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Title: Environmental Offense – Constitution of a Legal Entity as a Party to the 

Proceedings 

Summary. 1. Article 105, first paragraph, of the Criminal Code authorizes the imposition of 

measures against legal entities—referred to as “ancillary consequences”—where the criminal 

act was either (i) committed in the course of the entity’s corporate activity, or (ii) the 

organization was used to facilitate or conceal the offense. The procedural requirement for 

imposing such ancillary consequences provides that the Public Prosecutor must request the 

inclusion of the legal entity as a passive subject in the criminal proceedings, and that the judge 

of the preliminary investigation must approve this request through a reasoned resolution, 

following the mandatory hearing, in accordance with Articles 90 and 91 of the Code of Criminal 

Procedure. 2. Article 105, fourth paragraph, of the Criminal Code provides that: “A change in 

the corporate name, legal personality, or corporate reorganization shall not prevent the 

application of these measures [ancillary consequences].” Under this provision, the Criminal 

Code refers to the same legal entity that undergoes a change in its name, corporate 

denomination, or corporate form, as well as cases of internal reorganization that do not involve 

changes in legal personality. Such reorganizations are necessarily those contemplated in Book 

IV, Section II of the General Corporations Law (formerly Law 26887 of December 9, 1997)—

whose main purpose is to allow corporate efficiency and flexible internal restructuring to 

respond to market changes or enhance economic performance. Examples include 

transformations, mergers, spin-offs, simple reorganizations, and various forms of spin-offs 

(multiple, multiple combined, spin-offs combined with mergers among participating entities, 

spin-offs and mergers combined among multiple corporations), simultaneous operations, and 

the reorganization of foreign-incorporated corporations and their local branches. 3. The 

assertion that mechanisms of simulation and fraudulent corporate arrangements were used to 

unduly shield the assets acquired by the companies involved lacks a solid evidentiary basis—

even at the level of a revealing suspicion. The companies PLANTACIONES AGRÍCOLAS DE 

PUCALLPA SOCIEDAD ANÓNIMA CERRADA and OCHO SUR P SOCIEDAD 

ANÓNIMA CERRADA were established in connection with legitimate credit operations 

totaling forty-eight million U.S. dollars (US$48,000,000) —a fact that is neither disputed nor 

contested— and, given the non-payment, starting in February 2016, by PLANTACIONES DE 

PUCALLPA SOCIEDAD ANÓNIMA CERRADA, the entity subject to the trust agreement, 

which previously gave rise to the foreign company PERUVIAN PALM HOLDINGS LTD, 

owner of the latter two and which brought together the creditors of the company UNITED OILS 

LIMITED. 4. The crime against forests or forest formations occurred prior to the incorporation  
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(**) APPEAL IN CASSATION No. 3328-2023/NATIONAL  

 

of the companies PLANTACIONES AGRÍCOLAS DE PUCALLPA SOCIEDAD ANÓNIMA 

CERRADA and OCHO SUR P  SOCIEDAD ANÓNIMA CERRADA; accordingly, it is not 

possible that the alleged offense was facilitated or concealed in the course of their corporate 

activities, nor could these companies have facilitated or concealed its commission. The years of 

deforestation cited in the charge do not correspond to the date on which PLANTACIONES 

AGRÍCOLAS DE PUCALLPA SOCIEDAD ANÓNIMA CERRADA commenced its 

agricultural operations. Moreover, on March 30, 2021, the OEFA recognized that OCHO SUR 

P SOCIEDAD ANÓNIMA CERRADA is subject not to an Environmental Impact Assessment 

(EIA) certification, but rather to an Environmental Management Adjustment Program (PAMA), 

since, according to Vice-Ministerial Resolution 0008-2021-MIDAGRI-DVDAFIR, agricultural 

activities at the Tibecocha Farm began in June 2012.  
 

 

– JUDGMENT ON CASSATION – 

Lima, October 15, 2025 

 

HAVING REVIEWED THE RECORD; in public hearing: the appeal in cassation filed by the 

defense of the legal entity OCHO SUR P SOCIEDAD ANÓNIMA CERRADA, on the grounds 

of violation of procedural law and violation of substantive legal procedure, against the 

appellate order at page 86, dated September 29, 2023, which—partly reversing and partly 

affirming the first-instance order at page 1, dated April 21, 2023—granted the prosecution’s 

request for the inclusion of the legal entity as a passive party, together with all other matters 

contained therein. This proceeding arises from the criminal case brought against the said legal 

entity and others for the offense against forests or forest formations, to the detriment of the 

State. 

Justice SAN MARTÍN CASTRO served as the Reporting Judge.  

 

FACTUAL BASIS 

 

FIRST. The Provincial Prosecutor of the First Supraprovincial Corporate Prosecutor’s Office 

Specialized in Organized Crime, through Order No. 039 expanding the investigation and 

incorporating additional defendants and companies linked to the investigated acts, attributed to 

the legal entity OCHO SUR P SOCIEDAD ANÓNIMA CERRADA –hereinafter S.A.C.–

(Plantaciones Agrícolas de Pucallpa Sociedad Anónima Cerrada) the following: 

∞ 1. That it was used as a means to commit and/or facilitate the actions of its legal 

representatives — Javier Santiago Freyre Trivelli, during the period from September 2016 to 

June 2018; Serge Georges Verhaert, from June 2018 to the present; together with the 

company’s Director of Operations; and Alfredo César Rivera Loarte, from October 2016 to 

March 2020 —who, without obtaining the requisite environmental administrative authorization 

or permit from the competent authority, continued to destroy, burn, damage, and fell, through 

the company’s own workers, forests and other natural forest formations located within and 

around the area known as “Tibecocha Farm”, District of Nueva Requena, Province of Coronel 

Portillo, Department of Ucayali, for the purpose of continuing the installation of oil palm 

plantations and the subsequent extraction of palm oil. It is alleged that this conduct resulted in 

an accumulated deforestation of approximately more than ten thousand hectares, an area that 

has progressively expanded. 

∞ 2. The acts committed against the forests and forest formations in the jungle region of our 

country were carried out within the framework of a criminal organization led by Dennis 
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Nicholas Melka, and composed of Javier Santiago Freyre Trivelli, Serge Georges Verhaert, and 

Alfredo César Rivera Loarte as mid-level operatives. The organization’s objective—based on 

its economic power and the acquisition of lands containing forests or other forest formations—

was to clear those areas and establish oil palm plantations as part of an agro-industrial 

expansion project, thereby causing irreversible environmental damage. 

 

SECOND. That, with respect to the proceedings of this case, the following has been 

established: 

∞ 1. The Provincial Prosecutor of the First Supraprovincial Corporate Prosecutor’s Office 

Specialized in Organized Crime, by request recorded on page 139 of the case file, dated 

December 1, 2021, requested the incorporation of legal entities into the criminal proceedings, 

including OCHO SUR P S.A.C. Accordingly, the Seventh National Preparatory Investigation 

Court, by order recorded on page 1, dated April 21, 2023, declared the request filed by the 

representative of the Public Prosecutor’s Office to be well-founded, and consequently 

incorporated, among others, the legal entity Empresa Agrícola de Pucallpa Sociedad Anónima 

Cerrada, currently operating under the name OCHO SUR P S.A.C., into the present 

proceedings.  

∞ 2. The defense for OCHO SUR P S.A.C. filed an appeal by written motion recorded on page 

55, dated May 30, 2023. 

∞ 3. The appeal having been admitted and the appellate proceedings concluded, the First 

National Criminal Appeals Chamber of the National Superior Court of Specialized Criminal 

Justice issued the appellate order recorded on page 86, dated September 29, 2023. By this 

decision—partly reversing and partly affirming the order of the court of first instance—the 

Chamber declared well-founded the motion for incorporation of the legal entity Plantaciones 

Agrícolas de Pucallpa Sociedad Anónima Cerrada, now operating under the name OCHO SUR 

P S.A.C., into the criminal investigation for the alleged commission of offenses against forests 

or forest formations to the detriment of the State.  

∞ 4. Against this portion of the appellate order, the defense of OCHO SUR P S.A.C. filed a 

petition for cassation. 

 

THIRD. That the defense for the legal entity OCHO SUR P SAC, in its writ of cassation 

appearing on page 99, dated October 18, 2023, invoked the grounds of non-observance of a 

constitutional provision and violation of a substantive legal precept, pursuant to Article 429, 

subsections (1) and (3), of the Code of Criminal Procedure (hereinafter, the CPP). 

∞ From the exceptional review stage, the defense raised: (i) whether the resolution admitting 

the incorporation of a legal entity requires an assessment of the indicia demonstrating that an 

act of facilitation, assistance, or concealment of the alleged crime was carried out—following 

the Public Prosecutor’s prior specification of the particular act of facilitation, assistance, or 

concealment—and (ii) whether, as a matter of law, the alleged circumstance of a “concealed 

corporate succession” may be invoked. 

 

FOURTH. That, pursuant to the Supreme Ruling of Admission recorded on page 603, dated 

April 16, 2025, the writ of cassation was declared admissible on the grounds of non-observance 

or breach of a procedural law and violation of a substantive legal provision. 

∞ It is incumbent upon the Court to determine: (i) whether the resolution ordering the inclusion 

of a legal entity complies with the requirements arising from the concordant interpretation of 

Article 105 of the Criminal Code (hereinafter, the CC) and Articles 90 and 91(1) of the Code of 

Criminal Procedure (hereinafter, the CPP); and (ii) whether it is legally permissible to invoke 

the assumption of a “concealed corporate succession.” 

 

FIFTH. That, the parties having been duly notified of the admission of the writ of cassation, as 
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set forth in the preceding resolution — without the submission of supplementary pleadings —, 

the decree recorded on page 608 was issued, setting the date for the cassation hearing on the 

twenty-sixth (26th) of last September. 

 

SIXTH. That, according to the attached record, the public cassation hearing was held with the 

appearance of counsel for the legal entity OCHO SUR P S.A.C., Attorney José Antonio Caro 

John. 

 

SEVENTH. That, upon conclusion of the hearing, the deliberation of the case was immediately 

held on the same date, in a closed session. On that same day, the corresponding vote was 

conducted, and the required number of votes having been obtained (unanimously), it is 

appropriate to render the pertinent cassation judgment, the reading of which was scheduled for 

this date. 

 

GROUNDS OF LAW 

 

FIRST. That the analysis of the grounds for cassation review, invoked on the bases of breach of 

a procedural law and violation of a substantive legal provision, rests upon determining: (i) 

whether the resolution ordering the inclusion of a legal entity satisfies the requirements arising 

from the concordant interpretation of Article 105 of the Criminal Code, and Articles 90 and 

91(1) of the Code of Criminal Procedure; and (ii) whether it is legally permissible to invoke the 

assumption of a “concealed corporate succession.” 

 

SECOND. That Article 105, first paragraph, of the Criminal Code authorizes the imposition of 

measures against legal entities—understood as “ancillary consequences”—whenever the 

punishable act (i) was committed in the course of their corporate activity, or (ii) their 

organizational structure was used to facilitate or conceal the offense. The procedural 

requirement for the imposition of such ancillary consequences demands that the Prosecutor 

request the inclusion of the legal entity as a defendant in the criminal proceedings, and that the 

Examining Judge admits such inclusion by a reasoned resolution, following the mandatory 

hearing, in accordance with Articles 90 and 91 of the Code of Criminal Procedure. 

∞ The guarantees of judicial protection and procedural defense require, in such cases, that the 

inclusion in the proceedings take place only when the conditions justifying the imposition of an 

ancillary consequence (measure) are met, and provided that there exist “…indicia revealing the 

existence of an offense,” pursuant to Article 336(1) of the Code of Criminal Procedure, 

applicable by virtue of the extension rule set forth in Article 93(1) of the same Code. If the legal 

entity is a procedural party in the position of a defendant and, as such, is subject to the 

imposition of a measure affecting its rights, it is evident that it must be recognized procedural 

rights equivalent, insofar as pertinent, to those granted to the natural person under indictment. 

∞ Accordingly, it is required not only to conduct a substantive legal assessment pursuant to 

Article 105 of the Criminal Code, but also to undertake a procedural legal examination to 

ascertain the existence of a revealing suspicion—both as to the offense imputed to the natural 

person and as to the elements linking it to the legal entity, in conformity with the 

aforementioned Article 105 of the Criminal Code, and in the terms established by Plenary 

Agreement No. 7-2009/CJ-116. 

 

THIRD. Preliminary Consideration. That, according to the charges set forth in the order 

formalizing the preparatory investigation dated December 1, 2012, the environmental damage 

occurred between November 2010 and October 2016, entailing the deforestation of 6,824 

hectares—although, pursuant to Report No. 0202-2017-MPFN-UMGSDA-U/DFVG, dated 

August 14, 2017, the adverse impacts began in June 2012, which finding is corroborated by 
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Vice-Ministerial Resolution No. 0008-2021-MIDAGRI-DVDAFIR. 

∞ 1. The sequence of events is as follows: 

* A. The company PLANTACIONES DE PUCALLPA SOCIEDAD ANÓNIMA CERRADA 

was incorporated on November 17, 2010, and thereafter requested and obtained a loan from the 

U.S. firm ANHOLT SERVICES in favor of UNITED OILS LIMITED—the parent company of 

Plantaciones de Pucallpa Sociedad Anónima Cerrada, its subsidiary—for an amount of twenty-

three million U.S. dollars (US$23,000,000). By virtue of said transaction, PLANTACIONES 

DE PUCALLPA SOCIEDAD ANÓNIMA CERRADA established a security interest (pledge 

agreement) over the totality of its movable assets, as collateral for the obligations assumed by 

UNITED OILS LIMITED in August 2014, the pledge contract being executed on September 15, 

2014. Subsequently, in 2015, another company, AMERRA CAPITAL MANAGEMENT—a 

private alternative asset management firm—granted a credit facility to UNITED OILS 

LIMITED in the context of a note issuance, amounting in total to forty-eight million U.S. 

dollars (US$48,000,000). Within that framework, UNITED OILS LIMITED, on July 14, 2014, 

executed a note issuance agreement with bondholders.   

* B. On September 2, 2015, the company PLANTACIONES DE PUCALLPA SOCIEDAD 

ANÓNIMA CERRADA, in connection with the increase of the debt, entered into a trust 

agreement as collateral over its assets (plantations and real estate), pursuant to the note issuance 

agreement dated July 23, 2004, executed by UNITED OILS LIMITED. Given that UNITED 

OILS LIMITED failed to make the payments owed to SHUOL ADMINISTRATIVE AGENT 

LTD (the trustee) and to the bondholders—a default that commenced on February 15, 2016—

and even notified the bondholders of its inability to satisfy the payments, it followed that, 

between June and July 2016, the assets were submitted to auction, which was ultimately 

declared void. On April 27, 2016, prior to the auction, the company PLANTACIONES 

AGRÍCOLAS DE PUCALLPA SOCIEDAD ANÓNIMA CERRADA was incorporated, 

receiving the trust assets, a transfer that took place on July 14, 2016—the day following the 

final auction—through the execution of the assignment of rights agreement, with the 

participation of SHUOL ADMINISTRATIVE AGENT LTD, PLANTACIONES AGRÍCOLAS 

DE PUCALLPA SOCIEDAD ANÓNIMA CERRADA, and LA FIDUCIARIA SOCIEDAD 

ANÓNIMA. By virtue of this agreement, SHUOL ADMINISTRATIVE AGENT LTD assigned 

all of its rights, pursuant to the trust agreement, in favor of PLANTACIONES AGRÍCOLAS 

DE PUCALLPA SOCIEDAD ANÓNIMA CERRADA; that is, the ownership of all the real 

estate was transferred to the latter company, in accordance with the real estate adjudication 

dated August 1, 2016. 

* C. Once PLANTACIONES DE PUCALLPA SOCIEDAD ANÓNIMA CERRADA 

transferred the estates and other assets to PLANTACIONES AGRÍCOLAS DE PUCALLPA 

SOCIEDAD ANÓNIMA CERRADA, the latter, on May 30, 2016, initiated its corporate 

reorganization proceedings. It should be added that the sole shareholder of the company was 

PERUVIAN PALM HOLDINGS LTD, incorporated in the Bermuda Islands on May 18, 2016, 

by the bondholders or creditors involved in Plantaciones de Pucallpa Sociedad Anónima 

Cerrada, in light of the potential failure of the auction. On August 19, 2016, PLANTACIONES 

AGRÍCOLAS DE PUCALLPA SOCIEDAD ANÓNIMA CERRADA changed its name to 

OCHO SUR P SOCIEDAD ANÓNIMA CERRADA, which, in August 2018, established a new 

trust with the participation of Scotiabank. Meanwhile, PLANTACIONES DE PUCALLPA 

SOCIEDAD ANÓNIMA CERRADA was subject to dissolution and liquidation on April 12, 

2017. 

 

FOURTH. That, in this regard, Article 105, fourth paragraph of the Criminal Code provides as 

follows: The change of corporate name, legal personality, or corporate reorganization shall not 

preclude the application of these measures [ancillary consequences]. The Criminal Code, in this 

context, refers to the same company that changes its denomination, corporate name, or form, as 
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well as to instances of internal reorganization—which do not entail changes in legal 

personality—as provided in Book IV, Section II, of the General Corporations Law (former Law 

26887, of December 9, 1997), whose principal purpose is corporate efficiency and flexible 

internal restructuring to address market changes or improve economic performance. Such 

measures include transformation, merger, demerger, simple reorganization, and various types of 

demergers (multiple, multiple combined, demergers combined with mergers among the 

participating companies, demergers and mergers combined among multiple companies), 

simultaneous operations, and the reorganization of companies incorporated abroad or of the 

branch of a company incorporated abroad. 

∞ In the sub judice between the corporations PLANTACIONES DE PUCALLPA SOCIEDAD 

ANÓNIMA CERRADA and PLANTACIONES AGRÍCOLAS DE PUCALLPA SOCIEDAD 

ANÓNIMA CERRADA, no combined form of reorganization took place. These are distinct 

legal entities, established at different times and with different owners or shareholders, each with 

its own Tax ID number and separate registry entries. The latter company, which subsequently 

changed its name to “OCHO SUR P SOCIEDAD ANÓNIMA CERRADA”, has as its sole 

shareholder the foreign corporation PERUVIAN PALM HOLDINGS LTD, and what was 

incorporated were the real properties of PLANTACIONES DE PUCALLPA SOCIEDAD 

ANÓNIMA CERRADA by virtue of a trust agreement as collateral, governed by Articles 241 

and 274 of Law 26702, General Law of the Financial and Insurance System, the course of which 

has been set forth supra. 

∞ The assertion that mechanisms of simulation and fraudulent corporate configurations were 

employed to unduly protect the assets acquired by the companies involved lacks a solid 

evidentiary basis—not even at the level of a revealing suspicion. The companies 

PLANTACIONES AGRÍCOLAS DE PUCALLPA SOCIEDAD ANÓNIMA CERRADA and 

OCHO SUR P SOCIEDAD ANÓNIMA CERRADA arose in connection with lawful credit 

operations totaling forty-eight million U.S. dollars (US$48,000,000)—a fact that is undisputed 

and unchallenged. Following the failure to make payments, starting in February 2016, by 

PLANTACIONES DE PUCALLPA SOCIEDAD ANÓNIMA CERRADA under the trust 

agreement, this situation led to the prior formation of the foreign entity PERUVIAN PALM 

HOLDINGS LTD, which held ownership of the latter two companies and represented the 

creditors of UNITED OILS LIMITED. 

∞ From this perspective—which included the execution of a note issuance agreement with 

bondholders in July 2014 and the establishment of a trust, administered by Fiduciaria Sociedad 

Anónima and consolidated in September 2015—it is manifest that there can be no unity between 

PLANTACIONES DE PUCALLPA SOCIEDAD ANÓNIMA CERRADA and the companies 

PLANTACIONES AGRÍCOLAS DE PUCALLPA SOCIEDAD ANÓNIMA CERRADA and 

OCHO SUR P SOCIEDAD ANÓNIMA CERRADA. 

∞ The High Court held that, since the companies shared, in various management positions, the 

same individuals, and because initially one of the shareholders of PERUVIAN PALM 

HOLDINGS LTD was the principal accused, the U.S. citizen Dennis Nicholas Melka, this 

constituted a serious indicium of the alleged “concealed corporate succession.” 

However, in light of how events unfolded: assuming ownership of the lands and continuing the 

same line of business, it is not unreasonable that, initially, the same high-level technical and 

professional personnel were retained. Moreover, it is true that the accused, Dennis Nicholas 

Melka, acquired a minimal percentage of shares in PERUVIAN PALM HOLDINGS LTD—a 

consequence inherent to such mechanisms of bond placement operations in the market—yet he 

lacked control and did not participate in the governing or management bodies of the company, 

to the extent that he sold his shares in 2020. 

 

FIFTH. That, consequently, the legal requirements justifying the incorporation of OCHO SUR 

P SOCIEDAD ANÓNIMA CERRADA as a procedural party in the position of a defendant are 
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not met, particularly given that, according to the charges, the offense against forests or forest 

formations occurred prior to the incorporation of PLANTACIONES AGRÍCOLAS DE 

PUCALLPA SOCIEDAD ANÓNIMA CERRADA and OCHO SUR P SOCIEDAD 

ANÓNIMA CERRADA. Accordingly, it is not possible that, in the exercise of its corporate 

activities, the company facilitated or concealed the alleged offense, nor could it have 

contributed to its commission. The years of deforestation, as set forth in the charges, do not 

correspond to the date on which PLANTACIONES AGRÍCOLAS DE PUCALLPA 

SOCIEDAD ANÓNIMA CERRADA commenced its agricultural operations. Moreover, OEFA, 

on March 30, 2021, recognized that OCHO SUR P SOCIEDAD ANÓNIMA CERRADA is 

subject not to an Environmental Impact Study certification, but rather to an Environmental 

Management Adaptation Program (PAMA), since, according to Vice-Ministerial Resolution No. 

0008-2021-MIDAGRI-DVDAFIR, agricultural activity at the Tibecocha Farm began in June 

2012. 

∞ For all the foregoing reasons, Articles 105 of the Criminal Code and 90 of the Code of 

Criminal Procedure were misinterpreted and misapplied. It is therefore not legally permissible 

to incorporate the appellant as a procedural party in the position of a defendant.  

 

DECISION 
 

For these reasons: I. It is DECLARED WELL-FOUNDED the appeal in cassation, on the 

grounds of procedural violation and infringement of substantive law, filed by the defense of the 

legal entity OCHO SUR P SOCIEDAD ANÓNIMA CERRADA against the appellate decision 

recorded on page 86, dated September 29, 2023, which, by revoking in one part and confirming 

in another the first-instance order recorded on page 1, dated April 21, 2023, had declared well-

founded the prosecutorial request for the incorporation of the legal entity as a procedural party 

in the position of a defendant, together with all other provisions contained therein. In the 

criminal proceedings brought against it and others, for the offense against forests or forest 

formations to the detriment of the State. Accordingly, they ANNULLED the appellate decision. 

II. And, acting in the exercise of their appellate jurisdiction, it is REVOKED the order issued 

by the court of first instance and, reforming it, DECLARED UNFOUNDED the request of the 

Office of the Public Prosecutor for the constitution or incorporation of the legal entity OCHO 

SUR P SOCIEDAD ANÓNIMA CERRADA as a party to the proceedings in a passive capacity.  

III. It is ORDERED that the present judgment be transcribed to the High Court for its due 

enforcement; and that it be duly recorded. IV. It is hereby ORDERED that this judgment be 

read in a public hearing, notified immediately, and published on the official website of the 

Judiciary. Justice Campos Barranzuela PARTICIPATED in substitution for Justice Maita 

Dorregaray, who was on leave. LET the parties appearing before this Supreme Court seat be 

duly notified. 

 

Justices:  
 

SAN MARTÍN CASTRO  

LUJÁN TÚPEZ  

ALTABÁS KAJATT  

PEÑA FARFÁN 

CAMPOS BARRANZUELA 

CSMC/EGOT 
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Jurisdiction: SUPREME COURT / LIMA, DIGITAL SIGNATURE 
 
ELECTRONIC SEAL 
[EMBLEM] 
JUDICIAL BRANCH OF PERU 
SUPREME COURT OF JUSTICE 
SUPREME COURT - Electronic Notification System (SINOE) 
JUDICIARY HEADQUARTERS 
Justice of the Supreme Court: CAMPOS BARRANZUELA EDHIN 
Digital Service – Judicial Branch of Peru 
Date: 21/10/2025  11:58:33 
Reason: Judicial Resolution  
Jurisdiction: SUPREME COURT / LIMA, DIGITAL SIGNATURE 
 

ELECTRONIC SEAL 
[EMBLEM] 
JUDICIAL BRANCH OF PERU 
SUPREME COURT OF JUSTICE 
SUPREME COURT - Electronic Notification System (SINOE) 
JUDICIARY HEADQUARTERS 
Clerk of the Supreme Court Chamber: SALAS CAMPOS PILAR ROXANA 
Digital Service – Judicial Branch of Peru 
Date: 28/10/2025  16:50:54 
Reason: Judicial Resolution  
Jurisdiction: SUPREME COURT / LIMA, DIGITAL SIGNATURE 
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