
                   

 

Mr. Eduardo Murueta Urrutia 
State Attorney General of the State of Guerrero 
Bul. René Juárez Cisneros, esq. Juan Jiménez Sánchez, Col. El Potrerito, C.P. 39098, 
Chilpancingo, Guerrero, México 
Fax: +52 747 494 2981 

Washington, D.C., February 25th, 2009. 

 

Dear Mr. Murueta Urrutia, 

We are writing to express our profound concern regarding the deaths of Raúl Lucas Lucía and 
Manuel Ponce Rosas, president and secretary of the Organization for the Future of the Mixteco 
People, which defends indigenous rights in the state of Guerrero. The international organizations 
signing this letter respectfully urge you to conduct a thorough, prompt, and independent 
investigation which is capable of leading to the identification and punishment of those 
responsible for these killings. This is all the more urgent given the credible allegation that state 
agents may have been involved and their accountability for the deaths must be determined.  

We have received credible reports that Mr. Lucas Lucía and Mr. Ponce Rosas were allegedly 
kidnapped by members of the ministerial police on February 13, 2009, while they were 
participating in a public act in a high school located in Plan de Ayutla, near Ayutla de los Libres, 
Guerrero.  According to the families’ lawyer, several witnesses saw a group of non-uniformed 
men who arrived shouting “Stop! Police!” and drove the two indigenous rights defenders away in 
a car without license plates. 

The whereabouts of the two men remained unknown until February 22, 2009, when their widows 
identified two bodies that had been found two days earlier. The bodies were discovered by the 
police in Las Cazuelas, around 30 minutes from Ayutla, and were taken to the local forensic 
department for examination. According to a witness and various press accounts, the two bodies 
displayed visible signs of torture.  Mr. Lucas Lucía was found with a bullet in his head, with his 
hands tied in front and with severe bruises and blows to his nose, cheeks and mouth. Severe 
burns present on Mr. Lucas Lucía’s neck and chest areas also suggest that he may have been 
subject to electric shocks. Similarly, Mr. Ponce Rosas had several bruises in his face and head, 
his teeth shattered and his hands tied in front. Both bodies were discovered buried in plastic bags. 

You will be aware of the special obligation which is placed on states to protect human rights 
defenders against risks that they may face as a direct result of their work. According to the Inter-
American Commission on Human Rights (IACHR), “the work of human rights promotion and 
protection carried out by persons under [states’] jurisdiction at their own initiative is a legitimate 



activity that contributes to the fulfillment of an essential obligation of the states, and, therefore, 
gives rise to special obligations of the states to ensure the protection of those who are engaged in 
the promotion and protection of such rights. In a democratic society human rights activities 
should not only be protected, but encouraged.”1 

Mexico is party to several international human rights treaties that impose an obligation, inter 
alia, to deter and prevent violations of the rights contained therein, and to investigate, prosecute, 
and remedy violations.2 The Inter-American Court of Human Rights, for example, has held that 
“the State has the obligation to use all the legal means at its disposal to combat [impunity], since 
impunity fosters chronic recidivism of human rights violations and total defenselessness of 
victims and their relatives.”3 

The duty to investigate and punish also derives from the right to a legal remedy that these treaties 
extend to victims of human rights violations. Under international law, governments have an 
obligation to provide victims of human rights abuses with an effective remedy—including 
justice, truth, and adequate reparations—after they suffer a violation. According to the 
International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights (ICCPR), governments have an obligation 
“to ensure that any person whose rights or freedoms as herein recognized are violated shall have 
an effective remedy.”4 The ICCPR imposes on states the duty “[t]o ensure that any person 
claiming such a remedy shall have his right thereto determined by competent judicial, 
administrative or legislative authorities, or by any other competent authority provided for by the 
legal system of the State, and to develop the possibilities of judicial remedy.”5 

At the regional level, the American Convention on Human Rights (ACHR) states that every 
individual has “the right to simple and prompt recourse, or any other effective recourse, to a 
competent court or tribunal for protection against acts that violate his fundamental rights 
recognized by the constitution or laws of the state concerned or by this Convention, even though 
such violation may have been committed by persons acting in the course of their official duties.”6 
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The Inter-American Court has held that this right imposes an obligation upon states to provide 
victims with effective judicial remedies.7 

Specifically on states’ obligations to investigate abuses against human rights defenders, the 
IACHR has held that “it is essential that the states, pursuant to their obligations to prevent and 
protect the right to life, offer adequate protection to human rights defenders, bring about the 
conditions for eradicating violations by state agents or private persons, and investigate and 
sanction the violations of that right. In that regard, the Commission reiterates that an important 
aspect of the state’s duty to prevent violations of the right to life is investigating immediately, 
exhaustively, seriously, and impartially where the threats come from, and punishing, as the case 
may be, those responsible, with the aim of trying to prevent the threats from being carried out.”8 

We understand that your office is currently conducting the investigation TAB/SC/AM/161/2009 
into the killings.  We hope that in order to fulfill Mexico’s obligations under international law, 
you will ensure that this investigation is carried out in a thorough, prompt, and impartial manner 
so that the perpetrators can be identified, prosecuted and punished. Given the allegation against 
ministerial police, ensuring independence of the investigation is paramount. The investigation 
should be capable of establishing the key issues of responsibility and liability, including the 
scope of any official state involvement, and should be coupled with the power and resources to 
secure the evidence which leads to the determination of those issues. 

We look forward to hearing of progress with the investigation. 

Sincerely, 

 

Eduardo Bertoni 
Executive Director  
Due Process of Law Foundation 

 

José Miguel Vivanco 
Director Ejecutivo – Americas Division 
Human Rights Watch 
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Lisa Haugaard 
Executive Director 
Latin America Working Group 
 

 

Geoff Thale 
Director of Programs 
Washington Office on Latin America 
 

 

 

CC: Ambassador Juan Manuel Gómez Robledo, Assistant Secretary for Multilateral Affairs and 
Human Rights, Secretary of Foreign Affairs, México 

CC: Ambassador Arturo Sarukhan, Mexican Ambassador to the United States 

 


