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Argentina

The Argentine Republic has the honor of writing to the Committee on Juridical and Political Affairs in reference to the questionnaire on  “Adjustment of the provisions of international human rights Law to domestic law,” and brings to its attention the following information:

I.
Adjustment of the provisions of international human rights law to domestic law (operative paragraph 2.c)

1.
Which of the universal and regional legal instruments that make up international human rights treaty law has your state ratified?

See list attached.

2.
What is the internal procedure for ratifying this type of international legal instrument?

The executive branch is empowered to sign treaties (Article 99.11 of the Constitution).  Without prejudice to the foregoing, the Constitution has provided, between the signing of a treaty and the manifestation of consent to be bound thereby (ratification), for a substantial procedure over which the legislative branch has competency -" To approve or reject treaties concluded with other nations and international organizations" (Article 75.22)–in keeping with the principle of separation of powers and its correlate of mutual control.  The above ensures the participation of the representatives of the people and of the provinces in decisions on issues that are binding on the country.

Furthermore, the Congress is empowered to pass laws in this area–inter alia, to make domestic laws consistent with international obligations–in accordance with Article 75.23 of the Constitution:

“To legislate and promote positive measures guaranteeing true equal opportunities and treatment, the full benefit and exercise of the rights recognized by this Constitution and by the international treaties on human rights in force, particularly referring to children, women, the aged, and disabled persons.

To issue a special and integral social security system to protect children from abandonment, since pregnancy up to the end of elementary education, and to protect the mother during pregnancy and the period of lactation.”


3.
How does your country’s domestic law rank such instruments?

Before the 1994 constitutional reform

The Constitution, in the unmodified clause of Article 31, provides that treaties […] are the supreme law of the Nation.  Until 1992, under the jurisprudence of the Supreme Court, treaties were equal in rank to national laws.

On July 7, 1992, the Supreme Court of Argentina issued a ruling in the case of Ekmekdjian v. Sofovich, finding that when the Nation ratifies a treaty that it signed with another State, it assumes the international obligation that its administrative and jurisdictional organs will apply that treaty in the situations provided for therein, so long as it contains sufficiently concrete descriptions of such factual situations as to make its immediate application possible (Act No. 1992-C:547). This ruling had the merit of recognizing that as of July 7, 1992, in the Argentine Republic international treaties had precedence over national laws, thereby eliminating conflicts between laws that placed at risk the international responsibility of the State whenever a subsequent law contradicted a pre-existing treaty.

Moreover, it should be mentioned that it has always been the Supreme Court’s constant and unswerving position that treaties cannot be considered equal in rank to the instrument that adopts them, nor may they be reduced to the level of other sources of laws; in other words, international law is the law to be applied by the courts. In this connection, the Supreme Court has found that a treaty "acquires legal validity by virtue of the adopting law.  However, it does not, on that basis, cease to be an autonomous legal statute whose interpretation stems from its text and nature, regardless of the adopting law." 

After the 1994 constitutional reform

These jurisprudential principles were adopted in the Constitution in force since 1994.  Indeed, the Constitution goes further, providing in Article 75.22 that:

“(...)Treaties and concordats have a higher hierarchy than laws.

The American Declaration of the Rights and Duties of Man; the Universal Declaration of Human Rights; the American Convention on Human Rights; the International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights; the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights and the Optional Protocol thereto; the Convention on the Prevention and Punishment of the Crime of Genocide; the International Convention on the Elimination of all Forms of Racial Discrimination; the Convention on the Elimination of all Forms of Discrimination against Women; the Convention against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment; the Convention on the Rights of the Child; in the full force of their provisions, they have constitutional hierarchy, do not repeal any section of the First Part of this Constitution and are to be understood as complementing the rights and guarantees recognized herein. They shall only be denounced, as necessary, by the National Executive Power with the approval of two-thirds of all the members of each House.

In order to attain constitutional hierarchy, other treaties and conventions on human rights shall require the vote of two-thirds of all the members of each House, after their approval by Congress.”

Furthermore, in keeping with the provisions contained in Article 116 and 117 of the Constitution, the Supreme Court has understood that international custom and generally recognized principles of law–sources of international law in accordance with Article 38 of the Statute of the International Court of Justice–are an integral part of the legal system.  For that reason, in many cases the Supreme Court has mentioned “droit des gens” and " generally recognized principles of international law" in applying various provisions of international law.

4.
In the case of instruments that have not been ratified by your state, does your domestic law contain provisions to govern the matters addressed by those instruments? If so, what do they say?

In those cases where international provisions on human rights are not explicitly incorporated in domestic law, jurisprudential developments and state polices in that regard (see II.1) have reflected the spirit and principles of the national laws that foster respect for such rights.

II. Institutional experiences and the development of national mechanisms for the protection of human rights (operative paragraph 2.f)

1.
How is your state organized in its treatment of human rights matters?  At the domestic level?  At the international level?

Authorities with jurisdiction over human rights in the Argentine Republic:

a.
Judicial authorities

Under the Argentine judicial system, administration of justice is exercised concurrently at the national and the provincial level.  Articles 5 and 123 of the Constitution provide that each province shall enact its own constitution in accordance with the principles, declarations, and guarantees of the Constitution, "ensuring its administration of justice."  They elect their officials and judges without intervention from the federal government (Article 122). At the same time, Article 31 of the Constitution provides that the Constitution, the laws enacted by Congress in accordance therewith, and treaties with foreign powers, are the supreme law of the Nation; and the authorities of each province are bound thereby, notwithstanding any provision to the contrary included in the provincial laws or constitutions.

The judiciary of each province is responsible for administration of ordinary justice within the territory of the province, and shall apply the codes mentioned at Article 75.12 of the Constitution–Civil, Commercial, Criminal, Mining, Labor and Social Security Codes–to the things or persons under their respective jurisdictions.

As to justice at the national level, Article 116 of the Constitution provides that the Supreme Court and the lower courts of the Nation are empowered to hear and decide all cases arising under the Constitution and the laws of the Nation, with the exception of matters pertaining to provincial jurisdictions. In such cases, under Article 117, the Supreme Court has appellate jurisdiction.

b.
Administrative authorities/Executive Branch

1.
Secretariat of Human Rights of the Ministry of Justice and Human Rights.

Programs it implements:

· Petitions and Proceedings Program: receives petitions from private persons regarding disputes that may constitute violation of human rights, provides advisory services to petitioners, and refers cases to the competent national of authority.  

· Program for Preparation of Laws: participates in and assists the human rights committees of Congress.  

· Institutional Relations Program: fosters and maintains fluid relations with public and private, national and foreign agencies that work in the area of human rights.  

· Federal Council for Human Rights: links and coordinates policies for the promotion and guarantee of human rights between national and provincial government; ensures efficient coordination and fluid communication to encourage centralized production and decentralization of measures, taking into account the reality of each province.

· Historical Compensation Program: processes benefits for persons formerly detained on the orders of the executive branch and civilians prosecuted by military tribunals prior to the restoration of democracy on December 10, 1983, as well as the legal successors of disappeared persons.

· National Commission on the Right to an Identity: leads the search for missing children and establishes the whereabouts of abducted and missing children whose identity is unknown, of children born to women illegally deprived of their liberty, and also of children who do not know their names because, for a variety of reasons, they were separated from their biological parents.

· National Committee on Disappeared Persons (CONADEP):  maintains and updates the CONADEP archives.

· Prioridad Infancia Program: ensures full observance of the rights of the child and promotes the necessary measures to ensure fulfillment of the Convention on the Rights of the Child; it fosters a policy of conflict prevention and devises measures designed to ensure the rights of young people living in the streets.

· Institute for Promotion of Human Rights: in cooperation with the United Nations Centre for Human Rights, it disseminates and provides training in the area of human rights; it offers a documents, information and training service; promotes research; provides advisory services on matters relating to human rights to sectors that conduct studies on this issue; and promotes education and dissemination programs targeting the general public.

2.
General Directorate for Human Rights of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, International Trade, and Worship.

Its main responsibility is to identify, prepare, and propose plans, programs, projects, and foreign policy objectives in the area of human rights, as well as to manage Argentina’s foreign policy in this area before international agencies, entities, or special commissions.

Accordingly, it takes part in studies for bringing national laws into line with obligations adopted at the international level with respect to human rights; channels and promotes the application of international decisions in this area; and plays a part in the signing and conclusion of treaties, in measures intended to bring about the return of Argentines resident abroad, and in the determination of eligibility for refugee status.

Furthermore, it is the primary authority representing the state at meetings of all multilateral agencies concerned with this issue.

3.
Prisons Ombudsman

The Prisons Ombudsman holds the rank of undersecretary of state and serves a four-year tenure, which is renewable.  This officer's main function is to ensure protection of the human rights of inmates in the federal prison system, as such rights are set down in the national system of laws and in international conventions in this area to which Argentina is a party.  This officer is not bound in the exercise of his duties by any imperative mandate, nor does he receive instructions from any authority, and must act with full functional independence, as he sees fit, in determining which cases should be investigated.  

His mandate empowers him periodically to visit national or federal prisons.  He has the power to investigate ex officio, or on petition, any deed or omission that may injure the rights of inmates, and has the obligation, where appropriate, to file criminal charges. 

The opinions or viewpoints of the Prisons Ombudsman are put into recommendations to the Ministry of Justice and Human Rights, which is responsible for control and supervision of the national and federal prison system.  The Minister gives effect to those recommendations by endorsing them in resolutions.

4.
National Institute against Discrimination, Xenophobia, and Racism (INADI)

This is a decentralized entity under the jurisdiction of the Ministry of the Interior. Its purpose is to design national policies and concrete action to combat discrimination, xenophobia, and racism, and to promote and adopt measures to that end.  The law that created this institute granted it wide-ranging powers: a) Prevention/dissemination: to disseminate legal principles and provisions in effect on non-discrimination; inform public opinion; b) Education: to design and promote educational campaigns; c) Investigation: to receive and centrally process complaints of discriminatory, xenophobic, or racist conduct, and keep a record thereof; d) Services: to provide advisory services to victims; offer free representation; and advise the attorney general’s office on matters within its remit; e) Documentation: to collect and update information on national, international, and comparative law in this area; create a registry of INADI documents; f) Cooperation: to establish cooperation ties with other entities with the same objectives; enter on agreements.

c.
Legislature

In the legislative branch there are two special bodies with jurisdiction over human rights matters.  

1.
Commission on Human Rights and Guarantees of the Senate, created in 1983.  

2.
Commission on Human Rights and Guarantees of the Chamber of Deputies, created in 1992.

Both commissions are composed of parliamentarians from all the political parties represented in parliament.

The work of these commissions is enhanced by contributions from government officials who are periodically invited to provide information, and from national and international experts on such matters.  Apart from acting as natural forums to discuss issues to be included in proposed laws, these commissions request reports from the executive branch on matters connected with their remit.  The provinces have also followed this example and their legislatures have human rights bodies. 

3.
Ombudsman

The Ombudsman was created by national law in December 1993 within the sphere of the legislative branch.  The Ombudsman performs its functions without receiving instructions from any area of government.  Its mandate is to protect the rights and interests of individuals and the community against acts or omissions of the public administration.  Its functions include initiation, ex officio or on petition, of investigations of acts of the public administration that might harm the above-mentioned rights and interests, including diffuse or collective interests.

The ombudsman already existed at the municipal level in the Argentine Republic in the city of Buenos Aires. 

The constitutional reform of August 22, 1994, introduced a new article on the Ombudsman.

Available remedies

All the inhabitants of the Argentine Republic have available to them an array of remedies of different types designed to enable the resolution of situations of alleged violation of fundamental rights.  

These remedies are governed by ordinary laws and vary according to purpose.
Complaint

Article 174 of the Code of Criminal Procedure in force since September 1992, provides that, "any person who considers themselves injured by a publicly actionable offence, or who, while not claiming injury, has knowledge thereof, may file a complaint with a judge, representative of the attorney general, or the police.  In the case of a criminal action that must be privately initiated, only a person with standing to institute proceedings may file a complaint, in accordance with the provisions in that respect contained in the Criminal Code. Subject to compliance with the formalities set down at Book One, Title IV, Chapter IV, a person may request to be held as the complainant party.

With respect to obligations for public officials, the Code of Criminal Procedure states, in Article 177, that, "the following have the obligation to report publicly actionable offenses: 1) public officials or employees that gain knowledge thereof in the performance of their duties; 2) doctors, midwives, pharmacists, and other persons that practice the art of healing, with respect to crimes that come to their attention while providing professional care, unless the facts known are protected by professional secrecy."

Writ of Amparo

Act No. 16.986 provides for the filing of a writ of amparo against any act or omission of a public authority which currently or imminently may damage, limit, modify or threaten rights and guarantees explicitly or implicitly recognized by the Constitution, except for individual liberty, which is protected by habeas corpus.

The grounds for inadmissibility of a writ of amparo are expressly provided in Article 2 of the above-mentioned law.  The foregoing is the case when, a) there exist judicial or administrative remedies through which it may be possible to obtain protection of the constitutional right or guarantee concerned; b) the impugned act emanates from an organ of the judiciary or has been adopted in express application of Act No. 16.970; c) judicial intervention might directly or indirectly compromise the regularity, continuity, and effectiveness of a public service, or the workings of essential state activities; d) determining the possible invalidity of the act would require wider discussion, further evidence, or a declaration of unconstitutionality of laws, decrees, or orders; e) the petition is not filed within 15 business days from the date on which the act was carried out or should have occurred.  

The action must be brought before a court of first instance with jurisdiction in the place where the act occurred or where it had, or might have, effect.  Should the action be admitted, the court will order the competent authority to provide a detailed report on the background and reasons for the impugned measure, which must be presented within a prudential time as set by the court (usually, five days).  Once the report is submitted, or if the deadline expires without its presentation, if there is no evidence from the petitioner to review, the court shall grant or deny the writ of amparo within 48 hours, stating the reasons for its decision.

A final judgment ruling on the existence or non-existence of the manifestly arbitrary or illegal injury, restriction, alteration or threat to a constitutional right or guarantee, acquires authority of res judicata with respect to amparo.  Accordingly, the parties are thus left the option to pursue other actions or remedies to which they may have recourse, except for a writ of amparo.  Final judgments are only open to appeal if they reject the petition or order the effects of the impugned act not to be altered or suspended.

A writ of amparo filed against an act or omission of a private person is governed by Article 321 of the Code of Civil and Commercial Procedure in the following terms: "The procedure provided at Article 498 [Specially expedited summary proceeding] shall be applicable  ... when a claim is filed against an act or omission of a private person which currently or imminently may damage, limit, modify or threaten any right or guarantee explicitly or implicitly recognized by the Constitution, provided that urgent reparation of the injury or immediate cessation of the effects of the act are necessary, and the matter, by its nature, does not require substantiation via another proceeding contained in this Code or other laws." 

As regards procedure, the provisions on summary proceedings apply, but with the following modifications: there is no possibility of counterclaims or of motions for prior and special ruling; all deadlines are set at two days, except that for the reply to the petition, which is five days, and that for presentation of evidence, which the court sets; appeal is only possible against the final judgment and precautionary measures.

Article 28 of Act No. 19.549 on Administrative Procedures, amended by Act No. 21.686, provides for the filing of writs of amparo against delays by the administration in the following terms: "Any person who is a party in an administrative proceeding may seek a court order for a prompt decision.  That order will be applicable should the administrative authorities have allowed the deadlines set to expire, and, in the event none such exist, if the time elapsed has been more than reasonable to issue an opinion or a judgment requested by the interested party on a purely procedural matter or on merits.  After it is filed, the court will issue a decision on its admissibility of the request, bearing in mind the circumstances of the case, and, should it see fit to do so, will order the administrative authority concerned, within the time it sets, to explain the causes of the alleged delay.  After the order has been replied to, or if the time set elapses and no response is forthcoming, the court will issue the necessary judgment on the delay, and, as appropriate, will order the administrative authority responsible to expedite the proceedings within a prudential time determined in accordance with the nature and complexity of the decision or process pending."
Habeas Corpus

Act No. 23.098 provides that a habeas corpus proceeding is admissible for a complaint concerning an act or omission by the state that entails:  1) restriction of, or present threat to, freedom of movement without a written order from the competent authority; 2) unlawful exacerbation of the form or conditions of detention, without prejudice to the powers of the judge presiding over the proceeding, if there were one. 

When the liberty of a person is restricted due to the proclamation of a state of siege, a habeas corpus proceeding may tend to determine in a given case: 1) if the proclamation of a state of siege is lawful; 2) what correlation exists between the order of arrest and the situation that gave rise to the proclamation of a state of siege; 3) if there is unlawful exacerbation of the form or conditions of detention, which may not, on any account, occur in facilities designed for the execution of sentences; 4) effective exercise of the right to choose to leave national territory.

In the case of a person who is deprived of liberty, after the petition is presented, the court will immediately order the required authority, as appropriate, to produce the detainee together with a detailed report stating the reasons on which the measure is based, the form or conditions of detention, and if it acted on a written order issued by a competent authority, in which case it must attach it; and further stating, if the detainee has been turned over to another authority, which authority, the grounds therefor, and the time of said transfer.  In the case of present threat of deprivation of a person’s liberty, the court will order the required authority to produce the report referred to in the foregoing paragraph.

If the court or judge of competent jurisdiction is satisfied that an individual is being held in custody, detention, or otherwise confined by an official of their own agency or by a lower-ranking administrative, political, or military official, and there is reason to fear that they will be moved out of their jurisdiction or that they will be made to suffer irreparable harm before they can be assisted by a writ of habeas corpus, they may, ex officio, order the person detaining them or any marshal, policeman, or other servant, to take the person detained or under threat and bring them before them, in order to adopt appropriate measures in accordance to law.

Amparo and habeas corpus in the Constitution

Without prejudice to the preceding paragraphs, Article 43 of the 1994 Constitution introduces new provisions in this regard, which state that:

Any person may file a prompt and summary proceeding regarding constitutional guarantees, provided there is no other legal remedy, against any act or omission of the public authorities or individuals which currently or imminently may damage, limit, modify or threaten rights and guarantees recognized by this Constitution, treaties or laws, with open arbitrariness or illegality. In such case, the judge may declare that the act or omission is based on an unconstitutional rule.

This summary proceeding against any form of discrimination and about rights protecting the environment, competition, users and consumers, as well as about rights of general public interest, may be filed by the damaged party, the ombudsman and the associations which foster such ends registered according to a law determining their requirements and organization forms.

Any person may file this action to obtain information on the data about himself and their purpose, registered in public records or databases, or in private ones intended to supply information; and in case of false data or discrimination, this action may be filed to request the suppression, rectification, confidentiality or updating of said data. The secret nature of the sources of journalistic information shall not be impaired.

When the right damaged, limited, modified, or threatened affects physical liberty, or in case of an illegitimate worsening of procedures or conditions of detention, or of forced missing of persons, the action of habeas corpus may be filed by the party concerned or by any other person on his behalf, and the judge shall immediately make a decision even in a state of siege. 

Extraordinary Appeal

Article 14 of Act No. 48 provides for an extraordinary appeal to the Supreme Court.  That article provides that such an appeal is admissible against final judgments in the following cases: 1) when in the dispute doubt is cast on the validity of treaty or of an act of Congress or authority exercised in the name of the Nation, and the decision has disputed the validity thereof; 2) when the validity of a law, decree or provincial authority is placed in doubt with the claim that it runs contrary to the Constitution, or treaties or acts of Congress, and the decision has favored the validity of the law or provincial authority; 3) when the intelligence of any clause of the Constitution, or of a treaty or act of Congress, or a commission performed in the name of the national authorities has been called into question and the decision goes against the validity of the title, right, privilege or exemption founded on that clause and is the subject of dispute.

The jurisprudence of the Supreme Court has extended the scope of the extraordinary appeal to include cases of arbitrary judgments; that is, those that, in any way–through application of laws not in force, disregard of evidence, omission of questions posed, etc.–violate defense guarantees in proceedings.

Administrative remedies

Act No. 19.549 on Administrative Procedures governs the remedies that may be sought against acts of public authorities.  These are the recurso de reconsideración (appeal to a court requesting the reversal of its own decision), and recurso jerárquico (appeal before a higher administrative authority) which is filed with the authority that issued the decision but must be resolved by the minister in whose area the decision was issued.  The President of the Nation resolves such appeals when they are brought against his ministers.

Systems of compensation

To the extent that it constitutes redress, the calculation of compensation reflects the degree of responsibility.  Accordingly, that is for the courts to determine both in criminal proceedings and in other types of proceedings.

Progressive redress policy 

Act No. 24.043 of 1991 provides for compensation to be made to the victims of the most recent military dictatorship (1976-1983) and their relatives.  The Argentine State's initiative in compensating torture victims took into account the recommendations made by the Committee against Torture (see CAT/C/3/D/1,2,3/1988) with respect to the communications submitted to it, which also prompted the Committee to urge the Argentine Government, by letters dated November23, December 20, and December 21, 1989, to ensure that compensation was paid to torture victims and their dependants under Article 14 of the Convention.

In addition, on December 7, 1994, Congress adopted Act No. 24,411, which calls for the granting of benefits to the rightful successors of individuals who were in a situation of enforced disappearance when that Act was promulgated and to the successors of those who died as a result of action by the armed forces, the security forces or any paramilitary group prior to December 10, 1983.

This Act is part of the government's progressive redress policy with regard to the events which immediately preceded the restoration of democracy.

2.
How do your national and provincial courts deal with the provisions of international human rights law?  Is there a special court charged with monitoring application of international human rights provisions your state has ratified?

In the Argentine Republic there is no special court charged with monitoring application of international human rights provisions that the state has ratified.

With respect to international human rights law, Argentina has seen evolution with respect to the criteria progressively adopted by the Supreme Court.

By way of example, we cite a number of relevant Supreme Court decisions:

· In its decision in the case of Ekmedjian v. Sofovich (315: 1492), concerning the right of reply and rectification, the Supreme Court ruled that this right had been set down in Article 14 of the Pact of San José, Costa Rica, which, having been adopted by Act No. 23.054 and ratified by our country, had become part of Argentine national law. In that ruling the Court also found that “the interpretation of the Pact must be guided by the jurisprudence of the Inter-American Court of Human Rights, one of whose functions is to interpret the Pact of San José....".

· Also in 1992, the Supreme Court found that, "The rights and guarantees contained in the First Part of the Constitution are not the only norms governing the system of fundamental rights in effect in the Republic. They are also governed by the principles and provisions of the Pact of San José‚ Costa Rica, which, having been adopted by law [...] and ratified [... ], ranks as a supreme law of the Nation, in accordance with the provisions contained in Article 31 of the Constitution." (Concurring vote of Dr. Antonio Boggiano in "Servini de Cubría v. Borensztein").

· After the 1994 constitutional reform, the Supreme Court ruled that, “... the constitutional rank of the American Convention on Human Rights has been established by the express will of the drafters of the Constitution (Article 75.22), second para.), in other words, as this Convention actually applies in the international sphere and considering, in particular, its effective juridical application by the international courts competent for its interpretation and application. 

Consequently, this jurisprudence must serve as a guide for the interpretation of the provisions of the Convention to the extent that the Argentine State has recognized the competence of the Inter-American Court to hear all cases relating to the interpretation and application of the American Convention (whereas clause 11, Giroldi H, Application for judicial review, Supreme Court 1995).

In the same decision (whereas clause 12) the Court held that, "Any state which tolerates circumstances or conditions that prevent individuals from having recourse to the legal remedies designed to protect their rights is consequently in violation of Article 1(1) of the Convention. 
(Advisory Opinion No. 11, August 10, 1990: "Exceptions to the Exhaustion of Domestic Remedies", para. 34). 

The Supreme Court of Argentina has also said with respect to the obligation of states that, “The obligation to guarantee rights implies the duty of the States Parties to organize the governmental apparatus and, in general, all the structures through which public power is exercised, so that they are capable of juridically ensuring the free and full enjoyment of human rights.” 
(idem, para. 23)

Thus, the Supreme Court has also held that, "The doctrine mentioned is enriched by generally recognized principles of human rights law, which have constitutional rank under the 1994 reform of the Constitution.  Indeed, the Inter-American Court of Human Rights, whose jurisprudence should guide interpretations of the American Convention on Human Rights, has found, in the general context of the international instruments in force, that preventive custody is a precautionary, not a punitive, measure that should not be adopted as a general rule..." ( Nápoli et al., Violation of Article 139 bis of the Criminal Code, Supreme Court, December 22, 1999.).

In light of these examples, we may conclude that the international system for protection of human rights and the national system continue dynamically to evolve and to enhance each other mutually.

3.
How is your state organized at the domestic level to deal with allegations of human rights violations by the state, at the universal and regional levels?  Which branch of government is primarily responsible for handling such proceedings?  How are these tasks coordinated with those of other state institutions that deal with such complaints?

In the Argentine Republic, the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, International Trade, and Worship, through the General Directorate for Human Rights, coordinates replies to complaints and petitions presented against the state both at the universal level (United Nations), and at the regional level to the Inter-American Commission on Human Rights.  Replies to cases processed by the Inter-American Court of Human Rights are, in the main, handled by the Office of the Director of Public Prosecutions [Procuración del Tesoro de la Nación].

The General Directorate for Human Rights transmits complaints or petitions received to the respective competent authorities at the national and provincial level, depending on their individual subject matter, in order to prepare and submit the necessary reply.  The Secretariat for Human Rights of the Ministry of Justice and Human Rights acts as liaison between the different national and provincial entities with competence for preparation of these replies.

4.
At the domestic level, how does your state apply the recommendations and decisions of international human rights protection bodies? To what extent do your national law and jurisprudence treat them as binding? Are there any specific legal provisions in this area?

See reply to question 2.
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