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The July 2020 Summary on the overall human rights situation in Zulia focuses on the
documentation of acts of violence that involve Venezuelan state security officials, causing the death
of 377 people from January to June of this year.
These data, which resulted from monitoring media of the region, show that both police
violence and the potentially illicit deaths associated with it tend to increase. This would suppose the
nonobservance of the Venezuelan State regarding the basic principles of respect for the rights to
life and personal integrity, and the breach of two of the higher values of its legal system and actions,
such as life and the preeminence of human rights, as provided for in article 2 of the Constitution.
In the report of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights 1, published on
July 3 , it is stated that the national government reported 41 deaths of officials during security
operations, noting that it did not provide data on violent deaths in the framework of these
operations, classified by the State as “failure to obey a police order”2. However, according to sources
from the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights, in the first five months of 2020,
1,324 violent deaths occurred in security operations nationally, such deaths include 9 women.
According to this report, the security bodies to which the greatest number of deaths are attributed
are the Special Actions Force of the Bolivarian National Police (FAES), responsible for 432 deaths;
the Scientific, Penal and Criminal Investigations Corps (CICPC) responsible for 366 deaths; the
Bolivarian National Guard responsible for 136 deaths; and, in the specific case of the state of Zulia,
the regional police forces would be responsible for 124 deaths. The vast majority of cases are young
men not older than 30 years of age, inhabitants of low-income sectors with a high crime rate3.
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According to our 2019 Annual Report on the general situation of human rights in Zulia4, throughout
that year, 497 violent incidents and 657 deaths caused by police violence took place in the region.
Specifically, for the first half of 2019, the number of violent events reached 187 cases. Meanwhile,
in the first half of 2020, 262 violent events were verified, which translates into an increase in cases
of 40.10%. Regarding the number of deaths caused by state security forces, 250 were registered in
the first half of last year, while during this same period in 2020, 377 deaths were reported,
increasing, then, by 50.80%.
On the other hand, as it has been highlighted in our reports since March, this Summary
monitors the functional crisis of the national public health system amidst the Covid-19 pandemic.
In this regard, failures in infrastructure, supplies and sanitary implements persist, thus, evidencing
the repeated omission of the Venezuelan State in complying with its obligation to guarantee the
right to health and quality access to healthcare services in the region.

The violence carried out by the State security forces constitutes one of the most obvious
examples of violation of human rights, in particular, the rights to life, physical integrity and liberty.
Specifically, the right to life is an insurmountable human right, internationally recognized in Article 3
of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights5, whose text provides that “Everyone has the right to life,
liberty and freedom security of person”.

The Minnesota Protocol6 establishes the parameters that States must apply in cases of the
so-called potentially unlawful deaths, which are grouped into deaths that are consequences of acts
or omissions of State security forces, provided for in three cases7: a) a death that “may have been caused
by acts or omissions of the State, its organs or agents, or it may be attributable to the State, in violation of its
obligation to respect the right to life”8; b) a death that “occurred when the person was arrested, or was in the custody
of the State, its organs or agents”9; and c) a death that “could be the result of the State's failure to comply with its
obligation to protect life”10.
This summary focuses on investigating situations related to the first assumption, that is,
deaths attributable to the violent behavior of State, national, regional or municipal security officials,
who fail to comply with the constitutional obligation to respect the right to life, such as it is
established in article 43 of the Constitution, which states that: “The right to life is inviolable. No law may
establish death penalty, nor any authority can apply it. The State shall protect the life of people who are deprived of
their liberty, rendering military or civil service, or subject to its authority in any other way”.
In this sense, we highlight the complaints about the “severe harms on the life, personal integrity,
private property and the right to due process of Venezuelans”, which were exposed by the Inter-American
Commission on Human Rights (IACHR)11, as a consequence of the militarization of the citizen
security in the country, for which “extrajudicial executions and operations characterized by the excessive and
lethal use of force continue to be recorded, as well as raids without a court order and attacks on houses”12. Thus, the
IACHR “recalls that the fundamental rights to life and personal integrity, provided for respectively in Articles 4 and
5 of the American Convention on Human Rights, not only include the negative obligation of the State not to deprive
life or inflict suffering on people who are under their jurisdiction, but also demands to protect and preserve such
rights”13.
Considerations regarding the right to life
The right to life must be understood as a fundamental human right that, according to the
Venezuelan legal system, does not admit any limitation or restriction. The right to life is a universal
and mandatory right, as it is necessary for all human beings to exercise the rest of their rights. This
right remains intact even under circumstances where states of exception are decreed 14 . In this
scenario, according to the Venezuelan constitutional text, the guarantees enshrined in this
Constitution may be “temporarily restricted, except those referring to the rights to life, the prohibition of the use of
solitary confinement or torture, the right to due process, the right to information and other intangible human rights”
(Article 337).
In case of violations of the right to life, the Venezuelan State is obliged to determine the
criminal, civil and administrative responsibility of the officials who have incurred in the violation of
this right “without superior orders serving as an excuse” (Article 25 of the Constitution). For this reason,
the State must “investigate and legally punish crimes against human rights committed by its authorities” (Article
29 of the Constitution). The Public Ministry is the bearer of the prosecutorial discretion, which,
when exercised, allows the determination of the civil, labor, military, criminal, administrative or
disciplinary responsibility of the security organs in exercise of their functions (Article 285 of the
Constitution). In any case, the protection of the right to life supposes, on one hand, the exhaustive
regulation of provisions that guarantee its safeguarding and prevention against eventual excessive
actions by State officials, and, on the other, the application of sanctioning measures and
proportional punishments in cases of arbitrary deprivation of life.

For its part, the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights 15 demands that life
cannot be arbitrarily deprived, since it is an inherent right of the human person, therefore the legal
system must protect it (Article 6). Also, despite the fact that the Venezuelan state denounced16 the
American Convention on Human Rights17, it regulates in similar terms the respect that States should
have for the right to life, by establishing that “This right will be protected by the law and, in general, from the
moment of conception. No one can be arbitrarily deprived of life” (Article 4).
As it was mentioned, article 43 of the Constitution prohibits the death penalty18, and no
authority can apply it, by virtue of the principle progressive realization of Human Rights 19. Hence,
according to the Second Optional Protocol to the International Covenant on Civil and Political
Rights20, aimed at abolishing the death penalty, “No person subject to the jurisdiction of a State Party to this
Protocol shall be executed” (Article 1).
Likewise, the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights stipulates, as part of the
dignity of the human person, that no one may be subjected to torture or to cruel, inhuman or
degrading treatment (Article 7). The American Convention on Human Rights recognizes the right to
respect for the physical, mental, and moral integrity of individuals. In this regard, the Constitution
stipulates that “Every person has the right to have her physical, mental and moral integrity respected, consequently:
1. No person may be subjected to punishment, torture or cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment. Every victim of
torture or cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment practiced or tolerated by State agents has the right to rehabilitation”
(Article 46). There is no doubt that the right to personal integrity is closely related to the right to life.
Death penalty is prohibited as stated by the Venezuelan Constitution, in accordance with the
international obligations assumed by the Republic. The regulation established in Venezuela in the
event of the commission of a crime, regardless of its seriousness, is the application of a penalty that
would limit the right to personal liberty for a specific period of time21 whose main requirements are
a declaration of guilt in a definitively firm sentence issued by the natural judge and the fulfillment of
all the guarantees and principles of the right to due process.
Therefore, the State does not have the power to ignore the right to life, under any
circumstances and by any authority. On the contrary, the main task of the Venezuelan State must be
to protect and safeguard the rights of the people, in accordance with the provisions of article 19 of
the Constitution whose text provides that “The State shall guarantee to all persons, without any
discrimination, in accordance with the principle of progressive realization of Human Rights, the fulfillment and the
inalienable, indivisible and interdependent exercise of human rights. Their respect and guarantee are mandatory for
the organs of the Public Power in accordance with this Constitution, with the human rights treaties signed and ratified
by the Republic and with the laws that amplify them”.
Given these considerations, the data on violations of the right to life by officials of the
Venezuelan State, whose actions during the first half of 2020 generated 377 deaths, are alarming.
These are deaths that took place in alleged confrontations, although more details about the
investigations that have been initiated have not been disclosed.
These deaths were the result of 262 violent events in which a State security body
participated. This figure, as already noted, represents an increase of 40.10% compared to the
number of violent events that occurred a year ago; according to our 2019 Annual Report 22 ,187
violent events took place between January and June 2019.

Of these 262 violent incidents, 257 were classified by the authorities as confrontations
between the police forces and alleged criminals, while the rest occurred under unspecified
circumstances.
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Regarding the distribution of violent events per municipality, it is noted that Maracaibo, San
Francisco, Cabimas and La Cañada de Urdaneta evidenced the highest numbers of police violence.
Thus, 119 violent events took place in Maracaibo (45.59%), 33 in San Francisco (12.64%), 22 in
Cabimas (8.43%) and 19 in La Cañada de Urdaneta (7.28%). For their part, between January and
June 2020, in Baralt, Colón and Jesús Enrique Lossada, 10 violent events occurred in each.
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In the aforementioned violent events, 377 deceased people were classified as alleged
criminals by the authorities. Compared with the data found in our 2019 Annual Report23, when 250
people died, the figures for the first half of 2020 represent an increase of 50.80%. January
presented the highest number of people killed as a result of police violence: 84 people were killed,
that is, 22.88% of the total cases in the first half of 2020. In February the number of people killed
fell to 44 (11, 67%). In March, there was a new increase in deaths from police violence with 66
(17.51%). April and May coincide in the number of deaths, 64 (16.98% each month). In June the
death toll was 55 (14.59%).
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Specifically, 8 of the 21 municipalities of the state of Zulia exceeded the barrier of 10
deaths due to police violence in the first semester of 2020, with Maracaibo being the one that
verified the highest number of deaths: 158 (41.91%). There were 42 deaths In San Francisco
(11.14%); 37 in Cabimas (9.81%); 25 in Colón (6.63%); 24 in La Cañada de Urdaneta (6.37%); 15 in
Jesús Enrique Lossada (3.98%); 14 in Baralt (3.71%); and 11 in Miranda (2.92%). It should be noted
that the only two municipalities that did not evidenced deaths from police violence during the
recorded period were Almirante Padilla and Francisco Javier Pulgar.
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In view of the number of deaths due to police violence distributed by subregion, the highest
number was concentrated in the Maracaibo metropolitan area (Maracaibo, San Francisco, La Cañada
de Urdaneta, Mara and Jesús Enrique Lossada), adding up to a total of 242 (64, 19%). It is followed
by the Eastern Coast of the Lake (Miranda, Cabimas, Lagunillas, Valmore Rodríguez, Baralt, Simón
Bolívar, Santa Rita and Sucre) with 86 (22.81%), and in third place, the South of Lake Maracaibo
(Colón, Catatumbo, Jesús María Semprún and Francisco Javier Pulgar) with 33 (8.75%).
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Of the total 377 deaths caused by the State security forces, the ages of 287 people were not
identified (76.13% of the cases). The failure to report this basic information indicated that the
authorities lacked the diligence to fully investigate the real circumstances and motives that led to
these deaths. The few cases identified in terms of their ages allow us to affirm that the majority
were young adults: 29 between 18 and 24 years old (7.69%); 28 between 25 and 29 years old (7.43%);
16 between 30 and 34 years old (4.24%); 12 between 35 and 39 years old (3.18%); and 2 between 40
and 44 years (0.53%). Likewise, there are 3 adolescents (0.80%) among the cases with reported ages.
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The deceased people whose ages were identified, are young people of productive ages, both
from a labor and educational point of view. These young people, classified as alleged criminals, are
usually inhabitants of impoverished areas that do not meet the minimum conditions to access
education. In this regard, the IACHR has expressed its concern about the rights of Venezuelan
youth, considering that “the Venezuelan youth faces enormous challenges to adequately cope with their stage of
development and enhance their competencies... in several states of the country there are high rates of desertion and
school dropouts in middle school, high school, higher and technical education centers. This would be attributable to the
interruption of public services such as the supply of water, electricity and transportation, as well as the suspension of
school feeding programs”24.
Of the total of these deaths, only 2 women were registered, one in January and another in
May. The rest of the 375 cases were men.

Considerations on the excessive use of public force
As it has been mentioned, one of the basic obligations of the Venezuelan State is to respect
the right to life. Consequently, when the State is aware of cases in which the lives of people are
threatened, and there are irregular patterns carried out by its security organs, it must intensify its
actions regarding the respect and guarantee of such right, determine precisely determine the limit in
the use of public force. That is, the State has the obligation to act with due diligence to prevent the
excessive use of force by its officials, and for this it must adopt reasonable measures in the short,
medium and long term that allow it to face the conditions of danger to which people may be
exposed.
These measures must begin with a training program on human rights25 for its agents, as well
as the design of strategies that allow to grow ethics26 and respect for life. It is essential to set limits
to the exercise of public force, to differentiate to what extent it is necessary and follows the
constitutional and conventional provisions, and when it is executed excessively and becomes a
violation of human rights. Thus, when public force is used excessively, one of its results is the socalled extra-legal, extrajudicial, arbitrary or summary executions27. Precisely, to avoid this situation,
the use of force by officials can only be done exceptionally, when it is necessary, reasonable,
proportional and justified.
In this sense, two of the general principles established in the Organic Law of the Police
Service and the National Police Corps28 are the respect for human rights and proportionality. The
first is referred to the actions of the police forces with strict adherence and respect for the human
rights established in the Constitution and in international instruments (article 12). And the second is
that the actions of the police forces must be proportional to the seriousness of the situation and the
legitimate objective that is pursued (Article 15).
On the other hand, there are Basic Principles on the use of force and firearms by the
officials in charge of law enforcement29, which must be immersed in both the normative regulations
and their effective application. These principles stipulate that the use of force proceeds only when it
is strictly necessary, when it is required in the exercise of the functions of State agents, and in
permanent conciliation with the respect for human rights. To this end, it is established that “Law
enforcement officials, in the fulfillment of their duties, will use non-violent means as much as possible before resorting
to the use of force and firearms. They may use force and firearms only when other means are ineffective or do not
guarantee in any way the achievement of the intended result” (general provision 4). Meanwhile, general provision 5
provides that “When the use of firearms is unavoidable, law enforcement officials: a) Will exercise restraint and act
in proportion to the seriousness of the crime and the legitimate objective that is pursued; b) They will minimize
damage and injuries and respect and protect human life; c) They shall proceed in such a way that medical assistance
and services are provided as soon as possible to injured or affected persons; d) They will try to notify what happened, as
soon as possible, to the relatives or close friends of the injured or affected people”.
In addition to this, the Organic Law of the Police Service and the National Police Force
establishes a series of criteria that must be assumed and applied by officials when they must use
public force. Indeed, the criteria to measure out the use of force are: “1. The level of use of force to be
applied is determined by the behavior of the person and not by the predisposition of the official. 2. The differentiated
use of force implies that among psychic intimidation and life-threatening force, the official will measure out its use
considering the progression from passive resistance to life-threatening aggression by the person. 3. The police officer
must maintain the lowest level of use of force possible to achieve the proposed objective. 4. At no time should there be

unnecessary physical harm, or moral mistreatment to the people who are the object of the police action, nor should the
force be used as direct punishment” (Article 70).
The use of public force, such as firearms, would only be appropriate in accordance with the
Basic Principles on the use of force and firearms by officials in charge of law enforcement when it
is “in self-defense or to defend other persons, in the event of imminent danger of death or serious
injury, or for the purpose of preventing the commission of a particularly serious crime involving a
serious threat to life, or for the purpose of arresting a person who represents such danger, and fails
to obey he authority, or to prevent their escape, and only if less extreme measures are insufficient to
achieve those objectives. In any case, the intentional use of lethal weapons may only be applicable
when it is strictly unavoidable to protect life” (special provision 9)30. This corresponds to what is
established in article 68 of the Organic Law of the Police Service and the National Police Corps,
since the use of public force will always be guided by the “principle of affirming life as a supreme
constitutional and legal value”, and it will be conditioned to the adoption of progressive scales of the
use of force depending on the resistance and opposition of the person, so that the “transfer in the use
of deadly force will only be justified for the defense of the life of the person, a police officer or a third party”.
In any case, in the face of any type of action by the State, through the use of public force,
aimed at subduing persons who allegedly disturb public order or are singled out by the commission
of a punishable act, the due process must always be a priority. In other words, in these cases, the
public official must guarantee the validity of this right and choose, only in an exceptional and
extraordinary cases, any path that involves the use of force that could endanger the lives of people.
The right to due process is a universal right recognized in various international instruments 31
and in the Constitution32. In general terms, it is a human right constituted by several guarantees and
principles, both formal and substantial, necessary for the effective judicial protection of the persons
involved in any process or procedure, in order to limit state actions regarding to protect the legal
certainty.
As has already been noted, during the first semester of 2020, 262 violent events were
registered with the participation of State security officials, which killed 377 people. In consideration
of their characteristics, these cases were the consequence of the excessive and unjustified use of
public force.
In the public force in the country, national, regional and municipal security bodies are
distinguished, depending on whether their assignment belongs to the national, regional or municipal
executive branches. In the first semester of 2020, the highest number of deaths is attributable to
security forces associated to to the national government: 191 (50.66% of the cases in the JanuaryJune period). For their part, the regional security forces killed 122 people (32.36%). Meanwhile, the
municipal police caused the death of 43 people (11.41%). Likewise, in joint actions of mixed
commissions, 14 people were killed (3.71%). In the cases of 7 people, the police force responsible
for the death was not identified. It should be noted that in these cases, most classified as alleged
clashes by the authorities, no security official died.
As it has already been noted, during the first semester of 2020, 262 violent events with the
participation of State security officials were registered, which killed 377 people. In consideration of
their characteristics, these cases were the consequence of excessive and unjustified use of public
force.

Regarding the public forces of the country, there are national, regional and municipal
security bodies, depending on whether their assignment belongs to the national, regional or
municipal executive branches. In the first semester of 2020, the highest number of deaths is
attributable to security forces associated to the national government: 191 (50.66% of the cases in
the January-June period). For their part, the regional security forces killed 122 people (32.36%).
Meanwhile, the municipal police caused the death of 43 people (11.41%). Likewise, 14 people were
killed (3.71%) in joint actions of mixed commissions. In the cases of 7 people, the police force
responsible for the death was not identified. It should be noted that in these cases, which mostly are
alleged classified by the authorities as confrontations, no security official died.
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Individually, the national security forces that caused the highest number of deaths due to
police violence in the state of Zulia were the FAES 33 with 67 (17.77%), the CICPC 34 with 54
(14.32%), and the CONAS35 with 33 (8.75%). In the case of regional security forces, the SIPEZ36
killed 88 people (23.34%), the CPBEZ 37 17 (4.51%), and the ERE38 16 (4.24%). Meanwhile, the
municipal security forces that caused the most deaths were Poliurdaneta 39 with 10 (2.65%),
Polimiranda40 with 3 (0.80%), and Policabimas41 with 3 (0.80%). It should be noted that the GNB42
killed 18 people (4.77%), the Canine Group 14 (3.71%), and mixed commissions 14 (3.71%). For its
part, the Police Association of the Maracaibo metropolitan area caused the death of 8 people
(2.12%).
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In most of the violent events of this first semester, the seizure of a series of weapons was
reported, presumably used by alleged criminals in confrontations with the State security forces. In
this seizure, 130 revolvers (53.50%), 55 shotguns (22.63%), 44 pistols (18.11%), 7 shotguns (2.88%),
4 rifles (1.65%), 1 grenade (0.41%), and 2 unspecified firearms (0.82%) were noted. At the same
time, in 66 violent acts (25.19%) the seizure of some type of weapon was not documented.
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Considerations regarding the State's obligation to investigate, judge, punish and repair
human rights violations
The State must not only take the necessary measures and regulations to prevent any
excessive use of public force that could lead to deaths or extrajudicial executions. It is also obliged
to investigate, prosecute and punish those presumed responsible for any potentially unlawful death,
as well as to repair material and moral damages caused to the victims' families. This obligation is
prescribed in article 30 of the Constitution.
To this end, the Minnesota Protocol on the Investigation of Potentially Unlawful Deaths
provides that “The families of victims of unlawful death have the right to equal and effective access to justice; an
adequate, effective and fast reparation; recognition of their situation before the law; and access to information on
violations and relevant accountability mechanisms. Complete reparation includes restitution, compensation,
rehabilitation, guarantees of non-repetition and satisfaction. Satisfaction includes fact-finding and the disclosure of the
truth to the public by the government, a precise explanation of the violations that took place, the application of
sanctions to those accountable for the violations”43.
Family members have the right to know the exact truth about the circumstances, events and
motives that led to the death. Even society has the right to hear the cases of violations of the right
to life carried out by State security organs. Therefore, the State must promptly, effectively,
exhaustively, independently, impartially, and transparently investigate, since the “obligation to investigate
is an essential part of the defense of the right to life. This obligation, in praxis, puts the duties to respect and protect
the right to life into effect, and promotes accountability and reparation when that substantive right may have been
violated ... The impunity that is the result, for example, of unjustifiably short time limits or statutes of limitations or
a general amnesty (de jure impunity), or even the inaction of the Prosecutor's Office or political interference (de facto
impunity), is incompatible with this obligation. Any breach of the obligation to investigate is a violation of the right

to life. Investigations and prosecutions are essential to prevent future violations and promote accountability, justice, the
right to reparation and the truth, as well as the rule of law”44. In summary, the state's opacity and the lack of
due diligence on the part of the State to know the truth about these events, can encourage an
increase in lethality due to the actions of public security officials.

January
In January, 60 violent events occurred with the participation of officials from State security
agencies, all classified by the authorities as alleged confrontations between alleged criminals and the
security forces, resulting in 84 deaths, with no casualties among State agents. That is to say, on a
daily average there were 1.94 violent events with the intervention of the State security organs, and
22.28% of deaths were caused by police violence in the first half of 2020. Similarly, for this month
the number of violent events and deaths by subregion is distributed as follows:










Metropolitan area of Maracaibo:
o 45 violent events (24.59% of the total for the first semester in this subregion),
distributed as follows: 26 cases in Maracaibo;10 in San Francisco; 5 in La Cañada de
Urdaneta; 2 in Mara; and 2 in Jesús Enrique Lossada.
o 67 deaths (27.69% of the total in the first semester for this subregion): 37 in
Maracaibo; 15 in San Francisco; 7 in La Cañada de Urdaneta; 3 in Mara; and 5 in
Jesús Enrique Lossada.
East Coast of Lake Maracaibo:
o 8 violent events (14.55% of the total for the first semester in this subregion): 1 in
Miranda; 6 in Cabimas; and 1 in Valmore Rodríguez.
o 10 deaths (11.63% of the total for the first semester in this subregion): 1 in Miranda;
6 in Cabimas; and 3 in Valmore Rodríguez.
Guajira:
o 2 violent events (50.00% of the total for the first semester in this subregion), both
took place in Guajira.
o 2 deaths (22.22% in the first semester in this subregion), both in Guajira.
Perijá:
o 2 violent events (33.33% of the total for the first semester in this subregion): 1 in
Machiques de Perijá; and 1 in Rosario de Perijá.
o 2 deaths (33.33% of the total for the first semester in this subregion): 1 in
Machiques de Perijá; and 1 in Rosario de Perijá.
South of Lake Maracaibo:
o 3 violent events (23.08% of the total for the first semester in this subregion), all
occurred in Colón.
o 3 deaths (9.09% of the total for the first semester in this subregion), all in Colón.

February
In February, 30 violent events occurred with the participation of officials from State security
agencies, all classified by the authorities as alleged confrontations between alleged criminals and the
security forces, resulting in 44 deaths, with no casualties among state agents. That is, on a daily
average there were 1.03 violent events with the intervention of the State security organs, and 11.67%

of deaths due to police violence in the first half of 2020. Similarly, for this month the number of
violent events and deaths by subregion is distributed as follows:










Metropolitan area of Maracaibo:
o 20 violent events (10.93% of the total in the first semester in this subregion): 11 in
Maracaibo; 4 in San Francisco; 3 in La Cañada de Urdaneta; and 2 in Jesús Enrique
Lossada.
o 26 deaths (10.74% of the total for the first semester in this subregion): 15 in
Maracaibo;
5 in San Francisco; 4 in La Cañada de Urdaneta; and 2 in Jesús
Enrique Lossada.
East Coast of Lake Maracaibo:
o 7 violent events (12.73% of the total for the first semester in this subregion): 1 in
Miranda; 5 in Cabimas; and 1 in Baralt.
o 10 deaths (11.63% of the total for the first semester in this subregion): 1 in Miranda;
6 in Cabimas; and 3 in Valmore Rodríguez.
Guajira:
o 1 violent event (25.00% of the total for the first semester in this subregion),
occurred in Guajira.
o 6 deaths (66.67% of the total for the first semester in this subregion), all in Guajira.
Perijá:
o 1 violent event (16.67% of the total for the first semester in this subregion),
occurred in Machiques de Perijá.
o 1 deceased person (16.67% of the total for the first semester in this subregion), in
Machiques de Perijá.
South of Lake Maracaibo:
o 1 violent event (7.69% of the total for the first semester in this subregion), occurred
in Colón.
o 1 deceased person (3.03% of the total for the first semester in this subregion), in
Colón.

March

In March, 36 violent events occurred with the participation of officials from State security
agencies. 32 of these events were classified by the authorities as alleged confrontations between
alleged criminals and the security forces, while another 4 occurred under unspecified circumstances,
resulting in 66 deaths, with no casualties among state agents. In other words, on a daily average
there were 1.20 violent events with the intervention of the State security organs, and 17.51% of
deaths due to police violence in the first half of 2020. Similarly, for this month the number of
violent events and deaths by subregion is distributed as follows:




Metropolitan area of Maracaibo:
o 17 violent events (9.29% of the total for the first semester in this subregion): 13 in
Maracaibo; 2 in San Francisco; and 2 in La Cañada de Urdaneta.
o 25 deaths (10.33% of the total for the first semester in this subregion): 20 in
Maracaibo; 3 in San Francisco; and 2 in La Cañada de Urdaneta.
East Coast of Lake Maracaibo:
o 9 violent events (16.36% of the total for the first semester in this subregion): 1 in
Miranda; 4 in Cabimas; 2 in Baralt; and 2 in Santa Rita.







o 14 deaths (16.28% of the total for the first semester in this subregion): 1 in Miranda;
4 in Cabimas; 4 in Baralt; and 5 in Santa Rita.
Guajira:
o 1 violent event (25.00% of the total for the first semester in this subregion),
occurred in Guajira.
o 1 deceased person (11.11% of the total for the first semester in this subregion), in
Guajira.
Perijá:
o 2 violent events (33.33% of the total for the first semester in this subregion), both
occurred in Rosario de Perijá.
o 2 deaths (33.33% of the total for the first semester in this subregion), both in
Rosario de Perijá.
South of Lake Maracaibo:
o 6 violent events (50.00% of the total for the first semester in this subregion), all
occurred in Colón.
o 24 deaths (53.85% of the total for the first semester in this subregion): 21 in Colón;
and 3 in Catatumbo.

April
In April, 40 violent incidents occurred with the participation of officials from State security
agencies, all classified by the authorities as alleged confrontations between alleged criminals and the
security forces, resulting in 64 deaths, with no casualties among state agents. In other words, on a
daily average there were 1.33 violent events with the intervention of the State security organs, and
16.98% of deaths due to police violence in the first half of 2020. Similarly, for this month the
number of violent events and deaths by subregion is distributed as follows:




Metropolitan area of Maracaibo:
o 27 violent events (14.75% of the total for the first semester in this subregion): 20 in
Maracaibo; 3 in San Francisco; 3 in La Cañada de Urdaneta; and 1 in Jesús Enrique
Lossada.
o 36 deaths (14.88% of the total for the first semester in this subregion): 27 in
Maracaibo; 3 in San Francisco; 3 in La Cañada de Urdaneta; and 3 in Jesús Enrique
Lossada.
East Coast of Lake Maracaibo:
o 12 violent events (21.82% of the total for the first semester in this subregion): 2 in
Miranda; 3 in Cabimas; 2 in Lagunillas; 2 in Baralt; and 3 in Simón Bolívar 3.
o 27 deaths (31.40% of the total for the first semester in this subregion): 3 in Miranda;
14 in Cabimas; 2 in Lagunillas; 3 in Baralt; and 5 in Simón Bolívar.

In the Guajira, Perijá and South Lake Maracaibo subregions there were no events or deaths
due to police violence. Likewise, it should be noted that this month there was a violent act and a
death but the municipality where it took place was not specified.
May
In May, 52 violent events took place with the participation of officials from State security
agencies. 51 of these events were classified by the authorities as alleged confrontations between
alleged criminals and the security forces, while 1 occurred under unspecified circumstances,

resulting in 64 deaths, with no casualties among state agents. That is to say, on a daily average there
were 1.68 violent events with the intervention of the State security organs, and 16.98% of deaths
due to police violence in the first half of 2020. Similarly, for this month the number of violent
events and deaths by subregion is distributed as follows:




Metropolitan area of Maracaibo:
o 41 violent events (22.40% of the total for the first semester in this subregion): 26 in
Maracaibo; 8 in San Francisco; 4 in La Cañada de Urdaneta; and 3 in Jesús Enrique
Lossada.
o 49 deaths (20.25% of the total for the first semester in this subregion): 31 in
Maracaibo; 10 in San Francisco; 5 in La Cañada de Urdaneta; and 3 in Jesús Enrique
Lossada.
East Coast of Lake Maracaibo:
o 11 violent events (20.00% of the total for the first semester in this subregion): 3 in
Miranda; 3 in Cabimas; 3 in Baralt; 1 in Simón Bolívar 1; and 1 in Sucre.
o 15 deaths (17.44% of the total for the first semester in this subregion): 1 in Miranda;
6 in Cabimas; 3 in Baralt; 1 in Simón Bolívar; and 1 in Sucre.

In the Guajira, Perijá and South Lake Maracaibo subregions there were no events or deaths
due to police violence.
June
In April, 44 violent events occurred with the participation of officials from State security
agencies, all classified by the authorities as alleged confrontations between alleged criminals and the
security forces, resulting in 55 deaths, with no casualties among state agents. That is to say, on a
daily average, there were1.47 violent events with the intervention of the State security organs, and
14.59% of the deaths due to police violence in the first half of 2020. Similarly, for this month the
number of violent events and deaths by subregion is distributed as follows:








Metropolitan area of Maracaibo:
o 33 violent events (18.03% of the total for the first semester in this subregion): 23 in
Maracaibo; 6 in San Francisco; 2 in La Cañada de Urdaneta; and 2 in Jesús Enrique
Lossada.
o 39 deaths (16.12% of the total for the first semester in this subregion): 28 in
Maracaibo; 6 in San Francisco; 3 in La Cañada de Urdaneta; and 2 in Jesús Enrique
Lossada.
East Coast of Lake Maracaibo:
o 8 violent events (14.55% of the total for the first semester in this subregion): 1 in
Cabimas; 3 in Lagunillas; 2 in Baralt; and 2 in Santa Rita.
o 10 deaths (11.63% of the total for the first semester in this subregion): 1 in Cabimas;
5 in Lagunillas; 2 in Baralt; and 2 in Santa Rita.
Perijá:
o 1 violent event (16.67% of the total for the first semester in this subregion),
occurred in Machiques de Perijá.
o 1 deceased person (16.67%) of the total for the first semester in this subregion), in
Machiques de Perijá.
South of Lake Maracaibo:

o 2 violent events (15.38% of the total for the first semester in this subregion): 1 in
Catatumbo 1; and 1 in Jesús María Semprún.
o 5 deaths (15.15% of the total for the first semester in this subregion): 4 in
Catatumbo; and 1 in Jesús María Semprún.
There were no events or deaths due to police violence in the Guajira subregion.

In July, the exponential growth of Covid-19 cases in Zulia continued, aggravating the health
situation. In this scenario, the administration of Nicolás Maduro, through decree number 4,24745,
extended, for the fourth time, the state of alarm which has been in force since March 13.
Worldwide, 17,106,007 infected people and 668,910 deaths were reported46. In Venezuela, a
total of 18,57447 infections and 157 deaths were registered, which means that the number of people
infected increased 218.53% compared to the previous month. Meanwhile, in Zulia the number of
cases reported by the authorities at the end of July was 3,149, that is, 204.84% more than the
accumulated until June (1,033), and 52 people died48, although this does not include the deaths of
health personnel as a consequence of the disease 49 . This situation should catch the eye of the
government and health authorities of the country and the region, as it is evident that the measures
implemented have not been efficient enough to reduce the number of infections. It is important to
highlight that the Nicolás Maduro administration blamed people they called trocheros (derogatory
term) for the increase in Covid-19 cases, requesting the PSUV to deploy in people’s brigades of
prevention50.
The outlook remains bleak in the so-called sentinel hospitals, which in mid-July were 15
throughout the region 51 . The limitations and deficiencies in terms of supplies and medicines,
medical care, food provision, and adequate infrastructure, make these hospitals places where people
suffer additional problems to the ones caused by the disease. In this regard, the relatives of people
who are treated at the Maracaibo University Hospital reported that they usually provide the
necessary medications to treat the symptoms of Covid-19. Several acts of corruption have even
been denounced, specifically regarding the purchase of medicines from workers of that health
center52.
The 22 hotels set up as shelters in Maracaibo53 also have deficiencies to provide care for the
asymptomatic patients who must remain in absolute isolation for at least 15 days. The complaints
about the poor conditions of these shelters have not stopped. An example of how the circumstance
has overwhelmed the authorities is the enabling of convention centers, libraries, universities and
sports spaces to take care of people infected with Covid-1954. Also, there are reports about trailed
being enabled to house people suspected of being infected55. All of this has forced many people to
stay at home and receive direct treatment from their family members56.
On the other hand, there were complaints about cases of deceased who tested positive for
the rapid test, noting that their bodies were not handed over to their relatives until the results of the
PCR test were known. The bodies are usually cremated, and the ashes are not immediately delivered
to the relatives, noting that a good part of these cases are not evidenced in the statistics published
by the government57.

Regarding the situation of medical personnel, until July, the death of 18 doctors, two nurses
and a surgical technologist has been reported in Zulia, out of a total of 34 health workers who have
died in Venezuela from Covid-1958, making Zulia the region with the highest number of cases of
this type59. This demonstrates the constant exposure of the medical and nursing staff, to the failure
of the health authorities to supply, in a complete and timely manner, the necessary biosafety
equipment and implements to fully carry out their functions and preserve their health.

Despite the fact that the period of research of this Summary goes from January-June 2020
in relation to deaths caused by police violence, it is necessary to mention that of an 18-year-old who
died in July 16 in the hands of officials of the GNB60 who fired shots at him. The young man was
protesting because the Coast Guard and GNB officials refused to allow the sale of gasoline in the
area61. This event took place in the Almirante Padilla municipality, one of the two municipalities that
had not reported deaths from police violence in the first half of the year. To date, no further details
are known about the investigations concerning this case.
It is notorious that police violence due to excessive use of public force increased in the first
half of 2020. The Maracaibo municipality continues to be the epicenter of police violence in the
region, both in terms of the number of violent acts (45.59%) and the number of deaths (41.91%).
For its part, the action of SIPEZ, associated to the Government of the state of Zulia, caused the
highest number of deaths (88, 23.34% of cases), followed by FAES, associated to the national
government (67, 17.77% of the cases). The latter confirms what was stated by the United Nations
High Commissioner for Human Rights in her report of July 3rd, where this national security body is
pointed out as the one with the highest rate of lethality and excessive use of public force in the
whole country.
Our reality suggests that these are not isolated events, but rather that they are part of a
continuous, constant and growing process of deaths attributable to the security forces, which
determines a systematic violation of the right to life. It is urgent that the Venezuelan State addresses
this situation: on average, only in Zulia, there have been 2 daily deaths as a result of violent events
in which a public security body participated. In this regard, it is necessary for the State to design and
implement security policies in accordance with constitutional and international regulations regarding
the limitations on the use of public force, with the reinforcement of training mechanisms for police
and military officials.
In addition, the State has the obligation to assume a proactive attitude regarding the
investigations of these deaths, which must be carried out independently, exhaustively, impartially,
and transparently in order to determine the criminal liability of those found guilty. This is a debt
that the State has with thousands of victims who still cannot find an explanation for the events that
led to the death of their relatives.
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