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1 this issee of Facus, covering fall and winter 2013-2014, we examine several tapics

that are crucial to understanding the human rights situation in Mexico today. Among
these is the right to pratest, which is increasingly under attack not only in numersus
states but also in Mexico City (the Federal District), where a local government that
presents itself as progressive has shown a striking teadency to repress citizens who
protest against the federal administration, controlled by the PRI party.

We also bring vou updates on a paradigmatic case that has provoked
public discussion both lecally and nationally in Mexico: that of |srael
Arzate Meléndez. After Izrael spent nearly four years in confinement,
accused of 2 crime he did not commit = the massacre of 15 youths in
Villas de Salvdrcar, Cludad Judrez —in Movember 2013, the Supreme Court
resolved his case, ordering hiz immediate liberation since there was never
any evidence against him other than a false confession obtained under
torture.

Guadalupe Meléndez, lsraels mother, has always been her son's
foremost defender, and never lost hope that lsrael's innecence would be
established. Along the way, Guadalupe became a fulltime human rights
defender in Cludad Judrez, and |5 featured in this issue's section dedicated
to defenders.

You will alzo find news regarding the caze of the forced disappearances
of five members of the Guzman Cruz family in the state of Michoacan. On
July 12, 2013, the case was admitted by the Inter-American Commission
on Human Rights. Center Prodh and the Diego Lucero Foundation now
continue litigating the merits of this internaticnal case, which stems from
a petition presented in 2006 fellowing the failure of Mexico's Special
Prosecutor for Crimes of the Past to clarify and punish this ar any other
grave human rights viclation committed during the period known as the
Dirty War.

We also present a new case of injustice and the impriscnment ofinnocents:
this time, the victim is Angel Amilcar, 2 Honduran human rights defender
who sought to cross Mexico to the United States in order to earn money
to pay for cancer treatments for his young son. In Tijuana, Baja California,
he was arbitrarily detained, tortured, and falsely accused of organized
crime, despite the lack of evidence against him. He has been imprisoned
for over four years during his trial and continues to await justice.

We close this Issue celebrating the 25th anniversary of Center Prodh,
rermembering those who have come before us and honoring those with
whom wie work, who inspire us every day and give us a reason to go on
fighting for justice in spite of the obstacles we face. ™
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GUADALUPE
MELENDEZ:

FROM TRAGEDY
T0 ACTIVISM

vadalupe Melénder was born in Chibuabea, Chihuabua. She is the

eldest of four sisters and three hrothers. Her mother, Tomasa,
tanght ber to work and take care of the family. From the age of
five, Guadalupe bas speat mast of ber lime i Ciudad Judrer. She
wishes to live the rest of ber life there, and still remembers it as
the city where she kad 2 happy childbood 20d yuuth.

Lupita, as they call her, initially worked helping her
mother with domestic joba in El Paso, Texas. Later
on, she worked as a waitress in a restaurant called
“Lupita”, her own name. In order to cover household
tgn ses, at fourteen she started working at an
RCA factory —one of the first television factories
that settled in Qudad Judrez. Since 1965, factones
have been the major economic motor of Cludad
Judrez; they create jobs requiring little experience
and offering low wages, for the benefit of the
American market.

At 15years old, Lupita got married; she su uent
had four sons :ﬁd ﬁ:ughttr. Alter m:m 4;?;
marriage she divorced her husband, because “he
was locking for a submissive woman that put up
with his abuses,” recalls Guadalupe. Since then, she
has been the head of the f:lmil.i: previding both
economically and emotionally for hér children.
Unfortunatealy, her life changed completely at the
beginning of 2010, when 15 young students were
massacred in the Villas de Salvdcar district of the
city and her son Israel Arzate Meléndez was falsely
accused of the killings.
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Israel was tortuned for 30 hours by the military untl
he confessed to a crime he never committed. This
sequence of events took any sense of calmness from
Lupita, but it also led her to reveal an activist side
that she had carried within her since childhood.

Now, Guadalupe Meléndez calls herself a human
rights defender, for injustice has al troubled
her. Given that she sought justice for her son
sée article on lsrael Arzate), since June 2010 she

as worked with the human rights organization
Wormen's Network of Ciudad Judrez, after the
organization had supported her in the first march
for the defense of Israel and for justice in Villas
de Salvircar.

Now, Guadalupe Meléndez calls

herself a human rights defender, for
injustice has always troubled her.

With this onganization, Lupita worked on a community
defenders project, disseminating flyers on the
rights of women in regards to feminicide cases and
infermation on how to prevent domestic violence.

Later, Lupita joined the Justice Center for Women.
Currently she gives orientation on what tode in
case of viclence and monitors inwstlgnl.ian:. of
the Public Prosecutor's Office. Her aim 15 to keep
defending and informing her community so that
violence i3 never normmalized.™]
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AFTER NEARLY FOUR YEARS IN PRISON
SUPREME COURT FREES ISRAEL ARZATE
MELENDEZ, INNOCENT VICTIM OF TORTURE

S L % ——

¢ are bappy to inform readers that on November B, 2013, the
sapreme Court ardered the immediate release of Israel Arrate
Meléader, an (nnocent young man who was tertwred and falsely
accesed of participating in the massacre of 15 young people in
Vilkas de Sabwicar, Civdad Juarez, Chikwahea.
Center Prodh, the Women's Hetwork of Judrez and
the Judrez Migrant Support Center celebrate the

Supreme Court's decision, which marked the end
of nearly four years of unjust imprisonment.

The Court’s decision confirmed what numerous
human rights organizations at the national and
intermational levels had already documented: that
Israel was arbitrarily detained for a crime he did
not commit. Some organizations that decurmented
the case and confirmed the existence of torture
were the UN Office of the High Commissicner for
Human Rights, Human Rights Watch, and the Werld
Organization against Torture (OMCT).

For its part, the UN Werking Group on h:rl:nitrar)r
Detention analyzed the case and declared lsrael’s

detention arbitrary, calling for his release since
2011. Prior to the decision of the Supreme Court,
maore than 50 intermational and national networks,
institutions, and organizations called for the
immediate release of lsrael.

The recognition of the innocence of lsrael
represents an historic precedent, and the Supreme
Court’s decision promotes structural changes
that, if implemented, would strengthen the new
criminal justice system by modifying those judicial
practices that currently encourage the admission
of confessions extracted under torture.

Justice for [srael is an essential step towards justice
and truth for the victims of Villas de Salvircar.
State authorities’ insistence on publicly fabricating
charges against Israel demonstrates the importance
of ending the inefficacy, cormuption, and human
rights abuses committed by these institutions,
80 as to ensure that victims of crime have the
cpportunity tofind the truth, justice, and reparations
they deserve,™7

344

M 11r - T -.
FALL-WINTER 201



CRIMINALIZATION OF SOCIAL
PROTEST IN MEXICO CITY

rerturn of the Iestitutional Revelwtionary Party (PRI) to the presidency
has browght with it a pattem of violestt repression of social protest.
Ba December 1, 2012, the day of the mauguration of President Enrigue
Pedty Nieto, demonstrators were repressed and arbitrarily detained by
police In Mexica City. Since thea, protests in the streets of the city have
been staped in a context of excessive and arbitrary use of public force
inchoding numerous arvests of peophe who committed no crime, severe
physical abuse, and use of weapons against the public.

The Mexico City and federal governments have
repressed demonstrators on multiple symbaolic
dates; on June 10th, on September 1st and 13th,
and on October 2nd. Now it 15 common to walk
through the Gty en any given day and see a handhul
of peaceful protesters surrcunded by 300 or 400
riot control pelice.

Criminalization takes several forms depending on
the situation: physical repression of demonstrators;
criminal investigation and progecution against
gocial groups and movement leaders; and
discredinng the protesung organizanons, These
patterns of abuse led Center Prodh to carry cout an
Observation Mission during the march of October
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2nd, which was also documented by other human
rights acuwists and journalists organized within
several networks.

During the Mission, we witnessed an excessive
depl ent of police, groundless detentions and
searches of civilians. At times, aircraft flew over
the march. An active presence of police disguised
as civilians was documented; they reported on
people whe, in their opinion, were suspicious,
as well as making arrests. These police did not
identify thernselves in any way, which later made
it more difficult for themn to be recognized as the
ones responsible for these human rightsvielations.

Moreowver, police used weapons —tear gas, billy clubs
and rubber bullets— as tools of repression against
the public. There weres numerous police attacks
apainst human rights defenders and journalists,
especially those who sought to docurnent arbitrary
detentions, as was the case of several members
of Center Prodh who were beaten after asking a
victim of arbitrary detention what his name was.

You can download our full report on the October

2nd march at httpa//bitly/1eZLPzq ™y

SEMINAR NOTES:

bis past Dctobes, Mexica City was

the site of the Inter-Amesican
Coart of Homan Rights' sessions as
well as the international seminar
Jwiispredential Dialogue and Impact
of Sentences of the Inter-American
Court of Heman Rights. In the latter
eveat, 2 panel discussed the right of
indigessns peoples to priar, free, and
informed coasultation whenever 3
poverament of business has aa interest
in implementing 2 project that woeld
alfect Uheir traditional lands. This
topic is of fendamental importance in 2
country plagoed by the exploitation and
wsarpalion of mdipenous lands without
sech consultation, with devastating
coasequences for the indigesnns
communities invohved.
Regarding this topic, Inter-Amenican Court Judge
Humberto Sierra Porto highlighted that the Court
has issued 18 sentences related to indigenous
peoples’ rights and interprets article 21 of the
American Comvention on Human Rights (right to
property) as including the communal property
rights n?su:h peoples over their ancestral lands.
In other words, the Cournt recognizes indigenous
peoples as collective rights holders.

Sierra Porto emphasized that indigenous peoples’
right to a dignified life is violated when their
worldview is ignored. This is why legal cases
involving the rights of indigenous peoples must
be decided talang into account the worldview of the
community or people involved, rather than limiting
the discussion to statutes and legal codes that
frequently do not consider indigencus ways of life.

Maria del Carmen Lanis Figuerca, a Judge of the
Electoral Tribunal of the Federal Judicial Eranch
(TEPJF), underlined that the Mexican Constitution
recognizes indigenous peoples’ right 1o self-
determination and that the National Development
Plan includes the obligation to consult indigenous
peoples before camying out any development project,
through processes that should be participative,
independent, and equitable.

However, we recall that the limited nature of
the legal recognitions mentioned by the Judge

focus

PERSPECTIVES FROM MEXICAN AND
INTER-AMERICAN JUDGES ON THE
RIGHTS OF INDIGENOUS PEOPLES TO
THEIR ANCESTRAL LANDS
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means that as of today, these principles have not
materialized in practice in Mexico.

Speaking to one aspect of this problem, Pablo
Monroy Gomez, a Judge of the Unitary Tribunal
of the 14th Circuit, observed that in processes of
consultation with indipenous peoples, tension
exists between two different worldviews: in the
western view (represented by authorities and
businesses), the land is just an object to explait,
while to the peoples who inhabit it, the land must be

rotected, for it ks an intrinsic elernent of the human

¢ing and the mother of all future generations.
Moreover, Judge Monroy stressed the falsehood of
the assertion that economic, social and cultural
rights are burdensome rights that the Mexdcan State
canbarely ensure, and recalled that consultation is
an essential element of a participatory democracy.

With the 2011 Constitutional reform incorporating
human rights treaties into the Mexican Constitution,
it is essential that all judges apply the highest
standards of international law relating 1o the
rights of indigenous peoples, and in this sense,
the sentences of the Inter-American Court are an
especially relevant guide. We will keep readers
informed of paradigmatic cases in this area -such
as the Supreme Court case relating to the nghts of
the Tila community toits land in Chiapas, currently
underway- in subsequent issues.™{
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ADMITS CASE OF THE
DISAPPEARANCE OF FIVE MEMBERS

OF THE GUZMAN CRUZ FAMILY

fter T years of initial litigation, the case of the Gurmdn Cruz

family was fownd admissible by the Inter-American Commissian
on Human Rights (IACHR) on July 12, 2003. The case, which involves
the enforced disappearance of five members of this family from the
state of Michoacan, was submitted ta the Commission by the swrviving
family members, the Diego Lucero Foundation, and Center Prodh,
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In the 1970s, the Mexican povernment disappeared
José de Jesds Guzmdn [iménez and his sons Amafer,
Lolén Adenahuer, Venustiano and Armando. The
events of this case took place during the *Dirty
War,” a ntme when crimes against humanity were
committed against people who dissented from
their government’s decisions in any way.

The revolutionary ideals and activities of the
Guzmidn Cruz family led to military and police
attacks in Tarejero, the purepecha indigenous
community to which the family belonged in
Michoacan. In addition to the five enforced
disappearances, including family members who
were not active in revelutionary activities, another
member of the family, Abdallin Guzmin Cruz,
was imprisoned for years, while anather brother,
Alexander, was tortured on several occasions.

Injustice and impunity have remained constant
factors in the lives of the Guzmdn Cruz. After
the disappearance of their tamily members, the
harazsment towards the rest of the family forced
them to flee to Morelia, capital of Michoacan. Filing
acomplaint for the erime of enforced disappearance
was almost impossible at the time due to the
ineffectiveness of such actions as well as the risk
involved in denouncing authorities, In 2002, the
family denounced the case formally before the
Special Prosecutor for crimes of the past, and the
facts had already been investigated and confirmed
by the National Human Rights Commission.
However, Impunity prevails to this day.

For this reason, the family and the above-mentioned
organizations filed a petition before the Inter-
American Commission in 2006. The Mexican
government requestad that the Commission deem

"
"

the case inadmissible on the grounds that there
were legal processes underway and that the victims
had not resorted to a reparations program launched
in 2011. Nevertheless, the Commuission pointed out
that the program did not
include the investigation
and punishment of
the perpetrators and
that it belonged to the
Ministry of the Interior,
which at the time of
the disappearances had
coordinated the now
extinct Federal Security
Directorate, the political
police division in charge
of implementing extermination plans against
dissidents like the Guzmian Cruz.

Mow the Commiszioners will consider both
the petitioners’ and the Mexican government'’s
submissions on the merits of the case 50 a2 to i=sue
a merits report. If the povernment does not comply

with the recommendations in the report, it could
find itself once again before the Inter-American
Court of Human Rights, which will be in a position
to issue a binding judicial sentence, as ocourred in
the Rosendo Radilla case,
which also dealt with an
enforced disappearance
committed during the

Drirty War.

Another chapter of the
search for justice unfolds
forty years after the
enforced disappearance
of José de Jesis Guzman
fimeénez and of Armandea,
colén Adenahuer,
Amafer and Venustiano Guzmaén Cruz. Now
it iz up to the inter-American system to help
clarify these events and oblige the Mexican
EG‘-"E‘I’E‘IJHEEIT to l!'.l'l.l"EEtllt:J.tE and !.'I-th an and e
all forms of impunity for these crirmes.™
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CRIMINALIZATION OF MIGRANTS:

ANGEL AMILCAR, HONDURAN
HUMAN RIGHTS DEFENDER
IMPRISONED IN MEXICO FOR
CRIMES HE DID NOT COMMIT

very day, thousands of Central American migrants pass through

Mexican territoryin the hope of reaching the narthesn border and
entering the United States. Their aim: to find a job that provides
them with the means to have a decent life and support their
families. While crossing Mexico. many migrants are deported by
authorities; others die of accidents, hunger or thirst; but tens of
thowsamds each year are extorted and kidnapped —even tortured
and murdered - by organized crime groups who frequently sperate
with the autharities’ collusion or telerance.

These risks drive ever more migrants to seek
passage with human smugglers who offer some
degree of protection, but who also may smuggle
weapons and drugs. Added to this situation,
migrants passing through Mexico are prone to
being detained and accused of crimes even when
they are not guilty of any criminal act. The case of
Angel Amilear Colén Quevedo is a clear example
of how these layers of vulnerability ended in the
imprisonment of a person whose only crime was
seeking to save his son's life by migrating to the
United States.

Who is Angel Amilcar?

Angel, born on October 28, 1976, is a native of
Honduras and belongs to the garifuna people,
an afro-descendant community. He studied Civil
Engineering and is a human rights defender who
has worked with several NGOs including the Black
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Fraternal Organization of Honduras [Ofraneh),
an organization that defends the cultural and
territorial rights of the garifuna people and of
which Angel was president for a ame.

Om January 7, 2009, Angel left Honduras in the hopes
of reaching the United States, The purpose was to
find a job that allowed him to support his farnil
and in particular to pay for medical care for his
son, also named Angel, who had been diagnosed
with canoer.

His experience in Mexico

Like many other undocumented migrants
passing through Mexico, Angel was the victim
of abuses committed by human smugglers or
“coyotes”, who deceived and stole from him. He
was forced to pay differant people in exchange for
information, transfers from one place to another
and communication with his family via cell phones.
On the way from Emiliano Zapata, Tabasco to
Mexico City, Anpel traveled in a truck compartment
along with another 119 nugrants. After a 34-hour
journey, Angel arrived in Mexico City

After two months, he finally reached Tijuana,
Baja California, where a person promised to help
him cross the border, This person took Angel to a
house located 1n a residental zone and there he
was told towait untl the crossing. He waswarned
not to enter partcular rooms, not to ask an:.fthing,
regardless of whatever he might see or hear an

not to leave the building; otherwise he would die.
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THE PEOPLE'S DIGNITY AND
ANGEL AMILCAR /' MAY/S, 2013

On March 9, 2009 around 4 p.m., the Federal,
State, and Municipal Police launched a raid on the
house and its surroundings. As a result, Angel was
detained along with ten other ];EGDIE'. During and
after his detention, Angel was abused and tort

He was illegally detained for a prolonged pe 3
of time, including on military premises.

Given that weapons and drugs were supposedly
seized from the house in question, Angel was falsely. ¢
accused of cormmitting a number of federal crimes,

including organized crime, possession of cocaimne

&,
s

and marijuana for the purpose of trafficking and™
other crimes that would lead to a sentence of 6078
Vears in prison.

: | . o §
Currently, Angel is imprisoned in Tepic, Nm
where he has been on trial for these Frimes” ¥
over four years and still awaits his sentence. "'H'

During this time, Angel’s son died of cancer abthe
age of seven.

We will update readers on the case of Angel Amilcar
in future editons of Focus.
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Transfiguration
of a dream 2,

We all lack

the dissapeared

Works of the artist
Edith Lopez Ovalle

Where do the disappeared go? asks Rubén Blades.
They go with us everywhere, we cry for them,
we suffer for them, we search for them...

And why is it that they disappear? he asks, and
his answer is like freezing water: Because we aren't
all equal; because their viewpoint is different.

And when does the disappeared person return?
With our every thought of them...
That is what the artist Edith Lopez Ovalle evokes:
the presence of the disappeared if only for an
instant, a printed memory while we await justice.

Through stencils, painted fabric, lithographs, and
cotton paper, we can glimpse those whom enforced
disappearance and extrajudicial executions tore
away from us, through artwork that leads us back
to the thought of our disappeared companions, so
we can search tﬂg&?"l.{l!r for justice for the State's
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\ THE CASE OF
S MARTHA CAMACHO

n November 25th, the District Judge for the Eight District

with Jurisdiction aver Criminal Amparos for Mexico City
issued a sentence in the case of José Manuel Mapizce lizdmaga
and Martha Alicia Camache Loaiza. The couple was forcibly
disappeared and tortured in Coliacn, Sinaloa by the Mexican
Army, the netorious Federal Security Directorate and the
Judicial Pelice of Sinalea.

Martha, wha sarvived the enforced disappearaace, filed a camplaint in
2002 befare the Special Prasecuter far crimes of the past (Femaspp)
that had beea created within the Federal Mtarney Eeneral’s
(PGR), denvunting the crimes committad against her aad ber bushani.,
Nevertheless, i Navember of 2012 the PER decided to claze the case
on the prounds that the statute of Bmitations had rea.

I her sentence, the District Judpe recogaized the bistarical context of
the time perisd deving which Marths md Jozé Mases] wen dizappeased,
confirming that the case isvolved crimes apainst homanity: howerer,
she only ondered that the PGR re-spea the cace as it relatas to Jusé
Manuel, who was extrajudicially exscuted while beld captive during the
enforced dissppearance and whese bady was mever Faund. Mo such arder
was fiven reganfing the crimes conmittad agaist Martha. Canter Prodh
filad s appeal to ash that Warthy's case ba re-opentd a3 well, sima it
to0 invehves erimes against humasity: the appeal remains pending as
this issue goes ta press

il

THE CASE OF THE TILA COMMUNITY:
THE ONGOING STRUGGLE FOR
RESTITUTION OF LANDS

ﬁhlﬂl that autherities have not complied with judicial semtence 259/82,
issued in December 2009, whereby 13 hectares of land were to be
returned to the indigenous peogle of the Tila community in Chiapas (such
lands had been snlawfully seized by the town hall and ather authorities),
the community filed an appeal against the failure to comply with the
senteace, which is still pending in the Supreme Court.

w Rprill 1, 20013, constderation of the case was poctpessd because some members
of the Supreme Court qualified it as "extramely comples” Expert reparts concerming
approaches ta kew, anthrapalogy, ecessmics. urbea developmant and eagineering were
ardered in the hopes of collecting mace information ea the 13 hectares that belong
histeically and kmfully to the Ttz commenity, aad that municipal authedities seak
to seize permantatly.

Such reparts were requested from exparts from the Natienal Autonemeus Baiversity
of Mexico (UNAM) aad will be of crocial importasce, expecially the repaet related to
snciaculiural chamctenstics of the commmsity, Thic stedy will provide the Supreme
Caurt with tools ta intarpret artiche 2 of the Constitution —which refers ta the rights
of indigenous peaples— and to set, far the first time in the history of Mexico, 2
peecadent that develops the specific content of indpeaous paoples’ Constitutional
rights related to land and tarritery: thasa that the ch'el pespde of Tila have faught far
oner the course of half 2 century.””

NONCOMPLIANCE WITH REPARATIONS ORDERED IN THE ECOLOGISTS
CASE (INTER-AMERICAN COURT)

0 hugest 1, 2003, the Inter-Enercan Court of Heman Rights scmed itz flrst resolution menitoring compliance m the cace of Cabrera Garcla aad Montiel

Flores Vs. Wexico, also known as the Ecalgists case. Tha Court fossd sancompliance with the mest sipnificast reparation measares ardered inits sentance
of November 2900, which established that the Mexitaa Government had vielatad the rights to personal integeity, freedom, and jedicial protection of Tesdaro
Cabresa and Radalfo Montiel. First, imestigations have set advanced and ingunity continees ta reign in this paradigmatic case, with few steps tabes te find
tha perpetraters. The [ntar-kmerican Court akso pointed out that the Code of Military Justics has still not bees amanded s 25 te guarantee thal bemaa rights
winlationg be ievestigatad and judped anly by civllien sutheeities, The Court had slready srderd such amesdments throegh theee sther consecative sentomcas
against Mexice. Finally, the Court reiterated the sbligation of the Mexicaa government ta madify Its register of detained persons inerder to avold homaa rights
vinlations. The Court will keep moadtaring the case wtil the Mexican pevernment fully complies with all the reparation meacures eedered in Its sentence™

Since being founded by the Jeauits in 1988, the Miguel Aguatin Pro Judrez Human Rights
Center (Center Prodh) has worked to defend, promote, and increase respect for human rights
in Mexico, with a focus on social groups that find themseluves in situations of vulnerability

such as indigenous populations, women, migrants and victims of social repression.
Serapio Renddn 57-B, Col. San Rafael, México, D.F. / Tels: (55) 5546 8217 (55)

5566 7854 (55) 5535 68592 Pax: ext. 108
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Crimenes de Estado: ayer y hoy -
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