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Introduction 
 
 
On October 8th, 2015, Eugenio Martínez, journalist and electoral analyst, and Ángel 
Álvarez, political scientist, shared their reflections on the challenges and possible 
outcomes of the upcoming parliamentary elections in Venezuela to be held on December 
6th.  The discussion panel, co-organized by the Human Rights Research and Education 
Centre (HRREC) of the University of Ottawa and the Canada Venezuela Democracy 
Forum (CVDF), was held at the University of Ottawa as part of a series of public 
discussions focused on the situation of democracy and human rights in the South 
American country∗.  The Venezuelan Ambassador to Canada was invited to attend the 
meeting and to contribute to the discussion, but he did not respond to the invitation or 
attend the meeting.   
 
The HRREC and CVDF publish these papers about the elections in December as a 
contribution for a better understanding among the Canadian public regarding the current 
and evolving political landscape in Venezuela and prospective developments. 
 
 
 
HRREC & CVDF 
November 2015 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
∗	  The	  reports	  from	  previous	  panels	  can	  be	  consulted	  here:	  
Venezuela	  2015:	  Regime	  Crisis	  and	  Increasing	  Threats	  (August	  2015):	  https://cdp-‐
hrc.uottawa.ca/sites/cdp-‐hrc.uottawa.ca/files/venezuela2015proceedings.pdf	  
Venezuela:	  Transition	  to	  Democracy?	  (December	  2014):	  http://cdp-‐
hrc.uottawa.ca/sites/cdp-‐hrc.uottawa.ca/files/venezuelatransitiontodemocracy_.pdf	  
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The Impact of the 2015 Legislative Elections in Venezuela:  

Challenges and Consequences 
 

Eugenio Martínez 
Journalist and Electoral Analyst 

 
 
Eight weeks before the Venezuelan legislative elections on December 6th, 20151, the 
various public opinion polls and projections suggest a very favourable outlook for the 
opposition. 
 
We should ask ourselves two fundamental questions.  First, is the difference big enough 
to claim that the national executive branch of power will lose by a large margin in 
December, as suggested by predictions made by, among others, Bank of America?  
Second, will a victory by the opposition on December 6th change the day-to-day life of 
Venezuelans? 
 
The first thing that can be said is that the opposition cannot declare victory just yet.  
Nevertheless, the polls suggest that if the election was this coming Sunday, the 
opposition has the highest probability of winning a majority on election day.  Almost all 
public opinion surveys show a difference of 20 points in favour of the opposition over 
chavismo. 
 
However, this big gap will not necessarily translate into a proportional difference in the 
number of seats or legislative representatives that the political forces will attain in the 
upcoming legislative election. 
 
Even if the Constitution states that Venezuela has a proportional electoral system, in 
reality according to the new electoral law passed in 2009, Venezuela has a mixed system 
that over-represents the majority.  There were also major changes in electoral districts in 
2010 that boosted the vote in areas that are pro-government and changes in the number of 
legislative representatives to be elected in 2015.  These changes basically mean that in 
areas with a historical tendency to vote for the opposition there will be fewer elected 
legislative representatives and, in return, areas with historical tendencies to vote for the 
chavista regime will have more legislative representatives. 
 
Additionally, there is a problem of imbalance between the quantity of people and the 
number of legislative representatives, between the number of voters and the number of 
legislative representatives to choose from; this is a longstanding problem that became 
worse after the Constituent Assembly of 1999 abolished the Senate.  In any case, this 
disparity means that the six States where 52% of voters reside (Zulia, Miranda, Carabobo, 
Lara, Aragua and the Capital District) will only elect 67 legislative representatives.  

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
1	  This	  paper	  was	  presented	  at	  the	  University	  of	  Ottawa	  on	  October	  8,	  2015.	  
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Meanwhile, the other 18 States that comprise 48% of the voters will choose 100 out of 
the 167 legislative representatives. 
 
These legal changes – that go against the Constitutional principles, i.e. the modification 
of electoral districts and the disproportion between voters and representatives – explain 
why in 2010 chavismo was able to obtain 60% of the legislative seats with only 47% of 
the popular vote.  That is clearly not a system of proportional representation. 
 
If we forget for a moment the legal and technical constraints of the electoral process and 
focus exclusively on public opinion, we can see that in over a decade, the polls have not 
been against the chavista regime, i.e. the Bolivarian Revolution, as they appear now to 
be.  The current situation is similar to the one we saw at the beginning of 2013. 
 
When we observe the historical assessment of the country in the last decade, it is quite 
evident that chavismo is facing a big challenge.  Despite the low point in 2003, President 
Hugo Chávez managed to win the presidential referendum in 2004.  He did so due mainly 
to two factors: first, the National Electoral Council (Venezuela’s electoral authority) took 
an excessive amount of time to organize and call the referendum.  Second, the delay of 
the referendum was enough for President Chávez to create the social conditions with the 
so-called “misiones sociales” (social programs) that had a positive impact on the 
population.  Such positive impact allowed him to reverse the negative trend observed in 
2003. 
 
Can chavismo in 2015 reverse the negative trend indicated by various public opinion 
polls?  It seems that it will be much more complicated this time.  Unlike 2003, the current 
economic environment is not favourable to the Government.  The country is experiencing 
a significant recession that some economic analysts estimate in a GDP drop between 7% 
and 9%; the annualized inflation rate is at 125%; and Venezuelans are experiencing 
shortages and scarcity of basic products.  On top of that, there is a basic difference 
between 2003 and 2015.  Twelve years ago Chávez’s public approval was in steady 
ascent especially after September 2003.  However, the assessment of President Nicolás 
Maduro’s performance is hovering at around 23-24% according to various surveys. 
 
Some analysts think that the Government of Nicolás Maduro is capable of creating 
another “Dakazo” to win the elections as the regime did in 2013.  In this case, through an 
executive order the Government forced the price reduction of “white” and “brown” goods 
– i.e. refrigerators, stoves, TV sets, washing machines, etc.  Known as the “Dakazo”, 
President Maduro was able to reverse the decline in the popular perception of his 
government’s performance by almost 10%.  However, this measure did not substantially 
change the vote trends in the municipal elections.  To put it another way, before the 
Dakazo, chavismo was already winning the municipal elections by a margin of 6 points.  
The Dakazo contributed to increase that difference to 9 points.  However, that was a 
temporary recovery in popularity.  After the Dakazo wave passed, the public opinion 
assessment of President Maduro’s performance fell again. 
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Another public opinion event that helped improve the perception of President Maduro’s 
performance was the response of his government to the US sanctions against some 
Venezuelan officials.  Maduro’s reaction to the decree of President Obama earned him a 
recovery of more than 5 points in the polls.  But that was also a temporary recovery of 
popularity. 
 
Still to be seen is the impact that the executive orders declaring a “state of emergency” in 
various states or a possible increase in minimum wage on public opinion2.  However, two 
months before the election, amid a crisis of scarcity and inflation, it appears likely that 
the Government can only reduce the gap, but is highly improbable that the Government 
can change the voter trend that favours now the opposition. 
 
We must then assume that any option to win the elections on December 6th will happen 
on Election Day.  From 2005 onwards, it has been found that the automated system 
technically works as expected.  Although it is technically impossible to know for whom a 
citizen has voted, the number of voters who believe that their vote is not secret is quite 
high.  The Government fuels this fear, for example, when the President assures that he 
knows who voted for him and the electoral authority has not yet clarified or refuted this 
claim. 
 
The latest survey on electoral integrity made by the Catholic University Andrés Bello 
indicates that more than half of Venezuelan citizens believe that their vote is not secret.  
While this fear has no technical merit, it is a terrible condition for an electoral process in 
which at least half the population depends directly or indirectly on the State to survive, 
especially when there are daily threats of sanctions for not supporting the Bolivarian 
Revolution. 
 
We can ask ourselves if a citizen who is dependent on the State to survive and believes 
that his or her vote is not secret will dare to vote against the Government?  Or if this 
citizen thinks that he or she will be penalized or will lose rights, will he or she dare to 
vote for the opposition?  This is a major constraint for any election, not only for the one 
on December 6th. 
 
Nonetheless, there is a factor in the polls that is very revealing.  For the first time in 15 
years, more and more citizens believe that the opposition will win the election.  They are 
more than those who believe that the Government will win.  Several analysts think that 
this is the factor that indicates the rise of a punitive vote or a protest vote in Venezuela.  
Several polls show that for the first time in a decade, the proportion of citizens that define 
themselves as “pro-opposition” is greater than those who define themselves as “pro-
government”.  This can be a major change of tendencies in voters’ opinion and could 
mean that for the first time in 15 years there will be in fact a major protest vote. 
 
When we look in detail at what is going to happen on December 6th, it should be noted 
that this is not a national election but 87 elections in one – 87 different elections where 

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
2	  President	  Nicolás	  Maduro	  announced	  a	  30%	  increase	  in	  the	  minimum	  wage	  on	  October	  16,	  2015.	  	  



	   5	  

113 legislative representatives will be nominally elected in 87 voting districts, and 51 of 
them will be elected by ballot (“voto lista” in Spanish) in 24 States, plus 3 deputies 
representing aboriginal people. 
 
In these 87 electoral districts we are going to have a set of elections that can be won by a 
narrow margin of votes.  The narrower the margin, the higher the impact of public 
resources will have on mobilizing legislative representatives, as the higher the impact of 
the “not secret vote” fear, or the impact of voting centres localized in areas without 
electoral monitoring or surveillance by the opposition.  To understand the electoral 
imbalance on December 6th, it suffices to mention this fact: the National Electoral 
Council has created 1,000 new voting centres.  Among these new centres, there are some 
with names such as “Chávez and Maduro”, “Eternal Commander” (“Comandante 
Eterno”), “Long Live Chávez” (“Chávez Vive”), and “The Fight Continues” (“La Lucha 
Sigue”).  The bias is evident even in the creation of the voting centres.  Though many 
might say that it is insensitive of me to mention this fact, I am just conveying the official 
information provided by the National Electoral Council. 
 
The results of December 6th can be analyzed from four different perspectives:  
 

1. A party or block wins the simple majority; a simple majority means having 84 
legislative representatives and therefore the ability to name the board for the 
National Assembly, and summon ministers to be questioned by the legislative 
power. 
2. A party wins 3/5th of the vote or 100 legislative representatives who can block 
or pass an enabling law allowing or not the President to govern through executive 
decrees.  
3. A party or bloc wins a “qualified majority” of 112 legislative representatives; a 
qualified majority can, among other things, approve basic laws or appoint the next 
directors of the National Electoral Council.  
4. We can evaluate the results by looking at the total national vote that, though it 
has no legal impact on what will happen in the National Assembly, will have an 
influence on the electoral political scene in 2016. 

 
Finally, it is clear that if chavismo loses the elections on December 6th, they might have a 
mechanism legally to ignore the results.  There are multiple precedents for this.  In 2007, 
despite the fact Chávez lost the constitutional reform referendum, in the following years 
the regime continued to pass most of the laws that had been denied by the majority of 
Venezuelans.  The best examples are the laws of the “popular power” (“poder popular”) 
that had been denied in the 2007 legal reform, but were then approved by the National 
Assembly in 2009.  Or, in the case of emblematic governors (regional governments) that 
the opposition won, the Executive branch named the so-called “Protectors of the State”, a 
position that does not exist in the Constitution but that competes with the elected officials 
in terms of resources or mandate. 
 
In the case of the National Assembly chavismo might be a calling for a Communal 
Parliament (Parlamento Comunal) to try to compete or even dilute the power with the 
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legislative branch.  However, what seems clear if chavismo were to lose even a simple 
majority of the National Assembly, this situation will foster a new political scene in 
Venezuela and internally within the “Bolivarian Revolution”, with the potential of 
generating a more open debate about the leadership of President Nicolás Maduro and his 
role in the so-called “revolutionary process”. 
 

[Translated from Spanish by Arianne Morán.] 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



	   7	  

The 2015 Legislative Elections in Venezuela: A Critical Juncture 
 

Ángel E. Álvarez, Ph.D. 
Professor of Political Science 

Universidad Católica Andrés Bello (Caracas, Venezuela) 
 
 
Introduction 
	  
This article discusses the possible democratizing effects of the 2015 legislative election in 
Venezuela.  It asserts that the victory of the main opposition coalition (the Democratic 
Unity Round Table, or Mesa de la Unidad Democratica, MUD) unleashes democratizing 
dynamics—particularly if democratic forces win the super-majority of at least three-fifths 
of the seats in the National Assembly. Yet, the opposition’s victory will not automatically 
lead to democratization.  It is just one possible outcome of strategic decisions to be made 
by politicians. 
 
The defeat of the ruling party (the Unified Socialist Party of Venezuela, or Partido 
Socialista Unido de Venezuela, PSUV) would put an end to almost sixteen years of party 
hegemony, creating conditions for an effective division of power and pluralism in law-
making.  The opposition’s victory would make possible a democratic recall referendum 
to eventually vote President Nicolás Maduro out of office in 2016.  Yet, peaceful and 
electoral transition to pluralistic politics is only one of many possible outcomes – and not 
the most probable among them.  Risks of reinforcement of authoritarian practices, unrest, 
instability and violence are present. 
 
The democratizing effect of the elections depends on strategic interactions within and 
between the governing party and the opposition coalition.  After the election, conflict 
within the ruling party, along with a reduction of the costs of toleration of political 
contestation, would favour pluralism.  After the election, conflict within opposition 
parties would reduce the cost of repressive policies implemented by the authoritarian 
government.  The absence of mutual trust between the government and the opposition 
creates conditions for a deadlock and can lead to the collapse of competitive politics in 
Venezuela.  These possible outcomes are analyzed below. 
 
The stage is set for democratization 
 
On December 6, 2015, Venezuelans are called to vote for a new legislature.  The election 
is the 18th nationwide poll to be held since 1999—after sixteen years of chavista 
dominance.  It is not just another election.  Prevailing economic, social and political 
crises are setting the stage for political change.  The Venezuelan “petro-State” faces a 
deep structural collapse—not only due to the downswing of oil prices, but also because of 
a significant decline of Venezuelan Stated-owned industry.  President Nicolás Maduro 
and his government have record-low approval ratings.  Social unrest and public demands 
for political change have skyrocketed since 2014.  A majority thinks the country is not a 
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democracy and it is on the wrong track.  And despite everything, Venezuelans still 
believe that change can be achieved by voting the government out of office. 
 
The opposition can take advantage of the crisis and win a majority in the National 
Assembly.  Starting in 2006, after a long period of political upheavals, opposition 
politicians decided that elections are the only game in town.  As a result, they have 
steadily broadened their electoral base while, in return, the government has been able to 
legitimize electorally the Bolivarian revolution.  Yet, with the single exception of the 
2007 constitutional referendum, which was a “limited election” (in the sense that 
Chávez’s hold on power was not in danger), the opposition has not been able to document 
a nationwide electoral victory. 
 
A possible victory for democratic forces signals to the citizens that democratization by 
elections is possible.  Opposition triumph would increase the chances of defeating 
President Maduro in an eventual recall referendum in 2016.  Election results could also 
help to deepen ongoing conflicts within the ruling party.  At the same time, a majority of 
seats controlled by a unified opposition coalition would create incentives for political 
dialogue with soft-liners in the government.  Dialogue could ease political polarization 
and pave the road for agreements on democratic transition through new elections in the 
near future. 
 
Available evidence indicates that, for once and after sixteen years of chavista hegemony, 
the opposition has a real chance to win a relevant election.  The PSUV is electorally 
declining, whereas electoral support for opposition is growing.  All published polls show 
the opposition likely to win much more than 50% of the vote.  Nonetheless, in the 
absence of district-level polls, there is uncertainty about the number of seats each party 
would win.  
 
According to three well-known polls, the main opposition coalition (MUD) can win the 
majority of the votes by a large margin (Table 1).  These three pollsters have provided 
accurate forecasts of election outcomes in the 2012 and 2013 presidential elections 
(Tables 2 and 3).  In the case of a polarized election, in which independents vote 
strategically, the MUD can win between two-thirds and three-fourths of the votes cast.  In 
the case of a non-polarized election, independent opposition candidates can win up to 
16% and the MUD about 65% of the votes. 
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Table 1. Pre-election Polls. 2015 National Assembly Election 
Pollster PSUV-GPP MUD Independent 

Opposition 
Estimated Turnout 

Keller y Asociados 23% 48%   71% 
  32.4% 67.6 %     

IVAD 19.3% 57.9%   77.2% 

  25% 75.0%     

Datanálisis (July-August 2015) 19.2% 42.2% 11.8% 74.2% 

  25.9% 56.9% 15.9%   

                        2013 election outcome 50.6% 49.1% 0.3% 88.5% 

 
   

Table 2. Pre-election Polls. September 2012 and Presidential Election Outcome 

Pollster Chávez Capriles Others 
Keller y Asociados 55.4 44.6   
IVAD 61.1 38.9   
Datanálisis 56.0 44.0   

Election Outcome 55.1 44.3 0.6% 
  
 

Table 3. Pre-election Polls. March 2013 and Presidential Election Outcome 

Pollsters Maduro Capriles Others 
Datanalisis 55.4% 44.6%   
IVAD 54.9% 45.1%   

Election Outcome 50.6% 49.1% 0.3% 
 
 
The Government’s hands aren’t tied 
 
Nonetheless, some conditions threaten the prospects for democratizing elections.  First 
and foremost, the level of electoral integrity is low.  The Electoral Integrity Project 
Venezuela (Alarcon 2015) has highlighted the need for urgent electoral reforms to 
improve competition and facilitate democratizing elections.  The level of electoral 
malapportionment in the national legislature is very high.  Rural and thinly populated 
States and districts are over-represented (see Figure 1).  
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Figure 1. Proportion of voters and proportion of plurality, PR and total seats. Venezuela, 
2010. 
 

 
 
 
Malapportionment makes it possible for the Government to control a majority of seats 
even while winning only a minority of the popular vote.  Political funding is opaque, 
unequal and corrupt.  Despite constitutional prohibition, the Government blatantly uses 
public money and resources to finance the PSUV’s campaigns.  Four out of five members 
of the CNE are leaders or activists of the PSUV.  The Electoral Court and the Supreme 
Court are packed with well-known members of the ruling party.  The military, who are in 
charge of providing security at the poll stations and electoral authority offices, dub 
themselves “the chavista armed forces”.  Free speech is limited and the vast majority of 
the mass media (radio, TV and newspapers) are either government owned or have been 
steadily overtaken by private groups linked to high-ranking Government officials.  Many 
opposition candidates and party leaders have been prosecuted and incarcerated.  Peaceful 
demonstrations have been strongly repressed.  While Venezuelan elections are still multi-
party contests, they are far from being free and fair.  
 
The Government has manipulated previous elections by affecting the integrity of the 
electoral process, even though pre-election polls generally predict a comfortable victory 
by the ruling party—with the only exceptions being the 2013 Presidential and the 2015 
legislative elections.  Thus, it can be reasonably inferred that when polls predict the 
defeat of the Government party, manipulations are much more likely to occur. 
 
In this context, a new political game is about to begin in Venezuela: the very risky game 
of contesting election results in the streets.  The game was played for the first time after 
the 2013 presidential election.  Yet, violent protests and confrontations were limited due 
to Henrique Capriles’s decision to call off the protests.  As a consequence of his decision, 
Capriles paid a high toll in popular support.  Chances are that, in the future, no opposition 
leader will make the same choice.  On the other hand, the Government will hardly 
tolerate the opposition’s victory.  Thus, the risk of post-election confrontations is high.   
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The extensive-form of the game is presented below (Figure 2).  Assuming that the 
legislative elections will take place as planned, two election outcomes are possible: either 
the Government wins or the opposition secures (and can demonstrate) a documented 
victory.  
 
Figure 2: The Game of Contesting Election Results. 

For the opposition parties to claim that triumph, they need to document the asserted 
victory.  In the 2004 Presidential recall referendum and the 2013 Presidential elections, 
the opposition claimed that the elections were stolen by the Government, but they were 
unable to offer any documented proof of election fraud.  As a consequence, the 
opposition lost credibility.  A new undocumented claim of fraud in the future will further 
damage the opposition’s image.   
 
If the opposition can document its victory, the Government will either accept or reject the 
election results.  If the Government accepts being defeated, the power will be divided 
between the President and the National Assembly.  The Government may fracture into 
two groups that would accuse each other of being responsible for the debacle.  In this 
context, the literature suggests that an opportunity for transition to a multi-party 
democracy can materialize. 
 
However, the ruling party has mechanisms to deal with intra-party disagreements and 
avoid division.  Thus, it is likely that the PSUV will remain unified.  In this scenario, the 
situation may well evolve into a political deadlock.  The Government can attempt to 
circumvent the legislature by enacting executive orders, sustained by the Supreme Court 
and supported by non-democratically elected institutions—such as the communal 
councils and communes.  As an effect, the Government may end up imposing an even 
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more radical and authoritarian socialism—especially if oil revenues recover and the 
opposition elites fail to remain unified.  Conflicts between the legislature and the 
President have effects on governability and political instability.  Political conflict can 
escalate to violent street confrontations between the Government and the opposition 
activists. 
 
Another alternative action for the Government would be to reject the results.  They may 
justify this insofar as “there is too much at stake”.  Government leaders face the risk of 
the end of the socialist revolution; they also fear losing power and economic benefits, 
and, in some cases, they may fear facing legal consequences—particularly after the 
enactment of US President Obama’s executive orders against Venezuelan officials.  If the 
unified Government, for whatever reason, decides to reject the documented victory of the 
opposition, the most likely outcome would be a spiral of post-election protests and 
repression. 
 
It is not impossible that a substantial part of the opposition would decide to acquiesce to 
the Government’s rejection of the electoral results.  They can be forced by fear of 
bloodshed, or by political, economic and personal interests.  Under these circumstances, 
the ongoing fracture of the opposition would become much more evident.  Moderate 
sectors of the opposition would lose legitimacy and popular support and the radical 
faction would be easily repressed.  At the end, with the opposition divided, the 
Government would prevail. 
 
Finally, if the Government would obtain an uncontested victory, the Bolivarian 
revolution would prevail and probably radicalize, and either the opposition would accept 
or reject (without evidence) the electoral outcome. 
 
Conclusion	  
 
Important changes have occurred since Hugo Chávez’s death and the election of Nicolás 
Maduro as his successor, in 2013.  The Venezuelan petro-State has been undergoing a 
deep economic and social crisis with no historical precedent.  Social unrest and looting 
have increased as shortages of food and medicine persist; elevated crime rates, along with 
high levels of impunity, have unleashed social protests, lynchings and anomic violence.  
Yet, Venezuelans still believe in the electoral road to democratization. 
 
The stage is set for democratizing elections.  Yet, prospects for democratization are 
threatened by institutional constraints. The Government can manipulate the vote and steal 
the election.  The alternatives to democratization of Venezuelan politics are either the 
reinforcement of the authoritarian institutions and practices, or an important crisis of 
governability.  In these two case scenarios, street politics and violent confrontations are 
far from unlikely. 
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The Human Rights Research and Education Centre (HRREC) is one of the oldest in 
Canada and North America. Created in 1981, it comprises researchers specialized in law, 
social sciences and the arts.  The Centre strives to bring educators, researchers and 
students together with practitioners with a multi- and inter-disciplinary perspective, in 
order to promote the respect of human rights and explore the effective protection and 
enjoyment of such rights for everyone everywhere.  The Centre places a particular 
emphasis on issues of public policy concerning peace, migration and immigration, health, 
environment, international trade and investment, poverty and vulnerable groups.  The 
HRREC benefits from a bilingual and bijuridical environment.  The Centre privileges 
research and education partnerships, with academics and civil society organizations. 
HRREC hosts numerous events such as academic conferences, exhibitions, meetings and 
workshops.  The HRREC is fortunate to host several researchers and graduate students 
with deep expertise in the Americas region.  The Centre believes in applying the same 
degree of attention to human rights issues in Canada and abroad and seeks to contribute 
to the enjoyment of human rights throughout the continent.  In March 2014, the Centre 
supported the organization of an International Symposium entitled “Current Views on the 
Rule of Law, Transitional and Alternative Justice in Latin America: Shared Experiences”; 
a selection of conference papers were subsequently published in a special issue of the 
Revue Québécoise de droit international (numéro hors-série, mars 2015), found online at: 
http://www.sqdi.org/fr/hors-serie-mars-2015-letat-de-droit-en-amerique-latine-et-au-
canada/ 
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international cooperation to develop peace and security in Venezuela, while at the same 
time protect and defend the national sovereignty and territorial integrity of the country. 
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