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 I. Information provided by the accredited national human 
rights institution of the State under review in full  
compliance with the Paris Principles 

1. The Office of the Human Rights Advocate stated that, despite the enactment of 
significant laws to safeguard human rights, there were still gaps in the legal system.2 There 
was not yet a national human rights plan.3 

2. The following are awaiting ratification: the International Labour Organization (ILO) 
Indigenous and Tribal Peoples Convention, 1989 (No. 169); the Convention against 
Discrimination in Education; the optional protocols to the Convention against Torture and 
the Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Discrimination against Women; the 
Rome Statute of the International Criminal Court; and the International Convention for the 
Protection of All Persons from Enforced Disappearance. Accession to and ratification of the 
statelessness conventions of 1954 and 1961 are also pending.4 

3. El Salvador favours the adoption of measures to protect the rights of lesbian, gay, 
bisexual, transgender and intersex (LGBTI) persons, in order to prevent all forms of 
discrimination. The enactment of legislation to promote respect for their identity is 
pending.5 

4. The Penal Code reform of 2011 shows progress, transferring the offence of torture 
into the section on crimes against humanity. The Office of the Human Rights Advocate 
recommended that the concept of torture as reflected in inter-American legal rules should 
be used.6 

5. Violence has not been dealt with comprehensively or sufficiently by the State, which 
has been overcome by the activities of criminal groups; there have also been acts of 
violence by police officers and military personnel.7 

6. It is a matter of concern that military personnel have been involved in civilian 
security work since the 1990s. The Office of the Human Rights Advocate has 
recommended that such collaboration should gradually be ended.8 

7. The prison system is in a state of collapse. As of February 2014 there were 26,680 
people in prison, more than three times the system’s capacity.9 As for combating corruption 
among prison officers, structural problems have made it impossible to reduce the entry of 
prohibited items and the commission of offences within prison facilities.10 

8. The Office of the Human Rights Advocate welcomed the apology to victims and the 
recognition by the State of its responsibility for serious human rights violations; however, it 
considered that the development of the programme of reparations for victims was still 
pending.11 

9. The Office of the Human Rights Advocate has recommended that the State should 
take steps to investigate the murders of environmental campaigners and should implement 
the necessary actions and measures to solve those crimes and prevent impunity.12 

10. The Political Parties Act of February 2013 requires parties’ electoral lists to 
comprise at least 30 per cent of women. Most political organizations have failed to comply 
with this requirement.13 

11. Poverty, inequality and social exclusion, which remain the principal obstacles to 
progress towards improved levels of human development, must be tackled 
comprehensively.14 
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12. The increase in the minimum wage from July 2013 is welcomed as a positive move 
but there is an urgent need to reduce the wide gaps between urban and rural minimum 
wages.15 

13. Another pending matter is the ratification of the constitutional reform recognizing 
the right to food; there is currently no law to provide for its enforceability.16 

14. Significant efforts have been made to reconstruct the public-sector hospital network 
and increase health-care coverage. The fall in maternal mortality is positive: following 51.8 
deaths per 100,000 live births in 2010, the figure was down to 44.3 in 2012.17 Nonetheless, 
investment in health care barely accounts for 2.5 per cent of gross domestic product 
(GDP).18 

15. It is good that the Government has adopted a policy on sexual and reproductive 
health (August 2012). Abortion, however, is still absolutely prohibited.19 

16. Although efforts have been made to protect Salvadoran nationals outside the country 
and safeguard migrants’ rights, violations of workers’ rights in other countries, whether 
they are there legally or illegally, have continued. Reform of the legislation relating to 
migrants is urgently needed.20 

17. Major concerns in the environmental field include the authorization of mining 
exploitation projects without public consultations and without taking account of conditions 
in the country.21 

 II. Information provided by other stakeholders 

 A. Background and framework 

 1. Scope of international obligations 

18. The Inter-American Commission on Human Rights (IACHR) has recommended that 
El Salvador should ratify the Optional Protocol to the Convention on the Elimination of All 
Forms of Discrimination against Women.22 

19. Joint submission 3 (JS3) recommended that the State should ratify the ILO Domestic 
Workers Convention, 2011 (No. 189).23 

20. The World Coalition against the Death Penalty (WCADP) has recommended that 
El Salvador should ratify the Protocol to the American Convention on Human Rights to 
Abolish the Death Penalty.24 

 2. Constitutional and legislative framework 

21. The Women’s Studies Centre (CEMUJER) noted that El Salvador had a significant 
legal framework in the area of women’s, children’s and adolescents’ rights, including the 
Child and Adolescent Protection Act of 2009, in force since 2012, the Act on Equality, 
Fairness and Elimination of Discrimination against Women, of 2011, and the Special Act 
on a Violence-Free Life for Women of 2010, in force since 2012. The enforcement of these 
laws was weakened by a lack of clear political will to follow up on them, including the fact 
that they include no specific budgetary allocations.25 

22. Joint submission 8 (JS8) recommended that the State should clearly define the 
budget for the implementation of the Child and Adolescent Protection Act26 and conduct a 
campaign to promote awareness of the Act and of mechanisms for access to justice for 
children and adolescents.27 
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23. It also recommended that the Special Act on a Violence-Free Life for Women 
should be given equal status with the Penal Code to ensure that offences such as feminicide 
are not a matter for interpretation by the courts.28 

 3. Institutional and human rights infrastructure and policy measures 

24. CEMUJER stated that the weakening of the Salvadoran Institute for the 
Advancement of Women and of the National Council for Children and Adolescents was an 
obstacle to effective implementation of new legislation in that area. The Institute’s budget 
had been cut; furthermore, there had been unexpected and irregular changes in its policies 
and management.29 

25. Joint submission 6 (JS6) welcomed the adoption of the national policy for the 
comprehensive protection of children and adolescents but noted that the comprehensive 
protection system had not yet been implemented sufficiently to safeguard the best interests 
of children.30 

 B. Cooperation with human rights mechanisms 

26. JS6 considered that very little had been done to promote awareness of the universal 
periodic review (UPR) mechanism. The average citizen was unaware of its existence and of 
the benefits it could bring in terms of the enjoyment of his or her rights.31 

 C. Implementation of international human rights obligations, taking  

into account applicable international humanitarian law 

 1. Equality and non-discrimination 

27. JS6 noted that, despite current programmes and legal instruments, discrimination 
against women was perpetuated by the traditional prejudices and social conditions of the 
country’s patriarchal culture.32 

28. Joint submission 1 (JS1) recognized that the State had taken measures to eliminate 
discrimination against the LGBTI community, although they were not always fully 
implemented.33 It recommended that the State should enact a law on gender identity and 
guarantee the right of all persons to live in accordance with self-perceived gender identity;34 
national legislation should be brought into line with international standards on the rights of 
LGBTI people.35 

29. JS1 also noted that, owing to high levels of stigmatization and discrimination, 
transsexuals and transvestites experienced situations of inequality and exclusion in the 
economic, social, legal spheres and in the exercise of their rights.36 JS8 called for 
investigation of murders and discriminatory and homophobic practices and the provision of 
improved social and legal protection for people of different sexual orientations.37 

 2. Right to life, liberty and security of the person 

30. The World Coalition Against the Death Penalty urged El Salvador to abolish the 
death penalty for all offences, including those committed in wartime.38 

31. Joint submission 5 (JS5) reported that there was a climate of widespread violence 
caused by gangs and groups of young people engaged in criminal behaviour. Violence 
resulted from families in crisis and the lack of education and opportunities. In early 2012, a 
truce was agreed between the two main gangs (maras), resulting in a fall of 104 in the 
number of deaths in 2013 in comparison with 2012.39 
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32. JS8 reported that the truce between the maras Barrio 18 and Salvatrucha had not 
been durable; the violence had resumed in early 2014. It was concerning that the State was 
so ineffective in terms of implementing a comprehensive and effective security policy in 
the framework of human rights. JS8 recommended that penal policy should be defined 
strategically with multisectoral participation.40 JS5 recommended that police officers should 
be trained to carry out their responsibility to protect the population efficiently and with 
integrity41 and that the State should tackle the structural root causes of violence and 
criminality in the country.42 

33. JS8 reported that over 1,000 disappearances had been recorded in the context of 
violence up to December 2013. Many of these cases, in which the gangs had been involved, 
involved students who were subsequently found dead or buried in unmarked graves. The 
rights to life, education, liberty of movement within the country and the free choice of one’s 
place of residence had been violated by these events because the gangs controlled certain 
areas of the country. JS8 recommended that these cases should be investigated, the facts 
established and the offenders prosecuted.43 

34. JS3 recalled that the creation of the National Civil Police had been one of the major 
achievements under the Peace Agreements; armed forces personnel, however, were still 
being used for joint patrols with the police force. The country’s report for the UPR of 2009 
had said that this was a “temporary” measure.44 JS3 recommended that El Salvador should 
recognize and protect the authority of the Ministry of Justice and Public Security, the 
Office of the Attorney General of the Republic and the National Civil Police as the sole 
institutions responsible for public security.45 

35. IACHR said that it was regrettable that armed forces personnel were used to monitor 
the security perimeters of certain prisons. A number of soldiers had allegedly been guilty of 
abuse of prisoners and their family members.46 

36. CEMUJER said that violence against women was escalating in El Salvador and that 
impunity and the lack of access to justice for victims were widespread. A rape was 
committed every three hours. In 70 per cent of reported cases, the victim was a child or 
adolescent; 90 per cent of the victims were female.47 A woman was murdered every ten 
hours and two of every three women who disappeared were subsequently found murdered. 
Intimate partner abuse also resulted in large numbers of deaths.48 

37. CEMUJER reported that the State had failed to design or implement a 
comprehensive and effective strategy to deal with offences of sexual violence.49 JS8, 
expressing concern at the reluctance of certain judges to define murders of women as 
feminicide, recommended that the State should widely publicize the legislation protecting 
women, create the conditions for its faithful implementation and monitor those responsible 
for its application, and guarantee the safety of women who had the courage to report 
offences.50 

38. JS1 said that violence in general was the greatest scourge affecting transsexual 
women, particularly hate crimes motivated by sexual orientation or gender identity. 
Instruments designed to protect women from violence did not include transsexual women.51 
JS1 recommended that the State should take a non-discriminatory and unprejudiced 
approach to cases of violence and hate crime against LGBTI people.52  

39. According to JS8, official figures showed that over 191,000 children were working 
in El Salvador and 110,626 of them were in situations of hazardous labour. Levels of child 
labour were higher in rural areas (62.6 per cent). The State had established a road map 
calling for the worst forms of child labour to be eliminated by 2015 and for all forms of 
child labour to end by 2020. 
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40. JS8 expressed concern at the lack of attention to children’s “labour-market 
integration” into organized crime and economic exploitation in rural areas; the latter made 
them vulnerable to health risks from exposure to agrochemicals. There had also been 
insufficient focus on domestic labour performed by girl children. JS8 recommended 
improved support for working children through programmes to help offer ways of 
strengthening family finances.53 

41. As for children living or working in the streets, joint submission 4 (JS4) expressed 
regret regarding the lack of integrated care and comprehensive studies on this issue54 and 
reported that street children were the victims of violence and sexual exploitation.55 JS4 
recommended that the State should, pursuant to the recommendations formulated at the first 
cycle of the UPR, facilitate access to justice for children and adolescents living or working 
in the streets;56 combat the impunity of those responsible for any form of violence against 
children, including sexual abuse;57 and create awareness programmes on the prevention of 
child abuse.58 

42. JS4 drew attention to cases of unnecessary verbal and physical violence by police 
officers and the Metropolitan Police Force against children living or working in the 
streets.59 JS4 recommended that the Government should continue to respond to the 
recommendations formulated at the first cycle of the UPR and intensify its efforts to 
provide training in non-violent treatment of children living or working in the streets.60 

43. The Global Initiative to End All Corporal Punishment of Children (GIEACPC) 
recalled that, at the time of its first UPR, the Government had accepted the recommendation 
that corporal punishment should be prohibited in all settings.61 Nonetheless, such 
punishment was not clearly prohibited in the home, other care settings and certain childcare 
establishments because the law provided for the right to “correct children’s conduct”.62 
GIEACPC urged the members of the Universal Periodic Review Working Group to 
recommend explicitly to El Salvador that it should expressly remove the “right to correct” 
from all relevant legislative provisions.63 

 3. Administration of justice, including impunity and the rule of law 

44. JS8 noted that, beginning in 2010, some articles of the Juvenile Offenders Act had 
been replaced by more repressive measures, such as the increase from 7 to 15 years of the 
maximum period of detention for adolescents guilty of certain offences. There were no 
reintegration programmes and detention centres had insufficient infrastructure. JS8 
recommended that the State should adopt a restorative justice approach for young people 
rather than a merely punitive one and should implement comprehensive tailor-made 
programmes which would take into account the characteristics of the detainee population 
and the prevalent environment of violence.64  

45. JS3 argued that the General Amnesty Act had made it impossible to implement 
many of the recommendations of the Truth Commission and had led to a culture of 
impunity.65 It recommended that the Government should revoke the General Amnesty Act 
of 1993 so that justice could be done and those guilty of offences could be prosecuted.66 

46. IACHR said that the State should ensure that the General Amnesty Act did not 
obstruct the investigation of serious human rights violations which had occurred during the 
armed conflict or prevent the identification, prosecution and, ultimately, punishment of 
those guilty of such offences.67 

47. In 2012, the Inter-American Court of Human Rights had ordered El Salvador to 
speedily initiate, reopen, continue and conclude, as appropriate, the investigations of all 
actions which had led to human rights violations which had been recognized as such in the 
judgement on the Massacres of El Mozote and nearby places case, in order to identify, 
prosecute and punish those responsible.68 
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48. CEMUJER argued that the concealment, by senior officials of the executive power, 
of a group of military personnel who were fugitives sought by international courts for the 
murder of six Jesuit priests, using Government installations and with the support of judges 
on the Supreme Court, had been harmful for institutions, human rights and the rule of law.69 

49. JS8 recalled that the National Commission on the Search for Children who 
Disappeared during the Internal Armed Conflict had been created in 2010. As of December 
2013, 927 cases had been registered. Of those, 536 children were still recorded as 
disappeared, 389 cases had been solved and 239 children had been reunited with their 
families. JS8 said that it was regrettable that access to the files of the armed forces had not 
been obtained and that the Commission would cease to function on 31 May 2014. It 
recommended that legislation should be enacted so that the Commission could continue its 
work; the State should guarantee that all the registered cases would be resolved.70 

 4. Right to marriage and family life 

50. JS8, recalling that the Family Code had not yet been amended to raise to 18 years 
the minimum age for marriage, recommended that the relevant legislation should be 
amended to ensure that girl children and adolescent girls were not forced into early 
marriages.71  

51. JS4 noted that unregistered children had begun to be found in the streets; most of 
whom were the offspring of families living in the streets.72 It recommended that the State 
should protect the right to an identity for children living in the street, ensuring that their 
births were duly registered.73 

 5. Freedom of association and peaceful assembly and right to participate in public  

and political life 

52. Front Line Defenders (FLD) had observed no significant progress in implementing 
the recommendations on human rights defenders that El Salvador had accepted at the time 
of its first UPR.74 Human rights defenders continued to work in an atmosphere of 
insecurity.75 The endangered defenders included journalists, community leaders, 
environmental activists and citizens campaigning on behalf of LGBTI people. Also at risk 
were those denouncing corruption and impunity, those working on issues related to 
obtaining reparations and denouncing human rights violations committed during the civil 
war, and defenders of women’s rights.76 

53. FLD noted that women defenders of human rights who campaigned against 
impunity and for women’s rights were extremely vulnerable to threats, continued to suffer 
serious reprisals for their efforts to help others, were exposed to specific gender-related 
risks and were habitually the targets of gender violence.77 FLD recommended that the 
Government should guarantee the right of women human rights defenders to play an active 
role in that area and take measures to ensure their protection.78 

54. IACHR had received disturbing information on attacks committed against human 
rights defenders in El Salvador, representing a serious threat to respect for those rights.79 

55. FLD recommended that the Government should make frequent public statements 
regarding the important role of human rights defenders and journalists and speedily provide 
appropriate protection to endangered human rights defenders in accordance with their 
individual security needs. The Government should also fully implement the 
recommendations on human rights defenders that it had accepted at the time of its last 
UPR.80  
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 6. Right to work and to just and favourable conditions of work 

56. Joint submission 7 (JS7) reported that only one in five jobs in El Salvador were 
decent. Although the unemployment rate had fallen, the scale of informal employment 
remained alarming. Wages remained insufficient, particularly in the private sector.81 

57. JS3 reported that there were 70,000 jobs in the maquila sector, 90 per cent of which 
were held by women receiving an average monthly salary of US$ 195.10 and that, 
according to independent sources, workers in the maquila industries suffered exhausting 
working hours and were subjected to mistreatment, women were sexually harassed and 
many workers were not registered with the social security system.82 JS3 recommended that 
the Ministry of Labour and Social Security should conduct periodic inspections of 
maquiladoras to ensure that employees enjoyed decent jobs and working conditions.83 

58. JS3 stated that there were about 108,000 women in domestic work. They were paid 
less than the minimum wage, only 1,200 were registered with the health care system and 89 
per cent had only verbal contracts. They were also vulnerable to physical and sexual 
abuse.84 JS7 reported that the legal framework for extending social security to people in 
domestic work was weak, since it was up to the employer whether the worker was 
registered or not.85 

59. JS7 considered that the State did not protect trade union rights as it should. Even 
when it was aware of cases of workers being dismissed because of their trade union 
membership and sackings of union leaders, it had not intervened to ensure respect for those 
rights.86 

60. JS7 reported that, since the entry into force of the ILO Freedom of Association and 
Protection of the Right to Organise Convention, 1948 (No. 87) and Right to Organise and 
Collective Bargaining Convention, 1949 (No. 98), there had been an increase in the hiring 
of workers by means of collective agreements in the public sector but that there were 
budgetary obstacles to its realization.87 

 7. Right to social security and to an adequate standard of living 

61. JS3 stated that, although the Peace Agreements had succeeded in bringing the armed 
conflict to a swift end, the problems caused by existing severe economic and social 
deficiencies had not been resolved.88 To achieve the objectives of the Peace Agreements, 
the country should continue, strengthen and multiply initiatives to reduce inequalities.89 JS3 
recommended that the Government should establish a plan of action to eliminate 
inequalities through a human-rights based approach.90 

62. JS7 reported that 34.5 per cent of households in El Salvador lived in poverty. 
Inequalities between rural and urban areas were particularly pronounced.91 

63. JS7 also reported progress in the coverage of the pension system between 2009 and 
2013, with rising numbers of both members and contributors.92 Nonetheless, the 
sustainability of the system and the quality of pension amounts were uncertain. The State 
had reported that no complete study on the current and future situation of the pension 
system was available.93 Also, vulnerable groups such as domestic and self-employed 
workers were still excluded from social security benefits.94  

64. JS7 noted that the lack of suitable food was the main cause of the high levels of 
undernutrition, which mostly affected children aged from six months to two years. The 
main causes of poor nutrition were insufficient food production and the fact that much of 
the population was unable to meet its consumption needs owing to low levels of income 
and employment.95 
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65. JS7 further noted that the State had not been able to build the quantity of social 
housing planned for the past five years.96 Some 61 per cent of homes had deficiencies in 
terms of services or materials, and people in rural areas had fewer chances of improving 
their housing than those in urban areas.97  

66. JS7 recognized that the State had given titles of ownership to families affected by 
the absence of legal security on land tenure. Nonetheless, thousands of families remained in 
precarious situations and had no suitable housing.98 The Casa Segura (Safe Home) 
programme, launched in 2013 by the police force to alleviate the insecurity situation, had 
generated uncertainty among those who had no titles of ownership. Communities were 
visited one home at a time and the inhabitants were required to show proof of ownership. 
Thousands of families had no such documents and this could lead to their eviction.99 

67. JS5 reported that 83.5 per cent of the population had access to drinking water but 
that in rural areas the figure was 39.8 per cent. Most of the rural population drew water 
from rivers, which in many cases were contaminated by industry.100 Mining was one of the 
most severe threats to the right to water.101 There was no legal framework for water 
management in accordance with international standards and several laws relating to water 
were contradictory or ambiguous.102 It had been proposed in 2012 that a general law on 
water should be enacted but, as of early 2014, this had not been done.103 JS5 recommended 
that the State should adopt a General Water Act,104 recognize the right to a safe, clean, 
healthy and sustainable environment and acknowledge that water was a human right and a 
common good.105 

 8. Right to health 

68. JS7 stated that abortion was still illegal in all circumstances. This resulted in the 
continuing incidence of clandestine abortions, which were still one of the main causes of 
death among women.106 JS8 reported that teenage pregnancies had been declared an 
epidemic. In 2012, 25,068 girls aged between 10 and 19 had given birth in the country’s 
health-care centres.107 CEMUJER stated that in 2011, 43.3 per cent of 19-year-old women 
had experienced pregnancy and 26.4 per cent of the adolescent population had had 
abortions.108 

69. Joint submission 2 (JS2) said that El Salvador had implemented measures in 
criminal law which disproportionately encouraged prosecution in cases of abortion; this 
violated women’s right to due process.109 IACHR had been informed that women human 
rights defenders who advocated therapeutic abortion were often criminalized.110 

70. JS2 considered that the State had failed to comply with the recommendations it had 
accepted at the time of its first UPR concerning the review of its criminal legislation on 
abortion.111 JS2 requested States to reiterate the recommendations that El Salvador should 
review its national laws and decriminalize abortion, permitting it in cases of rape, where the 
pregnancy endangered the mother’s health or life and in case of serious malformations that 
make life outside the womb unviable.112 JS2 recommended that the State should not allow 
women attending public hospitals for obstetric emergencies to be accused of the offence of 
abortion113 and that it should suspend prosecutions of women for the offence of abortion 
until it had reviewed its legislation.114 

71. JS1 considered that the health care system did not have sufficient resources and had 
not adopted the appropriate strategies to ensure that the LGBTI population had access to 
comprehensive health care.115 

72. JS7 recognized that in the past three years there had been a sustained fall in new 
cases of HIV. Nonetheless, it should not be thought that HIV was no longer a problem or a 
danger.116 
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 9. Right to education 

73. JS4 stated that the Government had failed to fully implement the recommendations 
on education received at the time of its first UPR. For example, 3 per cent of GDP was 
dedicated to education while 22 per cent was spent on security.117 JS7 said that the 
enrolment rate for primary school was equivalent to 93.7 per cent of children but for 
secondary education it was only 35.4 per cent. Investment in education remained low, 
particularly for secondary education in rural areas.118 JS8 recommended that the State 
should increase its education budget to 6 per cent of GDP and ensure that education was 
inclusive and rights-based, with quality and respect.119 JS5 recommended that emphasis 
should be placed on rural education, which was currently the most disadvantaged.120 

74. JS3 drew attention to the climate of fear and anxiety affecting families that were 
forced to make payments to armed gangs. Children and adolescents were preyed upon by 
those gangs on the way home from school.121 The Education Ministry estimated that 335 
schools were at high risk in that respect.122 cases of extortion reported to the police in 2013 
totalled 954.123 

75. JS4 noted that school dropouts and reluctance to attend school were persistent and 
related to the problem of gangs. These criminal groups were constantly seeking to recruit 
children and young people124 and gang violence had a negative impact on school 
attendance. The Education Ministry had recorded 289 murders of students in the past four 
years. Large numbers of children were affected by social violence in the country, to such an 
extent that they were often forced to leave schools where they felt exposed to violence and 
insecurity.125 

76. JS5 recommended that the State should protect students both within and outside 
educational establishments to ensure that they were not subjected to harassment, extortion, 
kidnapping or rape.126 

77. JS1 reported that many students were the victims of bullying and that the State 
curriculum did not guarantee access to sex and reproductive education free of stigma and 
discrimination towards the LGBTI community.127 The State should adopt effective policies 
to eliminate harassment at school and safeguard the equal right to education for LGBTI 
people.128 

 10. Persons with disabilities 

78. JS8, noting that there was still no national census on the numbers of persons with 
disabilities, recommended that the Equal Opportunities for Persons with Disabilities Act 
should be brought into line with the Convention on the Rights of Persons with 
Disabilities.129 

 11. Indigenous peoples 

79. JS7 reported that, despite the constitutional recognition of indigenous peoples, their 
economic, social and cultural rights were not guaranteed in practice.130 The State had not 
taken specific steps to formalize the legal and political rights of indigenous peoples.131 

 12. Migrants, refugees and asylum-seekers 

80. JS3 reported that unemployment, extortion and violence were forcing many 
Salvadoran nationals to emigrate. Migration had changed the family and social structures of 
communities in the country. The migratory exodus had harmed the social fabric. Official 
figures showed that about 200 people were leaving the country daily. Over 52 per cent of 
them were women and the majority could not read or write. Furthermore, in the context of 
migration those women continued to be affected by sexual violence.132 
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81. JS8 recommended that the State should create social and economic opportunities to 
promote the development of families, employment opportunities, settled residence and 
quality education. The State should conduct high-level talks with countries having 
Salvadoran population groups to facilitate family reunification and thereby reduce risks to 
children and adolescents.133  

 13. Right to development and environmental issues 

82. FLD reported a pattern of harassment of environmental activists who had 
complained of illicit acts by mining companies, particular in the central-northern region of 
the country, in the department of Cabañas. The Government had been unable to determine 
the source of the repeated threats received by many human rights defenders and those 
responsible had not been prosecuted.134 

83. IACHR had been informed of the murders of a number of human rights defenders 
who had opposed mining activities which were likely to damage the environment and the 
territory of the communities concerned.135 

84. JS7 reported that there was still a potential threat to neighbouring countries from 
mining projects in border areas; no measures had yet been adopted to prevent the 
contamination of the country’s water bodies.136 

 Notes 
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