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VENEZUELA 

Area: 912,050 sq Ian 

Population: 18,900,000 

Capital: Caracas 

Official Language: Spanish 

Literacy Rate: 88% 

GNP per capita: $2,150 

Source: The Cambridge Factfinder, 1993 
The World Factbook, 1992 
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APPENDIX I - COLLECTED MATERIALS 

A. PRELIMINARY RESULTS 
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CONS£JO SUPREMO EleCTORAL 
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ELECCIONES 1995 
RESUL TADOS DE ALCALDES 

ENTIDAD: 

LlBERTADOR 

I NOMBRE DEL CANDIDATO PARTIDOS VOTOS VALIDOS , 

I 
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I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
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ANTONIO LEDEZMA 

ARISTOBULO ISTURIZ • 

NELSON CHITTY LA ROCHE 

ENRIOUE OCHOA ANTICH 

GIOVANNI PASOUALI 

ALGELVIS GAVARITO 

ARISTIDES MARIN ROJAS 

REP 
VOTOS VALIDOS 
VOTOS NULOS 
ABSTENCION 

AD 
OR',-

CAUSA R 

ICO"'EI 
REl'COVACION 
MEP 
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-
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I 
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l--, , 

130.634' 
3.574 

134.208 
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940; 
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21.321 
844.531, 
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ELECCIONES 1995 
RESULTADOS DE ALCALDES 

ENTIDAD: 

VARGAS 

NOMBRE DEL CANDIDATO PARTIDOS VOTOS VALIDOS 
LENIN MARCANO AD 23.037 

OPINA 189 
AP 667 
FO.A.C. 173 

24.066 

EZEOUIEL MENDOZA COPEI 7.278 
RENOVACION 498 
EL. 4.766 

12.542 

SALOMON BASSIN 'MAS 2.259 
URD 451 
CONVERGENCIA 3.900 
MEP 746 

7.356 

RAMON ACUNA MIN 1.258 
ALFREDO LAYA LA CAUSA R 5.905 
UBALDO MARTINEZ GE 2.308 
RAFAEL PULIDO ICC 100 
ISIUO SALAZAR FURl 808 
VICTOR JIMENEZ 'SINCOPAR 1.020 
RAFAEL OROZCO DC 201 
ANIBAL LONGA REMU 224 
JOHN MAYORA MPU 329 

12.153 

REP 171.832 
VOTOS VAUDOS 56.117· 
VOTOS NULOS 4.455 
ABSTENCION 111.260 

% 
.41,05 

0,34 
1,19 
0,31 . 

42,89 

12,97 
0,89 
8,49 

22,35 

4,03 
0,80 
6,95 
1,33 

13,11 

2,24 
10,52 
4,11 
0,18 
1,44 
1,82 
0,36 
0,40 
0,59 

21,66 

32,66 
2,59 

64,75 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 



I 
I CONSEJO SUPREMO ELECTORAL 

DIRECCION GENERAL SECTORIAL DE mFORMACIO" ELECTORAL I DIRECCION GENERAL DE ANALISIS POLITICO 

ELECCIONES 1995 

I RESUL TADOS DE GOBERNADORES 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

NOMBRE DEL CANDIDATO 
BERNABE GUTIERREZ 

NELSON SILVA 

CARMEN CARDOZO 

HECTOR VALVERDE 
FELIPE TESTAMARY 

REP 
VOTOS VALIDOS 
VOTOS NULOS 
ABSTENCION 

ENTIDAD: 

AMAZONAS 

PARTIDOS 
AD 

IUPA 
ORA 

IMIIDEA 
URD 
GE 
MAP 
NACE-A 

JUPV 

I 

:COPEI 
:MAS 
;Cl 
JAP 
!MEP 
: i\l11 N 
IMIRA 
IBANA95 
I.'ITREVETE 
.'IJI 

CONVERGENCIA 
IOPINA 
IPCV 
iPOAC 
i 
I 

fACLGR 
::\lIIPAYCA 

i 
! 
, 
! 

VOTOS VALIDOS 
8.296 

300 
258 
515 

33 
7 

284 
40 
12 

9.745 

4.263 
1.225 

535 
206 

57 
218 
6661 
296j 

73 
100 

7.639 

2.479 
30 
86 
66 

2.661 

4 
3 

33.463 
20.086 

1.144 
12.233, 

% 
41,30 • 

1,49 
1,28 
2,56 
0,16 
0,03 
1,41 
0,20 
0,06 

41,30 

21,22 
6,10 
2,66 
1,03 
0,28 
1,09 
3,32 
1,47 
0,36 
0,50 

. 38,03 

12,34 
0,15 
0,43 
0,33 

13,25 

0,02 
0,01 

60,02 
3,42 

36,56 



CONSEJO SUPREMO ELECTORAL 

DIRECCION GENERAL SECTORIAL DE INFORMACION ELECTORAL 

DlRECCION GENERAL DE ANALISIS POLITICO 

ELECCIONES 1995 
RESUUADOS DE GOBERNADORES 

ENTIDAD: 

ANZOATEGUI 

NOMBRE DEL CANDIDATO 1 PARTIDOS VOTOS VALIDOS 
DENNIS BALZA RON ;,\0 91.381 

iC;V 240 
,CRECE 2.562 
!'JRA 771 , 
!iJRI 317 
:_ J 342 
()PINA 664 , 
. flDiI 455! ,-

96.732 

OVIDIO GONZALEZ COPEI 39.196 
'·MS 8.164 
;·AEP 4.910! 

~ C;E 776 
, 53.046 -

ALEXIS ROSAS '_A CAUSA R 70.274 
i 

GUILLERMO A BAJARES ! CONVERGENCIA 22.611 
:PCV 1.1061 
:,JRD 2.676 

26.393 .-
JESUS RUBEN RODRIGUEZ , !<IN 1.109 

'''PA 574 
1.683' ,-

-
MARCO TUllO PEREZ 'JIIN 782 

-
I 
.-
L 

REP 495.215 
VOTOS VALIDOS 

, 
248.974 

VOTOS NULOS ! 13.189 
ABSTENCION ! 233.052: 

-

0;0 
36,70 

0,10 
1,03 
0,31 
0,13 
0,14 
0,27 
0,18 

38,85 

15,74 
3,28 
1,97 
0,31 

. 28,23 

9,08 
0,44 
1,07 

10,60 

0,45 
0,23 
0,68 

0,31 

50,28 
2,66 

47,06 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 



I 
I 

CONSEJO SUPREMO ELECTORAL 

I 
DIRECCION GENERAL SECTORIAL DE INFORMACION ELECTORAL 

DIRECCION GENERAL DE ANALISIS POLITICO 

I ELECCIONES 1995 
RESUL TADOS DE GOBERNADORES 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

NOMBRE DEL CANDIDATO 
JOSE GREGORIO MONTlllA 

AUGUSTO GUEVARA ANZOlA 

ISMAEl COLMENARES 

REP 
VOTOS VALIDOS 
VOTOS NUlOS 
ABSTENCION 

ENTIDAD: 

APURE 

, PARTIDOS VOTOS VALIDOS 
:AD 47.135 
,ORI\ 375 
, 47.510 , 

'C(PEI 15.554 
:NR 845 

16.399 

i CONVERGENCIA 10.882 
!ME? 885 
:URD 63 
:PC', 144 
, 11.974 ; 

I 
I , 

, . 

, 
~. 

, . 

. - , 

! 

: 

; 

, 
, 148.983 , 
I 75.883 

5.324 
67.776 

% . 

62,12 . 
0,49 . 

62,61 

20,50 
1,11 

21,61 

14,34 
1,17 
0,08 
0,19 

15,78 

, 

50,93 
3,57 

45,49 



CONSEJO SUPREMO ELECTORAL 

DIRECCION GENERAL SECTORIAL DE INFORMACION El.ECTORAL 

DIRECCION GENERAl. DE ANALISIS POLITICO 

ELECCIONES 1995 
RESUL TADOS DE GOBERNADORES 

ENTIDAD: 

ARAGUA 

NOMBHE DEL CANDIDATO PARTIDOS VOTOS VALIDOS 
DIDALGO BOLIVAR MAS 70.548 

COPEI 23.384 
OPINA 774 
MEP 836 
URD 1.133 
ROGE 7.575 
PC 0 
ISE 714 

104.964 

OSWALC'() RUSSO ,6,[, 28039 
0"'1' ~., tl, 1.780 
CO'NERGENCIA 17.799 _ .. 

47.618 .. 

_ ..• 
ALBERTO " MULLER C,6,USA R 10,774 

OSCAR PARRA DIAZ Mil" 16.285 
,6,') 0 
ICC 9,158 
REf'IOVACION 2,712 
MI:GA 2.651 
DI 9.893 

40,699 

LENIN AOUINO FD 1,131 
SC-95 1.603 

2,734 . 

FRANCI~":;O E VISCONTI LC;I·fi 3.314 
._. 

H/\FAEL ~ .. ANCO CAMARA CS 979 

LUIS POf.::'IRIO CUEVAS RlOi"ACE 1027 
REP 631,387 
VOTOS Iji.,L1DOS 212,109 

VOTOS NULOS 19,346 

~TENCiON 399.932 

% 
33,26 
11,02 
0,36 
0,39 
0,53 
3,57 
0,00 
0,34 

49,49 

13,22 
0,84 
8,39 

22,45 

5,08 

7,68 
0,00 
4,32 
1,28 
1,25 
4,66 

19,19 

0,53 
0,76 
1,29 

1,56 

0,46 

33,59 
3,06 

. 63,34 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 



I 
I 

CONSEJO SUPREMO ELECTORAL 

I 
DIRECCION GENERAL SECTORIAL DE INFORMACION ELECTORAL 

DIRECCION GENERAL DE ANALISIS POLITICO 

I ELECCIONES 1995 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

RESUL T ADOS DE GOBERNADORES 

ENTIDAD: 

BARINAS 

NOMBRE DEL CANDIDATO PARTIDOS I VOTOS VALIDOS 
RAFAELROSALESPENA AD , 69.208 

ORA 451 
INR 33 
FIA 383 

i 70.075 
, 

GEHARD CARTAY COPEI 54.927 
MEP , 664 
URD 74 
GE i 123 
!\P I 1.234 
irvllN 

I 
136 

ICC I 84 
PFP i 1.450 
1·,iOT i 375 
W"'RE i 248 

; 59.315 
I ; 

RAFAEL JIMt::NEZ i rONVERGENCIA ; 2.873 
irviAS ; 1.745 
PCV 85 

4.703 

JESuS GONZALEZ RENACE 382 

i i 
, ! 

j 
I 

I 
REP i 241.488 
VOTOS VALIOOS I i 134.475 
VOTOS NULOS , 5.434 
ABSTENCION , 101.579 

% 
28,66 

0,19 
0,01 
0,16 

29,02 

22,75 
0,27 
0,03 
0,05 
0,51 
0,06 
0,03 
0;60 
0,16 
0,10 

24,56 

1,19 
0,72 
0,04 
1,95 . 

0,16 

55,69 
2,25 

42,06 



CONSEJO SUPREMO ELECTORAL 

DIRECCION GENERA' 3ECTORIAL DE JNFORMACION EL r CTORAL 

DIRECCION GENERAl ,)E ANALISIS POLITICO 

ELECCIONES 1995 

RESULTADOS DE GOBERNADORES 

ENTIDAD: 

BOLIVAR 

-NOMf~f~E DEL CAND!DATO PARTIDOS VOTOS VALIDOS 
JORGE ( ',RVAJAL AD 97.411 

, 

UR,:' 307 -
ME? 269 

, 

AP 353 
OR/\ 923 -
CmNERGENCIA 4,279 

,. 

103.542 
, 

VICTOR i,<)RENO CIIl ;SA R 98.049 
, 

LlNO FEi··:·,1IN VELASQUEZ CODEI I 5.362 

u\io MA;-'::ANO 
i 

MAo, I 1,855 
r--'--" 

i 
'M::;'IUEI. . 'IA~!RIQUE RS(~95 I 402 

ICR.:, 
i 

m;,Dloi ;UEROA i 484 
-

! 
i 

--
i 

i 

.. , .. 
I 

-- , 
i 

I -
" 

... 

r-'--' 

I 1------ I 

-----_. 
I I 

REP 

I 
467,231 

voros \ ",LIDOS 209,694 
-

VOTOS ,',,;LOS I 10.484 
ABSTEN'. GN I , 247.053 ; 

% 
46,45 

0,15 
0,13 
0,17 
0,44 
2,04 

49,38 

46,76 

2,56 

0,88 

0,19 

0,23 

44,88 
2,24 

52,88 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 



I 
I 

CONSEJO SUPREMO ELECTORAL 

I DlRECCION GENERAL SECTORIAL DE INFORMACIO:" EI ECTORAL 

DIRECCION GENERAL DE ANALISIS POLITICO 

E:LECCIONES 1995 I 
I 

RESUL TADOS DE GOBERNADORES 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

NOMBRE DEL CANDIDA TO 
HENRIQUE FERNANDEZ SALAS 

RiCARD(lJOSE DAO 

ARGENIS JOSE ESCARRI 

ROGER CAPELLA MATEO 

LlZANDFO ESTOPINAN ESPORZ 

RAFAEL ENRIQUE CASAL 

ENTIDAD: 

CARABOBO 

PARTIDOS 
PROCA 
Pf"OA 
IviEP 

Mil, 
GRESANDI 

I 
lAC 
01' .-\ 

COPEI 
ICC 
N~ 

OP'NA 
,;r: ::: 

LCR 
V;:::·j 

I , 
CC"NVERGENCIA 
URD 
M.LS 

U 

.' .. '" , 

VOTOS VALIDOS 
96.238 

5.024 
4.280 

12.151 
1.362 

119.055 

56.497 
899 

57.396 

60.115 
642 
473 
578 
575 

62.383 

2.011 
571 

2.582 

19.168 
885 

8.247 
392 

28.692 

2.030 

% 
34,99 

1,83 
1;56 
4,42 
0,50 

43.29 

20,54 
0,33 

20,87 

21,86 
0,23 
0,17 
0,21 
0,21 

22,68 

0,73 
0,21 
0,94 

6,97 
0,32 
3,00 
0,14 

,10,43 

0,74 



CONSEJO SUPREMO ELECTORAL 

DIRECCION GENERAL SECTORIAL DE INFORMACION ELECTORAL 

DIRECCION GENERAL DE ANALISIS POLITICO 

ELECCIONES 1995 
RESUL TADOS DE GOBERNADORES 

ENTIDAD: 

CARABOBO 

NOMflRE DEL CANDIDATO , PARTIDOS VOTOS VALIDOS I 

VVINSTO;,j GUEVARA SEQUERA :"t:-:OVACION 1,119 
lIFe:' 328 
MRN 337 

1.784 

JOSE MANUEL OCHOA MNPV 808 
I 

CRISTIAi~ DAVID CHINCHILLA LC~ 288 

I 
i 

i 
I 

, 
I 
I 
I 

i 
I 

i 

I 

I 
I 
I 
I 

REP' i 775,508 
VOTOS 1:/"LlDOS 

! 
275,018 ! 

VOTOS ~IULOS 20,666 
ABSTEN',;iON i 479,824 

% 
0,41 
0,12 
0,12 
0,65 

0,29 

0,10 

35,46 
2,66 

61,87 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 



I 
I CONSEJO SUPREMO ELECTORAL 

DIRECCION GENERAL SECTORIAL DE INFORMACION ELECTORAL I DIRECCION GENERAL DE ANALISIS POLITICO 

ELECCIONES 1995 

I RESUL TADOS DE GOBERNADORES 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

NOMBRE DEL CANDIDATO 
JOSE GALINDEZ 

JOSE MACHADO 

ALFREDO UZCATEGUI 

MARIA ROBLES 
JOSE BETANCOURT 

REP 
VOTOS VAll DOS 
VOTOS NULOS 
ABSTENCION 

ENTIDAD: 

COJEDES 

! PARTIDOS 
lAD 
!URD 
IMIN 
'AP 
ONI 

i'.:OPEI 
i:~GD 

lORA 
j,GE 
jOPINA 
iGRIECO 
~FIUR 
IAEIOU 
! iVll P 
-
! 
I ! 
! SONVERGENCIA 
, 'V1AS 

::lECI-COJEDENA 
::V1EP 
i"CV 
L. 

! , , 
!;,ENOVACION 
!"RIO 

-
i 
i 
! 
! 

• . 
I 

VOTOS VALIDOS 
31.668 

205 
378 
248 

26 
32.525 

26.726 
224 
231 
1731 

40 
72 
34 
21 
55 

27.576 

8.229' 
2.257 

214 
150 
133 

10.983' 

79 
486 

• 

113.633 
71.649 

3.211 
38.773 

% 
44,20 

0,29 
0,53 
0,35 
0,04 

45,39 

37,30 
0,31 
0,32 
0,24 
0,06 
0,10 
0,05 
0,03 
0,08 

38,49 

11,49 
3,15 

" 0,30 i 

0,21 
0,19 

15,33 

0,11 
0,68 

63,05 
2,83 

34,12 



CONSEJO SUPREMO ELECTORAL 

DIRECCION GENERAL SECTORIAL DE ItiFORMACION ELECTORAL 

DIRECCION GENERAL DE ANALISIS POLITICO 

ELECCIONES 1995 
RESULTADOS DE GOBERNADORES 

ENTIDAD: 

DEL TA AMACURO 

NOMBRE DEL CANDIDATO PARTIDOS VOTOS VALIDOS 
EMERI MATA COPEI 5.525 

MERI 4.245 
AD 6.165 
MEP 189 
ORA 227 
OPINA 12 
RENOVACION 392 
UVI 12 

16.767 

JOSE A SALAZAR MAS 14.054 
CONVERGENCIA 120 
URD 309 
AP 110 
PCU 211 
MOIR 95 
POAC 18 
CID 304 
RENACER 97 

15.318 
I 
I 

DAIMIRO FIGUERA iM1N 69 

I 

! 
I 
I , 

REP 51.123 
VOTOS VAll DOS 32.169 
VOTOS NULOS 1.005 
ABSTENCION I 17.949 

% 
17,17 
13,20 
19,16 
0,59 
0,71 
0,04 
1,22 
0,04 

52,12 

43,69 
0,37 
0,96 
0,34 
0,66 
0,30 
0,06 
0,95 
0,30 

47,62 

0,21 

62,92 
1,97 

35,11 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 



I 
I CONSEJO SUPREMO "LECTORAL 

DIRECCION GENERA' ,;ECTORIAL DE IIlFORMACION ELECTORAL I DIRECCION GENERAL DE ANALISIS POLITICO 

ELECCIONES 1995 

I RESULTADOS DE GOBERNADORES 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

NOMBRE DEL CANDIDATO 
JOSE CUF<iEL RODRIGUEZ 

-
.. 

-
. 

r------

HENRY J~.TON SENIOR 

YOLAND.". CHIRINOS 
_. __ . 

., 

--

A. ILiO y,''JEZ 
--

Rc5GELIC 3ULBARAN 

. -

REP 
~,-.' 
VOTOS'-. --LIDOS 
\loTos r:!LOS 

--
f>.!OSTEN' 
~,--

ON 

ENTIDAD: 

FALCON 

PARTIDOS VOTOS VALIDOS 
COPEI 68.050 

N'" 81 
MJ! 197 
OPINA 223 
M;~E 1.766 
OP.F,I\L 185 
ICC: 190 

70.692 

I'D 66.307 
Oo,~ , " 736 

67.043 

CC.>NVERGENCIA 23.297 
M/,S 8.919 
URD 2.251 
PC'..I 587 

35.054 

rvl! >i 4.100 
M[:" 6.317 

1 0,417 

MDR 3.686 

371.182 
186.892 

--
13.732 

170.558 
, 

'I 
, 

% 
36,41 . 

0,04 
0,11 
0,12 
0,94 
0,10 
0,10 

37,83 

35,48 , 
0,39 

35,87 

12,47 
4,77 
1,20 
0,31 

18,76
1 

. 

2,19 
3,38 
5,57 

1,97 

• 

. 

50,35 
3,70 

45,95 



CONSEJO SUPREMO ELECTORAL 

DIRECCION GENERAL SECTORIAL DE INFORMACION ELeCTORAL 

DIRECCION GENERAL DE ANALISIS POLITICO 

ELECCIONES 1995 
RESULTADOS DE GOBERNADORES 

ENTIDAD: 

GUARICO 

NOMBRE DEL CANDIDATO PARTIDOS VOTOS VALIDOS 
RAFAEL SILVEIRA AD 56.874 

OR,.·. 442 
OPINA 72, 
RENOVACION 2501 
URI 281 
PA 497 

58.416 

JOSE MALAVE RISSO COPEI 26.247 
AP 496 
MII,I 331 i 

VI\f!=PO 187' 
27.261 

EDUARDO MANUITT CAUSA R 29.910 
I , 

HINDERBURGO BECERRA . CONVERGENCIA 5.8321 
,URD 

I 
1491 

GUILLERMO A BAJARES IPCV 80; 
IPCV 6.061 ' -

MAXIMO BLANCO Mf\S 3.250 
MOP 104 
MEP 41 
POAC 83 

3.478; 
, 
, 
, 

i 
REP 281.632 

VOTOS VAll DOS 125.126; 
VOTOS NULOS 6225i 
ABSTENCION 150.281; 

% 
45,45 

0,35 
0,06 
0,20 
0,22 
0,40 

46,69 

20,98 
0,40 
0,26 
0,15 

21,79 

23,90 

4,66 
0,12 
0,06 
4,84 

2,60 
0,08 
0,03 
0,07 
2,78 

44,43 
2,21 

53,36 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 



I 

I CONSEJO SUPREMO ELECTORAL 

DIRECCION GENERAL SECTORIAL DE INFORMACION ELECTORAL I DIRECCION GENERAL DE ANALISIS POLITICO 

I ELECCIONES 1995 
RESULTADOS DE GOBERNADORES 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

NOMBRE DEL CANDIDATO 
ORLANDO FERNANDEZ 

LUIS OROPEZA 

RAFAEL GARMENDIA 

REP 
VOTOS VALIDOS 
VOTOS NULOS 
ABSTENCION 

ENTIDAD: 

LARA 

PARTIDOS 
MAS 

iCONVERGENCIA 
MIN 
PCV 
MEP 
MDP 
MIOL 

! 

I/:"D 

iCOPEI 
ORA 
SUMA 

,CAUSA R 
: 
, 
I , 

I , 
I , 
i 
I , 
I 
I 
i 
i 
I 

. 

VOTOS VALIDOS 
87.091 
55.347 

1.504 
1.617 

626 
1.636 
4.362 

152.183 

97.987 
30.948 

2.182 
2.550 

133.667 

16.344 
i 

i 
i , 

, 
668.981 
302.194 

15.980 
350.807 

% 
28,82 
18,32 

0,50 
0,54 
0,21 
0,54 
1,44 

50,36 

32,43 
10,24 

0,72 
0,84 

44,23 

5,41 

45,17 
2,39 

52,44 



CONSEJO SUPREMO ELECTORAL 

DIRECCION GENERAL SECTORIAL DE INFORMACION ELECTORAL 

DIRECCION GENERAL DE ANALISIS POLITICO 

ELECCIONEs 1995 

RESULTADOS DE GOBERNADOREs 

ENTIDAD: 

MERIDA 

NOMBRE DEL CANDIDATO PARTIDOS VOTOS VALIDOS 
WILLIAN DAVILA BARRIOS AD 77.681 

ORA 472 
PROIN 

78.153 

BELTRAN CONTRERAS COPEI 65.703 
OPINA 86 
FM 1.190 

66.979 

GERMAN MONZON SALAS MAS 4.996 
MEP 467 
U 239 
PVC 209 
URD 184 
RENACE 109 
CONVERGENCIA 16.285 

22.489 

JOEL ACOSTA CHIRINOS CAUSA R 3.034 
UVI 452 

3486,00 

JOSE MENDOZA ANGULO ALiANZA POR 2.566 

REP 328.827 
VOTOS VALIDOS 174.053 
VOTOS NULOS 7.863 
ABSTENCION 146.911 

; 

% 
44,63 

37,75 

0,12 

0,06 

1,47 

52,93 
2,39 

44,68 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
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I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

NOMBRE DEL CANDIDATO 
ENRIQUE MENDOZA 

mEDDY LEPAGE 

PACIANO PADRON 

ENTIDAD: 

MIRANDA 

~ 

PARTIDOS , 
:CCPEI 
:1v10~~1 
:BP 
, FEilv1 

: 1v10\lEDEIN 
jTUY SIGLO XXI 

iFRN 
jTM 
;Iv1IPREA 
! CH!'ICAO 92 
INR 
,Gc'ITE MIRANDA 
jFUCI 

!AP 

AD ._. 
MF-~ 

DC 
OR.!\ 

:CONVERGENCIA 
: Iv1AS 

i URD 
'Iv1EP 
iPCV 
GE 

'ICC 
PC.'\C 

'u 
REl-JACE 

'RC 
F,E!'JOVACION 
ell·LO 

VOTOS VALIDOS 
146.102 

2.166 
551 

2.042 
699 

1.687 
841 

1.495 
2.092 
3.340 

985 
2.203 

280 
1.068 

165.551 

75.220 
0 

573 
1.153 

76.946 

35.019 
20.692 

1.284 
1.471 
1.470 
1.990 

600 
1.808 

301 
961 
876 
823 
920 

% 
39,06 

0,58 
0,15 
0,55 
0,19 
0,45 
0,22 
0,40 
0,56 
0,89 
0,26· 
0,59 
0,07 . 
0,29 

44,26 

20,11 , 
0,00. 
0,15 ' 
0,31 

20,57 

9,36' 
5,53 
0,34 
0,39 
0,39 
0,53 
0,16 
0,48 
0,08 
0,26 
0,23 
0,22 
0,25 



CONSEJO SUPREMO ELECTORAL 

DIRECCION GENERAL SECTORIAL DE INFORMACIO~ ELECTORAL 

DIRECCION GENERAL DE ANALISIS POLITICO 

fcLECCIONES 1995 

RESULTADOS DE GOBERNADORES 

ENTIDAD: 

MIRANDA 

NOMBRE DEL CANDIDATO PARTIDOS VOTOS VALIDOS 
PAhlA 2.018 

·MI\'E 287 
I 70.520 

, 
PABLO MEDINA CAUSA R 56.008 

f:JUAN SIMON UZCANGA MI~i 1.717 

OSCAR ALVAREZ BERIOANGEL RR 3.342 
"---

: 

~. .. 

: 

, 

-

REP 1.085.144 
VOTOS VALIDOS , 374.084 
VOTOS NULOS 29.482 
ABSTENCION 681.578 

% 
0,54 
0,08 

18,85 

14,97 

0,46 

0,89 

34,47 
2,72 

62,81 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
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I 
1 

ELECCIONES 1995 
RESULTADOS DE GOBERNADORES 

ENTIDAD: 

MONA GAS 

1 
NOMBRE DEL CANDIDATO ! PARTIDOS VOTOS VALIDOS 

I 
1 
1 
1 

'. . 1·-

1 
1 
I 
1 
1 
I 
I 
I 

LUIS EDUARDO MARTINEZ 

PEDRO CESAR ARISTIMUNO 

MIGUEL GOMEZ 
PABLO MORILLO ROSTES 
LUIS FERNANDO TURMERO 
JESUS PEREZ RIVAS 

REP 
VOTOS VALIDOS 
VOTOS NULOS 
ABSTENCION 

AD 
OCIM 
ORA 
URD 
GE 
OPINA 
PINARCA 
MIO 

COPEI 
MAS 
MEP 

I
PCV 
ONDA 

iMDP 
IMIN 
RENOVACION 
U 
OIR 

!PQAC 
NFG 

CAUSA R 
CONVERGENCIA 
AP 
VOl 

70.096 
3.820 

196 
456 
100 
43 

122 
213 

75.046 

36.381 
3.693 

! 1.361 , 
i 892 

335 
294 
518 
179 

89 
229 

78 
334 

I 44.383 , , 
21.991 
10.815 

2.577 , 
468 I 

I 35.851 

! 
I , 285.150 

155.806 
6.052 

123.292 

% 
44,99 

2,45 
0,13 
0,29 
0,06 
0,03 
0,08 
0,14 

48,17 

23,35 
2,37 
0,87 
0,57 
0,22 
0,19 
0,33. 
0,11 . 
0,06 

, 

0,15 
, 

0,05, 
0,21 ' 

28,49 

14,11 
6,94 
1,65 
0,30 

23,01 

54,64 
2,12 

43,24 
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RESUL TADOS DE GOBERNADORES 

ENTIDAD: 

NUEVA ESPARTA 

NOMBRE DEL CANDIDATO , PARTIDOS VOTOS VALIDOS 
RAFAEL TOVAR '-:;OPEI , 36.380 

1.~ONVERGENCIA 5.697 
1'v1iIS 4.204 
1 iv1EP 345 
'URD 954 
iPCV 351 
IGE 1.610 
lAP 329 
,VINE 308 
, iv1i\R 317 
, 50.495 
, 

VIRGILIO AVILA :\0 45.697 
I,)RA 366 1 
··)PINA 159 
'. 

"AONCHO 1.9401 
' .. IDER 7601 
i·~OFRANE 320 
1 49.242 
, 

GREGORIO BOADAS iMIN 774 
:!CIOOE 3.648 

4.422 
~ 

ROMEO ARISMENDI IUFP 498 
, 
I 

-
, . 
.. 

REP 170.103 
-

VOTOS VALIDOS I 104.657 
VOTOS NULOS , 2.9611 , -
ABSTENCION 62.485 

% 
34,76 

5,44 
4,02 
0,33 
0,91 
0,34 
1,54 
0,31 
0,29 
0,30 

48,25 

43,66 
0,35 
0,15 
1,85 
0,73 
0,31 

47,05 

0,74 
3,49 
4,23 

0,48 

61,53 
1,74 

36,73 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

___ , ..... - ----------------------------------' 
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ENTIDAD: 

PORTUGUESA I 
I 
I 

NOMBRE DEL CANDIDATO PARTIDOS VOTOS VALIDOS 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

JOEL HERNANDEZ 

IVAN COLrvlENARES 

JOSE LA RIVA 

REP 
VOTOS VALIDOS 
VOTOS NULOS 
ABSTENCION 

AD 
AP 
ORA 
GE 

I 

COPEI 
MAS 
URD 
MEP 
PCV 
CONVERGENCIA 
U 
DDP 

MIN 

i 
! 

76.292 
378 
671 
552 

77.893 

33.654 
36.769 

1.726 
597 

I 1.755 
: 10.987 

311 
1.376 

87.175 

I 225 
! 
: 
: 
! 

: 

309.270 
165.293 

10.306 
, 133.671 

% 
46,16 " 

0,23 
0,41 
0,33 

47,12 

20,36 
22,24· 

1,04 
0,36, 
1,06 1 

6,65 
0,19 
0,83 

52,74 

0,14 

53,45 . 
3,33 

43,22 
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DIRECCION GENERAL DE ANALISIS POLITICO 

ELECCIONES 1995 
RESUL TADOS DE GOBERNADORES 

ENTIDAD: 

SUCRE 

NOMBREDELCANDIDATO I PARTIDOS I VOTOS VALIDOS 
RAMON MARTINEZ ALDENOUR !fV1AS i 73.594 

!COPEI 16.493 
CONVERGENCIA 6.343 
MEP 1.814 
PCV 1.217 
URD 1.616 
RENOVACION 231 
OPINA 113 

I,MIN : 437 I 
":3E i 161 
,"SIO i 4.669 
,., FA 
!:.L . 766 
09 I 552 

I 108.006 
, 

ELOY GIL l.L:.,D ! 74.845 
ORA : 599 
PACIFICO I 369 

75.813 
I I 

JOSE RAMON BENAVIDES PPC I 1.029 I 

, 
EDGAR BORGES iDECIDE 168 , , 

i i 
, 
, I , , 

i I 

REP 
, 375.568 , 

VOTOS VALIDOS , 185.016 
VOTOS NULOS I 8.255 
ABSTENCION 

I I 182.297 

% 
39,78 

8,91 
3,43 
0,98 
0,66 
0,87 
0,12 
0,06 
0,24 
0,09 
2,52 
0,41 
0,30 

58,38 

40,45 
0,32 
0,20 

. 40,98 

0,56 

0,09 

49,26 
2,20 

48,54 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
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I 

CONSEJO SUPREMO ELECTORAL 

I
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ELECCIONES 1995 I 
I 

RESUL TADOS DE GOBERNADORES 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

NOMBRE DEL CANDIDATO 
RICARDO MENDEZ MORENO 

. 
CESAR PEREZ VIVAS 

NESTOR c,OlANO PRADA 

WAl TER MARQUEZ RONDON 

REP 
VOTOS VI'.LlDOS 
VOTOS NUlOS 
ABSTENCION 

ENTIDAD: 

TACHIRA 

PARTIDOS 
,AD 
'OR.\ 
,UT , 

, 
:CCPEI 
!MEP 

[FIE 
,AS; 

Uvc:TA 

... _. 

.-. 
.(x i'NERGENCIA 
I UR~) 

PC\} 

rv1F.S 
;u 
Fi: 

, 
lAP 

:MI~i 

'FIF, 
,RENACE 

,-

. __ . 
----
, . 
I 

I 
! 

VOTOS VALIDOS 
78.083 

393 
583 

I 79.059 
I 

52.740 
276 
579 

I 419 
, 229 

i 54.243 
, , 
i 7.802 

i 249 
! 243 

I 3.587 

i 36 
302 

i 12.219 

i 
I 1.213 

8.616 
45.897 

i 10.870 
I 66.596 
i 

, 

I 
i 
i 

i 
432.660 

, 212.117 
, 11.086 

! 209.457 

% 
36,81 

0,19 
0,27 

37,27 
, 

24,86 
0,13 
0,27 
0,20 
0,11 

25,57 

3,68 
0,12 
0,11 
1,69 
0,02 
0,14 
5,76 

0,57 
4,06 

21,64 . 
5,12 

31,40 

, 

49,03 
2,56 

48,41 



CONSEJO SUPREMO ELECTORAL 

DIRECCION GENERAL SECTORIAL DE!NFORMACION ELECTORAL 

DIRECCION GENERAL DE ANALISIS POLITICO 

ELECCIONES 1995 
RESUL TADOS DE GOBERNADORES 

ENTIDAD: 

TRUJILLO 

NOMBRE DEL CANDIDATO PARTIDOS VOTOS VALIDOS 
LUIS ERNESTO GONZALEZ AC' 60.578 

'OF:A 458 
OPINA 63 

61.099 

MIGUEL EDUARDO BRI.CENO COPEI 41.612 
MEP 880 
GE 249 

: 42.741 

l,- I 
I 

WALTER JOSE ARANGUREN 'CONVERGENCIA 31.348 
M".S 5.190 
AF 233 
PC'! 396 

!URD 237 , 
37.404 ! 

i 
ELEAZAR JOSE GONZALEZ FT 9.394 

CT 4.303 

i 13.697 

I 
JOSE RAMON ARANGURE M 'TU 1.306 

i , 

REP 303.350 
VOTOS '!f'.LIDOS ! 156.227 
VOTOS NULOS 9.007 
ABSTENCION , 138.116 

% 
38,78 

0,29 
0,04 

39,11 

26,64 
0,56 
0,16 

27,36 

20,07 
3,32 
0,15 
0,25 
0,15 

23,94 

6,01 
2,75 
8,77 

0,84 

51,50 
2,97 

45,53 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
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I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

NOMBRE DEL CANDIDATO 
FRANCISCO ARIAS CARDENAS 

OMAR ENRIQUE BARBOZA 

lOLA REBt:C~A ANIYAR 

FERNANDO CHUMACEIRO 

CARMElO CONTRERAS B. 

REP 
VOTOS VAll DOS 
VOTOS NUlOS 
ABSTENCION 

ENTIDAD: 

ZULIA 

I PARTIDOS VOTOS VALIDOS 
CJI.USA R 162.280 

AD·ORA 
I FDP·POLAPRI 160.928 

I 

iCOINERGENCIA 
1M;:,S·URD-PCV 
IMDP·RENOVACION 
!OCISOl 101,196 

! 
lCC:PEI-GE-MEP 
[M;~P 114,000 
, 
iAF.MIN.OPINA 
iMCI·PCV 822 
i 
! 

I 
, , 

I 

i , 
, 
i 

: 

! 
; 
I , , 1,180.602 
, 

532,852 , 
, 30.540 
: 617.210 

% 
30,45 

30,20 

18,99 

21,39 

0,15 

' 45,13 
2,59 

52,28 



• 
OIRECCION GENERA! SECTORIAL DE INFORMACION EU·CTORAL 

OIRECCION GENERA :)E ANALISIS POLITICO 

E,_ECCIONES 1995 
RESULTADOS DE GOBERNADORES 

NOMl3RE DEL CANOIDATO 
EDUARC,) LAPI GARCIA 

ENTIDAD: 

YARACUY 

I PARTIDOS VOTOS VALIDOS % 
CQrNERGENCIA 47.547 38,23 
MN: 6453 5,19 

~-------------------~7M~E~':~'------------~--------~3~4~9+------0~,~2~8 

U 175 0,14 
1---- ----------------+U"'Rcc['-c-' ------------~-------:1-:.2;:-,1c::7+-----='0,'=9::i8 

AP 555 0,45 
FUr :;-46 ,53 0,61 

f---. -------------j--"-- '---'--------1-----;:-5 -:;-, .~C4~9:+----:4,.;:5.:.;, 8~7 

~NRYi·_ CT~A~N~C"0~U~R~T--------II~~~D·------------~----~2~5.:-;5~06~---:2~0;:-,,5~1 
~----- '1~0~R-:;----------~-----~~9~6r---~0~,~08~ 

~-- ________________ --j-=s-=-ur:'-~."'_'T_=E'__ ________ +------__;;_;:_;2:_:i_;:3+_--"'0~,~17;,j 
, 25.815 20,76 

~----. -----------1- -------+, ------=-.::=-'-=t-----=-"'-'-.=j 

frv~;;RIA E,;TILITA DE RUA CO!·'EI 39.351 31,64 
OP,i,IA 127 0,10 

I-~-=---_-: -. --------+R~E~ .• ~O.;-.V7AooC"'10:7N..-----+-------'-.~32+---'--0~,::,05::-l 
I--------------+.I~"'CQ;-~,:~'C:c---------I-------·,,:~~+---~~:~~~::.l 

I SQI ________ +-------'-~ :;;33+--~0,::,15::_l 
'---_ _ ______ --+I=-BE=-:~: ______ _t_---_:;_;c_.",~::,;' 0+-_--:::.;;:0,.;;,06::_l 
,-- I 1 39.676 32,06 r-----.. I --------\-----==-=-=-='1-----'="1 

~--U Z_R ( \!lA GAll N D EZ 17oM:.:;1 ~7' --;-;:::-::c.---______ ---1L-________ -;:,.,3_;:6r_-----0~,::,11:i:4 
________________ -II·"~=:~,"CUY ~,~~ ~:~~ 

f--- I ,38 0,59 

Ir:ol·:MULA 7 , 0,71 FRANCI~ .:0 DOMADO CHACON i 537 

r----------------4!------------~--------~----~ 
~------------~I----------~------~----~ 

! 
~..,.._------------------_I'_.-------------~------__;~~:+------____l 
REP I 224.C36 
VOTOS \ A,LlDOS 1 124.335 55,51 
voros i',ULOS II 10.': 77 4,68 
ASSTEN·.'-"0'--NL-____________ ~, _______________ _L ______ ~8~9'__ .. ~0~4L_ ____ ~39~,~8~1 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
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I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

NOMBRE DEL CANDIDATO 
AMAZONAS 
ANZOATEGUI 
APURE 
ARAGUA 
BARINAS 
BOLIVAR 
CARAEOBO 
COJEDES 
DEL TA AMACURO 
FALCON 
GUARICO 
LARA 
MERIDA 
MIRANDA 
MONAGAS 
NUEVA ESPARTA 
PORTUGUESA 
SUCRE 
TACHIRA 
TRUJILLO 
YARACUY 
ZULIA 

TOTALES 

I PARTIDOS GOBERNADOH ELEeTO 

iAD JOSE BERNABE GUTIERREZ 

lAD DENNIS BAlZA 

lAD JOSE GREGORIO MONTllLA 
IMAS DIDAlCO BOLlVAF: 

lAD RAFAEL ROSALES PENA 
iAD JORGE CARVAJAL , 
!PRey. CARABOBO HENRIQUE SALAS FEO , 
,AD ALBERTO GALlND;-Z 

I AD EMERI MATA MILLAN 
iCOPEI JOSE CURIEL 
]AD RAFAEL SILVEIR/, 
IMAS -CONVERGENCIA ORLANDO FERNANDEZ 
iAD WILLIAM DAVILA 
ICOPEI ENRIQUE MENDOLA 
lAD LUIS E MARTINEZ 
iCOPEI RAFAEL TOVAR 
iMAS - COPEI IIVAN COLMENARE·S 

iMAS RAMON MARTINEZ 

lAD RICARDO MENDEZ 
lAD LUIS ERNESTO GONZALEZ 
I CONVERGENCIA EDUARDO LAPI 
iCAUSA R I FRANCISCO ARIAS CARDENAS 

i 

i 
! 
, ! 

I 
i ; . 
! 

i 
i 
I 
1 

I 22 I 
! , 

. 
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For the first time in the history of Venezuelan democracy, on December 3, 1995, five 

I simultaneous elections were held for governors, mayors, House of Representative deputies, councillors, 

and members of the Parochial Boards. All in all, there were 6,000 posts to fill. The election~ caused a 
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complete renewal of the regional and local governments, these being the state and municipal 

administrations. 

The recent reforms that introduced new electoral systems increased appreciably the voters' 

participation in relation to the manner in which their government is chosen. These elections had the 

following special characteristics: 

• 

• 

• 

• 

It was the first time that the governors were elected at the same time as the House of 

Representatives. In contrast to the 1992 process, only the Assemblies from the states of 

Delta Amacuro and Amazonas were elected. 

It was the second time that a local election took place prior to a national election; 

It was the second time that the members of the Parochial Boards were elected through a 

closed and blocked list; and 

It was the third time that the Venezuelan people elected the majority of their regional 

authorities choosing directly by the candidates' names. 

The high abstention rate at the polls was partially attributed to the wide economic crisis in which 

the country finds itself, due primarily to the over-dependence on the export of petroleum and its derived 

products. 

The results of the contest showed that the two large traditional political parties consolidated 

themselves, obtaining yet again state and municipal administrations which were lost in the previous 

elections. 

Known to be a country of well-established democratic traditions, with governments elected by the 

people, Venezuela now faces many problems of political credibility. 
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Since 1992, the Supreme Electoral Council (Consejo Supremo Electoral - CSE), responsible for 

election administration in the country, has been at the forefront of sophisticated electoral technology in 

Latin America. The CSE now employs, in limited scope, a system of automated vote-counting, through 

electronic scanner tecllnology, known in Spanish as mtiquinas escrutadoras (vote-counting machines). 

In this report, we will describe in more detail the aforementioned technology and its 

methodology. In addition, we will analyze the electoral results and the various electoral systems and 

organizations involved. Furthermore, we will review the voter registration, the political parties, the 

groups of voters that presented "independent candidates", the electoral system, and two of the non­

governmental organizations (NGOs) that collaborated in the development of the electoral process. 

Celio Santos de Assun~iio, IFES consultant, and Patricio Gajardo, IFES Program Officer, was 

sent to Venezuela to observe the electoral process and evaluate the automated vote counting. 

Prior to election day, the team visited the CSE installations in Caracas and met its president, 

members, and technical personnel. The team also witnessed the setting up of the polling stations and 

computerized counting equipment, the counting of the ballots, and totaling of results. In addition, the 

team observed some aspects of voter training and political campaigns. 

Starting at 5:30 AM on election day, the team visited polling stations in Caracas and other cities. 

The following days were spent observing various counting and totaling centers of municipal and principal 

electoral boards, as well as interviewing the technicians responsible for planning, operating, and 

managing the automated vote counting. 

2. Venezuelan Electoral Systems 

As mentioned earlier, the 1995 elections were both regional and local. At the regional level, 

candidates competed for state governor and deputies of the House of Representatives. At the local level, 

constituents elected mayors, councillors, and members of the Parochial Boards. 

Electoral Circuits were specifically introduced to select deputies for the House of 

Representatives, and councillors. The Circuits subdivided municipal, state, and federal districts, in order 

to award one post in the contest for deputy (state circuit) or councillor (municipal circuit). 
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For the 1995 elections, there were 1,623 Electoral Circuits for councillors and 196 Electoral 

I Circuits for the House of Representatives. These were distributed according April I, 1995 census. : The 

vacancies contested had the following characteristics: 

I 
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The state governors are the regional executives that guarantee public services. They are the chief 

executives of their regions and represent the national executive in their respective districts. Until 1989, 
, 

they were freely nominated by the president of the Republic. In order to be a governor, it is necessary to 

be born Venezuelan, and be over 30 years old. Their tenn lasts three years, with the possibility of re­

election. 

The deputies of the House of Representatives control the governor's administration and 

approve the state laws. The candidates should be Venezuelan, and over 21 years old. Their tenn 'also lasts 

three years, with the possibility of re-election. 

The mayors' main task is to inspect and direct local public services. Venezuelans with more than 

I three years of residency in the municipality, and older than 21 are eligible to run. They are also the 

presidents of the city council and represent the population before the national government. Mayors 'may 

I be re-elected in the same jurisdiction, only for the immediately following tenn. Similarly, they have a 

three year term. 
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The councillors control the mayors' administrations and approve public expenditures' and 

procurement of the municipality. Venezuelans with more than three years of residency in the 

municipality and over 21 years old qualify to run for office. They are elected in secret and universal 

suffrage, in combination with a uninominal and proportional system. Their term is of three years. 

The members of the Parochial Boards promote community participation and channel the 

community's aspirations relating to public works and services. 

The electoral systems that were used were the following: 



Venezuela 
Election Technology Assessment 
December, 1995 

a. Simple Majority Uninominal System 

Page 5 

This is a system through which the political organizations, in each circuit, present only one 

candidate. This system is used to elect state governors, mayors, the majority of the councillors, and half 

of the deputies for the House of Representatives. To win the post, the candidate must have the single 

majority of the votes cast. 

The voter takes as reference the first name, last name, and photo of the candidate (in the case of 

governor), as well as the political party's emblem, which appears on the ballot. 

The single majority uninominal system permits the voter to get to know the person for whom he 

or she is voting and to expect solutions from the elected leaders regarding the municipality's or state's 

problems, therefore making the elected candidate accountable to the circuit. 

b. Mixed German System 

This system is utilized to choose the other half of the deputies for the House of Representatives. It 

combines the principle of elections per majority (uninominal) of the electoral circuits, with the 

proportional, non-personalized representation. The Federal German Parliament is elected in this manner, 

and hence its name. The voter has two votes: I) uninominal - one vote per candidate of his respective 

Circuit; and 2) proportional- another vote per candidate list proposed by the political parties or groups of 

voters per state. 

c. Proportional-Uninominal System 

This system is utilized to choose the councillors, according to articles 150 and 151 of the Organic 

Law of Suffrage (Ley Orgtinica del Sufragio - LOS), which determine the procedures and percentages. 

In this system, each political entity presents one main candidate and two substitutes for each 

electoral circuit. The candidates that obtain uninominaly the higher number of votes win the majority of 

the council's seats. 
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The remaining posts are awarded to the lists presented by the political parties, proportionally 

I chosen on the basis of percentage expression by the application of the D 'Hont method,!"} using the 

amounts of votes taken by the political entities in each of the electoral circuits. 
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d. Closed and Blocked Lists System 

This system is utilized to choose the members of the Parochial Boards, according to article 150 of 

the LOS. In this system, the voter selects the party of his or her preference, whose candidates are elected 

through the application of the D 'Hont method. The voter is not shown the candidates' list, and thus the 

reason for the system's name. The awarding of the post is made according to the procedure foreseen in 

paragraphs 3 and 4 of article 14 of the Law mentioned above. 

• This method was designed in 1878 by the Belgian mathematician Vitor D'Hont. By this method, the party's 
votes are divided by natural numbers successively (until the number of seats is reached) in parallel, and sorts the 
quocients calculated, obtaining the seats of the political entity. 

EO - four political entities contest five seats. Their voting was 3D,OOO, 20,000, 25,000, 35,000 respectively. 
So one makes the table of four columns and five rows: 

A B C D 
30,000 (2) 20,000 (4) 25,000 (3) 35,000 (I) 

15,000 10,000 12,000 \7,000 (5) 

10,000 6,000 8,333 11,666 
7,500 5,000 6,250 8,750 

6,000 4,000 5,000 7,000 

When the quotients were sorted out we obtained: 
I )35,000 (D) 
2) 30,000 (A) 
3) 25,000 (C) 
4) 20,000 (B) 
5) 17,000 (D) 

Hence "D" won two seats and the other policital entities got one each. 



Venezuela 
Election Technology Assessment 
December, 1995 Page 7 

3. Structures of the Electoral Process 

The administration of the electoral process is made by the CSE, the electoral boards, and the 

polling stations that are in charge of organizing, overseeing, and implementing the country's electoral 

processes. 

The CSE, if required, could make two administrative subdivisions. First, the CSE can create 

totaling boards in municipalities where there are more than 50 voting stations. And second, it can create 

counting boards, which refer to a determined voting center (a place where there are several Voting 

Stations). 

The member of all these electoral organizations must be Venezuelan citizens, of legal age, 

alphabetized, legally and fiscally apt, and registered in the Permanent Electoral Register. 

a. Consejo Supremo Electoral (The Supreme Electoral Council - CSE) 

Created on September 11, 1936, it has, according to article 46 of the LOS, the following 

mandates: 

• regulate the electoral organizations with the intent to control the realization of the 

electoral process; 

• oversee the functioning of the Permanent Electoral Register, and carry out voter turnout 

campaigns; 

• take care of the correct expedition of identification cards; 

• 

prepare and distribute the necessary material for the voting and counting, as well as 

deliver credential to national electoral inspectors; and 

count and verify the votes corresponding to the election for the presidency of the 

Republic. 

It is composed of 11 members; six with no political affiliation, and five nominated by political 

parties that obtained the highest number of votes in the last elections for the House of Representatives of 
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the Republic), designated by the National Congress with a five year term. Its headquarters are located in 

the national capital. 

National political parties not represented in the CSE but have at least 3% (three percent) of the 

votes in the last elections for the House of Representatives can designate a voting representative before 

the organization, and those that did not obtain this percentage may form blocks in order to reach such 

percentage and therefore designate their representative. 

Currently, the CSE is constituted of five independent members, one from AD, one from COPEI, 

one from the CAUSA R, one from CONVERGENCIA, and one from MAS. There are also two 

representatives for the URD, ORA-PCV, MEP, and MIN. 

Approximately 200,000 CSE employees are on its payroll, nationwide. 

b. Main Electoral Boards 

Among the most important duties of the Main Electoral Boards, are the following: 

• register the candidates for governor, senator, and deputies; 

• counting of the votes obtained for the posts mentioned; 

• communicating the results of the elections to the CSE; and 

• formally declaring the winner for each of the aforementioned races. 

The boards are located in each of the 22 states and the Federal District. They are composed of seven 

members, designated by the CSE, with five year terms. 

c. The Municipal Electoral Boards 

Among the important duties of the municipal boards, the following are highlighted: 

• to designate the members of the polling stations, totaling boards, and counting boards, and, 

if created, the parochial boards; 

• to register candidates for mayors, councillors and members of the parochial boards; 
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• 

• 

to count the uninominal and proportional votes in their jurisdiction; and 

to announce the electoral winners for mayor, councillors and members of the parochial 

boards. 

The municipal boards are located in each of the 330 municipalities. They are composed of five 

members, designated by the Main Electoral Board of the corresponding state or Federal District, with a three 

year term. 

d The Parochial Electoral Boards 

The main functions of the parochial boards are the following: 

• to receive, from the polling stations, the installation and voting minutes, as well as the tally­

sheets, and forward them to the Municipal Electoral Board; and 

according to article 20 of the LOS, the CSE may concede the right to count the ballots to the 

parochial boards. 

The boards are located where the CSE determines them to be, having at least one in each 

municipality. There are 928 parochial electoral boards in the country, and each is composed of five 

members, designated by the municipal electoral board, and have a three year term. 

e. The Voting Stations 

The functions of the poll workers at the voting stations are the following: 

• to be responsible for the proper use of electoral material; 

to maintain the secrecy of the vote; and 

• 

• 

• 

to be responsible for the order at their respective stations; 

to produce the minutes of installation and voting; 

to receive the votes and produce the respective minutes and tally-sheets, and to send them to 

the different electoral organizations. 
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Each voting center has a voting station. They are composed of five members, their substitutes, and 

one secretary. 23,614 Electoral Boards exist in 8,568 voting centers (public places). The pollworkers are 

designated by the Municipal Electoral Board, and have three year terms. 

The members are designated in the following fashion: three of them, and their respective substitutes, 

are designated by the political parties that obtained the highest number of votes in the district in the last 

elections for the House of Representatives; and 2 are independent members, with their respective substitutes 
I 

(Article 55, LOS). 

The CSE determines the number of voting stations, the places where they function, as well as the 

number of voters for each station. In turn, the members of the voting stations, during the installation 

process, select their president using secret ballot. Each political entity may ask for the credentials of a poll­

watcher in a voting station (Article 55, LOS). 

4. The Permanent Electoral Repster 

The Permanent Electoral Register is a file that contains the data of all citizens who are over 18 years 

old who have entered their name and signature and thus are able to vote. This Register was created by the 

LOS on September 9, 1970. Its main function is to keep the "Archive of Registered Voters". 

Any Venezuelan citizen over 18 years of age with a laminated identification card issued by the 

Department of Internal Relations (Ministerio del Interior), may request to be registered at the Application 

Center closest to his or her residence. This application can be made at any time, with the exception of the 90 

days prior to the elections and 30 days after the same election. 

Foreigners with over ten years of residency the country, and at least one year of residency in the 

respective Electoral Circuit may also apply. However, they may only vote for mayors, councillors, and 

members of the Parochial Boards (municipal elections). 
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The Permanent Electoral Register's data is revised annually by excluding deceased voters, those that 

have lost the Venezuelan nationality, those that have been politically disabled, those that are in the military 

services, and the remaining voters mentioned in article 76 of the LOS. 

According to the CSE, 441,295 new voters were registered for the elections of December 3, 1995. 

In addition, 448,852 voters updated their addresses. This represents an increase of 4.2% of the total number 

of voters. At the time of print, there were 38,009 foreigners registered, according to the CSE, totaling 

10,338,393 voters. 

Voting and electoral enlistment are mandatory for Venezuelans who are between 18 and 70 years of 

age. 

The computerized system that supports the permanent electoral register is a Caracas - based system, 

which is processed in an IBM 4381 mainframe, with an ADABAS DATABASE MANAGER. 

5. The Political Parties and the Groups of Voters 

a. Political Parties 

The system of political parties appeared in Venezuela in 1936, and was interrupted by the Jimenez 

dictatorship (1948-1958). From this date, the consolidation of the political party system in a democracy, was 

maintained without interruption. Their bases are composed of large majorities, disregarding race, gender, or 

social classes. The gathering, adhesion, and integration are open to all aspiring members. 

Venezuelan democracy has virtually consolidated bi-partidism. Though other political parties were 

created, Accion Democratica and COPEIhave been the strongest. 

A political crisis endangered democratic stability, culminating In an abortive coup d'etat on 

February 4, 1992. This crisis was responsible for the emergence of two new political expression that seemed 

to end the bipartisan lock on power. They were La Causa Radical, the expression of popular and progressive 

sectors, whose strength comes mainly from non-traditional trade unions; and Convergencia - MAS, a 
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coalition that gathered personalities and groups coming out from Accion Democrtitica, whose platform is the 

moral rescue of the country. 

The principal political parties are: 

o ACCION DEMOCRATICA (AD) (Democratic Action)- this is the first major, modern, 

political party, and the one that has governed for the longest time in Venezuela. The rural 

sectors, and urban workers of all social-economic levels make up its social composition. 

o COMITE DE ORGANIZACION POLiTICA ELECTORAL (COPEl) (Committee of Political 

Electoral Organization)- its ideology is based on European-style Christian democracy. 

o UNION REPUBLICANA DEMOCRATICA (URD) (Republican-Democratic Union)- this 

party was founded in 1945, and is ideologically similar to the AD. 

o MOVIMJENTO DE IZQUIERDA REVOLUCIONARIA (MJR) (Movement of Revolutionary 

Left)- this party was created in 1960 as a splinter of the AD. In 1962 it participated in the 

armed insurgence, and their activities were suspended, starting again in 1973. In 1983 it 

merged with the MAS. 

o MOVIMJENTO ELECTORAL DEL PUEBLO (MEP) (People's Electoral Movement)- This 

political party appeared with the breaking up of the AD in 1967. 

o MOVIMJENTO AL SOCIALISMO (MAS) (Socialist Movement)- This party was founded as 

a result of the Communist Party's breaking up, abandoning the democratic centralization as 

one of its main characteristics. 

o LA CAUSA RADICAL (LCR) (the Radical Cause)- Founded in 1978, its ideology is based 

on radical democracy. Its social basis are the student sectors, rural and urban workers of 

middle and lower classes. 

o NUEVA GENERA CION DEMOCRATICA (NGD) (New Democratic Generation)- Appeared 

in 1979 and as its social basis it has the urban sectors of middle and upper classes. Its 

ideology responds to what is postulated by the liberal chain of action. It is currently called 

the Partido Liberal de la Nueva Generacion Democrtitica (Liberal Party of the New 

Democratic Generation). 
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• CONVERGENCIA NACIONAL (National Convergence)- founded in 1993 by the current 

President of the Republic, Rafael Caldera, as a divergence in opinion from the AD. Its 

ideology is based on the principles of justice, development, and sovereignty. 

• PARTIDO COMUNISTA DE VENEZUELA (PC) (Communist Party of Venezuela)­

Founded in 1931 from the Marxist groups. Its ideology is founded on historic and dialectic 

materialism. Its social basis are the rural and urban workers on middle and lower classes. 

According to CSE statistics, in the last regional elections, the AD obtained 23.2% of the votes, the 

COPEI 22.1%, Convergencia 17%, MAS 10.6%, and LCR 21.9%. 

b. Groups o/Voters 

Competition for a public post as an independent in Venezuela is possible through the Groups of 

Voters. They can only have uninominal candidates in their circuit, backed up by petitions that correspond to 

2% of all voters listed in that district (State or Municipality) according to article 99 of the LOS. 

For the 1995 elections, there were 380 Groups of Voters in the country registered to present 

candidates for the 6,228 vacancies. 

6. The Electoral Process 

a. The Candidate Register and Political Campaigning 

The candidates are presented in their specific electoral boards (main or municipal) between 90 and 

120 days before elections. In each electoral circuit, the political entity may post one candidate and two 

substitutes. The list of candidates for proportional representation (deputies and councilors) may be triple the 

number of the vacancies. The candidates can not compete in two circumscriptions, but they may be in both 

the uninominal and in the list postulation (Article 100, LOS). For the members of the Parochial Boards, each 

political entity may present up to twice the number of vacancies contested. 
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The political campaigning for regional and municipal polling lasts two months (Article 175, LOS). 

The candidates and political entities are granted space in the mass media in order to propose their agendas. 

The CSE purchases time in the broadcast media, and then distributes this time equally among the 

political parties represented in its membership, and those which previously obtained at least 5% of the total 

of valid votes. It may also partially fund those political parties. The parties must mail proof of their 

propaganda expenses through a "special account book" (Article 176, LOS). This financing also applies to 

other expenses, such as written press, posters, billboards. 

The main, municipal and parochial boards choose their strategic location for the posters. 

Anonymous donations are prohibited. 

The political campaign ceases 48 hours before elections. Daily journals, news magazines,. and other 

written publications, cannot have any electoral propaganda on election day or election eve. Furthennore, it 

is prohibited to use the official mass media for electoral propaganda. 

In order to avoid a proliferation or increase in the candidate and organization applications that 

traditionally occurs during the electoral process, the legislators implemented an amendment in the LOS's 

recent refonn. 

b. The Ballols 

The ballots were designed with the objective offacilitating the automated vote-counting. However, 

due to the various electoral systems used, and to the high number of electoral districts created, 1819 different 

electoral ballots were produced for the December 3, 1995 elections, adding up to a total of26 million. 

This number included the sample ballots, with no wilida para volar (not valid for voting) printed on 

them, given to the political parties and other requesting organizations. 

The automated vote-counting ballots were printed in the United States because Venezuela lacked the 

technology required for the complexity of the ballots (i.e., exact cutting precision for correct reading). For 

instance, six basic colors were used in various sizes, according to the electoral circuit. Some of the ink ~olors 
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had to be imported from the United States. The printing cost of these documents was approximately US $20,000,000. 

With the exception of the Federal District, each voter received two ballots, with six votes. The first 

ballot corresponded to the elections for governors and deputies (single-named and proportional). This ballot 

was divided into cards corresponding to the political organizations in question. Each card was, in turn, sub­

divided into three rectangles. The first one corresponded to governor, the largest rectangle, where there was 

a picture of the candidate, and the title and the political party's acronym. The second represented the deputy, 

where the uninominal candidate's name, last name, and the expression Asamblea Legislativa (House of 

Representatives) appeared. And finally, proportional deputy, the third rectangle where the expression 

Asamblea Legislativa-Lista (House of Representative list) appeared. On the right hand corner of each 

rectangle there was a white, oval-shaped surface, surrounded by a red line on the inside and a white line on 

the outside, where the voter cast his/her vote by marking the space with a black ball-point pen. 

The second ballot corresponded to the elections for mayors, councillors, and members of the 

parochial boards. This ballot was different from the first one in that it did not have pictures of the candidates, 

with the exception of the two municipalities of the Federal District. 

The ballots were numbered and had detachable stubs. The stub was used to control the voting. 

After the selection of the candidate, the voter then removed the numbered stub and gave it to the election 

officer, inserting it into the ballot box. In addition, the ballots had information regarding the electoral 

circuit's number, of the municipality and the state's name. 

Finally, the location of the political organizations on the ballot box was determined by its results in 

the last elections. 

c. Election Material Preparation and Distribution 

The election materials (lists of voters, activity reports, ballots, poll-books, tally-sheet forms, posters 

for identification of the voting station, ink to stamp the voters finger, stamp pads, and paper towels) are 

prepared by the eSE, put in boxes and distributed by the Armed Forces (Plan Repzlblica--Republic Plan) to 

all polling and totaling places. 
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Once the electoral material is distributed to the polling places, all activities in these places (classes, 

games, etc.) must be interrupted, and the access to these places is monitored. 

d The Voting 

On election day, the polling places were supposed to open at 5:30 AM and remain open until 4:00 PM or 

until there were no voters in line. In the majority of cases, however, they opened at 8:00 AM. Furthermore, 

the political parties or groups of voters had the right to inspect the polling places, but for this they needed to 

be given credentials by the Municipal Electoral Boards. 

In each polling place there was a CSE coordinator, who replaced any missing material. The 

coordinator also initially verified the moment that the voting was ready to begin, and informed the 

soldiers to allow the voters to enter. There were two lines: one to enter the polling place, and the second 

one to vote. Once everything was ready, the voting would begin. 

Each voter presented himlherself individually to the station, where he/she was identified in the 

voting files (books that had voter's information indexed alphabetically) or numerical lists of the 

identification cards. The voter would then receive verbal instructions on how to vote, and would have the 

ballots stamped. 

The voter was then shown to the booth, where he/she would cast the vote, and could remain there 

for up to five minutes. Once the voter had cast the ballot, he/she would remove the stubs from the ballots. 

The voter would then return to the Table, place the ballots in the ballot box, and give the stubs to 

the election officer. The election officer, in tum, would give back the proof of voting (a sticker that is 

placed on the identification card). The voter would then stamp hislher finger on the voting file and have 

hislher little finger painted. 

Each voting stations had an average of 400 voters in the Caracas region and each voter took 

approximately four minutes to vote. 
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At the end, the voting files would be marked with 'TOTO" (showed up) or "NO ASISTIO" (didn't 

show up) in the spaces relative to voter information, and the Voting Minute was filled out, and distributed 

to the principal political parties (AD, COPEI, and LCR). 

e. The Vote-Counting 

After the voting had been finalized and the minutes had been produced, the pollworkers in most 

polling stations began the vote-counting procedures, with the exception of some locations previously 

selected for automated counting. The counting of votes was made in the following order: governors, 

uninominal deputies, proportional deputies, mayors, councillors, and members of the Parochial Boards. 

In order to begin the counting, the majority of the pollworkers and designated poll-watchers needed to be 

present. 

As a general rule, the number of voters had to be the same as the number of ballots. However, for 

this election, on the basis of the LOS, the CSE permitted a difference of 3 %. The votes were considered 

valid when: 

• the voter's choice was clear; 

• when more than I (one) rectangle of the different political party was marked, of one 

identical candidate-- this happened in case of coalitions, where allied candidate data were 

repeated in all of the political parties of the coalition; 

• when the vote was marked outside the oval area of the rectangle; and 

• when part of the mark was outside the rectangle, even if this mark reached the rectangle of 

another party provided that it showed the voter's choice. 

The votes were considered null when: 

there was no stamp from the officer of election; 

• no rectangles were marked, for any election; 

• two or more rectangles were marked for different candidates on the same list, or for all 

elections on the ballot; and 

• the ballot was damaged in a way that the voter's choice was not clear for any election. 
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The null votes were then separated from the other candidates. Two reviews were made. The first 

review was to check if there were as many ballots as there were voters. The second one was relative to the 

number of registered votes compared to the number of ballots. 

The results were written down in the "Auxiliary Tally-sheets", which were filled out in the 

presence of inspectors and voters. 

The results were re-written in the tally-sheets as follows: 

• 

• 

• 

• 

Election for governor; 

Election for uninominal deputies to the House of Representatives; 

Election for deputies for the House of Representatives- List; 

Election for mayor; 

Election for councillors; 

• Election for members of the Parochial Boards; 

• Minutes or activity reports on the number of deposited ballots; and 

• Substitution minutes (annexed to each canvass minutes). 

The top copy of each tally-sheet was sent to the CSE by the armed forces (Plan Republica 

Regional III). The originals of the tally-sheets for governor, uninominal and proportional deputies to,the 

House of Representatives were sent to the Principal Electoral Boards. The original tally-sheets fo:r mayor, 

councillors, and members of the Parochial Boards were sent to the Municipal Electoral Board. 

Finally, the other copies were given to the following political parties: AD, COPEI, LCR, 

CONVERGENCIA, MAS, (OPINA - URO - ORA), (MEP, PC, MIN). 

The ballots and other voting materials were to be kept for a period of 45 days starting from the 

I closing ofthe works, in a location guarded by the Armed Forces. 
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f The Totaling of the Results 
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The totaling of the results were made in the Electoral Boards, by the following units: Reception 

Committee, Computerized Unit, Revision and Control Committee (composed of inspectors from all the 

political parties). 

The Computerized Unit consisted of two microcomputer networks, composed of IBM PC AT 

486DX 66 servers, dot matrix printers, and IBM PC AT 386 computers for the typing of tally-sheets. The 

networks were of Ethernet technology, with IO-Mbit speed, and supported up to 10 IBM PC AT 386 

computers. Some computer equipment belonged to the CSE and the remaining equipment as well as the 

local network was rented. 

The application system was developed with Clipper 5.2 language, under the MS DOS 6.22 

operational system. A security code protected the functions correcting the totaling data. All other 

functions were left unprotected. 

The documents were transcribed in a batch system, with up to 10 tally-sheet per batch. It took 

approximately 40 seconds to transcribe each document, according to the CSE. 

After the transcription, both the batch and its printed report were sent to the Commission of 

Review and Control (CRC), which checked it visually by comparing the tally-sheets to the printed copy 

issued by the system. 

As it turned out, approximately 20% of the tally-sheets had problems relating to the way they had 

been filled out (numerical closings), thus slowing down the electronic processing. If there were any 

errors, the tally-sheet would return for correction. A new printed copy would be issued and then returned 

to the CRC. This correcting/checking cycle would repeat itself until no errors were found. Then the tally­

sheets would be released for their computerized totaling and issuing of partial and final results. 

g. The Plan Republica (Republic Plan) 

The Republic Plan is the name given for the security scheme performed by the military. Whose 

primary functions were: 
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• to obtain custody and transport the electoral material; 
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• to guarantee safety and public order in the voting and totaling centers, during the election 

season; and 

• to control access to official electoral offices and work places. 

According to CSE figures, 71,705 military personnel participated in this operation. 

In order for the voters to enter the voting centers, they had to carry and present their laminated 

identification cards, which among other things, provides information about the voting center. A body 

check was also performed on each voter to search for weapons or explosives. Objects, such as'lighters, 

cigarettes, radios, etc. were left on a table at the entrance of the voting center. The same procedure 

occurred with candidates, elections officers, inspectors, journalists, and observers. Individuals who did 

not have credentials issued by the CSE, were not allowed to enter. 

7. The Automated Voting System 

a. Historical Background 

Venezuela introduced Computerized Electoral Totaling systems in the early 1970s. From then 

until 1991, with the exception of an unsuccessful voting process experiment in 1971, studies and 

technological analyses have been put into practice. The studies have attempted to determine the 

availability of electoral equipment and systems, as well as the possibility of using them in Venezuela. 

According to Dr. Chang Mota, members of the CSE visited the United States, Taiwan, Japan, and France 

in search for these technologies. 

As a result of this work, 338 Opscan 5 electronic scanning machines were purchased from an 

American company, National Computer Systems (NCS), in 1991. In addition, IBM PC AT 386 

microcomputers, 801132-column dot matrix printers, and modems for operation in regular phone lines 

(compatible with Hayes format) were also purchased. This equipment was used for the first time during 
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the regional and local elections of 1992, and was operated by students of tbe Instituto Universitario 

Polill!cnico de Las Fuerzas Armadas. A computerized system was developed by CSE technicians. 

h. Technology 

The Venezuelan automated vote-counting system is based on tbe optical reading of ballots which 

are specially designed for this purpose. The scanner machine, also known as a vote-counting machine 

(maquina escrutadora), is connected to a microcomputer through a synchronous or asynchronous serial 

communications cable, which operates at a speed 0000 to 19,200-baud. It has an internal printer that can 

generate up to 40 vertical characters. 

The equipment reads tbe marks (either of pencil, blue ink, or black ink), translates them into 

electronic signals togetber witb tbe vectors of tbe read position, and sends tbem to the microcomputers. 

The speed configurations, data character format, format of tbe register and control codes are programmed 

in tbe scanner through a previously marked configuration sheet, which is a special form furnished by tbe 

dealer. 

If no marks were made in the special areas of the ballot, tbe majority of tbe light is reflected to tbe 

photocell. If a mark is made, tbe majority of light is absorbed by tbe ink and little light is reflected back 

to tbe photocell. This process is called reflected light reading. 

Special characteristics on the ballots. called timing marks, guide tbe scanner's reading head. The 

timing marks column is called timing track. This track is read by tbe photo cell closest to tbe front of tbe 

scanner. Perpendicular to tbose timing marks are tbe oval areas on which tbe voting mark is done. The 

oval areas are surrounded by red and white circles, indicating to tbe voter where the vote should be 

marked. 

Prior to tbe reading, tbe cell is identified through marks on the lower part of the ballot called skunk 

marks. Each different ballot will have different skunk marks. The computer program will verify the 

ballot size through the skunk marks. The ballots should be made of white reflective paper or Trans-

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 



I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

Venezuela 
Election Technology Assessment 
December, 1995 Page 22 

OptiC® paper, both manufactured by NCS, involving expensive technology, because it involves a very 

precise cut. Otherwise, the equipment would not read the paper properly, thus altering the results. 

The equipment drawer has capacity for 300 ballots. Therefore, batches of ballots can be read 

quickly, instead of reading one by one. The maximum width of the ballot is 8.5 inches (22 cm). The 

reading speed is one ballot per second. The read marks are vertically printed in the upper right-hand 

corner of the ballot. This way the ballots can be examined by the pollworkers who compare the results of 

the computerized tally-sheet to those identified through manual counting. 

The printed information includes the tally-sheet number for which the ballot is referring (informed 

by the operator prior to the reading), its relative number (the location of the ballot in the batch), data about 

each of the elections, the type of vote (valid, blank, or null), and the quantity of marks read: This is 

needed because the voter can mark a candidate twice, which, in case of a coalition, will appear in more 

than one card of the ballot. A typical ballot might have the following information: 

AI5218 #008 VOl VOl BOO 

This means that the ballot belongs to the tally-sheet # 15218, is in the eighth position of the batch, 

has a valid vote for the first election, a valid vote for the second election, and a blank vote for the third 

election. It does not indicate, however, which candidate was chosen. 

NCS was responsible for printing the ballots used in the municipalities and states that utilized 

automated vote-counting, according to Dr. Chang Mota. 

The single-user and single-task computerized application system was developed in Clipper 5.02, 

with C routines, by eSE's Special Projects Department. 

It consisted of three basic modules: 

I. Voting center module, with optical reading routines, issuing of tally-sheets, transmission 

of results and generation of data in diskettes; 
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II. Electoral Board module with data-receiving routines (by modem or diskette, or manual 

transcription of data); and 

III. Module of Totaling of results in the Electoral Board. 

Each voting station had its own tables in two diskettes corresponding respectively to the regional 

and municipal elections. At the beginning of the operation, after configuring and calibrating the counting 

machine with the configuration sheet, the diskette corresponding to the polling station data table was 

inserted. 

Then the ballots corresponding to tbe regional elections were introduced in tbe reader's drawer in 

batches. The number of tbe tally-sheet was inserted, as well as tbe sum of ballots to be read, and the 

scanning starts. After the reading, the tally-sheets were issued in its required number of copies (one for 

each type of election, tbree in all). This result was transmitted to tbe Principal Electoral Board. 

The same process was repeated for each municipal election (mayor, councillor, and members of 

tbe Parochial Board) witb tbe results eventually being transmitted to tbe Municipal Electoral Board. 

After the modem transmission of tbe last tally-sheets of each voting station, tbe counting 

documents (tbe printed tally-sheets and tbe ballots) were returned to the head pollworker in order to 

officially certifY the results togetber with tbe board of officers. 

C. Structure 

By decision of tbe CSE, the 339 vote-counting machines were assinged in two states, Sucre and 

Nueva Sparta, as to completely automate tbe vote-counting witbin tbose states. The CSE also placed 

these counting machines in tbe municipalities of Chacao, El Hatillo and Baruta, which are located in tbe 

state of Miranda which surrounds tbe nation's capital. 

Those scanners were supposed to support 690 voting centers, which in all contained 1,760 voting 

stations, and were supposed to count the ballots of 808,291 voters (1,616,582 ballot papers, if we consider 
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that each voter received two ballots - one for the regional election and the other to the municipal one). 

The number of scanned ballots comprised approximately 8% of the Venezuelan electorate. 

Each machine supported, on average, two Voting Centers, thus necessitating that the ballots be 

transported to the so-called Automated Counting Centers, which were the most important voting centers 

of the region. The computerized units in the Voting Centers or Automated Counting Centers were 

operated by engineering and science students of the University Institute of the Armed Forces and 

supervised by CSE managers. They were equipped with a vote-counting machine, a microcomputer with 

IBM PC AT 386 technology, a modem/fax board operating at 2,400 bauds, a UPS system, and an 80-

column dot matrix printer. Some of the voting centers posessed another complete counting unit 

(microcomputer, printer and scanner) for back up purposes. 

Each Computerized Unit of the Electoral Board (of the municipality or state) was equipp,,? with an 

IBM PC AT 386 microcomputer, a fax/modem board, an 80-column dot matrix printer, and an 800-VA 

electronic AC stabilizer. 

The tally-sheets generated by this automated system, as well as the ballots from the vote-counting , 
machines, were given the same destination as the documents produced by the manual vote-countIng. 

d Utilization in the 1995-Elections 

On election and soon thereafter, the IFES team visited several voting centers where the automated 

vote-counting was supposed to be taking place. In the municipality ofEI Hatillo, Miranda State, the team 

observed the automated vote-counting of two voting stations. After the ballot papers were put in stacks of 

50 ballots each, and the polling place was identified through the corresponding diskette, the counting 

started and was followed by the printing of the tally-sheets. 

The polling officials, in possession of the tally-sheet and paper ballots, returned to their work 

stations to check the results obtained by the machine. In one instance, it was verified that a ballot, which 

was considered null by the scanner, was in fact valid. Its probable cause was the stamp in the back ofthe 

paper ballot, directly over an oval area where the equipment was capable of reading a mark. It reflected a 
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signal which the machine may have considered a mark. Thus the machine perceived two marks: the 

voter's mark and the stamp's reflection, interpreted as a vote to another candidate, which resulted in a null 

vote. The team also observed that several polling officials were doing manual vote-counting while they 

waited for their turn to use the automated process. 

On December 5, during a visit to the Municipal Electoral Board of Baruta, the counting machines 

processed the ballots of only 190 out of 336 voting stations. The explanation given by the local CSE 

manager was that there had been failures in the scanning equipment. He also acknowledged that some 

polling officials refused to use the automated system. As a result, 146 voting stations had the votes 

counted manually. It appeared that the person responsible for the place (the keeper of a sports 

gymnasium) allegedly approached the power distribution box and tumed the power off while the tally­

sheets were being typed. 

The technical problems at Baruta made it necessary for the simultaneous use of the two existent 

software applications (the one that transcribed the tally-sheets and the one that used the automated 

counting). However the data generated by the two systems was not compatible, so they had to develop 

another application - to read the data diskettes generated in the automated process and convert them into 

the manual counting's application format. Information on the incompatibility of the data between the 

two systems (computerized totaling from records manually generated and from automated vote-counting) 

was given by the developers of both systems. 

In the Baruta case, the situation became more complicated because the system didn't run in 

network since it was designed to have a central office for totaling which received data sent by 

microcomputers remotely located (in voting centers), in a monouser single-task way. Thus the data 

diskettes were received one by one and the information was converted into the application's format before 

the processing of the results. 

The CSE General Director stated that only approximately 50 percent of the vote-counting 

machines managed to operate during the counting work. He also noted that the majority of the problems 

were due to the printing of the tally-sheets. The Chairman of the Automation Commission of CSE, Dr. 

Miguel Murillo Font, reported that the performance of the automated vote-counting was not satisfactory 

and that only 50 percent of the machines could operate. He related the problems to improvisation. 
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The CSE employee responsible for the system development, Judith Murillo, was the manager of 

the Computerized Unit of the Municipal Electoral Board of Chacao. According to her!, three totaling 

machines out of 32 did not work. She also reported problems related to the black ink stamped on the 
, 

backside of the ballot paper, that changed some results, because it blurred the other side, creating the 

illusion that the voter had marked that position. Finally she reported that out of the 124 voting station~ 29 

refused to use the automated vote-counting system. 

Problems also arose relating to the printing of the tally-sheets after the automated vote-counting. 

Even the application software presented some problems, ending abruptly in some cases, impeding 

completion. Those problems were related to the existence of too many tables opened simultaneousl~ in 

the system, that couldn't process such a quantity of data, Ms. Murillo affirmed. 

The person responsible for running the system in El Hatillo reported that five out of the 18 

counting machines installed in that municipality did not work. There were also problems concerning the 

printing of municipal election tally-sheets. 

Mr. Victor Silva, responsible for the operation in the municipality of Baruta, was helld of the 

General Directory of the Vote-Counting Machines of the CSE. He reported that the application system 

stopped working abruptly because there were too many electronic tally-sheets, and not enough computing 

I capability to process them. Furtbermore, he acknowledged that the stamping with black ink blurred the 

paper ballot and appeared as a vote. 
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By the time the IFES team left Venezuela on December 6, the CSE still had no information about 

the situation of the automated vote-counting in the states of Sucre and Nueva Sparta. 

8. International Electoral Observers 

According to CSE, International observer credentials were provided to the following: 

Celio Santos de Assun~iio - IFES consultant 
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• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

Patricio Gajardo - IFES Program Officer for the Americas Region 

Robert Orr - Independent consultant 

Guillermo Casco Callejas - Vice President of National Elections Tribunal- Honduras 

Frederick J. Kaplan - First-secretary of the United States Embassy 

Juan Manuel Nungaray - Councilor-in-Charge - Mexican Embassy 

Nader Foqahai - Palestinian Research and Studies Center - Palestinian 

Lauren Ross - Manager of the International Republican Institute of United States 
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These observers had at their disposal a reasonable structure of operational support, provided by 

CSE. They could examine, in situ, the arrangements and execution of the electoral process by the access 

to restricted areas such as voting and polling stations, totaling centers, talking to voters and candidates, 

security forces, representatives, electoral supervisors, and so on. 

On December 2, 1995, they were received by CSE President, Mr. Enrique Yespica and several 

other CSE members, and had the opportunity to interview the CSE members. They also visited several 

CSE departments responsible for the execution of the most important logistic activities of the election 

(paper ballot printing, voter attendance services, civic education, application software development, etc.). 

9. Non-Governmental Organizations that Participated in the Venezuelan Elections 

a. Escue/a de VecinoslQueremos Eligir (School ofNeighborslWe Want to Elect) 

Escue/a de Vecinos has long been involved in tasks of great importance to Venezuelan democracy, 

as in the case of the elaboration of the Municipal Regime Organic Law and the Suffrage Law reform. It is 

a civil, non-profit association, founded in 1980. It produces TV and radio programs nationwide to discuss 

matters of community and institutional importance. It also provides legal assistance to organize dweller 

associations in order to icorporate them into the community and the municipality, as a whole. 

For the 1995 elections, this entity gathered a group of 500 independent volunteer observers 

requesting credentials to the CSE. At first, the CSE refused the request explaining that they were not 
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connected with any political organization. On December I, 1995, the CSE retracted from the previous 

decision and granted the requested credentials. 

In the Caracas region, which was one of the selected observing localities, around 170 volunteers 
1 

from Escuela were ~ccredited to perform observation tasks. Due to the delay in documentation deli~ery, 

only five volunteers had the proper credentials by 10:00 AM on election day. After that, the rest of the 
I 

volunteers were provided with their respective credentials. The operation, called Electoral Ca~paiin of 

the J995-Civil Society, consisted of observation and analysis of all elections development. 

According to an interview given to the newspaper Uztimas Noticias on December 4th, 1995, and 

information given to the two IFES consultants by the General Coordinator of Queremos Elegir, this ~ivil 

campaign process was divided into civic education and observation of the political campaign and voting 

process. The work of "qualitative" observation, according to the publication, occurred in, the 

municipalities of Baruta, Guanare, Maracaibo and San Cristobal. It was held as pilot experiments on 

electoral observing and quick counting of votes. Quick counting of votes is a compilation, transmission 

and computation process of voting results with the purpose of publicizing them as quickly as possible in 
'I 

order to avoid the manipulation of votes and fraud. In short, it is a qualitative supervision that collects the 

results from a sample of voting stations, and matches official results with those tabulated in parallel. This 

method has been used with error margins lower than 0.5% in Chile, Bulgaria, Panama, Philippines, 

Nicaragua, Haiti, Albania, Mexico and Paraguay. 

Finally, it was informed by the same newspaper that through the observation plan the NGOs could 

conclude whether transparency and fairness in the electoral process prevailed. According to Mr. Elias 

Santana, Director of &cuela de Vecinos, on election day, his organization computed quick count results 

within a I % of difference from the official results. 

h. Movimiento Civico de Ubiquidad Electoral (Electoral Localization Civic Movement) 

Movimiento Civico is a non-profit volunteer association that produces material for civic 

consciousness, working close to the Chacao's community, in Caracas's metropolitan region. From 
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electoral registration day, until election day (June 26 to August 16 and December 3, 1995) the 

organization printed and distributed 8,000 posters in public places or to the voters directly. 

The posters aimed at clarifYing to the voter the place occupied by his/her candidate on the ballot 

paper. It was divided into a matrix of 4 columns by 10 rows. It also identified the electoral circuits and 

voting places. In addition, it contained a list of candidates that ran for municipal posts, Governor, and 

Parochial Council, and a city map, delineating the various electoral circuits with different colors. 

The CSE's voter education campaign was not as clear as those prepared by Movimiento Cfvico, 

despite the CSE's wide broadcasting of the ads on TV and radio. The IFES consultants visited this NGO 

on December 2, 1995. 

10. Electoral Process Appraisal 

a. The Elections 

The regional elections on December 3, 1995, in Venezuela, were held in a peaceful environment. 

Non-official statistics from various sources have calculated an abstention of about 60%, with enormous 

regional disparities. It also seemed that the highest abstention was verified in the poorest areas. The 

official abstention rate, however, was 53.92 %, higher than the 1992 regional elections (50.72%). 

The major complaint of the voters was the delay of the polling stations' installations. The majority 

of stations were expected to be opened by 6:00 AM. Many did not open until after 8:00 AM. And some 

of them were not opened until after 10:00 AM. 

During election day, TV and radio programs urged the voters to perform "the holy duty" of voting. 

Nonetheless, the following day, the main Venezuelan newspapers emphasized the electoral 

abstention. The following are examples of the headlines: 

iJ/timas Noticias: abstention is 60% 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 



I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

Venezuela 
Election Technology Assessment 
December, 1995 Page 30 

El Nacianal: abstention oscillates between 55 and 60% - the electoral journey was a celebration 

without guests 

Meridiana: abstention of 60% 

Panorama: the abstention takes possession of the Venezuelan elections. 

El Universal: the abstention was high 

In the majority of the country's voting places, where two paper ballots were used each time, the 

voting process consisted of 9 steps, taking approximately 4 minutes to vote. 

b. Expenditures 

According to Mr. Chang Mota, the CSE's General Director, the cost of the election was 

approximately US$ 70,000,000.00, from which US$ 20,000,000.00 was used in the manufacturing of 26 

million paper ballots and US$ 600,000 was allocated to print around 300,000 tally-sheets. The other 

expenses went to the electoral campaign, extra personnel and equipment hired for the computerized unit 

centers, vote-counting machine maintenance, among other items. ' 

c. The Automated Vote-Counting 

Many of the CSE's authorities interviewed on December 4, 5, and 6 (the Automation Commission 

President, the General-Director, the Vote-Counting Machines Manager, among others) expressed their 

disagreement with the use of vote-counting machines. They considered that the best solution would have 

been to revert to voting machines. These affirmations were made after the elections, when some 

information about the machines' performances were already available. 

An operations manager was assigned by the CSE to each municipality or state where automated 

polling was to take place. Unfortunately, no one succeeded in finishing the work using the automated 
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computational system. In every case, it was necessary to use the manual totaling system. Furthennore, 

the systems were not compatible among themselves (data fonnat, data processing center structure, etc.). 

The following excerpts from major Venezuelan newspapers illustrate the harsh criticisms levied 

against the computer system: 

In a report from the newspaper El Gloho (Dec. 2, p 7), Dr. Chang asserted: 

.. One has to keep in mind one thing. The CSE was going to acquire one thousand 
voting machines to use them, in trial mode, in various centers, during this Sunday 
process (12103). Thank Gad that by lack of resources we couldn't acquire them! It 
would have been terrible, since the CSE is not prepared neither technically nor 
professionally for that experiment. " 

The EL Universal newspaper, (Dec. 4, p.I-19), stated: 

"On elections of EI Hatillo, Barota and Chacao the automated quick counting system 
is the major loser. The practice of the City Halls of the municipalities of EI Hatillo, 
Chacao and Barota has left manifest the entire inefficiency of the automatic quick 
counting system, that was given a trial by CSE in the Municipal elections . .. The 
system seems to have been self-sabotaged, the machines didn't work, the diskettes for 
storing information didn't arrive on time when the polling units were closed, as was the 
case in the Unidad Educativa Nacional Conopoima, in EI Hatillo ... In Unidad 
Educativa Nacional Juan Manuel Cagigal, the only machine took 3 and half hours to 
poll 250 votes for Governor, without taking into account the House of Representatives, 
which needed a second machine reading in addition to revision by hand . .. ". 

The newspaper El Nacional, (Dec. 4) continued the criticism: 

"Polling machines didn't work at EI Hatillo ... None of the polling machines that were 
committed to the voting centers of EI Hatillo has worked, informed the Mayor of that 
locality, Mercedes de Silva 

According to the information available, the machines couldn't be put to work in the 
State of Nova Sparta, and in the municipality of Barota, only one was activated, at the 
polling center located in Arturo Michelenea school, Urbanizacion La Trindad 

A iming at quickening the counting of votes, the CSE allocated 16 machines for an 
equal number of voting centers in the municipality [Barota} . .. The artifacts, reported 
the Mayor, rejected the paper ballots and the trial failed once more. The Electoral 
Council of that locality had once more to proceed to counting the votes by hand .. 

El Universal (Dec. 5, p. \- 10): 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 



I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

Venezuela 
Election Technology Assessment 
December. 1995 

.. It is worthwhile to mention that although Nueva Sparta was a pilot center for 
automation, the computerized polling systems did not work and the outcome will be 
know after the main Electoral Council counts each one of the electoral ballots . .. 

In El Nacional (Dec. 6), the journal informed: 

"Enrique Yespica [President of the CSE] admilled . .. failure of polling machines was 
due to lack of management . .. He didn't discard sabotage with the polling machines .. 
. . Over the defective behavior of the polling machines, Enrique Yespica observed that 
this was due to "lack of management. " Furthermore, he did not discard that it could 
have been sabotage, adding that is doing the corresponding investigations . .. 

The newspaper 2001, (Dec. 6), brings the following headline and text: 

d. 

.. Yespica did not want to admit that the plan failed .. 

"CSE does not discard possible sabotage in the automation process . .. The President 
of the organization announced that the mailer is being investigated and that there will 
be sanctions against those responsible, once it is known that there was neglect by those 
in charge of the subject." 

Comments and Recommendations 

Page 32 

The 1995 Venezuelan regional elections were conducted with fairness and transparency. 

However, the high abstention rate was somewhat higher to the 1992 election.level. Some possible causes 

may include strong disbelief in political institutions and the serious economic crisis that the country is 

undergoing. 

The mix-system of popular representation (uninominal and proportional) is the most advanced in 

Latin America, by making representatives more responsible before the community which they represent. 

On the surface, the Venezuelan democratic system appears to embrace multiparty-representation, but the 

I electoral results demonstrates a return to the two party system. Society may lack a complete 

understanding of the country's electoral system. Nonetheless, independent candidates can potentially 

I break into party-machines by resorting to groups of voters. This characteristic was widely used during the 

elections, registering some 377 groups of voters. 

I 
I 
I 

Participation of non-governmental organizations in the electoral process was widespread, which 

was considered a triumph for national observation efforts. For example, &cuela de Vecinos acquired 
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enormous credibility within the community because, among other things, it used modem and reliable 

observation techniques and had a suitable organizational structure in the civic education area. 

The vote-counting automation technology that was used in 1992 elections proved to be inadequate 

and unreliable. In the districts where it was installed, electoral results were not announced on municipal 

and state levels. The most important reason was probably that the same technology requires several 

operational conditions to the detriment of the election environment (i.e., voting or counting). The printing 

and ballot cutting depended exclusively on the foreign manufacturer. The ink was also imported. 

Furthermore, the stamps on the reverse side of the ballot prompted incorrect results. 

The applicative software developed in Clipper 5.02, proved to be unreliable for operation, and 

various results were lost during the counting. Equipment, which had not been used for 3 years, had not 

been conditioned for current use. Most of these were damaged during the most recent operation. As a 

result, the majority of vote-counting was conducted by hand, promoting skepticism in the entire project. 

The CSE, represented by its General Director, openly opposed the use of this king of technology. Instead, 

it supports the method of electronic vote. 

Contacts were realized to promote dialogues between CSE's General Directoty and IFES to 

provide technologies in training and civic education areas, as well as in automated voting procedures. 

IFES should attempt to arrange a visit by the CSE's General Director to its Washington headquarters to 

discuss proposals for acquiring modem electoral technology. 

Furthermore, IFES should increase communication with Escuela de Vecinos, whose approach to 

consolidate an efficient structure for electoral observation showed great potential. The high degree of 

prestige that this entity currently has in the community is an enormous asset that should be utilized in 

order to enhance Venezuelan democracy. 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 



I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

Venezuela 
Election Technology Assessment 
December, 1995 

APPENDIX I - COLLECTED MATERIALS 

A. 

B. 

C. 

D. 

Preliminary Results 

Ballot Samples 
-Governor and Legislative Assembly 
-Mayor, Councillors, Parochial Boards 

Tally Sheets 
-Installation Sheet 
-Scrutiny Sheet 

CSE Civic Education Materials 
-Pamphlet; Steps to Vote 
-Manuals 
a. Voting Procedures 
b. Scrutiny Procedures 
c. Who are our representatives? 

Page 34 



I' 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

APPENDIX I - COLLECTED MATERIALS 

B. BALLOT SAMPLES 
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C. TALLY SHEETS 
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- CONSEJO ACTA Nro.: 
SUPREMO 
EU:;CTORAL CENTRO DE VQTACION: 

ACTA DE INSTALACION ESlADD: MUNICIPIO: 

PARROQUIA: 

En iii C. .. cUd (0 PobIaeiOnl rle~_" _____________________________________________________ _ 

~ diaD2_' _________ ""oo ___________ de m.1I N~!O$ NO~la y _____ siendo IUt'.>4"--_____ &.e 'e~ieron los C~da!'lOS: 

~ MIEMBAOS DE LA MESA 

APELLIDOS Y NOMBRES CeDULA DE IDENTIDAD PARTIDO POLITICO 

Deslgnaclos por \a Junta Electoral Municipal~ ____ ---' ___________ para Inl8gra. 18 MesD Electoral Nro~_' ___ del Centro do VOlaci6n~ 

• • C6digo Nro. _________ de Ia Parroquia: _____________________________________________ _ 

n, ~ue ~~na on ., ~al de: ______________________________________________________ _ 

D .. ~!2_, ____________________________________________________________ _ 

, " los M~mOro. 00 '\a Mesa de~co C Crudadano: _____________________________________________ _ 

par, Qua actuar. como Director, miantras so instalaba Ie Masa, Saguidamenll al Oirectot dadara QUG an al AeIQ de Instaa-clOn de Ie 1.1.,. ..taban .. 
~seM": ------------------7.0c.O:;c-----------------(en "Ira.) (lin numerosj 

Miombtos y proc:ediO II examiner las Ct'GdenciaJes. las eualas fueron aneontradas conlormll. 

EI Diractor declaro que, de 8cuerdo con 81 A!'t1Culo 55 de Is Ley Qrganica de Su1raglo. ,a proeeda II e~ir po. mayoria 8bsoluta al Prosident. de III Mesa, ~diantll votaQ6n 

HCreta II individual. EI Oirllctor nombro a. Ciudad;no~s_· _____________________ como Escrulaoor para examinar 101 VOIO. dIl5PU'S QUII 

loa h!lblDra recoloctado 01 s.crotarlO. 

Sa proc:.dio •• legir al Pr.sidenta de Ia Mesa. obton~ndose III .iguiOl"ltli rliSUltadd.tI 

APELUOQS Y NQMBRES NUMEAQS DE VOTOS NUMERO DE VQTOS (eI"! letras) 

VOTOS NUlOg!· 

Sa deel4:lrc) PrasidenlO de 14:1 Mil ... al Ciudadano~8 ______________________________________________ _ 

EI Secrataflo ae iii Mesa nornbrado pot ta Junta Eleclofal Munitioal as al Ciudadano\' ___________________ C.1. _~ __________ _ 

OEI aeu.fdo COlI III ArticulO 55 dEl Ia LElY Otganica del Sufragio al Preslc!enllt elec;tO prestO juramento antEl III Cuerpo II 105 dema. Miembtos Y aI Secratario. 

" Da inmec:\lato declaro soIElmn.mente instalada la MEISS ElEIctoral y de eonfofmidad firman: 

PRESIDENTE 

MIEMBRO 

MIEMBAO 

M1EMBRO 

MIEMSRO 

SECRETARIO 

" SELLO DE LA MESA 

ORIGINAL: Junta Electoral Principal. (Dentro del Sabre No 2) 
IMPORTANTE: Para lIenar la presente Acta. sirvnse leer la G~Ia de Llenado al reverso del Qulntuplicado (cuarta copia). 



Acla do la Mosa No. SELLO DE 

c,e~ 
RECEPCION 

Contro de VOlaci6n: I 
ACTA DE ESCRUTIHIO ESlado: Municipio: 

Parroquia: 
Circuilo No. No. de Electoros Inscritos: 

-" 

En la Mesa N;_' __ para Eloclores cuyas Cedulas lorminon e;' ___ En la Ciudad (0 Poblaci6n) d~~ I 
01 die 03 do Diciombro do mil novocionlos novenla y cinco, una vel cerrado el 

proceso do Volaci6n realizado en eSla Mesa Etecloral, so inici6 et Proceso do Escnstinio. 

CanHdad de Electores que vOlaron segun Cuaderno de VOlaci6n "I I I I 
(.., .. ,,~.) 

Numero de Belelas depo$,ladas en Ia Uma "I I I I 
(Oft lou •• ) 

I 
Numoro de Votos Nulos -I I I I 

JT!' "'ftC> 
( ... Iou··1 

VUIU: :» I 
SIOlAS leOD .N'VOTOS CANTIDAD DE VOl ; ",;;;;;;,,) 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

TOTALVoTOS VAUDOS I I I 
, .. Ob$(lrvaciooes: 
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D. CSE CIVIC EDUCATION MATERIALS 
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Una 80leta para e1egir Got>emador y 
Diputados a la Asamblea Legislativa 

Votanls con dos Bolew, 
cada una con grupos de 
tres (3) taIjelaS. 

La otta Soleta es para elegir: Alcalde, 
Concejales y Juntas panoquiales. 

Re1lena el dvalo en una sola taIjeta para 
elegir Gobemador. No se elegiri en e1 
lJistrito Federal. 

Rellena el 6valo en una sola taIjeta para elegir 
Diputado Uninominal a la Asamblea Legislativa. 
No so e1egimn en eI Distrito Federal 

I ~e: eI 6valo en una sola taIjeta para elegir I 

Rellena el ovalo en una sola taIjeta para elegir 
e1 Conccjal de tu Circuito 

Rellena el dvalo en una sola tarjeta para elegir 
Juntas Parroquiales 

Tambi~n podr.is realizar distintas combinaciones con las 
diferentes opciones presentadas. siempre que sea una tarjeta 
para Gobemador. Diputados por Lisia a la Asamblea 
Legisiativa, DipUtado Uninominal a la "A.samblea Legislativa 
y atta para Alcalde, Concejales y Junw Parroquiales. 



SClTcla rif) 

L/cna cl "Acta de Votnci6n" en original y Ires 
(3) «('ria .... durillJlL' cI Proceso de Votacioll. 

Ilccibc dcl Micmbro "/I" la Cedula de 
Idclllidad dcl ".Ieclnr. 

Ubica al Elector CII el "euaderno de 
Votncion", de ilcucrdo 31 n(lInero de la p6ginn 
y 1<1 linl'a illdicmlo pOl' cI Miclllbro "1\.", 

Vl'l'ifiC:J L'Il .:1 "Cuaderno de Votacioll" cl 
Iltlllll'l'O de Cedula de Identidnd del Elector. 

Allola ell cl "Cuademo de Votaci6n", los 
nll1l1erOS ue las peslar1as de las Bole!as 
Eloctomle, dictad", por el Miembro "c. 

Entrega al Miembro "E" la Ccdula de 
Idclltidad dcl Elector. 

Indica :11 Flertol' qlle se dirija al Miembro "E". 

f)('·(iiPlIl'.I.i: qll(, l" Elector hn Vola do: 

Illdica al Elector que debe colocar la huella 
. dnct ilar dl.' SlI pulgaI' derecho en el sitio que Ie 

cOI"n:spllntlc l'lI el"l'uadcrno dl! Votaci6n", 

ie.st:lIll"a l'I sdlo "YOlO" ell el "Cuademo de 
Vol;:It,:it'lII" L'II /a linc" {lliC cOITc:;;pondc al 
Eleclor. 

AI Finali7.ar el Proceso de Votacinn, 
estampa el selio "NO ASISTlO", en el 
uCuaderno de Votaci6n" en el sitio asignHllo 
a los Electores que no asistieron. 

Custodia los Sellos de "YOTO" y "NO 
ASISTIO" Y el correspondiente a la Mesa 
Electoral: igllahnente la tinta indeleble y el 
sol vente, Deja para uso de la Mesa el Selio 
"NULO" y la altnohadilla, 

Concluida fa Votacion terl11ina de IIen:lr el 
"/leta de Votaci6n", 

Dislribuyc las copias del "Acta de Instalaci';n" 
entre los Miembros Representlantes de los 
Partidos Politicos de la siguiente manera: 
Segunda copia AD 
Tercera copia COPEI 
ellarta copia La Causa R 

ES MUY IMPORT ANTE QUE TODOS 
LOS PASOS PREVISTOS PARA 
REALIZAR EL PROCESO DE 
VOT ACION SE CUMPLA EN FORMA 
ORDENADA Y SERIA. 

DI~i~g~~~ GENERAL SECTORIAL DE INFORMACION ELECTORAL 
011 DE ANALlSI5 POLITICO 

ELECCIONES REGIONALES 
1995 

PROCESO DE 
VOTACION 

Caracas, noviembre 1995, 

- -- ----------------



-------------------
IMPORTANTE: UNA VEZ TERMINADO EL ESCRUTINIO Y 
LEVANTADA EL ACTA RESPECTIVA, EL PRESIDENTE DE 
LA MESA REMITIRII, A THAVES DE LOS EFECTIVOS DEL 
PLAN I<EPUBLICA REGIONAL 111,95, EL SOBRE N" 1 AL 
C.S.E, EL SOBRE N' 2 A LA JUNTA ELECTORAL 
PRINCIPAL Y EL SOBRE N' 3 A LA JUNTA ELECTORAL 
MUNICIPAL 

VUTOS NULOS PARA LA s..a::co'l ESPEU'CA: 

.' ~ TAR..ETA R.E IMRCAt\I\ PARA ESA s..a::co'l 

.' OOS 0 rMS TAR..ETAS IMRCAt\I\S POR IlfBBlIES 

CA/£OI\TOS 

.' LA OCXEi'A El.ECTClW.. ESTA M.I1l.AD'. PERCBOO SU VALCR 

NU1l'M TI'vO PARA ESA s..a::co'l 

EN ESTOS CASOS SE DEBE ESTAM'AR EL SEUUD M.LO EN LAS 

TAR..ETASAFECTAllAS DE t-uJ:WJ 

VUTOS NULOS PARA TCJOI\S LAS B..E<X:1ClS: 

.,/-10 lE'.EN ELSEUUD DE LA M;SA 

.,~ TAR..ETADE~s..a::co'lR.EMARCADA. 

.' OOS 0 rMS TARETAS IMRCAt\I\S POR IlfBBlIES 

CA/£OI\TOS PARA TCJOI\SLAS~ 

.' LA OCXEi'A El.ECTClW.. ESTA M.I1l.AD'. PERCBOO SU VALCR 

NU1l'M TI'vO PARA TCJOI\S LAS B..E<X:1ClS 

EN ESTOS CASOS, SE DEBE ESTAM'AR EL SEUUD "IUD' DEL 

NS1R'uMONTO DEVOTACON,PORMBo\SCARAS., 

SECUENCIA DE ESCRUTlNIO 

<DlERIWJCR 
rFJTAOOS A LAS ASAMlLEA 

l.B3SLATlVA ~ 

llPJTAOOS A LA ASAMlLEA 

l.B3SLATlVA USTA 

AlCALDE 

c:x:H:e\l.ES 

.u;rAPARR:lQlAAL 

ES MUY IMPORTANTE QUE TODOS lOS 
PASOS PREVISTOS PARA REALIZAR EL 
ESCRUTINIO SE CUMPLAN EN FORMA 
ORDENADA Y SERIA 

DIRECCION DE INFORMACION ELECTORAL. 
DIRECCION DE ANALISIS POLITICO. 

ELECCIONES 
REGIONALES 1995 

PROCESODE 
ESCRUTINIO 

Caracas, Noviembre 1995 



fODER EJECUTIYO 

Presidente de w Republica: Dr. Rqfael Caldera 

PODER LEG/SLAT/VO 

Camara del Senado: Dr. Eduardo Goml1. T. 

Camara de Diputados: Dr. Cannelo Lauria 

Senadores ••.•••...•.••.•• 48 
102 Diputados Uninominales ..• 

Diputados USIII .••••.•.•• 
Diputados Asamblea U •••.• 
Diputados Asamblea L .•... 
Total Diputados Asamblea 

87 
196 
174 
370 

MINISTROS DEL GABINETE 

Relaclones Interior,,' 
Relac/ones Ex/triorts 
}usticla 
Hacienda 
De/ensa 
f'omento 
Educacl6n 
Sanldad 
Familia 
Agrlcullura y CrliJ 
Trabajo 
Transporte y Comunlcaclones 
EnergiDy Minas 
Amhltntt 
Desarrollo Urbano 
SecrelllrliJ de 10 Presldenclil 
Coord/naeMn y Plan(jlcacl6n 
Edo. para 10 INscentralltllcl4n 
Edn, para la ReformD de 10 JUlIenlud 
(.'fellcla y Tecn%gfa 
Rdn, para Asunlos Fronltrlz.os 
O.ndna Cenlral de bifonnocl6n 
Corpotllrismo 
Fondo de Inven/ontl 
C.O.P.R.B. 

RamOn EscoJltll' Salom 
Miguel A. Bure/ll R. 
Rubin Crtlztms 
Lull R. Malol Az:6car 
Molsls Orotco Gra/erm 
Werner Corrales 
Antonio luis C4rdenos 
Cmtos Walter 
Mercedes Pulido 
RaUl AI'gret 
Junn Ntpomuceno Garrido 
Ciro zOo 
Edwin l. Ant,ta VaI,ra 
Roberto PIn:. Lecuna 
Francisco Urdalltla 
Antlrl. Cald,ra PI<lri 
Lull Carlos Palacios 
losl G.Andu= 
Marla del PYa,. Romero 
Guido Arna! A "010 
Pompeyo Mdrquer. 
GuUltrmo A/~urt[ n~1.!are, 
llernan Luis SorlDno 
Cnrlo. BtrnDrd~ 
Rlctudo Combe/ltll ------ -

MAXIMO ORGAN1SMO RECTOR 
DE LOS PROCESOS 

ELECTORALES 

INTEGRANTES 

PRESIDI!NTE: Dr. Enrique Y~ica. 

ler. VICI!PRl!SIDI!NTE: Dr. Rafael Lander Rodriguez. 

ldo. VICI!PRESIDI!NTE: Dr. lose Azp1irua Rio •. 

MIEMBROS: 

Dr. isaias Barnol. lndependiente 

Dr. 10rge Dugarte Contreras lndependiente 

Dr. Miguel Murillo Font 

Dr. David Morales Bello 

lng. ndemaro Martinez 

Dr. Andres Delmont 

Dr. Miguel L6pez Rniz 

lng. IVM Esquerre 

lndependiente 

AD 

COPEI 

CAUSAR 

CONVERGENClA 

MAS 

SECRETARlA GENERAL: 

Dra. Sobcll. Mejias Lizz", (Eoe.) 

Representant.s 
Dr. Godofredo Marh. (URD. ORA) 
Diliinul_ z Hiiliidez~. tvtylNI_ 

cre. , 
DIRECCION GENERAL SECTORlAL 
INFORMAcYON ELECTORAL 
DIRECCIOWDE PROGRAMAS EDUCATIVOS 

Caracas, i 995 
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APPENDIX II - BIBLIOGRAPHY AND INTERVIEWS 

I. NATIONAL COMPUTER SYSTEMS - SYSTEM INSTALLATION GUIDE FOR OPSCAN' 5 

SCANNER - OPERATION AND SETUP - SEPTEMBER, 1990 

2. SUPREME ELECTORAL COUNCIL - LEYES ELECTORALES - 1995 

3. SUPREME ELECTORAL COUNCIL - SISTEMAS ELECTORALES - 1995 

4. SUPREME ELECTORAL COUNCIL - SISTEMA DE PARTIDOS POLITICOS EN VENEZUELA -

1995 

5. SUPREME ELECTORAL COUNCIL - MANUAL DE AUTOINSTRUCION PARA LOS MIEMBROS 

DE LAS MESAS - ELECCIONES REGIONALES ELECTIONS PARA GOBERNADORES, 

DlPUTADOS, ALCALDES, CONCEJALES E MIEMBROS DE LAS JUNTAS PARROQUIALES­

DICIEMBREJI995 

6. SUPREME ELECTORAL COUNCIL - SISTEMA DE TOTALIZACION REGIONAL 

AUTOMATIZADO SISTOT - CETRE - MANUAL DE USUARIO - ELECCIONES REGIONALES­

DICIEMBREJI995 

7. SUPREME ELECTORAL COUNCIL - SISTEMA DE TOTALIZACION AUTOMATIZADO -

CETRE'95 - MANUAL DE PROCEDIMIENTOS - ELECCIONES REGIONALES - DlCIEMBRE 1995 

8. SUPREME ELECTORAL COUNCIL - ELECTORAL GENERAL DIRECTOR - ROBERTO 

CHANG MOTA -INTERVIEW 

9. SUPREME ELECTORAL COUNCIL - VOTING-COUNTING MACHINES DIRECTION - VICTOR 

SILVA -INTERVIEW 

10. SUPREME ELECTORAL COUNCIL - SPECIAL PROJECTS DIRECTION - JUDITH MURILLO -

INTERVIEW 

I I. SUPREME ELECTORAL COUNCIL - PRESIDENT - DR ENRIQUE vESPICA 

12. VENEVISION - COMUNIDAD 1995 

13. SUPREME ELECTORAL COUNCIL - SISTEMA DE TOTALIZACION Y ADJUDICACION PARA 

GOBERNADORES, DlPUT ADOS A LAS ASAMBLEAS LEGISLA TIV AS, ALCADES, CONCEJALES Y 

JUNTAS PARROQUIALES - ELECCIONES 1995 - NOVIEMBRE' 1995 

14. SUPREME ELECTORAL COUNCIL - ACTIVIDADES A REALIZAR PARA LAS ELECCIONES DE 

GOBERNADORES, ASAMBLEAS LEGISLATIVAS. ALCALDES, CONCEJALES Y JUNTAS 

PARROQUIALES EN DlCIEMBRE DE 1995 

15. SUPREME ELECTORAL COUNCIL - EVOLUCION HISTORICA DEL SISTEMA ELECTORAL 

VENEZOLANO - 1936-1995 

16. SUPREME ELECTORAL COUNCIL - RELACION PRELIMINAR DE CARGOS A ELEGIR -

ELECCIONES 1995 

17. SUPREME ELECTORAL COUNCIL - ELECCIONES 1995 - PERFIL 
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APPENDIX III - STATISTICAL DATA 

I. Political Geographic Division 

FEDERAL DISTRICT 
STATES 
MUNICIPALITIES 
PAROCHIAL BOARDS 

II. Posts To Be Elected 

GOVERNORS 
MAYORS 
COUNCILLORS 
MEMBERSOFPAROCH~BOARDS 

TOTAL POSTS 

Ill. Electoral Structure 

POLLING STATIONS 
POLLING TABLES 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES ELECTORAL CIRCUITS 
COUNCILLORS' ELECTORAL CIRCUITS 

IV. Electorate 

VENEZUELAN VOTERS 
FOREIGN VOTERS 
TOTAL VOTERS 

V. Candidates 

GOVERNORS 
UNINOMINAL DEPUTIES 
DEPUTIES LIST 
MAYOR 
COUNCILLORS (APPROXIMATED INDEX) 
PAROCHIAL BOARDS (APPROXIMATED INDEX) 
TOTAL CANDIDATES 

VI. Election Data 

VALID VOTES 
NULL VOTES 
VOTES CAST 
NATIONAL POLITICAL PARTIES 
REGIONAL POLITICAL PARTIES 
GROUPS OF VOTERS 
POLLWORKERS 

SOURCE: Supreme Electoral Council - 1995 Elections Profile 
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