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Abstract - This article focuses on the monitoring mechanisms for the implementation of hu—
man rights protection provisions in the inter-American human rights system. The Inter-American
Court of Human Rightsestablished two types of international standards: standards with treaty ef—
fectiveness and standards with interpretative effectiveness. Concerning to the development of the
Judicial Judgment Standard the Peruvian Constitutional Court has similar characteristics with
the inter-American Court of Human Rights. Through approaches of binding precedents and juris—
prudential principle the two types of standards established by inter-American Court of Human
Rights hasinfluenced the Peruvian Constitutional Court. The judgments of the Inter-American
Court of Human Rights can be divided into three categories: treaty-binding general-effect
andno fixed interpretation of the law. This article classifies the judgements of the Inter-American
Court of Human Rights into threestages of effect which were mentioned above. The article also
reflects on and reviews the monitoring mechanism of human rights treaties which make the
constitutional provisions and national laws gradually incorporated into the jurisdiction of the In—
ter-American Convention on Human Rights and the Inter-American Court of Human Rights.
Looking forward to the new era a dialogue between the Inter-American Court and the national
courts is required to promote internationalization of Constitutional Law and theconstitutionaliza—

tion of International Law.




