established by the law (10 days), but only three of them contained the complete information. The other three referred us to their webpage. Of those institutions that responded late, only 1 of them delivered all the information requested and the other 3 referred us to their webpage.
The Ministry of the Interior, which delivered only partial information and late, argued that the statements effected were neither created nor produced with State resources and, therefore, are to be handed in only if ordered by court.
Detailed results
RESULTS IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE PROVISION OF THE LAW
Information was delivered (complete and within the time established)
Ministry for the Coordination of Strategic Sectors, Ministry of the Environment and Ministry for the Coordination of Natural and Cultural Heritage.
RESULTS PARTIALLY IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE PROVISION OF THE LAW
· Information delivered late

Ministry for the Coordination of Social Development
· Incomplete information (within the time established but incomplete)
National Department of Administrative Transparency
· Incomplete information delivered late

Ministry of National Defense, Ministry of Finance, National Department of Planning and Development
RESULTS IN VIOLATION OF THE PROVISION OF THE LAW
· No Answer

National Department of Risk Management, National Department of Communication, Ministry of Agriculture, Stockbreeding and Fishery
· We were unable to present the request

Ministry of Industrial Relations
· Institution responded that the information is not public

Ministry of the Interior
2.3 Administrative process to access Public Information

The person who is interested in accessing public information that is filed, managed or produced by legal entities governed by public law, should present a written request addressed to the institution’s incumbent. The request should include the petitioner’s identification and the location of the information requested, which must be then provided in the time limit indicated by article 9 of LOTAIP.

Time limits

Once the request has been presented to the relevant organization, article 9 of LOTAIP establishes that the entity’s incumbent or legal representative will be responsible of receiving and responding to the information requests that arrive at the institution in “(…) the peremptory time limit of ten days, which can be extended for another five days for reasons that are duly justified and notified to the petitioner”.
The denial to access information or the lack of an answer within the time limit established by the law, will give cause to the pertinent administrative, judicial and constitutional appeals and the imposition upon the responsible officials of the sanctions established by this law.

Appeal to access information

Article 22 of LOTAIP establishes that the right to access information will also be guaranteed in court by an appeal to access information.

A person has the capacity to file an appeal to access information if information of any nature referred to by this law is implicitly or specifically denied, whether by a refusal to deliver it, or if it is incomplete or has been altered or is false, even if the resolution is based on the classified or confidential character of the information requested.

The appeal to access information can be filed before any civil judge or 1st instance court in the possessor of the requested information’s jurisdiction.

Constitutional appeal to access information
Furthermore, the Ecuadorian Constitution, in its article 19, establishes a constitutional appealwith the purpose of guaranteeing access to information when it has been “implicitly or specifically denied or when the information supplied is incomplete or untruthful.This can be filed even if the denial is based on the secret, classified, confidential or any other categorization of the character of the information.The information’s classified status must be declared before the request is made by the relevant authority as established by the law".
3 THE VENEZUELAN CASE
There is no law about access to public information in Venezuela. However, article 51 of the Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela's Constitution establishes that:“Every person has the right to present or address requests to any entity or public official about matters of their competence and to obtain a timely and adequate answer.Those who infringe this right will be sanctioned as established by the law, even to the point of being removed from office”. Likewise, article 57 of the Constitution states that “Every person has the right to timely, truthful and unbiased information, without censorship, according to the principles of this Constitution”. In the light of this legal basis, IPYS Venezuela requested access to the sworn statements in the country’s 26 ministries.  The request was also sent to the Republic’s Vice-presidency, where the messenger was sent from office to office, but the request was received by none of the officials who read it. We must highlight the fact that IPYS Venezuela did not receive a favorable response in any of these cases.
4 THE BOLIVIAN CASE
Bolivia has no law about the access to public information either. However, article 106 of the State’s Political Constitution and Supreme Decree Number 28168 issued on 17 May 2005 recognize the right to access information. In the light of this legal basis, Bolivia’s National Press Association (ANP) sent requests for access to sworn declarations to the country’s 21 ministries. The answers were very dissimilar. Indeed, in one case a non-certified copy was sent of the summary of the sworn statement before the Comptroller General of the State. In two cases the ANP got a non-certified copy of the form used to present a sworn assets and services statement. In five cases the reply was a suggestion to look over the Comptroller General of the State’s webpage.In three cases an explanation was sent stating that in order to request sworn statements it is necessary to prove legitimate interest. However, a summary of these can be found in the Comptroller General of the State’s webpage. The ANP got no reply in ten cases.
5 THE COLOMBIAN CASE 
On 26 November 2008, the then president of Colombia, Álvaro Uribe, made a series of public declarations through which he committed to hand in his and his children’s sworn affidavits for their due inspection: 

“I will deliver the personal income statements to the Attorney General.  My income statements, all of them, from the first to the last. From the first that I presented when very young to my last income statement. I do it out of respect for the Colombian people, in the interests of transparency and to strengthen (my) moral authority in order to continue to fight every expression of crime.
I will also deliver my children’s income statements”.
As a result of this declaration, on 28 April 2009 Gonzalo Guillén, president of IPYS Colombia, presented a petition to former president Álvaro Uribe requesting him to deliver his and his children’s income statements of the period during which he was in office, just like the former president himself had promised in his declarations.  
In response, the presidency’s secretariat informed the journalist that the income statements had been delivered to the Attorney General as promised by the president and that, therefore, it was not up to it to hand them over to just any person, bearing in mind the classified status of income statements in the country. 

Having received this reply, Guillén appealed to the Attorney General requesting, through his right to petition, the income statements in question. This entity delivered an extraordinary and disconcerting response:  

“The President of the Republic’s income statements were received by this control entity on 28 November 2009, but as examining the President's conduct is not within the Attorney General’s jurisdiction, the documents were returned to the President without us analyzing their contents (..) we must inform you that in the  Attorney General’s office there are no photocopies of said income declarations “

Faced with this response, the journalist presented a petition to the president of Colombia, requesting he should point out what was the objective of announcing to the Colombian people that he would send his and his children’s income statements to the Attorney General, knowing that inspecting the documents was not within this institution’s jurisdiction? 
 The Colombian presidency replied refusing once more to hand over the requested documents.  In the face of this, the journalist decided to go to the Judiciary with a writ for the protection of legal rights. This was denied on the basis that the right to access public information had not been denied because the petitioner had received a response to the requests presented.  

Faced with this, Guillén found himself in the need to appeal to the inter-American system for the protection of human rights “in his capacity as journalist and citizen overseer, with the responsibility of informing the Colombian people about the results of the public promise made by the chief of state to the Colombian people, in the interests of showing his transparency”. 

In Colombia the publication of income statements (sworn affidavits) is not contemplated as an obligation prescribed by any state law. However, the case is of particular interest because of the context in which it is involved: at the time the most important media outlets in Colombia had published information that linked the president and his children to the so called Ponzi scheme mafias and other irregularities such as crimes against the public administration and influence peddling, among others. 

The then President Uribe, responded to those accusations rejecting them categorically and making the public promise (already quoted) of presenting his and his children’s income statements to be scrutinized as necessary in the interests of transparency and respect for Colombian citizens.  

The chief of state’s refusal to make public his sworn statements for their due inspection, and more so the content – apparently deceitful – of his public declarations and promises, constitute a disturbing obstacle to the scrutiny of the State’s activity, attempting against the principles of publicity, transparency and social control of the public administration. 

IPYS Colombia is still waiting for the case to be solved. If it is in a way that favors the plaintiff, it would contribute enormously to enable Colombian citizens to exercise their right to public scrutiny and to make other essentially important requests, for ministers of state’s sworn affidavits for example.






� Inter American Court of Human Rights Claude Reyes vs Chile Case Postulate 86


� Art. 3º Law Nº 27482 Law that regulates the publication of the State’s officials and public servants’ sworn income, assets and revenue statements 


� Art. 5º  D.S. Nº 080-2001-PCM 


� STC Exp. 09944-2005-HD Postulates 6 y 8


� STC Exp. 04407-2007-PHD/CT Legal base 10 y 12
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