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The leading role of the Judicial Power 

in the impunity and repression in Venezuela 

 

The general idea that can be taken in some quarters about Latin American dictatorships 

and autocracies is forged during the 70 and 80 decades what happened in the Cono Sur 

of the continent and in some Central American countries. This can be summed up, in a 

quick glance, in countries controlled by a military boot that has no respect whatsoever 

for the forms of the rule of law and that blatantly executes systematic and generalized 

actions of human rights violation directly or through parallel structures, whose 

existence is not officially recognized. 

From that image, the figure of the rest of the officials of those state structures of 

secondary importance, it is not part directly of the repressive apparatus. Thus, for 

example, in the Argentine case, the courts received and admitted writs of habeas corpus 

on disappeared persons and they officiated at the different public security organizations 

and they responded that they had no knowledge of the fate of the person in question 

and there the investigation was closed judicial1. 

At present, and not only because of the Venezuelan case, but also through its immediate 

precedent, the Alberto Fujimori regime, authoritarianism has new and more elaborate 

expressions, among which are the intervention in elections as a means of accessing 

power, the use of populist messages and the image of charismatic leaders to attract the 

masses and thus exploit their despair, the instrumentalization of law and justice to 

achieve the desired political objective. Once in power, every attempt to control, to 

render accounts or to establish limits is accused as an attack that prevents the beneficial 

policies of the regime, but that in reality they hide, in a way that is sometimes more 

disguised as was the case in Venezuela. Chavismo in its beginnings, others less, such as 

Madurismo nowadays, an accumulation of power in the presidential figure, generating 

a renewed idea of caudillismo through the cult of personality. 

                                                             
1 Vid. National Commission on the Disappearance of Persons (2006). Never again Eudeba. Buenos Aires. 

p. 406 et seq. 
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However, a distinctive feature of the Venezuelan case, that although was in the Fujimori 

regime, but to a lesser extent, is the use of the entire justice system (judges, prosecutors 

and even public defenders) no s or him as a endorser of the acts of power, but as a 

means of repression against dissent , complementing the action of the security organs, 

all for the benefit of the regime, and of course, at the expense of human rights. 

In the aforementioned sense, a report was prepared, which contains the various 

opinions on the Venezuelan justice system that have been issued by practically all the 

international bodies for the defense of human rights, both the inter-American and 

universal systems, and which, therefore, Therefore, they confirm the complaints that 

civil society organizations have made for years about the regime established in the 

country since 1999. 

The above is important insofar as the homogeneous showing of the opinion widespread 

on the structural failures of the Venezuelan justice system, and its pattern of human 

rights violations and repressive instrument. 


