
 

Author: Ebba Svensson 

Supervisor: Anders Persson 

Examiner: Martin Nilsson       

Semester: Fall 2019 

Subject: Bachelor thesis 

Level: Bachelor 

Course code: 2SK31E  

 

              BACHELOR THESIS 

 

 

NEW AUTHORITARIANISM IN VENEZUELA 

DURING MADURO – A CASE STUDY ON CIVIL 

AND POLITICAL RIGHTS VIOLATIONS 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

1 
 

Abstract 

This essay discusses how the new theoretical framework of “new” authoritarianism can explain 

the civil and political rights abuses in Venezuela since Nicolás Maduro became Present in 2013 

until today. The presidency of Maduro has evoked international attention about the increasing 

authoritarian climate. His pursuit of increasing control and power has resulted in serious 

violations of people’s civil and political rights. New authoritarianism has four factors that have 

been applied on the case study of Venezuela’s civil and political rights violations. The factors’ 

indicators have specifically explained new authoritarianism’s relationship to the case of 

Venezuela. The use of law in other governmental powers, the military’s social control and use 

of force, the opposition’s resistance, the limitations on organizations, the discrimination of 

media and finally a discriminated public labor force explain the civil and political rights 

violations in Venezuela between 2013 and 2019.  

 

Key words: Venezuela, new authoritarianism, Nicolás Maduro, civil and political rights 

violations.  
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1. Introduction      

In 2019, Venezuela won a seat in the UN Human Rights Council to represent Latin America 

along with Brazil (Daniels, 2019). This event is truly bizarre as President Maduro is not directly 

a saint according to many leaders in the world. After the death of former President Hugo 

Chávez, the unpopular Nicolás Maduro has steered Venezuela towards more authoritarian 

practices. Elitism, dismissal of political pluralism and militarization of state institutions are a 

few strategies Maduro has taken since 2013 in order to strengthen his control (Maya, 2018).  

The problem of democratic decline in Venezuela is not just a domestic problem but also a global 

issue. For the past thirteen years, the world has experienced a problem regarding democracy. A 

democratic decline has affected all type of states Freedom House, 2019a). Consequently, the 

global status of civil liberties and political rights has declined during these thirteen years and 

the cause of this deterioration is diverse (Freedom House, 2019a). The intriguing issue is to 

agree upon these characterizations of countries’ national statuses, and while this is a matter of 

definitions and interpretations of political statuses, the answers are infinite. Therefore, new 

interpretations of regime types in transition states have emerged.  

In the case of Venezuela, it is not as any other typical authoritarian regime. The country’s 

autocratic transition has become internationally noticed due to its many crises it has faced since 

some years back. Maduro has been massively criticized by human rights organizations for his 

ignorance of the political, economic and the humanitarian crisis. It was not until in 2017 that 

the UN published its first report on Venezuela’s human rights violations (United Nations 

Human Rights Office of the High Commissioner [OHCHR], 2017). It is no coincidence that 

Freedom House reports the same year that Venezuela is no longer a free country (Freedom 

House, 2017). The more time that passes, the more ideas Maduro get to gain more control and 

power by manipulating any democratic tendencies. This interplay between democracy and 

authoritarianism in Venezuela is jeopardizing the civil and political sphere.  

The civil and political rights is the protection against the state’s interference into the civil and 

political spheres of the society (Regeringen, 2018). In an authoritarian regime, this protection 

from the interference of such actions is deteriorated. During the presidency of Chávez, this state 

intervention increased due to the increase in social tolerance of this interference in the public 

and the independent, civil space (Corrales, 2006). Therefore, the relationship between new 

forms of authoritarianism and the protection of civil and political rights is not correlating and 

is interesting to research.  
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1.1 Research formulation     

Like the rest of Latin America, Venezuela has experienced transitions from dictatorships to 

democracy (Smith, R., 2018). The political crisis has evoked international attention. Political 

scientists have since Chávez researched about authoritarianism in Venezuela. Chavismo and 

populism were great factors that contributed to the increased state’s sharpened control 

(Hawkins, 2015). However, as President Maduro gained power in 2013, the political and civil 

space has deteriorated, and an increasing authoritarian climate has developed.  

“New” authoritarianism is a new theoretical framework that is characterized by specified factors 

in relation to some transitioning countries. The idea of “new” authoritarianism proposes that 

the use of law in the executive branch, the opposition as the enemy, the civil society’s loyalty 

to the government and the use of military and armed forces can explain authoritarianism in 

transitioning states (Kadıoğlu, 2019). It is therefore interesting to investigate in how these 

factors are applicable in the case of Venezuela and can explain the abuse of people’s civil and 

political rights. This can be analyzed by looking at the different indicators each factor has, 

which are specific to the case of Venezuela.  

The relationship between the disrespect of civil and political rights and the development of 

authoritarianism is closely related. This correlation is portrayed in Freedom House’s annual 

country reports on political rights and civil liberties (Freedom House, 2019b). Table 1 below 

presents Venezuela’s deterioration in political rights and civil liberties since 2013 to 2019. 

Freedom House is measuring the degree of these rights and liberties in relation to freedom and 

democracy. The numbers vary from 1 to 7 where 1 presents the freest rights and liberties and a 

7 represents the least free rights and liberties (Freedom House, 2019b). Since 2013, Venezuela 

has been a partly free country and in 2017, Venezuela was labeled Not Free (table 1).  

Year Political rights Civil liberties Freedom status 

2013 5 5 Partly free 

2014 5 5 Partly free 

2015 5 5 Partly free 

2016 5 5 Partly free 

2017 6 5 Not free 

2018 6 5 Not free 

2019 7 6 Not free 
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Table 1. The political rights, civil liberties and freedom statuses presented from 2013 to 2019 

(Freedom House). 

1.2 Purpose of the study   

The aim of this case study is to research how the theory of “new” authoritarianism can explain 

the violations of civil and political rights in Venezuela during the presidency of Maduro from 

2013 to 2019. The theory has several factors that are intended to explain the violations of 

people’s civil and political rights.  

The research questions for this study is the following: 

How can “new” authoritarianism explain the civil and political rights violations in Venezuela 

from 2013 to 2019? 

The research question will be investigated by using the theoretical framework of “new” 

authoritarianism which constitutes of four factors. The factors include the use of law, the 

opposition as the enemy, the civil society’s loyalty to government and lastly the use of military 

and armed forces. The factors have indicators that specifically relate to the factors and the case 

of Venezuela. These will be utilized to explain the behavior of the Maduro administration that 

has violated the civil and political rights in Venezuela since 2013. To understand how “new” 

authoritarianism is portrayed in Venezuela, I have added indicators to each factor that are 

related to breached articles in the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights [ICCPR].  

1.3 Disposition 

In this research I begin with a presentation of previous research that introduces the reader to 

this case study of Venezuela. Thereafter is a presentation of the theory and method utilized. 

Eventually the analysis is presented. The analysis is divided into four parts which are the factors 

of new authoritarianism and its individual indicators. The research is then summarized through 

a section of conclusions and discussions where I discuss how “new” authoritarianism can 

explain the civil and political right abuses Finally, further research on the topic is presented.  
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2. Previous research  

An introduction to previous research is necessary for this essay in order to carefully describe 

and explain the relationship between Venezuela’s political crisis and human rights. Firstly, there 

is a presentation of “old” authoritarianism meaning the authoritarianism emerging in 20th 

century. Secondly, a presentation of the democratic decline in Venezuela is provided, and 

thirdly a presentation of the development of civil and political rights in the country.  

2.1 “Old” authoritarianism 

In order to explain the theoretical framework of “new” authoritarianism, it is necessary to 

present some paragraphs about “old” authoritarianism.  

Authoritarianism derives from totalitarianism. Researchers discovered that there are many types 

of undemocratic regimes, so they broadened the concept of totalitarianism. Authoritarian 

regimes differ from totalitarian regimes by lacking a dominant ideology in mass mobilization 

and recognizes a limited social- and civil society (Linz & Stepan, 1996).  

Juan J. Linz is the one of the eminent researchers in the field of authoritarian regimes. 

Authoritarianism has many branches but is characterized with some staple features (Krastev, 

2011). As Juan J. Linz has stated, authoritarian states are characterized with limited political 

pluralism, restricted social mobilization, illegitimacy and shifted executive power of the leader. 

The leadership is either a person or a small group of people with ill-defined limits which take 

predictable actions (Linz, 2000).   

A clear ideology is absent in an authoritarian regime (Linz & Stepan, 1996). Rather, the leader’s 

mentality is emphasized which is based on emotions that are difficult to diffuse into the 

population (Linz, 2000). Accordingly, the regime often experiences problems with social 

mobilization. For instance, it is nearly impossible to engage students into politics when there is 

no ideology present (Linz, 2000). However political pluralism exists in the sense that 

authoritarian states have different political orientations with anti-democratic left- and right 

winged ideas (Silander, 2012).  

The political power is held by a strong individual leadership where the ruling party is full of 

elites in order to strengthen the power (Linz & Stepan, 1996). Accordingly, problems with 

illegitimacy are often reoccurring as the elite does everything in its power to maintain the 

hegemony (Linz, 2000). The attempt to strengthen the power is fueled by using the military, 
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the police and other armed forces. The leadership continuingly attempts to silence any other 

opinions in order to maximize the gains themselves (Silander, 2012). 

Other political parties can exist as a way for the state to have some democratic elements 

(Silander, 2012). Even though there are other political parties in an autocratic state, the 

dominant political party is controlling the state apparatus to restrict other political parties to 

enjoy fair elections, the equal access to media, economic resources and the ability to 

mobilization (Silander, 2012).  

The limited and controlled political pluralism in authoritarian states lead to different opposition 

groups within the regime which have either little or no effect on the regime (Linz, 2000). A 

civil society exists but is limited (Silander, 2012). The opposition is often tolerated by the 

regime because it poses no direct threat as the political pluralism is highly limited (Linz, 2000).  

2.2 The democratic stagnation in Venezuela     

Democracy is differently conceptualized. There are minimalistic and maximalist definitions of 

the term. According to Larry Diamond, democracy is “a political system that varies in depth 

and may exist above two distinct thresholds” (Diamond, 2008: 22). One minimalistic 

conceptualization of democracy is provided by Joseph Schumpeter. Schumpeter’s democracy 

refers to that people’s voting is conducted through free and fair elections (Diamond, 2008). 

Considering Venezuela, which was one of the most stable democratic countries in Latin 

America (Sylvia & Danopoulos, 2003), has an interesting history of democratic inconsistency.  

Venezuela have endured a history of shifting dictatorships and democracy. Since the 1970s, the 

country was a liberal democracy and enjoyed honest and competitive elections (Higley, 

Gunther, 1992). However, it was not until the presidency of Chávez in 1999 that scholars and 

the media recognized serious democratic declinations (Corrales, 2011).  

In 2011, Javier Corrales published an article about the autocratic legalism in Venezuela during 

Chávez, after the re-election of the President in 2006. As a cause of the party’s decline in 

competitiveness and the fear of losing hegemony, autocratic measures were introduced. Not 

only illegal actions were taken but also legalized actions by using the law or creating new laws, 

typically to undermine the opposition (Corrales, 2011). Corrales elaborates this in 2015 when 

he stated that Venezuela has increasingly utilized instruments that in different ways means the 

use, abuse and non-use of the law in the executive branch (Corrales, 2015).   
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As Corrales (2015) states, the most contributing factors to the authoritarianism during Maduro 

is the availability to autocratic legal instruments and the electoral decline of the PSUV. The 

second main characteristic is the external factors which refers to the exclusiveness of 

international policies. Foreign policies were made to limit the international community’s 

monitoring and criticism on Venezuela, therefore the country enjoyed autocracy much easier. 

These factors are according to Corrales the main drivers to deteriorate democracy and legalize 

authoritarianism in Venezuela during the 2000s (Corrales, 2015).  

However, even though many classify Venezuela during Maduro as autocratic, there have been 

some discussions about whether Venezuela might still be democratic. In 2014, a study was 

conducted asking Venezuelans about their perception of democracy in the country. A great 

majority voted yes but how can it be that the international community, the media and scholars 

believe Venezuela is undemocratic? It depends on the definition of democracy says Trudie 

Coker in her article “Dimensions of Democracy in Contemporary Venezuela” (2014). Referring 

to the minimalist and maximalist definitions of democracy, the people who define Venezuela 

from a minimalist perspective argue that Venezuela is autocratic. Those who argue Venezuela 

in 2014 was democratic refer to the maximalist conceptualization of democracy (Coker, 2014). 

Consequently, the political scientists Steven Levitsky and Lucan Way argue when political 

systems violate the minimum democratic criteria, the country becomes competitive 

authoritarian (Diamond, 2008). This is what the most scholars have named Venezuela as in 

recent years.  

2.3 The civil and political rights in Venezuela  

As the democratic situation is deteriorated in Venezuela and autocracy is increasingly the 

leading form of governance, the civil and political rights become extremely undermined as well.   

In the scientific article “How Venezuela’s Right Discovered Human Rights”, Gregory Wilpert 

(2011) discusses human right accusations in Venezuela during Hugo Chávez’s presidency. The 

political opposition, which is the parties in the middle and to the right (the conservatives), took 

the role as human right advocates in the country against the socialistic government. The article 

begins to describe the hunger strike in 2011 against the government that 13 students performed 

in front of the Organization of American States (OAS) headquarter in Caracas. The strike 

intended to make the government release the 27 “political prisoners” who in general were 

former police officers that had participated in the coup d’état in 2002 (Wilpert, 2011). The coup 

d’état against Chávez was a response to the reform of the 1999 Constitution, which the political 
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opposition was not fond of. The article interestingly portrays human rights in Venezuela during 

Chávez. The conservative political opposition succeeded in persuading different human rights 

organizations as the Human Rights Watch, that there existed great discriminations against the 

opposition, which also discriminated human rights in the country. However, Wilpert (2011) 

states that much of the reporting of discriminations against the opposition and so human rights, 

were false and instead was a result of the opposition experiencing less political power in 

Venezuela.  

Therefore, the human right complaints in Venezuela began in a political context which has been 

exacerbated over the years and remain during Maduro’s presidency. This previous research 

proves that my own research is necessary in order to clarify how the theoretical framework of 

“new” authoritarianism can explain the violations of human rights in Venezuela.   
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3. Theory  

In this case study I have applied a different direction of authoritarianism to explain Venezuela’s 

experience of civil and political right violations since 2013. A “new” authoritarianism is 

intended to explain the violations of civil and political rights during the Maduro administration.  

3.1 “New” authoritarianism  

 “New” authoritarianism takes “old” authoritarianism one step further by concentrating on 

particular characteristics that can be portrayed in today’s authoritarian regimes. As Kendall-

Taylor et al. (2019) says, contemporary authoritarian regimes have adapted their survival 

strategies in order to adopt some democratic tendencies so the regimes can last longer. This is 

also what the political scientist Ayşe Kadıoğlu is addressing in her article “New 

authoritarianism zeitgeist: family resemblances” (2019), however she elaborates on these 

democratic principles and re-defines autocratic characteristics that constitute a new type of 

authoritarianism.  

Ayşe Kadıoğlu is a political scientist at CES Harvard University currently researching about 

the twenty first century authoritarianism in Venezuela, Turkey and Poland. Since 2017, she 

aims to provide new insight into the field of these “new” authoritarian regime’s use of autocratic 

measures (Minda de Gunzburg Center for European Studies Harvard, 2019). In her recent 

article she discusses how the leaders of countries like Venezuela, Turkey, Hungary are killing 

democracies in now these authoritarian regimes.  

3.2 “Old” versus “new” authoritarianism  

In the 21st century, a new type of authoritarian system has emerged. The regime acts as if it 

were a democracy (Tóth, 2019) and therefore hybrid regimes have come to be are very common. 

Hybrid regimes are also called as partly free regimes, electoral autocracies, competitive 

authoritarian regimes and the list continues (Kendall-Taylor et al., 2019). The adoption of laws 

in autocratic regimes is a distinctive feature of “new” authoritarianism (Tóth, 2019). Since 

many autocracies adopt this rather new measure of power, it is difficult for its citizens to believe 

the regime is in danger by eliminating most democratic principles but remaining a few.  

Furthermore, “new” authoritarianism has very specific labels that explain the behavior of 

authoritarian leaders. In this way, “new” authoritarianism becomes very specified whereas the 

“old” authoritarianism is based on general features that might fit many more authoritarian 
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regimes than what “new” authoritarianism can. “New” authoritarianism is elaborating on 

authoritarianism as it takes different measures to gain control and popularity.  

Kadıoğlu talks of three characteristics in new authoritarian regimes. The use of law, opposition 

as the enemy and the civil society’s loyalty to the government are factors that explain the 

autocratic behaviors. I argue to add a fourth characteristics of this new type of authoritarianism; 

the use of the military and armed forces. This new theoretical framework has inspired me to 

explain the civil and political right abuses in Venezuela since 2013 until today.  

The theoretical framework of “new” authoritarianism is: 

1. The use of law in the executive branch, 

2. The opposition portrayed as the enemy,  

3. The civil society’s loyalty to the government and,  

4. The use of the military and armed forces.  

Distinguishing the differences from “old” and “new” authoritarianism further, “new” 

authoritarianism emphasizes the constant use of laws in the executive branch. In “old” 

authoritarianism the legitimate use of law is not a distinguishing factor, but instead general 

democratic features exist, along with illegitimacy. In “old” authoritarianism, the civil society is 

existent but limited which is the same in “new” authoritarianism. However, in “new” 

authoritarianism the civil society is specifically called to be loyal to the regime and this further 

limit the civil sphere compared to “old” authoritarianism. In “old” authoritarianism the 

opposition is limited however tolerated by the leadership as it is very weak. In “new” 

authoritarianism, the opposition is also limited but is not tolerated by the leadership as the 

opposition is quite strong. Therefore, the opposition is labeled the enemies of the nation to 

restrict the opposition growing too strong. The last factor of “new” authoritarianism is the use 

of the military and armed forces and this is an authoritarian characteristic that is present in “old” 

authoritarianism as well. The use of armed forces is therefore not a new phenomenon but is a 

distinct feature of autocratic regimes.    

3.3 The use of law in the executive branch 

In Kadıoğlu’s way of describing autocratic legalism, she refers to Javier Corrales work on 

pursuing and not pursuing legal instruments which express authoritarianism. By using, abusing 

and non-using the law to legalize autocratic actions, the sense of authoritarianism becomes more 

diffuse (Corrales, 2015). Kadıoğlu is continuing in describing the use of legality in autocratic 
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regimes by referring to Kim Scheppele. Scheppele emphasized in 2018 that autocratic legalism 

is a way for these regimes to further consolidate their power and mainly creating new laws to 

consolidate their powers even more. In this way, the actual use of law and legality is therefore 

an elaborated point in autocratic legalism. Kadıoğlu emphasizes this use of law in a democratic 

approach as one of the determinants of the authoritarianism in recent years that has strengthened 

the executive branch by new constitutional reforms and policy changes to repress any 

opposition (Kadıoğlu, 2019).  

Not only is democratic tendencies present in “old” authoritarianism and in “new” 

authoritarianism, but specific features of democracy are present in the “new” authoritarianism. 

The use of the law in “new” authoritarianism is the example of a democratic feature that leaders 

manipulate for their own advantage (Kadıoğlu, 2019). Corrales (2015) is also emphasizing this 

use of law in modern authoritarian states. This is a special feature of authoritarian regimes today 

which allows them to hide behind the laws in order to cover up their true authoritarian agenda 

(Kendall-Taylor et al., 2019). 

3.4 The opposition is the enemy 

The second characteristic of “new” authoritarianism is that the opposition is perceived as the 

enemy. The opposition can be the domestic political opponents but also international actors that 

have an opinion on the government’s actions or decisions. In this way, the authoritarian 

government can endure longer when repressing both the domestic and the international 

opposition (Krastev, 2011). The strong ruling party cannot be weakened and so the opposition’s 

potential international support is threatening the government’s hegemony. Consequently, the 

government is taking every measure in order to repress any opposition threatening power 

positions (Kadıoğlu, 2019).  

The dismissal of political pluralism is taking a new level in “new” authoritarianism. In “old” 

authoritarianism, the opposition was tolerated and was exposed to violence. However, in “new” 

authoritarianism, the opposition is not tolerated to the extent to before. Due to the democratic 

features the authoritarian leader attempts to include, a growing opposition can be formed. For 

the government to dismiss this increasing opposition, the leadership portrays the political 

opposition as enemies to the nation. The opposition is faced with increasing levels of terror of 

all kinds and it lives in constant insecurity.  Therefore, Kadıoğlu (2019) means that the “us” 

versus “the enemies” is a strategy by the ruling parties to gain more support from the population 

in order to create this polarized social climate.  
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3.5 The civil society’s loyalty to the government 

The third factor of the autocratic resemblances in Kadıoğlu’s article, is that the government are 

attempting to create loyal connections to the civil society in order to create a new civil society 

that fosters the government’s interests. The dismissal of any other civil activism that is opposing 

the leadership is existent. The governments portray the existent civil activism as unpatriotic and 

hence deteriorates the country’s reputation. Seizing the otherwise independent civil society, 

undermines its democratic and free sphere which the hybrid governments are not hesitant in 

breaking down into favorable organizations of the government instead. By challenging the 

opposition-dominated civil societal activities, companies and organizations, the government 

attempts to gain people’s loyalty to the ruling elites. Interestingly, autocratic tools as bribing, 

name-shaming, closing and buying opposition-led companies is a strategy used to win the civil 

society’s loyalty to the government. Accordingly, this has created a civil sphere that is 

interrupted by the government in order to please the government and strengthen its power in all 

aspects of the authoritarian regime (Kadıoğlu, 2019).  

In this way by creating a new, biased civil society, the executive power is coming away with 

abusing fundamental rights as the civil and political rights that are specifically prevailing in the 

civic sphere (Tóth, 2019).  

3.6 The use of the military and armed forces  

As previously stated above, I argue to add this factor to the theoretical framework of “new” 

authoritarianism. This factor enhances the full consolidation of authoritarianism as 

militarization is an instrument to fulfill the leader’s agenda by taking full control over the state 

and society (Linz & Stepan, 1996). The use of the military and armed forces is not a new 

phenomenon but rather a consistent theme throughout the history of authoritarianism (Kendall-

Taylor et al., 2019). The politization of the military and armed forces is an attempt by the 

government to maximize its ruling and control for their own interest and thus to widen the 

power structures (Silander, 2012). Therefore, this characteristic of “new” authoritarianism 

emphasizes one of the most important features of a controlling regime. This aspect is too distinct 

and important to exclude in order to explain “new” authoritarianism. This factor is also 

intertwined in Kadıoğlu’s other factors of “new” authoritarianism which resulted in making it 

an independent factor of this theoretical framework. The use of the military by the government 

is portrayed in the other factors as it aids to control the already deteriorated civil and political 
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spheres of authoritarian societies. Researchers of today’s authoritarian regimes claim that the 

role or the use of the military and armed forces is a universal and persistent characteristic of 

these regimes (Kendall-Taylor et al., 2019). Based on this argument, authoritarian leaders 

continue to utilize the military and the armed forces to gain advantages and it is the fourth factor 

of “new” authoritarianism.  
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4. Method and research design 

4.1 Choice of study and time perspective         

I have chosen to research how “new” authoritarianism can explain abuses of civil and political 

rights in Venezuela since Maduro became president in 2013. Human right violations in 

Venezuela have in recent years attracted international attention. The political crisis in the 

country has specifically exacerbated people’s civil and political rights as authoritarian 

tendencies of President Maduro are prevailing (Freedom House, 2019a). In this research field 

of civil and political right violations in Venezuela, most of the research material is of Chávez 

and the autocratic tendencies back then. It is therefore interesting to investigate in the year of 

President Maduro and how his autocratic ruling can be explained by “new” authoritarianism by 

relating to four indicators that compose “new” authoritarianism.  

The theoretical framework of “new” authoritarianism is slightly different to the “old” 

authoritarianism. It focuses on derived characteristics from “old” authoritarianism, but it is 

more specified in ways of democratic features and autocratic features compared to “old” 

authoritarianism (Kadıoğlu, 2019, Corrales, 2016). Hence, it is interesting to analyze how 

“new” authoritarianism is applicable on the case study of Venezuela’s violations of civil and 

political rights. The study is contributing to human rights research on the field of authoritarian 

regimes and “new” authoritarianism can elaborate the research on authoritarianism.  

I research the time between 2013 and 2019 which is the time that Nicolás Maduro has been 

President in the Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela. It is during this time period that Venezuela 

has been classified as an autocratic regime, human right violations in Venezuela have been 

reported and the international community began to understand the severity of the political 

situation. The impact is not only political but also affecting the civil sphere.  

4.2 Research problem and type of method 

The research problem for this study is how the theoretical framework of “new” authoritarianism 

can explain the problems of civil and political right abuses in Venezuela since 2013. 

Transitioning states in the 21st century is debated of having another type of authoritarianism 

compared to decades back when authoritarianism was introduced. Authoritarianism today is 

characterized with different democratic institutions that are masked with strong authoritarian 

tendencies. The use of law, the use of the military, the opposition portrayed as the enemy and 
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the civil society forced to become loyal to the government, are factors that are intriguing in this 

new development of authoritarianism. The autocratic features of Venezuela are specifically 

portrayed since 2013 and so the past democratic state with respected civil and political rights is 

demolished. It is therefore interesting to apply the framework of “new” authoritarianism to the 

case of Venezuela, to see how this new theory can explain the grave deteriorations of civil and 

political rights.  

The type of method for this research is a case study. A case study is a detailed and an in-depth 

study of a case (Bryman, 2008). The case study of Venezuela’s autocratic characteristics and 

the violated civil and political rights is a specified case. Even though democracy prevailed for 

many years in the country and the civil and political rights were not suspected to be violated, 

the democratic decline in Venezuela since 2013 is palpable. In this research I have studied texts 

that outline and discuss this democratic decline during President Maduro and how Venezuela 

has transitioned from a democracy into an autocracy with abused civil and political rights. A 

qualitative text analysis refers to the analysis of texts where the reader observes the small parts 

in a text, the text as a whole and finally in which context the text is written (Esaiasson et al., 

2012).  

In a case study, the researcher is interested in analyzing specific characteristics (Bryman, 2008). 

“New” authoritarianism has specific factors which are analyzed in conjunction to civil and 

political rights, which makes this study a typical case study. In this research I also focus on a 

theory testing and theory developing approach. I am going to test the relevance of the theory to 

examine how the theoretical framework is applicable on the case study (Jarrick & Josephson, 

1998). I further develop it by adding factors that I determine to be present in “new” 

authoritarianism and can explain the civil and political right abuses in Venezuela.  

4.3 Materials and source criticism  

For this research, I have utilized various materials to construct a theoretically correct case study. 

I have a mix of primary and secondary sources. The International Covenant on Civil and 

Political Rights is a primary source and found on United Nations webpage. The covenant is 

authentic as I found it from the real webpage of United Nations. 

Examples of secondary sources include United Nations Human Rights reports, news articles 

and scientific articles that correspond well to each other and therefore these secondary sources 

are valid and authentic.  
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News articles are found through Google.com where I have written search words as “Venezuela 

human rights”. The news articles are from authentic and well-known journals and webpages.  

They are trustworthy and authentic sources as the authors are well informed and are objective 

in their reporting.  

My extensive use of scientific articles is accessed through the Linnaeus University’s search 

browsers OneSearch and Google Scholar. I used key words as “authoritarianism” or “Venezuela 

political crisis” to access useful information. The articles are all peer reviewed which means 

that they are examined by researchers who are experts in a subject. The peer reviewed articles 

are reliable and authentic due to the experts’ reviewing of them.  

Fact-based sources as Human Rights Watch, OHCHR and Freedom House are objective and 

independent as the writers are not politically biased, they are objective in judgements, which is 

visible in their state of reasoning. The sources are reliable as they provide data that other sources 

also inform about and finally, these sources are contemporary as they have updated information 

in the specific subject area.  

Books about authoritarianism as Linz & Stepan (1996), Linz (2000) and Kendall-Taylor et al 

(2019) are well-known amongst political scientists and is of contemporary material which 

provides the research with relatable and reliable sources.  

Lastly, I have limited the material to only English and Swedish published works and facts. I 

have not accessed Spanish information as I am not familiar with the language. Therefore, due 

to the lack of my knowledge in the Spanish language and time limitation, I have not accessed 

any Spanish material that could have been valuable, and this is a flaw in my research.  

4.4 Operationalization   

Operationalization refers to the process of operations that are used when measuring a 

phenomenon (Bryman, 2008). In my research I operationalize how the factors of “new” 

authoritarianism explain the civil and political right abuses. I do this by adding indicators to the 

four factors of “new” authoritarianism that are specifically related to the case study. The 

indicators function as a tool to further explain and clarify the civil and political right violations, 

which are related to each factor. Under each indicator I refer to appropriate articles in the 

International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights to emphasize what civil and political rights 

are abused so no general assumptions of violating human rights are addressed.  
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The table below distinguishes what civil and political rights are violated in each factor and 

indicator. I therefore test the relevance of the theory by connecting the indicators to violated 

rights in ICCPR.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Table 2. The table is a model for the indicators and the numbers of violated civil and political 

rights in Venezuela since 2013.  

 

 

Factors and 

Indicators 

Violated articles in ICCPR 

The use of law   

The judicial 

branch 
 

The legislative 

branch 

 

The use of the 

military and 

armed forces  

 

Societal control  

The use of force  

The opposition  

The 

opposition’s 

resistance 

 

The civil 

society 
 

Limiting 

organizations 

 

Undermining 

media 

 

Public labor 

force 
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5. Analysis   

The disposition for this analysis is a presentation of the four factors of “new” authoritarianism 

and its indicators. The first factor is the use of law in the executive branch which is explained 

by two indicators; the judicial and the legislative. The second factor is the use of the military 

and the armed forces which is explained by the military’s social control and its use of force. 

The third factor is the opposition as the enemy, and its indicator is the opposition’s resistance 

towards the regime. The last factor includes the civil society’s loyalty to the government, and 

it is explained by the limitations on NGOs and human right organizations, the undermined 

media and public labor force. The ICCPR aids to explain the breached articles in each indicator, 

to specifically clarify what civil and political rights get abused.   

5.1 The use of law in the executive branch        

As Kadıoğlu (2019) states, new authoritarian regimes use the laws in order to empower the 

executive branch, so it becomes more powerful than other branches. In Venezuela, the executive 

power of Maduro is in domination of the legislative branch and in the otherwise independent 

judiciary (Freedom House, 2017). Consequently, Maduro has full control in these governmental 

branches which allows the executive branch of Maduro to control and manipulate the other 

powers. Consequently, the executive branch is using laws through the governmental powers, 

which is masking the fact that it is the executive branch that is using the laws in these branches 

and abusing civil and political rights.  

5.1.1 The judicial branch 

The judiciary in Venezuela is under Maduro’s control and can therefore perform acts under the 

law to increase the executive power of Maduro. One incident is when the Attorney-General 

Luisa Ortega Díaz and her office in 2017 was dismissed due to discoveries about the state’s use 

of excessive force during protests. It occurred that these violent actions of the security forces 

were part of a state policy which intended to repress and silent political protests (OHCHR, 

2018). This state policy is undermining the civil and political rights in Venezuela by 

encouraging the armed forces to use violence to curb the political dissent. In this sense, people’s 

freedom of expression become discriminated (General Assembly UN, 1966, art. 19 (2)) and 

they get punished for it through violence. Consequently, the executive branch used the military 

and armed forces to undermine any political opposition through this state policy in the judiciary.  
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In the same year, the new election of the Attorney-General in 2017 evoked another policy 

implementation. The new policy established that criminal investigations against armed forces 

were first to be approved by the Attorney-General, which questions the independence of the 

prosecutors. If the prosecutors held any criminal investigations against an officer in the armed 

forces, the prosecutor could end up unemployed (OHCHR, 2018). In addition, the Attorney-

General dismissed several employees in the fundamental rights department in 2017 because 

these employees had investigated several human right violations conducted by the security 

forces (OHCHR, 2018). These two events are great examples of violating the right to enjoy 

freedom of expression (General Assembly UN, 1966, art. 19 (2)) because neither the 

prosecutors nor the staff at the fundamental rights department enjoyed their tasked assignments 

and hence did not enjoy the right to freedom of expression through their work. This incident 

corresponds well with Maduro’s control in the judicial branch in which the pro-government 

judges use the law to remove any evidence of violations from the security forces and undermine 

those people who do not conform with Maduro’s politics.  

Summarizing the autocratic tendencies in the judiciary, the Maduro administration is violating 

the civil and political rights as they are not equal before the law and courts, and the tribunals 

are neither independent nor impartial (General Assembly UN, 1966, art. 14 (1)). The 

government escape the law as a result in their tight grip in the Supreme Tribunal of Justice 

(OHCHR, 2017) and in this way, the law does not prohibit any political discrimination (General 

Assembly UN, 1966, art. 26) but rather enforces discriminations against opposition groups to 

strengthen state power and control. The use of law in the judicial branch therefore contributes 

with violations of civil and political rights, which is seen in table 3.  

5.1.2 The legislative branch 

The Maduro administration enjoyed the power in the National Assembly since 2013, however 

in the parliamentary elections in 2015, the opposition won the majority of the National 

Assembly (Briceño, 2019). Maduro and the ruling party PSUV were defeated and feared for a 

loss in power. Consequently, several actions were taken to restore the power in the National 

Assembly to enjoy legislative and executive power.  

In 2016, the opposition induced a recall referendum in which the government canceled through 

elimination of opposition leaders which granted the government to cancel the referendum 

(Hetland, 2018). This action by the government violates the right to participate in public affairs 

(General Assembly UN, 1966, art. 25 (a)), the freedom of expression (General Assembly UN, 
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1966, art. 19 (2)), and the right to hold an opinion without intervention (General Assembly UN, 

1966, art. 19 (1)). The recall of the referendum demonstrates that the opposition could threaten 

the executive power and the government eliminated this possible chance to increased power. 

From a “new” authoritarian perspective, the canceling of the referendum means that the 

government could do this as the Maduro administration is in full control over the law in all 

governmental branches.  

In 2017, the Constituent Assembly imposed a vague law concerning hate-speeches which states 

that anyone who disseminate information that is labeled as “intolerant” through all media 

outlets, can be imprisoned for 20 years and receive high fines (Freedom House, 2018). This law 

is another way for the government to control the media, whether it is pro-government media or 

anti-government media. In this sense, the right to freedom of expression is violated (General 

Assembly UN, 1966, art. 19 (2)) because it is only the government that determines what 

“intolerant” information is by restricting people’s opinions and expressions.   

The Constitutional Chamber of the Supreme Court of Justice (SCJ) was in 2017 issuing more 

than 40 decisions ordering mayors to prevent them from public meetings and criminalizing 

protests (OHCHR, 2018). These decisions breach the freedom of expression (General Assembly 

UN, 1966, art. 19 (2)), the right to form peaceful assembly (General Assembly UN, 1966, art. 

21) and the right to move freely within the country (General Assembly UN, 1966, art. 12 (1)). 

Additionally, the mayors were sentenced to prison for disobeying and the National Assembly 

posed further limitations on the law (OHCHR, 2018). Already in 2014, several opposition 

mayors were jailed since they failed to halt violent demonstrations (Freedom House, 2015). 

Therefore, the right to hold opinions without any interference is violated by the government 

(General Assembly UN, 1966, art. 19 (1)) but also the right to not being subjected to unlawful 

arrests which includes the right to compensation is violated (General Assembly UN, 1966, art. 

9 (5)). The imprisoned mayors were arrested just because they were opposition loyalists. Based 

on the actions of the Constitutional Chamber and the National Assembly, the executive power 

in the legislative branch has created laws in order to limit the civil and political climate which 

is restricting political pluralism. Consequently, the legislative’s use of law is abusing civil and 

political rights, which is shortly stated in table 3.  

5.2 The use of the military and armed forces 

https://www.ohchr.org/Documents/Countries/VE/VenezuelaReport2018_EN.pdf
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For Maduro to further strengthen his power, Maduro has militarized the government and the 

police forces. Maduro’s militarization is enabling social control and the use of force in the 

political and civic spaces.  

5.2.1 The increase in societal control 

Maduro has between 2013 and 2017 created 14 military companies concerning the Venezuelan 

economy, and the Bolivarian Armed Forces are in control of 20 industries in the country (Maya, 

2018). The national policy Homeland Security Plan by Maduro intends to curb criminality and 

to regulate the access to information which is controlled by the militarized police forces (Maya, 

2014). The Homeland Security Plan therefore violates the right to freedom of expression which 

includes the right to seek, receive and impart information without any limitations (General 

Assembly UN, 1966, art. 19 (2)). This plan is autocratic in the sense that Maduro creates a 

climate of fear which is further emphasized by spreading propaganda about the perception that 

Venezuela is a country full of danger that needs to be stabilized by the military.  

By implementing more militarized-led companies and the Homeland Security Plan, Maduro 

has developed the tasks of the military and security forces to fields outside their original work 

tasks. Consequently, the military and armed forces have become more integrated into the 

society which is tool to secure Maduro’s popularity within the military but also to systematically 

develop control. Considering this, the social control abuses civil and political rights which is 

seen in table 3.   

5.2.2 The use of force 

To silence the increasing voices of the opposition, Maduro has called on the military and armed 

forces. Opposition leaders, demonstrators, protestors, students, journalists and human right 

activists, but also regular citizens, have been exposed to this violence. A common theme is to 

use excessive violence against the political opposition, or against people who are anti-

government (OHCHR, 2017).  

In 2014, the most abundant protests were aimed at rejecting the President and demanding 

political rights, in terms of the right to protest (Freedom House, 2015), which targets the right 

to hold opinions without anyone interfering (General Assembly UN, 1966, art. 19 (1)). Citizens 

were deprived of this right as they were not allowed to determine one’s political status. The 

armed forces including the police was using greater force against these protests which involves 
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violence and conflicts. As a result, several unionists and street protests of the student movement 

were in 2014 killed, injured, tortured, abused and detained (Freedom House, 2015) (Maya, 

2014). In 2017, OAS reported that in a protest movement calling for political reform, hundreds 

of students were detained, and 21 students were murdered during the movement (Freedom 

House, 2019b).  

Concerning both cases of 2014 and 2017, the freedom of expression was limited (General 

Assembly UN, 1966, art. 19 (2)). In addition, the right to not be subjected to unlawful detentions 

were abused (General Assembly UN, 1966, art. 9 (1)) and no compensation for the lives taken 

were provided to the families involved (General Assembly UN, 1966, art. 9 (5)). Lastly, the 

right to not be arbitrarily deprived of their lives was abused (General Assembly UN, 1966, art. 

6 (1)) and the right to not be subjected to torture and cruel treatments and punishments, 

following their deaths was violated (General Assembly UN, 1966, art. 7).  

The government is not only restricting and eliminating the political opponents’ opinions in the 

governmental body, but also the Maduro administration is strictly controlling the civil space of 

any anti-government expressions and opinions. The protests are a result of the dissatisfaction 

that people experience in all power branches and by discouraging this democratic feature, the 

intimidating armed forces is creating a climate of fear.  

One of the main consequences of this use of violence is that millions have fled the country in 

order to seek protection from the unstable regime. People are afraid of being punished for their 

political orientation and opinions (OHCHR, 2018). The government therefore fails to protect 

its citizens and as a cause they are fleeing in order to save themselves. The right to protection 

of the law is therefore violated (General Assembly UN, 1966, art. 17 (2)) as the government 

does not protect its citizens from arbitrary or unlawful interferences or attacks of one’s privacy 

(General Assembly UN, 1966, art. 17 (1)). Maduro and his allies breach the responsibility to 

protect the nation’s security, public order and health (General Assembly UN, 1966, art. 3 (b)). 

The fact that people fear the military and the government means that Maduro has accomplished 

its mission on controlling every aspect of the civil and political life that Venezuelans are afraid 

of the leader.  

This indicator is clearly portraying that the use of force is violating people’s rights, which is 

seen in table 3.  

5.3 The opposition portrayed as the enemy 
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The lack of electoral support after Chávez’s death resulted in the ruling party’s struggle to 

maintain power and to eliminate the growing opposition (Maya, 2014). In this sense, a tough 

political and civil climate has been formed that interrupts the civil and political environment.  

5.3.1 The opposition’s resistance 

Any national or international questioning and resistance towards the Maduro administration 

is met with counteractions from the government (Freedom House, 2014). Therefore, the 

government portrays any opposition as the enemy to the nation and is strengthening the use 

of the military (Maya, 2014).  

One incident is the criminal charges of the opponent Leopoldo López. In 2014 he was accused 

for investigating in governmental violence (Freedom House, 2016). Since then, he has been 

held in military prison, sentenced to almost 14 years in jail and the judges blocked evidence 

and witnesses of the case (Freedom House, 2016). In 2017 López had spent three years in prison 

but was recharged and set under house arrest instead (OHCHR, 2017). Officials invaded his 

home in 2018 after journalists had posted interviews with individuals who had been exposed to 

violence (OHCHR, 2017). His freedom of expression (General Assembly UN, 1966, art. 19 

(2)) and holding opinion (General Assembly UN, 1966, art. 19 (1)) is limited as well as his right 

to liberty and security (General Assembly UN, 1966, art.  9 (1)) when being put in harsh military 

prison. The government is also breaching the right that no one shall be subjected to private 

interference of one’s home or family (General Assembly UN, 1966, art. 17 (1)), which López 

was exposed to when the government raided his home. This incident of López shows that the 

government is concerned about sending out the wrong message to the public of them being the 

enemy. As a result, the governments’ loyalists are punishing any opposition that shines bad 

light on the Maduro administration.  

The opposition has been deteriorating in institutional power and has repeatedly been defeated 

by the armed forces during protests and demonstrations. As a reaction to these events  and 

actions, anti-government citizens have upgraded the protests and demonstrations by using 

violent means (Freedom House, 2019b). Not only is violent demonstrations and protests by 

the opposition reported, but also vandalism (OHCHR, 2017). As a result, the opposition 

forces have also contributed to the increasing deaths and the unstable political and civil 

climate (Freedom House, 2019b). This antagonism against the government is violating civil 

and political rights through the right to liberty and security (General Assembly UN, 1966, art. 

https://freedomhouse.org/report/freedom-world/2016/venezuela
https://freedomhouse.org/report/freedom-world/2016/venezuela
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9 (1)) as people have been killed. The increase in violence during protests are not violating 

any other civil or political rights, but the opposition is contributing to the unsecure climate 

and is portraying themselves as dangerous just as the government is. Consequently, this 

strengthens the possibility for the government to portray the opposition as the enemies of the 

nation as they interrupt the Maduro-dominated political and civic space.  

As a counter reaction to the opposition’s increasing violence, the government is using the same 

or even stronger use of resistance. The government is doing this to portray that the opposition 

is leading Venezuela towards a dangerous path, while the government is the savior of the chaos 

(Maya, 2014). However, while “protecting” Venezuela from the opposition’s criminalization 

and vandalization, the government abused civil and political rights.  

The opposition have been arbitrarily arrested and unlawfully detained (OHCHR, 2018). 

Members of the National Assembly experienced physical attacks and intimidations, political 

leaders and parliamentarians were sometimes intentionally hurt and imprisoned (OHCHR, 

2017). In addition, governmental loyalists were calling them terrorists and accusing them of 

manipulation by foreign governments and organizations to overthrow Maduro (OHCHR, 

2017). The right to self-determination to decide upon one’ political status is violated (General 

Assembly UN, 1966, art. 1 (1)), the right to liberty and security (General Assembly UN, 1966, 

art.  9 (1)) through being arrested, detained or kidnapped without any compensation (General 

Assembly UN, 1966, art. 9 (5) and 10 (1)). Maduro also violates the right to peaceful assembly 

(General Assembly UN, 1966, art. 21), the right to hold opinion without interference (General 

Assembly UN, 1966, art. 19 (1)) and the freedom of expression (General Assembly UN, 1966, 

art. 19 (2)). Furthermore, the security forces arrested opposition loyalists because of social 

mobilization and organization (OHCHR, 2018), which violates the right to freedom of 

association (General Assembly UN, 1966, art. 22 (1). This continuous violence is another way 

for Maduro to eliminate the opposition and to justify that these people are enemies as they are 

disobeying Maduro’s politics. As a result, anyone disagreeing with the President is punished 

through violence, because according to Maduro it is a dangerous person that jeopardizes the 

survival of the nation.   

Concluding, the opposition’s intensified governmental discontent through violence and 

investigations in governmental violence, has resulted in Maduro portraying the opposition 

as enemies. Fire is fought with fire from both ways and for Maduro to maintain control, he 

is punishing the opposition to make a statement that anyone opposing Maduro is a threat. 
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This indicator is distinctively abusing civil and political rights, which is further portrayed in 

table 3.   

5.4 The civil society’s loyalty to the government 

The civil society refers to the space where collective actions of interests and values are shared, 

and distinct from the government and profits (World Health Organization, n.d.). The otherwise 

independent civil sphere is degraded in Venezuela by domination of the government and rich 

oil companies.  

5.4.1 Limitations on NGOs and human right organizations 

During Maduro’s presidency, international NGOs are continued to be banned from Venezuela 

(Freedom House, 2014). The National Assembly formed a commission in 2013 that investigated 

in NGOs that potentially received international financial aid which could threat the 

government’s power (Freedom House, 2014). Still in 2019, these laws and commissions are in 

force and NGOs have a hard time of protecting human rights in Venezuela. In 2017 and 2018, 

the government has specifically focused on delegitimizing NGOs and activists by accusing 

them of connections to foreign governments to report and seek funding for humanitarian aid 

(Freedom House, 2019b). These laws and commissions prohibit the civil society to 

independently function.   

Alongside these accusations, human right organizations and individual defenders in Venezuela 

have been subjected to difficult times. Defenders has been subjected to threats, accusations, 

name-callings, harassments, surveillance and hacking of emails and webpages (OHCHR, 

2018). More physical attacks include cases of torture and arbitrary detentions (OHCHR, 2018). 

The right to not be subjected to torture, cruel and inhuman treatments and punishments is 

violated (General Assembly UN, 1966, art. 7), also the right to liberty and security where no 

subjections so arbitrary arrests or detention occur (General Assembly UN, 1966, art.  9 (1)) with 

the right to compensation of arrests and detentions (General Assembly UN, 1966, art. 9 (5)). 

Including these violations, the right to hold opinion (General Assembly UN, 1966, art. 19 (1)) 

and seek information and enjoy the freedom of expression (General Assembly UN, 1966, art. 

19 (2)) is violated. Lastly the right to be respected with humanity and dignity while being 

deprived of one’s liberty is violated (General Assembly UN, 1966, art. 10 (1)). These actions 

are conduced to create a climate of fear from Maduro as a President and scare people and 

organizations to not intervene in Venezuela’s affairs. This is another example of “new” 
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authoritarianism that attempts to create a civil society that corresponds to the government’s 

interests.  

By challenging human right organizations providing food to Venezuelans, the government 

distributes food boxes to the communities. People having the Fatherland ID card, obtain 

amongst other things, subsidized food from the government. Through the ID card, people can 

access their personal documents and get increased support through social programs. The ID 

card also functions as a tool for the government to track people’s voting in elections by 

demanding people to show the card in voting booths. The individuals having this card get 

punished through revoking aid if disagreeing with Maduro (Freedom House, 2019b).  

In this sense, the ID card has many functions. Bribing people with scarce food and demanding 

people to show their card in voting booths to monitor votes are examples of creating a positive 

and loyal bond to the government. The right to not be subjected to unlawful or arbitrary 

interference with one’s privacy is violated (General Assembly UN, 1966, art. 17 (1)), as well 

as the right to hold opinions without interference was violated (General Assembly UN, 1966, 

art. 19 (1)). Therefore, the Fatherland ID is a tool of discrimination which intimidates human 

rights organization’s work by competing for civic power, and disrespecting privacy. By limiting 

NGOs and human rights organization’s work, Maduro is eliminating the civil societal activity 

that does not corresponds with the government. Consequently, civil and political rights have 

been abused, which is seen in table 3.  

5.4.2 Undermining media outlets 

The Venezuelan media has specifically been exposed to abuses of civil and political rights. The 

civil society is manipulated by Maduro and so pluralism is in danger. In 2013, the local 

Watchdog Public Space reported over 200 press violations, arbitrary detentions and acts of 

aggressions against news reporters (Freedom House, 2014). The local watchdog Institute for 

Press and Society (IPYS) reported that in 2016, violations of press freedom persist and personal 

attacks towards journalists have been registered (Freedom House, 2017). Furthermore, IPYS 

reported in 2018 that detentions of journalists were registered, and two journalists were 

punished for their reporting and prohibited from leaving Venezuela (Freedom House, 2019b). 

These incidents violate the right to not be exposed to arbitrary or unlawful intervention with his 

or her privacy (General Assembly UN, 1966, art. 17 (1)) and discriminates the right to liberty 
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and security where no person shall be exposed to arbitrary detentions (General Assembly UN, 

1966, art. 9 (1)). Additionally, the journalists did not enjoy holding opinions without 

interference (General Assembly UN, 1966, art. 19 (1)) and they did not enjoy the freedom of 

expression (General Assembly UN, 1966, art. 19 (2)). Lastly, the rights to move freely and the 

right to self-determination were violated (General Assembly UN, 1966, art. 12 (2) and 1 (1)) as 

the two journalists in 2018 were not to choose freely to leave their own country. These actions 

explain the government’s attempt in controlling and monitoring published news which could 

possibly harm the perception of the government and its hegemony.  

Additionally, several media outlets have been forced to close due to sanctions or accusations 

(OHCHR, 2017). The National Telecommunication Commission (CONATEL) closed more 

than 20 radio stations in 2017 and closed a university TV channel which reported on social 

problems and demonstrations (OHCHR, 2017). The opposition-owned Globovisión was forced 

to be sold in 2013 (Freedom House, 2015). Newspapers have had a difficult time of collecting 

newsprint from distributers controlled by the Maduro administration (Freedom House, 2015). 

These events discriminate the freedom of expression including the right for media outlets and 

citizens to seek and receive information (General Assembly UN, 1966, art. 19 (2)) but is also 

limiting the access to information from opposition media outlets. Therefore, the right to enjoy 

equal access to public service is violated as the opposition-led media is discriminated and 

instead the pro-government media outlets are flourishing (General Assembly UN, 1966, art. 25 

(c)). The government monitors and controls most media activity which creates a civil space of 

loyalty to the regime. More pro-government media is viewed by Venezuelans and thus limiting 

the neutrality of news reports in which people do not enjoy diversity nor objectivity. 

Any media outlet that is disloyal to the regime is attempted to be eliminated. This indicator 

clearly portrays the abuse civil and political rights, which can be seen in table 3.  

5.4.3 Public labor force 

To further create a civil society that is supporting the government, Maduro has manipulated   

the public labor force for his own advantage in control and hegemony of all institutions of 

society.  

In 2017 the public sector’s employers forced its employees to voting stations and to vote for 

Maduro. If the workers did not comply to vote for Maduro, the employers threatened its 

employees with dismissal (Freedom House, 2018). These actions severely breach the civil and 
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political rights in Venezuela by violating the right to enjoy liberty and security of a person 

(General Assembly UN, 1966, art. 9 (1)), the right to enjoy a life without interference of his 

privacy (General Assembly UN, 1966, art. 17 (1)), the right to be protected by law during such 

circumstances of intervention (General Assembly UN, 1966, art. 17 (2)) and the right to hold 

opinions without interference (General Assembly UN, 1966, art. 19 (1)). The government’s 

interference into the otherwise civil society is undermining its independence from the 

government and is creating a civil sphere of repression. Even in this example, fear is being used 

by Maduro to achieve his goal of control in all branches in the society, even in the civil society.  

Considering the extent that the discrimination and manipulation of the public labor force occurs, 

this indicator explains civil and political rights violations, which is clarified in table 3.  
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Table 3. Based on the analysis, this table shows the indicators’ violations on the civil and 

political rights in Venezuela, expressed in articles from ICCPR. 

 

 

 

Factors and 

Indicators 

Violated articles in ICCPR 

The use of law   

The judicial 

branch 
Art. 19 (2), 14 (1), 26 

The legislative 

branch 

Art. 25 (a), 19 (1), 19 (2), 21, 12 

(1), 9 (5).  

The use of the 

military and 

armed forces  

 

Societal control Art. 19 (2).  

The use of force Art. 19 (1), 19 (2), 9 (1), 9 (5), 6 

(1), 7, 17 (2), 17 (1), 3 (b).  

The opposition  

The 

opposition’s 

resistance 

Art. 19 (2), 19 (1), 9 (1), 17 (1), 1 

(1), 9 (5), 10 (1), 21, 22 (1).  

The civil 

society 
 

Limiting 

organizations 

Art. 7, 9 (1), 9 (5), 19 (1), 19 (2), 

10 (1), 17 (1).  

Undermining 

media 

Art. 17 (1), 9 (1), 19 (1), 19 (2), 12 

(2), 1 (1), 25 (c).  

Public labor 

force 
Art. 9 (1), 17 (1), 17 (2), 19 (1).  
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6. Conclusions and discussions 

To answer my research question, I have analyzed each factor of “new” authoritarianism and its 

indicators. Each factor is responsible for explaining the civil and political right abuses in 

Venezuela through the specific indicators that relate “new” authoritarianism to Venezuela. The 

indicators go in depth on the factors and the relation to civil and political rights abuses.  

The use of law is abusing civil and political rights (table 3). In this way the executive branch 

has dominated other branches in terms of power and thus legitimizing actions of that specific 

branch. Therefore, the use of law but primarily being in the position to use the law, is evident 

and has discriminated people’s rights. This manipulation of other governmental branches has 

allowed Maduro to use the laws to strengthen his interests and control in the regime. 

Consequently, civil and political rights have been violated amongst the anti-government 

citizens.  

The use of the military and the armed forces is also explaining the civil and political right abuses 

in the country. The military’s increase in social control and the use of force in particularly 

protests and demonstrations, are explaining the large number in civil and political rights 

violations in Venezuela since 2013 (table 3). The use of the military and armed forces has 

clearly contributed to people’s abuses of civil and political rights and even in this factor, the 

opposition is the target of this violence.  

The opposition portrayed as the enemy is the third factor that has the indicator of the 

opposition’s resistance. This indicator explains how the opposition is growing and is taking 

resistance towards the regime, both peacefully and violently. The government responds to the 

growing opposition by violence. This indicator has interestingly shown that not only is the 

Maduro administration violating civil and political rights, but also the opposition (table 3). The 

opposition’s resistance has taken the unsecure political and civil climate further by violence 

from both ways.  

The civil society’s loyalty to the regime explains the civil and political rights violations through 

the limitations on NGOs and human rights organizations, Maduro’s undermining of media and 

discriminating the public labor force (table 3). While restricting these indicators, the Maduro 

administration has transformed a civil society into his own interests where any opposition is 
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either eliminated or restricted, which has costed the price of violating people’s civil and political 

rights.  

To summarize, as the government is using the law in other governmental powers through the 

executive branch, increasing the military’s control and use of force, the opposition growing 

stronger, limiting organizations, undermining media, restricting public labor force, Venezuela 

has since 2013 until 2019 experienced major civil and political rights violations. The violations 

have developed from an authoritarian leadership that seeks to strengthen control and hegemony 

to create a country free from opposition. The opposition is the primary victims of civil and 

political rights abuses in Venezuela since 2013 and democracy is distant.  

6.1 Theoretical discussion 

 “New” authoritarianism provides the political sciences with a different perspective on 

authoritarianism in the 21st century, in the light of Venezuela and its abuses of civil and political 

rights. However, the chosen theory of this research has failed to include every civil and political 

rights violations in Venezuela during this time period. The specific factors of this new theory 

have therefore limited a presentation of all civil and political rights violations in Venezuela in 

this time period. However, by testing this new theoretical framework on the case of Venezuela’s 

civil and political rights violations, “new” authoritarianism explains the civil and political right 

abuses differently compared to “old” authoritarianism, due to the specific indicators. This rather 

interesting analysis can contribute with other points of views in the research of authoritarian 

regimes and the abuses of civil and political rights.  

Kadıoğlu’s authoritarian characteristics are well suited to emphasize the autocracy in Venezuela 

where still democratic features persist in different aspects. However, my contribution of 

developing the theory further was by including the use of the military and the armed forces. 

This has elaborated the previous characteristics of new authoritarian regimes into a more 

inclusive and distinct form of authoritarianism. Thus, by combining Kadıoğlu’s three 

characteristics of authoritarianism and the government’s use of the military and armed forces, 

the civil and political rights abuses are extensively explained.   
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6.2 Empirical discussion 

Maduro’s autocracy is defined by the increasing civil and political rights violations conducted 

by the strong militarization of state institutions along with the politicization of the military and 

civil society. When the government has control in all branches, including the judicial and the 

legislative, it simplified the process of conquer the civil society. Combining this governmental 

control with the role of the military and armed forces, the opposition and the civil society has 

been curbed in advantage for Maduro. Therefore, the use of law and the use of the military and 

armed forces have enabled the discriminations of the opposition and the civil society in terms 

of civil and political rights.  

6.3 Methodological discussion 

The case study on Venezuela has contributed with the knowledge of the specific civil and 

political rights violations that are accessed through a variety of material. By studying the text 

material in relation to the ICCPR, this case study has provided the research of how authoritarian 

practices have resulted in civil and political rights violations in Venezuela. A limitation in my 

choice of method is that the texts are only in Swedish and in English which has limited the data 

collection of civil and political violations in Venezuela. More material would potentially be 

accessed which could have contributed to another result of the study. However, I have been 

very careful in studying all texts from my degree of knowledge texts, which has contributed to 

a carefully executed essay.  

6.4 Future research 

Suggestions for future research would be to discuss how this new theoretical framework can be 

applied on other previous consolidated democracies and its relations to civil and political rights. 

It would be interesting to see if the same indicators as in the case of Venezuela would be present 

in other cases of testing “new” authoritarianism on civil and political rights violations.  

Additionally, there is also a possibility to develop the new theoretical framework further by 

adding or removing factors, in order to include as many civil and political rights violations in 

Venezuela during this time period. Consequently, such theoretical development could 

contribute with further research in the topic of today’s authoritarian regimes.  
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