Losing your life for a few liters of gasoline at the hands of police officers in Venezuela
1. Introduction
This report documents the murder of Wuilderman Paredes by Bolivarian National Police
Officers following a direct command of the Chief Commissioner, Juan Bautista Cordero
Freitez.
Wuilderman Paredes was a panel beaterand an inhabitant of the town of Los Llanitos de
Tabay Municipality Santos Marquina of Mérida State. Hewas shot in the chest and killed on
June 8, 2019 while he was in a line of gasoline since five days ago.
Wuilderman Paredes was shot in the chest for the only reason of requiring police officers to
stop the abuses they were incurring when they did not respect the gasoline line and they were
filling their car tanks again and again. Wuilderman Paredes left a widow and an orphaned
daughter of six months. He was the only breadwinner in the home.
Until the date of writing of this report, non-State official has been presented to be interested
in the condition of the victims.
The Human Rights Observatory of the University of Los Andes, on June 19, 2019, assumed
legal representation of the victims of Wuilderman Paredes.
2. Facts
1. On June 8, 2019, about 7:30 PM, Bolivarian National PoliceOfficers that guarded the
Service StationLos Llanitos de Tabay, located in the Municipality Santos Marquina of Mérida
State, under the command of Chief Commissioner Juan Bautista Cordero Freitez, they shot
indiscriminately at unarmed people who were waiting for gasoline.
2. People had five days in line to refuel. As they pointed out, an official car of the
Bolivarian National Police (PNB, by its acronym in Spanish),refueled its gas tank over and
over without queuing. People claimed the group of police officers, who responded with
gunfire and caused amortal victim and two casualties.
3. Wuilderman Paredes Moreno, 32 years old and aninhabitant of the location, was shot in
the chest by a police officer and he died before reaching the hospital. 1 After being mortally
wounded, he received no relief or assistance from any of the police officers who were at the
service station.
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4. Gerardo Paredes and Luis Paredes, siblings, were injured by police officers. Gerardo
Paredes was injured in his face, head and torso and he had to undergo surgery to place
platinum implants and bone grafts on his face. Luis Paredes was hit in the head with the hilt of
a gun. Despite being very injured Gerardo Paredes did not receive assistance or help from any
of the police officers who were at the Service Station. On the contrary, when Luis Paredes
tried to take his brother to the University Hospital of Mérida city in his private vehicle, police
officers shot the car at least twelve times.
5. At any time the victims were armed and they did not represent any threat to police
officers. They acted in violation of the standard procedure of police action and unnecessarily
they put at risk the population that lives near the Service Station and the people who were
queuing, because the constant shooting of guns has been able to cause a fire or explosion at the
Service Station.
6. The Court of First Instance in control function ordered the deprivation of liberty of six
police officers who were presented on June 12, charging the official Luis Gerardo Vargas with
the crime of aggravated homicide for ignoble motives and improper use of organic weapon to
the detriment of Wuilderman Paredes.
7. The Chief Commissioner Juan Bautista Cordero was charged as determining the
qualified homicide for ignoble reasons to the detriment of Wuilderman Paredes Moreno, and
frustrated qualified homicide for ignoble reasons to the detriment of Gerardo Paredes; and
cruel treatment to the detriment of Luis Paredes.
8. The other officers were charged as immediate cooperators of qualified homicide for
ignoble reasons and improper use of organic weapon to the detriment of Wuilderman Paredes
Moreno.
9. The six accused police officers remain deprived of their liberty at the Bailadores Police
Coordination Centre, and in the case of the female officer, she is held at the Estanques Police
Station.
10. No authority expressed regret or interest in the situation of the victims. The late
Wuilderman Paredes was a household breadwinner and left a 23-year-old young widowed and
a six-month-old baby orphaned.

11. Police action at the Los Llanitos de Tabay service station is not an isolated event. There
is a pattern of action by State security organs that violates international standards on the
3

progressive and differentiated use of force. On April 6, 2019, CharlisQuiroga was attacked by
officials of the Bolivarian National Guard who shot him in the face with 18 pellets, in the
context of protests over lack of electricity in Santa Elena de Arenales, Mérida state. The
denunciation, assisted by the Human Rights Observatory of the University of Los Andes, is
before the Public Prosecutor's Office. More recently, on July 1, 2019, police officers shot the
face of young RufoChacón, who was protesting in Táchira for lack of domestic gas, causing
him to lose both eyes. In the 2017 protests in Mérida, 22 people lost the vision of one or both
eyes as a result of gunfire to the face by state security agencies. 2
12. It should be noted that the State has violated its duty to ensure control over officials
authorized by law to use force and firearms. The murder of Wuilderman Paredes fulfils the
requirements of an extrajudicial execution, as "(...) the arbitrary deprivation of life by agents
of the State, (...) without any judicial or legal process providing for it". 3
13. On September 4, 2019, the Human Rights Observatory of the University of Los Andes,
in its capacity as legal representative of the victims, presented its own particular formal
accusation in the criminal case that follows the police officers involved in the murders.
14. On September 12, the preliminary hearing took place in five sessions. The control judge
dismissed in its entirety the accusation of the lawyers of the Human Rights Observatory of the
University of Los Andes, alluding to the extemporaneity of the accusation. However, there is
no such untimeliness due to the fact that the only citation ballot, issued on August 30, received
by the Sheriff's Office on September 2 and returned to the Sheriff's Office on September 11,
shows that the preliminary hearing was held outside the period established by the Venezuelan
Code of Criminal Procedure, which establishes 15 to 20 days after the last notification. It
should be noted that in this way the judge, without reason or legal basis, left the victims'
lawyers out of the process by extension, violating the victims' right to intervene in the process.

3. Action by the justice operator
A series of events have characterized the criminal proceedings against the officials involved
in the murders, in the Court of first instance in control functions No. 2 under provisional judge
Carlos Márquez.
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a. Failure to comply with the hours set for the proceedings, arbitrary postponement of the
proceedings and failure to comply with due process of law
The arraignment hearing set for July 2 at 9 a.m. began four hours later without any
explanation of the delay being given to the parties and their legal guardians.
On the other hand, on July 10, 2019, the defense attorney of the alleged murderer of
Wuilderman Paredes requested the evidence of recognition of the accused that the recognizing
witnesses had to attend; however, this evidence was never carried out and was deferred
consecutively six times. Control Judge Carlos Márquez never took the necessary steps to carry
out this evidence, according to the file. On September 5, 2019, the last date set for the
completion of this test, the judge and the prosecutor drew up a record in which they stated that
the legal requirements for the materialization of the evidence had not been filled out. Even
though the parties' attorneys were inside the criminal judicial precinct, they were not called to
attend the last postponement in order to sign the minutes. This situation directly violates the
rights of the accused.
With respect to the preliminary hearing, it was set without the parties having been notified,
for August 21, for which reason, the legal representatives of the defense had to request the
nullity of the order that set the hearing. The judge had to retract the case and set a new
hearing date for September 12, complying with the due notice.
b. Obstructing the parties' proxies from accessing the file
The lawyers of the Human Rights Observatory of the University of Los Andes, who are in
charge of the victims by extension of the deceased Wuilderman Paredes, have recorded in the
file the impossibility of having access to it. On more than 10 occasions in the course of two
months, archive officials have denied access to the file to the Observatory's lawyers on the
grounds that the file is being worked on, is in court, is in the hands of the judge, or is being
folded, etc. This situation violates access to justice and due process.
c. Procedural Disorder
The victims were not notified for the Preliminary Hearing, in accordance with the law, that
is, the notification ballot indicates that the victims were absent; however, the victims told
Observatory lawyers that no justice official came to their homes to notify them. They were
also not notified by telephone or e-mail. There is no record added to the file that the
notification was made. Even though the Observatory's lawyers filed an appeal for revocation
in court to warn the judge that the victims had not been duly notified, the judge dismissed the
appeal without giving any reasons. This situation prevented the right of the surviving victims
5

Luis and Gerardo Paredes Guillén to make private accusations, violating due process and the
right to effective judicial protection.
d. Lack of independence of the judge from the case
Judge Carlos MárquezVielma, who is hearing the case, was appointed provisional judge of
the Second Court of Control of the Criminal Judicial Circuit of the state of Mérida, in March
2017. He stood out during 2017 as one of the main judges in charge of prosecuting between 30
and 50 demonstrators, arbitrarily detained during the citizen protests in the state of Merida,
between April and October 2017.4It was characterized by delaying the procedures for the
materialization of precautionary measures of bail in order to keep the detainees as long as
possible deprived of their liberty, postponing hearings, and classifying crimes when the
prosecutor's office requested full liberty because there were no elements to prove flagrante
delicto.5
Although the Venezuelan National Constitution6, the Organic Law of the Supreme Court of
Justice and the Judge's Code of Ethics prescribe the independence, objectivity and impartiality
of the judges' actions and prohibit them from carrying out partisan political activism, Judge
Carlos MárquezVielma has publicly and notoriously violated 7 these principles in the press8
and social networks.
In December 2017, he revoked his own decision to release 77 people with a precautionary
measure after allegedly receiving a phone call. As reported in the press, he claimed to have
made a mistake, apologized and said that the people should continue to be detained. This was
widely reported in the press.9
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In addition to their lack of independence, the apology of violence and of illegally armed
pro-government groups, known in Venezuela as collectives, which have participated in the
repression of citizen demonstrations in the protests of 2014 and 2017 in Venezuela 10, is of
concern. He has been photographed carrying firearms in front of the headquarters of the
armed collectives located in the Santa Juana Sector of the city of Merida.
Judge Carlos MárquezVielma was also the judge who heard the case of Mérida firefighters
Carlos Varón and Ricardo Prieto, arrested on September 12, 2018 for distributing a satirical
video as a measure of protest against precarious working conditions, and charged with crimes
under the unconstitutional Law against Hate.11
e. Ignorance of officials responsible for the protection of human rights of the State's
international human rights commitments
At no time has the Public Prosecutor's Office or the court hearing the case mentioned the
violation of international human rights standards by officials of the Bolivarian National Police,
even though ODHULA lawyers suggested this to officials of the Public Prosecutor's Office.
4. Breach of international principles and covenants
a. Constitutional Supremacy of Human Rights Treaties and Covenants
Article 56, paragraph 3, of the Criminal Code states that: "Venezuelans or foreigners who
violate Conventions or Treaties entered into by the Republic in a manner that compromises the
responsibility of the Republic shall be subject to the penalty of arrest in Fortaleza or Political
Prison for a period of one to four years.
This article must be interpreted in accordance with the Constitution, which establishes the
constitutional hierarchy of treaties, covenants and conventions relating to human rights in the
following terms: "Treaties, covenants and conventions relating to human rights, signed and
https://meridadigital.com.ve/juez-en-merida-revoco-su-propia-decision-y-volvio-a-encarcelar-a-77-personas-porcargos-de-pornografia/
http://www.caraotadigital.net/regionales/juez-en-merida-revoco-su-propia-sentencia-tras-liberar-a-77-personaspor-cargos-de-pornografia/
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ratified by Venezuela, have constitutional hierarchy and prevail in the internal order, insofar as
they contain norms on their enjoyment and exercise more favorable to those established by
this Constitution and the law of the Republic, and are of immediate and direct application by
the courts and other organs of the Public Power.
b. Inviolability of the right to life and obligation of law enforcement officials to preserve
human rights and human dignity in all circumstances
The right to life is inviolable. As the United Nations Human Rights Committee has pointed
out, it is the supreme right from which no derogation is authorized, even in exceptional
situations that endanger the life of the nation.12 Article 3 of the Universal Declaration of
Human Rights enshrines the right to life. The International Covenant on Civil and Political
Rights states in its article 6 numeral 1 that: "The right to life is inherent to the human person.
This right shall be protected by law. No one shall be arbitrarily deprived of his life." The
American Declaration of Human Rights enshrines the right to life in article 1; the American
Convention on Human Rights enshrines it in article 4, paragraph 1, in the following terms:
"Everyone has the right to have his life respected. This right shall be protected by law and, in
general, from the moment of conception. No one may be arbitrarily deprived of life.
Law enforcement officials have an obligation to protect the right to life.
The Basic Principles on the Use of Force and Firearms by Law Enforcement 13 Officials
(hereinafter, Basic Principles), states in Article 3 that: "Law enforcement officials play a
fundamental role in the protection of the right to life, liberty, and security of person, as
guaranteed in the Universal Declaration of Human Rights and reaffirmed in the International
Covenant on Civil and Political Rights.
The Code of Conduct for Law Enforcement Officials 14 (hereinafter referred to as the Code
of Conduct) states in article 2 that in the performance of their duties, law enforcement
officials shall respect and protect human dignity and maintain and defend the human
rights of all persons.
c. Prohibition of the use of lethal force except to save one's own life or the life of others
12

GENERAL COMMENT 6.COMMITTEE ON HUMAN RIGHTS.ARTICLE 6 RIGHT TO LIFE.UN. DOC. HRI/GEN/1/REV.7
AT 143 (1982)
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Basic Principles on the Use of Force and Firearms by Law Enforcement Officials, Adopted by the Eighth United
Nations Congress on the Prevention of Crime and the Treatment of Offenders, held in Havana, Cuba, from 27
August to 7 September 1990.
14
Code of Conduct for Law Enforcement Officials, Adopted by General Assembly resolution 34/169 of 17
December 1979.
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The use of lethal force is restricted only in cases where other means are insufficient to
preserve one's own life or that of others15. Art. 4 of the Basic Principles states that: "Law
enforcement officials in the performance of their duties shall, as far as possible, use nonviolent means before resorting to the use of force and firearms. They may use force and
firearms only when other means are ineffective or in no way guarantee the achievement of the
intended result.
And Article 3 of the Code of Conduct states: “Law enforcement officials may use force
only when strictly necessary and to the extent required for the performance of their duties.”
The Inter-American Court of Human Rights established in Zambrano Velez et al. v.
Ecuador (2007) that the legitimate use of force by members of state security forces must
observe the following criteria to be consistent with the protection regime of the American
Convention: it must be defined by exceptionality, and it must be planned and proportionally
limited by the authorities. The use of lethal force and firearms against persons must be
prohibited as a general rule, and their exceptional use must be formulated by law and
interpreted restrictively, being no more than "absolutely necessary" in relation to the force or
threat to be repelled; it must be limited by the principles of proportionality, necessity and
humanity. Excessive or disproportionate force by law enforcement officials resulting in the
loss of life may therefore amount to arbitrary deprivation of life; domestic legislation should
establish sufficiently clear guidelines for the use of lethal force and firearms by State agents,
as well as to ensure independent control over the legality of the same. 16
Where the use of firearms is unavoidable, law enforcement officials shall: (a) Exercise
restraint and act in proportion to the seriousness of the crime and the legitimate objective
pursued; (b) Minimize harm and injury and respect and protect human life. 17
d. Arbitrary or abusive use of force constitutes a violation of human rights and entails the
international responsibility of the State.

15

Law enforcement officials shall not use firearms against people except in self-defence or defence of others, in
case 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 representing
such a danger and resisting his authority, or for the purpose of preventing his escape, and only if less extreme
measures are insufficient to achieve these objectives. In any case, intentional use of lethal weapons may only
be made when strictly unavoidable to protect a life.Art. 9 Basic Principles. (Underlinedbyus).
16
Ferrer Mac-Gregor, Eduardo, "The seven main jurisprudential lines of the Inter-American Court of Human
Rights applicable to criminal justice," Journal of the Inter-American Institute of Human Rights, vol. 59, 2015, pp.
11-28
17
Basic Principles, Art. 5
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The right not to be arbitrarily deprived of one's life is a universally recognized fundamental
right, applicable at all times and in all circumstances, including during armed conflicts and
other circumstances of public emergency.
The arbitrary or abusive use of force or firearms by law enforcement officials is a crime. In
the most serious cases it constitutes a violation of human rights and may take the form of
extrajudicial, summary or arbitrary execution.
Under international human rights law, an extrajudicial execution is a case of human rights
violation. An extrajudicial execution is when the arbitrary deprivation of life by agents of
the State, or with their complicity, tolerance or acquiescence, is consummated without
any judicial or legal process providing for it.18When a public authority arbitrarily or
deliberately deprives a human being of life, in circumstances that do not correspond to the
principles of proportionality and progressivity, an extrajudicial, arbitrary or summary
execution is configured.19
In the jurisprudence of the Inter-American Court of Human Rights, it has been pointed out
that extrajudicial executions are fundamental in two ways: 1. the fact must be attributable to
public servants; 2. it must illegitimately attempt against life, which is a right that enjoys a
special protection regime in the American Convention, since it is from this that the other rights
of the human being are derived.20
e. The murder of Wuilderman Paredes is not a common crime but a serious violation of
human rights.
The murder of Wilderman Paredes, fully identified in this indictment, allegedly in the
hands of official Bolivarian National Police officer Luis Gerardo Vargas Davila acting under
the orders and direct command of the highest police authority of the state of Merida, the Chief
Commissioner of the Bolivarian National Police Corps of the state of Merida, Juan Bautista
Cordero Freites, both fully identified here, is framed in the extremes that constitute an
extrajudicial, summary or arbitrary execution.
As follows from article 24 of the Basic Principles, responsibility for the arbitrary,
unnecessary and disproportionate use of force lies not only with the agent who acted in
that manner, but also with senior officials who gave unlawful orders or who did not
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See note 5
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intervene when they knew, or should have known, that one of their subordinates would
resort to the unlawful use of force.21
Responsibility for the lawful and proper use of firearms also extends to chiefs, who must
take all possible precautions to ensure that firearms are used in accordance with the existing
legal framework and protecting the right to life to the maximum extent possible. This applies
both to the immediate operational control of complex situations and to the formulation of
appropriate instructions for procedures and training. It is for this reason that the Breach of
International Principles and Covenants contained in Art. 56 of the Criminal Code is a crime
for which we charge not only Luis Gerardo Vargas Dávila as the alleged perpetrator of the
murder, but also Juan Bautista Cordero Freites as Chief in the chain of command; to Daniel
Antonio VivasAlbornoz, Junior Enrique Valero Ortega, Freddy Vladimir Rodríguez Carrascal
and Érica del Carmen Peña Sánchez since they were involved in the crime of summary or
arbitrary extrajudicial execution, and since they could do so they did not prevent the
commission of the homicide against the person of Wilderman Paredes.
f. The officials allegedly involved in the murder of Wuilderman Paredes omitted to provide
help and report the fact to their superiors.
Art. 6 of the Basic Principlesstates that when law enforcement officials use force or
firearms to cause injury or death, they shall immediately report the incident to their superiors.
Article 5 of the Basic Principles provides that officials shall proceed in such a way as to
provide medical assistance and services to injured or affected persons as soon as possible,
and shall endeavor to notify, as soon as possible, the relatives or close friends of the injured or
affected persons.
None of these duties were fulfilled by the police officers involved in the killings.
g. The murder of Wuilderman Paredes compromises the international responsibility of the
State.
The deprivation of life by the State can never be justified. States are under an obligation to
prevent arbitrary deprivation of life through an adequate framework of laws, institutions and
procedures.
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See Art. 26 of the Basic Principles: "Nor may law enforcement officials invoke obedience to superior orders if
they knew that the order to use force or firearms, which resulted in the death or serious injury of a person, was
manifestly unlawful and they had a reasonable opportunity to refuse to comply. In any event, the superiors who
gave the unlawful orders shall also be liable.
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The arbitrary deprivation of life by law enforcement officials, apart from the principles of
legality, proportionality and necessity, constitute serious violations of human rights enshrined
in the International Principles and Covenants on Human Rights and International
Humanitarian Law, and may constitute crimes against humanity, which are not subject to the
statute of limitations or pardon or amnesty. 22
The acts of public officials in the exercise of the prerogatives of public power engage the
international responsibility of the State, regardless of the rank of the official and whether or
not he acted within the framework of national laws.
Article 3 of the United Nations General Assembly Resolution of 18/12/2014 reiterates that
all States should investigate expeditiously, thoroughly and impartially all cases of alleged
extrajudicial, summary or arbitrary executions, identify and bring to justice those responsible,
while ensuring the right of everyone to a fair trial before a competent, independent and
impartial tribunal established by law, to provide adequate compensation within a reasonable
time to the victims or their families and to take all necessary measures, including legal and
judicial measures, to end impunity and prevent the recurrence of such executions, as
recommended in the Principles on the Effective Prevention and Investigation of Extra-legal,
Arbitrary and Summary Executions, in full compliance with its obligations under international
law.
Article 6.a. of the same Resolution states that States should: To adopt all measures required
under international human rights law and international humanitarian law to prevent the loss of
human life (...) during public demonstrations, situations of internal and communal violence,
civil disturbances, public emergencies or armed conflicts, and to ensure that police, law
enforcement officials, armed forces and other agents acting on behalf of or with the consent or
acquiescence of the State do so with restraint and in conformity with international human
rights law and international humanitarian law, including the principles of proportionality and
necessity, and in this regard ensure that police and law enforcement officers are guided by the
Code of Conduct for Law Enforcement Officials and the Basic Principles on the Use of Force
and Firearms by Law Enforcement Officials.Article 6.b. requires States to ensure the effective
protection of the right to life of all persons, to investigate expeditiously, thoroughly and
impartially, when required by their obligations under international law, all deaths, including
those caused by security forces, police and law enforcement officials, paramilitary groups or
private forces, and to ensure that such deaths are not condoned or tolerated by State officials
or personnel.
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In the same way, it is established in Article 29 of the National Constitution. According to the United Nations
General Assembly Resolution of 18/12/2014, extrajudicial executions are arbitrary measures that may, in
certain circumstances, amount to genocide, crimes against humanity or war crimes under international law,
including the Rome Statute of the International Criminal Court. The crimes of extrajudicial executions cannot be
exempted and cannot be subject to pardon or amnesty.
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The United Nations Human Rights Council Resolution of 22/06/2017 Mandate of the
Special Rapporteur on Extrajudicial, Summary or Arbitrary Executions states in article 3 that
all States must ensure that the practice of extrajudicial, summary or arbitrary executions is
brought to an end and that they take effective measures to combat and eliminate the
phenomenon in all its forms. Article 4 reiterates the obligation of all States to conduct full and
impartial investigations in all suspected cases of extrajudicial, summary or arbitrary
executions, to identify and bring to justice those responsible, while ensuring the right of
everyone to a fair and public trial before a competent, independent and impartial tribunal
established by law, to provide adequate compensation, within a reasonable time, to the victims
or their families and to take all necessary measures, including legal and judicial measures, to
put an end to impunity and to prevent the recurrence of such executions, as stated in the
Principles on the Effective Prevention and Investigation of Extra-legal, Arbitrary and
Summary Executions. In the same way, this is also established in the Mandate of the Special
Rapporteur on Extrajudicial, Summary or Arbitrary Executions approved by the United
Nations Human Rights Council on 11/07/2014 in articles 1, 3 and 4.
The Principles on the Effective Prevention and Investigation of Extra-legal, Arbitrary and
Summary Executions states in article 18 that: "Governments shall ensure that persons
identified by the investigation as participants in extra-legal, arbitrary or summary executions
are tried in any territory under their jurisdiction. Governments shall bring such persons to
justice or cooperate with a view to extraditing them to other countries intending to bring them
to trial. This principle shall apply irrespective of who the perpetrators or victims are, where
they are, their nationality and where the crime was committed.
h. Obligation to provide reparation and compensation to victims
The violation of a State's obligations under international human rights law by law
enforcement officials in the exercise of their functions will entail State responsibility at the
international level, including the obligation to provide compensation and reparation.
Article 20 of the Principles on the Effective Prevention and Investigation of Extra-legal,
Arbitrary and Summary Executions states that: The families and persons in charge of victims
of extralegal, arbitrary or summary executions shall have the right to receive, within a
reasonable period of time, fair and sufficient compensation. 23Article 16 of the same text
states that: The relatives of the deceased person and their legal representatives will be
informed of the hearings to which they will have access, as well as all information relevant to
the investigation, and will have the right to present other evidence.
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In the same way, article 30 of the National Constitution states that: The State shall have the obligation to pay
full compensation to the victims of human rights violations attributable to it, and to their beneficiaries,
including the payment of damages.
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The Resolution of the United Nations Human Rights Council dated 22/06/2017-Mandate of
the Special Rapporteur on Extrajudicial, Summary or Arbitrary Executions, establishes in its
article 4 the responsibility of the State to provide adequate compensation, within a reasonable
period of time, to the victims or their relatives, and to adopt all necessary measures, including
legal and judicial measures, to put an end to impunity and prevent the repetition of such
executions.
Article 18 of the Basic Principles and Guidelines on the Right to a Remedy and Reparation
for Victims of Gross Violations of International Human Rights Law and Serious Violations of
International Humanitarian Law24 states: "Under domestic and international law, and taking
into account the circumstances of each case, victims of gross violations of international human
rights law and serious violations of international humanitarian law should, as appropriate and
proportionate to the gravity of the violation and the circumstances of each case, be afforded
full and effective reparation, as set forth in principles 19 to 23, in the following forms:
restitution, compensation, rehabilitation, satisfaction and guarantees of non-repetition.”
Article 9, paragraph 2, of the Declaration on the Right and Responsibility of Individuals,
Groups and Organs of Society to Promote and Protect Universally Recognized Human Rights
and Freedoms25 states: "Everyone whose rights or freedoms are allegedly violated has the
right, either personally or through a legally authorized representative, to submit a complaint to
an independent judicial authority, The State party shall ensure that the complaint is promptly
examined in a public hearing and that the complaint is promptly reviewed by a competent and
impartial tribunal or any other authority established by law, and to obtain from such
authority a decision, in accordance with the law, providing for redress, including
appropriate compensation, when the rights or freedoms of that person have been
violated, as well as to obtain execution of any decision and sentence, without undue delay.
For its part, the Declaration on Fundamental Principles of Justice for Victims of Crime and
Abuse of Power26 in article 12 states that "Where compensation from the offender or other
sources is insufficient, States shall endeavour to compensate financially:
a) Victims of crime who have suffered significant bodily injury or impairment of their
physical or mental health as a result of serious crime;
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Basic Principles and Guidelines on the Right to a Remedy and Reparation for Victims of Gross Violations of
International Human Rights Law and Serious Violations of International Humanitarian Law. Resolution of the
General Assembly of the United Nations dated 16/12/2005.
25
Declaration on the Right and Responsibility of Individuals, Groups and Organs of Society to Promote and
Protect Universally Recognized Human Rights and Universal Freedoms. Resolution of the General Assembly of
the United Nations dated 8/3/1999
26
Declaration of Basic Principles of Justice for Victims of Crime and Abuse of Power. Resolution of the General
Assembly of the United Nations dated 29/11/1985.
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b) The family, in particular dependents, of victims who have died or become physically or
mentally incapacitated as a result of victimization.
The establishment, strengthening and extension of national funds to compensate victims
shall be encouraged. Where appropriate, other funds may also be established for this purpose,
including in cases where the State of nationality of the victim is not in a position to
compensate the victim for the harm suffered".
Mrs. María Leonora Moreno Moreno, in her condition of progenitor of the deceased; Mrs.
ZulibethAndreínaDugarteDugarte concubine and mother of the youngest daughter of the
deceased; as well as the youngest daughter of the deceased, are the victims of the fact in which
Wuilderman Paredes Moreno was murdered and executed in a summary, extrajudicial and
arbitrary manner, presumably by an official of the Bolivarian National Police. The abovementioned victims should receive, without undue delay, due compensation and
reparation.
4. Extrajudicial Executions in Venezuela
Extrajudicial executions in Venezuela have become the practice of officials belonging to
State security organs, a situation that has alerted international human rights bodies who have
expressed concern about this practice in their reports, a practice that constitutes serious
violations of human rights.
The Venezuelan State has created extermination groups such as the Special Action Forces
(FAES, by its acronym in Spanish). These forces, created in April 2016 27, are attached to the
Bolivarian National Police (PNB, by its acronym in Spanish) of Venezuela. They are created
to replace the forces known as Operation People's Liberation (OLP, by its acronym in
Spanish), created in 2015.28
According to the PROVEA report, the FAES murdered 205 Venezuelans in 2018. 29
According to the organization Coaliciónpor los DerechosHumanos (Coalition for Human
Rights), the Public Ministry of the state of Mérida is aware of 25 homicides that occurred in
the state between August 19 and September 6, 2019, attributable to the FAES. 30
27

https://es.wikipedia.org/wiki/Fuerzas_de_Acciones_Especiales
https://es.wikipedia.org/wiki/Operaci%C3%B3n_Liberaci%C3%B3n_del_Pueblo
29
Twitter Account Proveahttps://twitter.com/_Provea/status/1095067491049619457?s=20
30
InstagramAccount NGO Coalición DDHH
Méridahttps://www.instagram.com/p/B2Eddqzgw89/?utm_source=ig_web_button_share_sheet
28
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It should be noted that since the creation of the Instagram account of the FAES, from
August 13 to September 3, 2019, in the state of Mérida, eight people have been executed in
alleged confrontations with the police.31
In the report on Venezuela presented by the United Nations High Commissioner for Human
Rights on July 4, 201932, the FAES allegedly executed six men in retaliation for their
participation in peaceful protests, and that 388 members of the FAES were being investigated
for crimes of homicide, cruel treatment, and domestic violence between 2017 and 2019.
The UN Office of the High Commissioner for Human Rights recommended that the State,
in its most recent report on Venezuela, dissolve the FAES. However, in the update of the same
Office's report, presented on September 9, 2019 at the United Nations General Assembly, the
High Commissioner referred to 57 new cases of extrajudicial executions by the FAES, only in
the city of Caracas, during the month of July 2019, cases that had been documented by the
NGO Monitor Víctimas.33
5. We demand and reject
a. We reject the unmotivated and illegal decision of Control Judge Carlos Márquez not to
admit the particular accusation of the victims, preventing them from participating in the
process.
b. We demand that the Criminal Courts of the state of Merida guarantee a fair and
transparent trial that punishes those responsible for the murder of Wuilderman Paredes and
determine the responsibilities of those who were in charge of the police contingent that had to
guarantee the safety of those who were queuing for gasoline at the Service Station of Los
Llanitos de Tabay, Municipio Santos Marquina, state of Merida.
c. We demand that the State Security Corps, and especially the Bolivarian National Police,
implement the respective medical and psychological controls for the admission and provision
of lethal weapons to police officers.
d. We demand that the State Security Corps, and especially the Bolivarian National Police,
implement the respective training and education programs for police officers on the
31

Instagram account Faes of the state Mérida @faes_merida
Report of the United Nations Office for Human Rights on
Venezuelahttps://www.ohchr.org/EN/HRBodies/HRC/RegularSessions/Session41/Documents/A_HRC_41_18_S
P.docx
33
Proiuris website http://proiuris.org/?p=57161
32
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international standards of the progressive and differentiated legitimate use of force and on the
superior value of human life.
e. We demand that the State follow the recommendations of the Office of the High
Commissioner for Human Rights and cease extrajudicial executions and dismantle
extermination groups such as the FAES.
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