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Titel  

Title 
 
If you’re not a Chavista – you’re not a revolutionary  
- A study of social movements in the political process in Venezuela 
 
 
Sammanfattning 

Abstract 
 
Hugo Chavez came to power in Venezuela 1999 and has since then worked for a socialistic revolution 
in the country. He and his political process have attracted a lot of attention internationally and the views 
have been as divided as the political climate is in Venezuela today. There is a polarized situation with 
mainly two parts; the people who supports Chavez’ process and the opposition who contains mainly 
people from the upper middle class and works for a politic to the right. The government as well as the 
opposition has been accused to drive up the sensitive climate which consequences are a situation where 
most political discussions ends up in a discussion for or against Chavez.  
 
Venezuela is not the only Latin American country where social and political revolutions take place and 
it’s therefore highly relevant to question whether such a polarized climate is an unavoidable 
consequence of such processes. How is it possible to work politically in this situation and is it possible 
to work without necessarily take a stand for or against Chavez, but to create a discourse outside this 
black and white spectrum? 
 
In this study, the focus is social movements and how they experience and analyze the political situation 
in Venezuela and the possibilities to work politically here. The study is based on interviews with people 
involved in social movements in Venezuela, from a field study made within the SIDA financed program 
Minor Field Studies. The informants come from the Chavez movement which is a big popular movement 
but also from an anarchist group who works free-standing from the government as well as the 
opposition. On the basis of a discourse analysis approach, focus has been on how they construct and 
create different pictures of the process and how they through that position themselves and their group 
and which consequences this get.   
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Introduction 
If you ask someone what has been happening politically in Venezuela for the last 

decade, the kind of answer you get are most likely going to depend upon who you 

ask. The interpretations of the political history is divided and the perspectives 

conflicting. But no matter the outlook, the leading character in the story will probably 

be Hugo Chavez, the present Venezuelan president. He is indeed a person that triggers 

strong feelings and he has attracted a lot of attention for his radical socialist politics 

that are critical of the global neo-liberal agenda. Intellectuals like Noam Chomsky and 

Eduardo Galeano, among many other writers, musicians and politicians, have 

pronounced their support for Chavez through a declaration entitled "If I were a 

Venezuelan, I would vote for Hugo Chavez”.1 At the same time, Chavez has been 

subject to a lot of criticism, mostly from the opposition in Venezuela but also from 

Latin American as well as Western media. The most controversial example is perhaps 

the American Christian broadcaster Pat Robertson who meant that U.S should 

assassinate Chavez and that he is a left-wing populist with close ties to Cuban 

President Fidel Castro, who tries to make Venezuela "a launching pad for Communist 

infiltration and Muslim extremism all over the continent."2  

Hugo Chavez has a past in the military and it was also within the military he started 

to form the party MVR. During the second half of the 1970s and all of the 1980s they 

traveled around Venezuela to mobilize this movement. With his own words; 
 

In 1994 there were elections for governors and mayors; we realized that 

armed struggle was not at all appropriate: We began to look at ways of 

breaking the stranglehold of the neoliberal governors. We decided to run in 

the elections, put forward Bolivarian candidates, explain our ideas, and 

establish the Bolivarian movement in every town and village. We traveled 

around the whole country.3 

 

They had not only the governors to fight against but also, in relation to other 

developing countries, a big middle class was benefited by the country’s oil industry 

and preferred the then government. Despite the campaigns, it was not until 1998 that 

Chavez was able to implement his ideological ideas in practice. During this year, he 

won the elections with almost 60 percent of the votes and could finally start to realize 

the Bolivarian revolution.4 One of the most important things, which have also been a 

cornerstone in his politics, was the writing of the new constitution that was established 

                                       
1 Jardim, Claudia, Brazilian Intellectuals and Artists Declare Support for Venezuela's Chavez, 

www.venezuelaanalysis.com 
2 CNN, Robertson: U.S. should assassinate Venezuela's Chavez, www.cnn.com 
3 Aleida Guevara, Chavez – An interview with Hugo Chávez, (New York, 2005), p. 18-19 
4 “Bolivarian” in reference to revolutionary leader Simon Bolivar, born in Venezuela. He led the fight for 

independence from Spain against in Venezuela among many other South American countries.  
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in 1999, approved by a popular referendum.5 This little blue book is sold everywhere 

in the streets and people involved in the Chavez movement proudly keeps it in their 

pockets or bags to have it close at hands. The new constitution didn’t just officially 

added “Bolivarian” to the name of the country; “Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela”, but 

also made changes to the structure of Venezuela’s government and responsibilities. 

The indigenous people rights are noticed and the use of native languages is given 

official status for native people.6 There are also several articles which guarantee the 

right to free health care, education, freedom of demonstrations and there’s a 

pronounced demand that; “Public assets and services are the property of the state and 

shall not be privatized”.7 The journalist and writer Ralph. T. Niemeyer maintain that the 

new laws limited the influence of the business elite “who until then had dominated the 

country’s politics for decades.”8 In many ways the constitution can be seen as enable a 

widening of democracy, many of the articles handle this subject in different ways. 

Article 62 for example states that; “All citizens have the right to participate freely in 

public affairs, either directly or through their elected representatives”.9 Or article 68 

which says; “Citizens have the right to demonstrate […] The use of firearms and toxic 

substances to control peaceful demonstrations is prohibited.”10 At the same time critics 

has also been pointed against the constitution, or rather against an appointment law 

that were added 2002. The Swedish Ministry for Foreign Affairs writes in a report on 

Human Rights that this law deprived the civil society the right to participate in the 

appointments to official positions in the National Assembly as well as the positions in 

the Supreme Court. This has lead to a situation where Chavez’ party and their allied 

controls both the committee and the parliament. In other word, that would rather 

mean a restriction of democracy. The Human Rights report also maintains that the 

military have proportionately too much power. 11  

More than 70 % of the Venezuelan population lives in poverty, many of these 

people in the poor planned shantytowns on the outskirts of the towns, without access 

to education or health care. This fact can seem strange considering the fact that 

Venezuela is the fifth largest oil producer of OPEC, but the incomes from the oil 

                                       
5 Ralph. T. Niemeyer, Under Attack – Morning Dawn in Venezuela, (Lincoln, 2004), p. 3-6  
6 Constitucion de la Republica Bolivariana de Venezuela, Article 9 (Note: My translation, original quote 

in Spanish) 
7 Constitucion de la Republica Bolivariana de Venezuela, Article 84 (Note: My translation, original quote 

in Spanish) 
8 T. Niemeyer, p. 3 
9 Constitucion de la Republica Bolivariana de Venezuela, Article 62 (Note: My translation, original quote 

in Spanish) 
10 Constitucion de la Republica Bolivariana de Venezuela, Article 68 (Note: My translation, original quote 

in Spanish) 
11 The Swedish Ministry for Foreign Affairs, Mänskliga rättigheter i Venezuela 1994, 

www.manskligarattigheter.gov.se, p. 7 
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industry has not been fairly divided.12 Even though PDVSA, the national oil company is 

state owned, much of the oil profits go to private industries. Since PDVSA don’t extract 

oil on its own, the constitution that seems to promote nationalization in fact makes it 

easier for liberations for the private industries. PDVSA acts as an umbrella company for 

the private foreign subsidiaries and therefore the state doesn’t have a lot of control 

over the contracts. 1997 when the established political and rich class realized that their 

time would be up, they quickly executed agreements with major international 

companies, which had led to the present situation where PDVSA is bounded for the 

next decades to unfavorable deals that most profit the companies.13 

If the oil isn’t fairly divided neither is the land; of the 35 millions acres of land, only 

five families own 24 million, while 700 000 families share the rest.14 To change this 

social situation, the next cornerstones in Chavez’ process have been the “Misiones”; 

several social reform programs in different areas as education, health care, land 

reforms, food distribution. For example, an agreement with the Cuban government 

made 13 000 Cuban doctors come to Venezuela to work at medical station where 

people never before had enjoyed health care system. In the education area, reform 

programs have been directed to schools for children as well as for education for 

adults. While the Venezuelan government claims that Venezuela in September 2005 

was free from analphabetism, there has been criticism against the different programs 

for not leading to clear and sustainable results.15  

Chavez politics has however not been conducted without opposition against it 

which became obvious in 2002 when a failed state coup happened in April. Chavez 

got arrested and Pedro Carmona, president of Fedecámaras, was installed as a 

president.16 The coup led to riots where parts of the military and the Pro Chavez 

movement refused to support Carmona and finally Chavez was restored to power after 

47 hours.  Later the same year, opposition leaders called for a nation-wide strike and 

millions of people walked out of their jobs, including workers at PDVSA. People 

where killed in demonstrations that were held in favor of the strikes and the oil export 

halted. Since half of the state’s income stems from oil industry, the strike hit not only 

the economy but also the budget for 2003. Unemployment increased to 27% under this 

period and there was also inflation. A couple of months after the strike was over, 

Chavez said that he would abide by the results of a referendum on the future on his 

presidency but a referendum didn’t take place until August in 2004 when Chavez got 

nearly 60 percent of the votes.  

                                       
12 T. Niemeyer, p. 33 
13 T. Niemeyer, chapter 7 
14 T. Niemeyer, p. 21 
15 The Swedish Ministry for Foreign Affairs, p. 9-10 
16 Fedecámaras stands for Federación de Cámaras y Asociaciones de Comercio y Producción de 

Venezuela (The Venezuelan Federation of Chambers of Commerce) 
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The political climate has under the power of Chavez been more and more 

polarized between Chavistas and the opposition. Media has been a great contributing 

factor to this situation since it from both sides stands for very biased perspectives. 

Chavez faced a situation where private media constituted 95 percent of all mediums 

which of a majority are owned by the predominantly white and middle class 

opposition. 17  As a reaction against this, Chavez has worked to establish Telesur with 

the goal to transmit it all over Latin America. While the Venezuelan government 

accuses the opposition media for lying and spread false information about the 

Bolivarian process, the opposition accuses Telesur for spreading state propaganda and 

they also claim that all staff in Telesur is in the political position of the president.18  

The political discussions about Venezuela often end up in discussions for or against 

Chavez and the government. The more polarized the political climate gets, the more 

sensitive it becomes on a personal level whether one take a stand for or against. So 

how is it possible for people involved in social movements to work in this climate? 

Maybe the most relevant and important question is to ask if it’s possible to work 

politically without necessarily take a stand for or against Chavez, but to create a 

discourse outside the black and white spectrum. Venezuela is not the only country in 

Latin America where socially and politically revolutions take place and it’s therefore 

highly relevant to question whether such a polarized climate is an unavoidable 

consequence of the processes. If the class difference in a country reduces, does it 

necessarily mean that the possibilities to democratic participation increases or can 

these possibilities at the same time decrease? Since “participation”, “revolution from the 

people” and “democracy” is so constantly recurring in the government’s rhetoric, it’s 

even more interesting to examine how this take place in the daily rounds of the 

political actors and people. 

Aim of the study and problem formulation 
The aim of the study is to, on the basis of interviews and interpretations of a discourse 

analytic approach; examine how people involved in different political movements 

experience the political climate which characterizes Venezuela. This broad aim of the 

study can be split into research questions as; how does the informants experience, 

describe and analyze the political situation? Which discourses are possible to discern 

on the basis of the informant’s speech and how are they created and constructed? 

Methodology 
The analysis is based upon interviews with informants who all are, in different ways, 

politically involved in social movements or groups in Venezuela. I spent six weeks in 

Venezuela with an attempt to get a better understanding of the political situation there. 

                                       
17 T. Niemeyer, p. 2 
18 Ian Bruce, Venezuela sets up ‘CNN rival’, http://news.bbc.co.uk  
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I had help trough finances as well as preparing courses by the SIDA financed program 

Minor Field Studies.19 During my stay in the country, I lived in a smaller town one hour 

from the capital Caracas. In this little city, the Chavez movement is very strong and 

popular and a lot of people engaged in political activities. There are several examples 

on how the social reforms from the Chavez government have been realized through 

participation from the citizens. I visited different Misiones as for example schools, 

medical stations, food programs to see how they functioned. Most of my time though, 

I spent on a political local radio station and joined them when they where reporting 

from various events, as for example demonstrations, manifestations and other political 

meetings. To get various perspectives, I was also in Caracas and talked to people 

involved in groups that where critical to the Chavez movement as well as to the 

opposition. Most of my time in Caracas, I spent on a social center, which was a place 

for education for children and adults but also a meeting point for an autonomous 

group. The group has an anarchist point of view and claim to be critical to the 

government as well as against the opposition. 

 

Methodological perspectives 
I have through the process used and been influenced by discourse analysis. It’s a 

method where theory and method are linked together and it’s also important to accept 

the basic philosophic premises to be able to use discourse analysis.  The method is 

based on a social constructionist perspective which is, referring to Burr, in Winther 

Jørgensen & Phillips described as characterized by four premises;  

• A critical attitude towards knowledge presented as obvious or natural 

• Our knowledge and the way we see the world are always influenced by culture 

and history, the social world are constructed socially and in a discursive way  

• A relation between knowledge and social processes 

• A relation between knowledge and social action  

In other words the social constructive perspective is an anti essential perspective, 

which means that the social world is seen as socially constructed and discursive.20 

A discourse are further described by Winther Jørgensen & Phillips as; “a certain 

way to speak about and understand the world (or parts of the world)”.21 A starting 

point for discourse analysis are that the way we speak is not a neutral reflecting of our 

surrounding world, our identities or social relations but that it’s playing an active role 

                                       
19 Minor Field Studies is a program aimed for students at university with the purpose to widen the 

knowledge about developing countries and developing issues. They mediate diplomas for field studies 

in developing countries as basis for a study. http://www.programkontoret.se for further information.  
20 Winther Jørgensen & Phillips, Diskursanalys som teori och metod, (Lund, 2000), p 11-12 Note: My 

translation, original quote in Swedish 
21 Winther Jørgensen & Phillips, p. 7 
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in the creation and changing of them. 22 The purpose of discourse analysis is not to 

find out if something is true or false but how it is produced and described as true or 

false. Sarah Mills cites Michel Foucault; “I want to discover how this choice of truth, 

inside which we are caught but which we are ceaselessly renew, was made – but also 

how it was repeated, renewed and displaced”.23  

Discourses are considered to be principally organized around practices of 

exclusion. Whilst what it is possible to say seems self-evident and natural, this 

naturalness is a result of what has been excluded, that which is almost unsayable. 

Discourses do not exist in a vacuum but are in constant conflict with other discourses 

and other social practices.24  

Mills describes how theorists after the collapse of Soviet Union wanted to develop 

an intellectual practice concerned to analyse the determinants of thinking and behavior 

in a more complex way than it is when using terms like ideology; 
 

For many working with a vulgar Marxist model, ideology implied a simplistic 

and negative process whereby individuals were duped into using conceptual 

systems which where not in their own interests. Discourse, because of its lack 

of alliance to a clear political agenda, offered a way of thinking about 

hegemony – people’s compliance in their own oppression – without assuming 

that individuals are necessarily simply passive victims of systems of thought.
25
 

 

In other word, discourse views people as neither trapped in a fixed structure nor 

completely independent to it on their own. Change is always a possibility, but the 

order of things is perceived as more fixed due to the naturalization of the discourse.  

Interviews 
I got in contact with the informants in the Chavez movement through a Latin American 

association in Sweden. The contact with the informants at the social center was taken 

at the internet from the beginning and then I visited their center. All the interviews I 

made with people there were made at the center. The other interviews were made in 

working places and in one of the informant’s home. Both men and women have 

participated in the interviews and there is great variety of age; the youngest informant 

was eighteen at the time of the interview and the oldest one sixty-two years old. All of 

them had studied in the university, various subjects but their family backgrounds are 

very different. The five informants are presented more detailed further on in the 

analysis.  

                                       
22 Winther Jørgensen & Phillips, p. 19 
23 Sara Mills, Discourse, (London, 1997), s. 19 
24 Mills, s. 12-18 
25Mills, s. 29-30 
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Within discourse theory inspired research, partly structured or unstructured interviews 

are the most common method. The purpose is that the informants should have more 

possibilities to steer the interview and make longer statements so the researcher can 

analyze the discursive patterns that comes up.26 I would define my interviews as partly 

structured since I under the interviews had different themes that revolved around 

personal situation, the situation in Venezuela, politics, social movements, democracy, 

gender equality, the past and the future. It can be relevant to discuss whether 

unavoidable leading questions are a problem, but within discourse analysis, it’s not 

considered that way, but as a part of the interview as interaction.27  

All the interviews was recorded and I have made transcriptions of all of them, 

questions as well as answers to be able to analyze it as a social interaction.  

I have trough my process used the ethical principles from the Swedish Council of 

Science.28 For example, I informed the informants in an early stage of how the 

interviews where going to be used; that the paper are going to be available in print 

and that they have the right to remain anonymous. I haven’t published names of cities, 

organizations or persons in cases where it could have led to an identifying.  

Limitations and difficulties 
My purpose was to examine the political situation in Venezuela through interviews 

with people from different political groups. There is an obvious division between two 

types of political actors in Venezuela and constantly people are speaking about these 

two parts as “Chavistas” and “the opposition” where the Chavistas are the groups who 

works for Chavez and the Bolivarian process and the opposition are the groups who 

are against this process. The oppositional groups contain mainly of people from the 

upper middle class and belong to the right wing. I have chosen not to interview 

people from the opposition with the main reason that the examination would grow to 

big for my task if I would focus at a further group as well. Since the neo liberal point 

of view is the dominant political perspective in most of the governments, global 

political institutions and bigger newspaper I found it more interesting to put focus on 

the reaction against this and therefore speak with people from the Chavez movements. 

Nevertheless I wanted a counterbalance to this perspective and I found this 

autonomous group as a more interesting alternative than the oppositional groups.  

Language has been a bit of a difficulty, since the informants’ mother tongue is 

Spanish and mine is Swedish. I speak some Spanish but I still used interpreters during 

the interviews. In one case, the informant’s English was good enough to carry on the 

interview in English. I felt that it was an advantage that I do speak some Spanish 

                                       
26 Winther Jørgensen & Phillips, p. 118 
27 Winther Jørgensen & Phillips, p. 120 
28 Vetenskapsrådet, Forskningsetiska principer inom humanistisk-samhällsvetenskaplig forskning, 

www.vr.se 
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because I did understand most of what the informants told me and trough that, also 

the parts that the interpreters ignored to translate or translated wrongly. Other 

problems connected to the fact that we speak different languages can be that nuances 

and underlying valuations in their language got loose because I don’t speak the 

language or have the feeling for it to be able to notice them.  

Methodological issues 
Winther Jørgensen & Phillips are discussing the relativism of discourse analysis. Since 

the method claims that all descriptions of the world are discursive constructions and 

just different versions, the researcher’s work are also just one version. They speak 

about reflexitivity as an answer to this starting point, in other words use the own 

theories at the research. The question how one as a researcher can know and motivate 

that ones own version are better than others do they answer with referring to 

Wetherell & Potter who means that relativism not weaken the academic standard or 

political importance. Even though one don’t accept the objectivist requirements doesn’t 

mean that every demand at validity are dejected. For example can the research play a 

role for the keeping or question of the power relations in society.29 Winther Jørgensen 

& Phillips also puts focus at the importance of reflecting over the power relations 

between researcher and informants. Even though I tried to give a much space for the 

informants to affect the interviews and expound their views, it’s me that interpret what 

is said and choose what to take in to the analysis.  

Background 
From the Zapatist movement in Mexico that 1994 stated “Ya Basta” – It’s enough; to 

the indigenous groups in Bolivia 2000 that fought against multinational water 

companies after privatizing of the water sector; to workers in Argentina that refused to 

agree that their employers would closure their workplaces but instead take over the 

factories and started cooperatives.  After several hundred years of repression against 

the people in Latin America; through colonization, military dictatorships and demands 

from economic global institutions and companies, people have had enough. All over 

Central and South America they are mobilizing against this oppression, against the 

negative sides of globalization and the neo liberal agenda. Many Articles and books 

have been published about this resistance to get attention from the surrounding world. 

Stories about the MTS - the landless workers in Brazil, indigenous people in Venezuela 

who are forced to move from their villages to make way for multinational companies’ 

extracting of oil, about farmers in Bolivia, Ecuador and Costa Rica fighting against 

privatizations, patent and trade agreements constituted by global undemocratic 

institutions where farmers in developing countries has absolutely no chance to affect 

the rules. But it was maybe first when the resistance and the opposition spread to the 

                                       
29 Winther Jørgensen & Phillips, p. 111 
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governments, that the surrounding world realized the power behind all these 

movements. New presidents walked in and changed the political agenda and refused 

to agree to the terms of IMF and the World bank; Lula in Brazil, Chavez in Venezuela, 

Morales in Bolivia among others. Suddenly, big politicians and president was invited to 

speak at World Social Forums, arenas that usually are reserved for grass root activists.  

The awareness of the colonial history is present in most social movements. In their 

declaration from the early nineties, the Zapatista National Liberation Army declares; 
 

We are a product of 500 years of struggle: first against slavery, then during the 

War of Independence against Spain led by insurgents, then to avoid being 

absorbed by North American imperialism, then to promulgate our constitution 

and expel the French empire from our soil, and later the dictatorship of 

Porfirio […] 30  

 

Arwid Lund identifies three central factors that he means has been contributing to the 

economic, social and cultural problem in Latin America for the past 500 years. The first 

one is the colonial exploitation, which that Europeans laid the foundations for, and the 

United States completed under the 19th and 20th century; “In both cases it has been 

about exploitation as well as dependence, based on a economic and social division 

between centre and periphery, between North and South.”31 The second factor is the 

division of land. The Latin American feudalism survived through the national liberty 

processes of the 19th century and most of the ruling classes, with exceptions in Mexico, 

Cuba and Nicaragua, also made it through the 20th century despite public and radical 

demands for land reforms and democracy. The third factor is described as the 

repression of the indigenous people.32 During the time for colonization in forms of 

extermination, in present time it’s more about the right to land, crops and culture.33 

To these factors, I would like to add various globalization processes, and maybe 

most of all the influence from global institutions as the World Bank and the 

International Monetary Fund. Both these institutions where founded with the purpose to 

create and promote a “free and extensive trade” from a neo liberal ideology. This has 

however been questioned, many organizations mean that it’s not a free trade it’s about, 

but a trade which benefits the already wealthy countries. IMF’s main task is to help 

states with payment difficulties, with short-term loans and with SAP, Structural 

Adjustment Policies. The World Bank lends money to developing countries and the 

                                       
30 Subcomandante Marcos, “Declaration of the Lacandón djungle” in Från Sydöstra Mexicos 

underjordiska berg, (red. Erik Gustafsson), (Stockholm, 2002), p. 65 (Note: My translation, original quote 

in Swedish) 
31 Arwid Lund, Myllrets revolt – Sociala rörelser i Latinamerika, (Stockholm, 2003), p 10 (Note: My 

translation, original quote in Swedish) 
32 Lund, p. 10 
33 Lund, p.38-45 
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fundamental idea is to give the states financial recourses to build infrastructure and 

institutions where private enterprise can spread. 34  

In the seventies, the economic growth stagnated as a consequence of oil crisis, high 

inflation, devaluation of the dollar and extended unemployment. Because of the 

situation with the low real rate of interest at the time, many Latin American countries 

took loans from the World Bank. Suddenly, developing countries had access to the 

commercial international loan market.35 The money didn’t get invested in developing 

project and expansion of the social services, but promoted luxury consumption and 

weapons. Since the loans were used so unproductive it became a problematic situation 

when they were supposed to be repaid and even more problematic when the interests 

on the loans raised in the eighties, the inflation went down and the dollar rate went up 

– the debt crisis was a fact.36  IMF and the World Bank saw their chance to lend even 

more money to these countries, to pay their raising debts, but this time under the 

condition that they complied with the SAP. The objective for this policies are to 

increase production and export and through that increase the possibilities to pay the 

own foreign debt. The necessary measures for the countries are to devaluate the own 

currency, reduce wages, decrease state expenses and privatize the public sector.37 These 

policies have been subject for a lot of criticism, from countries in South as well as in 

North, United Nations and many organizations.38 The critics are often about the social 

consequences and the fact that the policies are consistently applied without any notice 

to the countries contexts and conditions. Privatization of the public sector often leads to 

a situation where people get less insight into the affairs of the companies and where 

they only get social service if they can afford it.39  

During the last year, many South American countries have moved to pay off their 

loan ahead of schedule to free themselves from demands from IMF. Chavez has been 

forcing this trough very hard and not only worked for Venezuela to repay the loans, but 

also bought up $2.4 billion worth of Argentina's debt to help the country break free of 

the IMF.40 

                                       
34 Erik Andersson, Globaliseringens politiska ekonomi – en introduktion, (Lund, 2001), p.129-136 
35 Staffan Roselius, Global ekonomi mellan Börsen och Bushen, (Linköping, 2000) p. 192-194 
36 Kenneth Hermele, Anpassas eller utvecklas – Skuldkrisen, Världsbanken och Sverige, (Solna, 1996), 

p.22-24 
37 Roselius, p. 70-73 
38 I use the terms ”North” and ”South” with an awareness of the fact that it gives a simplified picture and 

that differences between classes in this way are concealed.   
39 See for example Ann-Christin Sjölander Holland’s Vatten - Rättighet eller handelsvara? (Stockholm, 

2003) where she discuss the privatization of the water sector in, among others, Argentina and Bolivia. 
40 Mark Engler, Latin America Unchained: Will the U.S. Lose its Influence Over Countries That Have Paid 

Off Their IMF Loans?, (2006), www.commondreams.com,  



 11

Analysis  
By way of introduction respectively group and the informants will be presented. 

Thereafter, the analysis of the interviews will follow with focus on how discourses are 

constructed and created in the interviews. At first, it will be discussed how the 

informants describes the political situation in Venezuela and how they speak about 

Chavez who had become a leading character in the interviews. Thereafter, I look 

closer at how they speak and argue and through that also position themselves and 

their groups. At last in the analysis, focus is on how the informants’ experiences can 

be related to gender structures and how these affect the everyday life and political 

work. 

The Chavez movement 
The Chavez movement is a big popular movement, exactly how big it is depends on 

how it’s defined; if everyone who’s voting for Chavez should be considered as 

members of the movement, the supporters who shows up in demonstrations or only 

the persons actually involved in political work in one way or another. There’s a big 

variety of ways to be involved in this movement, the most obvious way is of course to 

be in representative politics, as a politician or involved in the many political campaigns 

for the movement, but the commitment can also be through the social programs, in for 

example education or culture area. The majority of the people involved are those who 

one of the informants describes as “the ones who weren’t taken into account of 

before”, the poor people. But as she as well as T. Niemeyer points out, there are also a 

lot of middle class people involved in the process. The reason for this according to 

him is that; “It may be due to this ambivalence that even the majority of the rich found 

the idea of having a man like him in office appealing, as he seemed to be able to 

bridge the gap between rich and poor without seriously questioning the economic 

system.” 41  

In the city where my informants from this movement live, there are many people 

involved and the participation in the political process occurs in many ways. In a 

building not far from the city centre, there are spaces which constitute premises for the 

different social programs where a lot of people daily spend time for education and 

culture programs and there is also a radio station next door. There are also a municipal 

office here named “Public economy” with departments as agriculture and tourism and 

all activities here are in one way or another connected to the government. Every 

Monday in the main square, one of the five majors in the area are speaking to the 

public and it’s usually highly visited of people in red T-shirts with Pro Chavez prints, 

for whom it’s as much a moment for political as social exchange. Political meetings are 

                                       
41 T. Niemeyer, p. 4 
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often combined with entertainment and it’s easy to understand why the events and 

huge demonstrations draw many people.  

At one occasion, we went with one of the informants to a public event where all 

the candidates to the following month’s election would be presented. It took place in a 

big sport arena with huge Chavez propaganda at the walls and in the roofs. By way of 

introduction, people where marching in with flags and dressed in the color of the 

party they represented and they where also seated in different sections depending on 

the parties, all of them Pro Chavez. While everyone got seated, a man in the stage 

pushed up the atmosphere by screaming things like “Long live the revolution” and 

“Long live commandant Hugo Chavez”. At the time everyone was seated, a rock band 

with young band members with Che Guevara T-shirts entered the stage and played the 

national song and other songs with political messages and the audience screamed, 

shouted and literally jumped up and down when he grabbed a big Venezuelan flag 

and run around the arena with. Before the candidates finally were let in at stage, the 

master of the ceremonies once again entered the stage and further pushed up the 

mood of the audience, by screaming things like “Where is Patria Para Todos?” 

whereupon the members of the party Patria Para Todos screamed and shouted as loud 

as they possible could. 

How important it is to show their belonging to the group also get obvious when we 

the next day after we arrived are going with our hosts to the capital to demonstrate. 

Two buses are chartered to take all demonstrators to Caracas where several thousands 

of people are gathered to show their support to Chavez. Early in the morning when 

we were leaving for the buses, we each got a red T-shirt with Pro Chavez prints and 

when we politely tried to explain that we are there for observing and that we are fine 

with wearing our own clothes, they explain that the whole idea is to wear red clothes, 

to show that the entire world should be socialistic. The red T-shirts and red caps along 

with the Venezuelan flag and pictures of Chavez are reoccurring objects in 

demonstrations and events.   

The informants from the Chavez movement 
On the way home to one of my informants there is a medical station with Cuban 

doctors and in the top of the mountain where he lives there are a food store with 

subsidized products. At the wall outside the house, there are paintings left from a big 

youth socialistic festival that earlier have taken place in Venezuela. Next to the space 

in the garden, there’s a big painting of Che Guevara and inside the house, the walls 

are covered with paintings of Hugo Chavez, Simon Bolivar and several other portraits. 

Next to them there are collages with photographs from the examinations of students in 

Mision Robinson, the education program. Everyday people come from the surrounding 

area to learn to read and write and this informant have put his house for disposal to 

these classes. At the time for the interviews, he was 62 years old and retired from the 

University of Venezuela, where he used to be a chemical technician. He grew up in 
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the countryside with his parents who were farmers and moved to Caracas when he 

was twelve. He now has a wife and grown up kids. He describes himself as politically 

interested since he was fifteen years old and has a political past in the Communist 

party and other leftist groups. He now spends “all of his time” with the political work 

and most of his friends and family are also involved in the process. He’s not only 

involved through the commitment as a supervisor for Mision Robinson at his house, 

but also as a student in one of the government’s culture programs and he also 

participate in many political meetings and demonstrations. Mision Robinson has been 

going on for three years in his house and started after Chavez had announced that this 

program were going to start. The informant and his wife went out to the neighbors 

and found that many of them were analphabets and since then classes have been ran 

in the house daily. Most of the education takes place through video lessons designed 

by Cuban teachers and the TV and video in the house are also a gift from the Cuban 

government.  

The other informant is 44 years old and works most of her time with the radio 

station mentioned above. She is also involved with other activities as a cooperative, a 

national association for alternative medium, cultural associations and local network for 

alternative medium. Her parents were farmers but moved to Caracas when she was 

young and she now lives in this city with her husband and two young children. She 

has a media education but hasn’t graduated from high school yet. She was very young 

when she became politically interested and has a history in human right organizations, 

women groups and student centers.  

The radio station has existed three years and started just before the state coup 

because they knew there would be a chance that Chavez actually got defeated and 

they wanted a counterbalance to the biased oppositional medium. They have a secret 

transmitter in the mountains so they can go on air in case of a similar situation as 2002. 

There are only two people employed and the rest are volunteers;  
 

We work in a communitarian collective way, we don’t have anything, we get 

help from the civil society who contributes in different ways. The money 

comes from people around and sometimes we sell things to have money, the 

farmers give us corn etc. The government doesn’t give us anything, but we 

have got some contributions from the state. We had also got help from 

Europe, for example some friends from Germany has given equipment to 

contribute. We also have some contact with institutions, we make programs 

with the governors and mayoress to. 

 

From the quote and in the rest of the interview, it seems like she wants to give the 

impression that they are a “free and alternative” radio, but at the question if they don’t 

receive money on regular basis from the government, she answers that they do 

“micros” for the government, a type of commercial and that they also made 

commercials for other political departments and in that way receive money from the 

government.  
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The social center 
In one of the poorer districts in Caracas is Centro Estudios Sociales Libertarios situated. 

It’s a little area where people have started a social center. The spaced is cramped with 

desks, tables and filled bookcases along the walls with sociological books and political 

papers and fanzines from all over the world. The books are collected by activists in 

several years and the papers and fanzines are sent along with books and discs from 

visitors and supporters. The walls are also covered with political posters and unlike 

most political propaganda in Venezuela, propaganda for or against Chavez does not 

constitute the main motif here. The posters for events, demonstrations and concerts 

have different designs, often with an anarchist style. The desks are used by people 

who come here daily to learn to read and write, but most of all by children from the 

surrounding area who comes here to get help with their homework. The space is also 

used by a group of anarchists who have their meetings here and they also publish El 

Libertario which is a free-standing paper with critics against the government as well as 

the opposition. In the anarchist group’s meetings are young people, with homemade 

T-shirts and punk patches participating along with middle age men and women and 

the elder generation is also represented by the group’s 87-year old man. There are also 

often international visitors who take part in the meetings. 

If the Chavez movement with their political rhetoric and arguments reminds a lot of 

the European social democratic discourse some decades ago, the arguments in this 

group are rather comparable to the many social movements in Europe today. El 

Libertario is obviously influenced by the European punk movement and contains punk 

album and concerts reviews among with political analysis, interviews and articles. The 

reports from demonstrations against homophobia, the focus at gender and sexuality 

issues and the vegetarian recipes can all be related to what the sociologist Håkan 

Thörn mean distinguish the new social movements. He means that these movements’s 

way to make the private political make the relations between private and political 

visible and through that also the power relations that defines the structure of the 

society. He calls it identity politics or life politics and defines these groups’ politics as 

to be about individuals’ and groups’ demands for power and resources to define and 

create their own life. 42  

 The center has existed for about one year; it finally opened after several years of 

work with different project for raising money to make it possible. The group who 

publish El Libertario has existed for about ten years. They don’t receive any subsidies 

from the government nor other organizations, but raising money by selling the paper, 

CD’s, books and arrange concerts and other events.  

                                       
42 Håkan Thörn, Globaliseringens dimensioner – Nationalstat, världssamhälle, demokrati och sociala 

rörelser, (Stockholm, 2004), p. 180 
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The informants from the social center 
The first informant I’m speaking to in the social center is an eighteen year old who 

studies sociology in the university. He lives in a middle class area in Caracas and his 

dad works in car industry and his mother is a lawyer but doesn’t work at the moment. 

He describes the parents as; “totally opposite of me and my opinion, but they respect 

what I’m doing and they don’t say anything”. Since his parents moved to another city 

three years ago, he still lives in the family’s apartment with his cousin. The informant 

has been involved in the center since the opening, about one year and spends several 

hours a day with the political work.  

The next informant is also studying sociology in the university. He is 33 years old 

and has worked with an independent magazine for fourteen years and also been 

employed at the University newspaper, but are now involved in the anarchist group 

which publish El Libertario. He grew up in another state but has lived in the capital for 

eleven years and now lives with his girlfriend. His father is a retired architect and his 

mother a retired teacher. He describes the situation in the family as very particular 

because the mother is “really anti-chavista” while the father, who when he was young 

was a militant radical social democrat, recently has been politically interested again 

and become an active Chavista. The informant also works with graphics and make 

websites and he is also an author and had published several books about politics and 

at the time for the interview, he is working with a book about the “anti globalization 

movement”. 

The last informant I’m speaking to at the center is 29 years old and studies 

indigenous art and has also studied biology for a year. She works for a cultural 

institute for the government where they collect national heritage. She has lived in 

Caracas for five years and has before that lived in different places and cities all over 

Venezuela. The political interest started when she was fourteen years old with a punk 

group and then she got involved in an anarchist group. She was involved in the center 

from the start and used to live next door and at that time, she spent time there 

everyday while she’s now there three four days a week. She works with El Libertario 

to, but most of the time she spends in the center with the children who comes there. 

The most important issues for her are feminism and the struggle for the indigenous 

people. At the time for the interview she’s also writing articles about sexuality issues.  

The interviews 
As Winther Jørgensen & Phillips says, discourses can be understood as the way we 

speak about and understand the world. It’s therefore interesting to see how the 

informants speaks about the political situation in Venezuela and through that creates a 

discourse on the basis of their own political agenda and political culture. Below, I will 

try to discern these discourses on the basis of the interviews. Regardless of which 

group the informants came from, all histories were built around the process, or 
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sometimes called the revolution, initiated by the government. The histories were not 

created in the same way though, but painted different pictures of the situation. After a 

discussion of the process, a part will follow about how Chavez appears as a leading 

character and how respectively group describes him. Thereafter, focus will be on how 

the discourses are created and constructed and on how the informants through their 

groups position themselves. The analysis part will be concluded with a section about 

gender structures and how the informant’s experience can be related to these. 

The process 
Both informants from the Chavez movement defines what happens as a process; “I 

don’t think we’re in a revolution yet, we’re in a process. Taking a pacifists revolution is 

hard”. However, they sometimes tend to use the term “revolution” in the descriptions. 

The process are describes with mostly positive characteristics;  
 

It’s very beautiful, different, different from other parts of the world where 

other processes had taken place. But it’s hard with a pacifist revolution. In 

other countries, like in Cuba for example, it has been an armed revolution. 

Here, the process has had support from the people and therefore, it has been 

easier.  

 

The “good examples” are very often brought up in these histories in form of real life 

histories. In these stories, the Misiones are often related to in one way or another. For 

example, one of the informants tells about a family in a community nearby without 

any documents or ID. They had “never seen a doctor or nurse in their life until a 

Cuban doctor came to give them medical support”. Other stories comes up from 

everyday life where people have been helped, a similar story as the one above is 

about a community where there hasn’t been a house constructed for decades, but 

now, with financing through the government, new houses and communities are being 

built. It’s like they want to give strength to the quote that the process benefits “the 

ones who weren’t taken into account of before” by telling stories like this. They both 

bring up Mision Robinson as the most successful program and proudly tell about how 

Venezuela around the time for the interview was declared free from illiteracy. Another 

is about how the contacts between the military and the people have changed from 

something that seemed horrible to something which is common; 
 

In other countries, the military groups are rotating around the countries, to 

not establish contact and friendship with the people. I know a lieutenant that 

never had been in the communities […] until now and he said ‘I have never 

seen so much poverty in my life’ and cried. When he was offered coffee and 

food, he couldn’t accept it. But after he’d been there for two months he was 

able to ask for food and things and if they didn’t had any coffee or food, he 

brought it. When they came in with the military jeep, they got candy from the 

kids and offers about going to discos etc. Of course, once they have 
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established a relationship, it’s difficult for militaries to go armed against the 

communities.   

 

The militarism within the moment, which has been conducted for criticism, is here 

reversed to something positive. The both informants is not however undividedly 

positive to the process’ content. They both join the more critical branch within the 

Chavez movement who deliver critics against some of the parts in the process. The 

keywords are “The Revolution inside the revolution” and suggest a view where the 

process is something positive, something they want to participate in, but however feel 

critical for in some ways to. The criticism is however, as one of the informants’ points 

out, not against the state, but within it. One of them describes the situation;  

 
Right now in the country, something new is happening. Inside the revolution 

there’s a fight among members of the revolution. […] We’re on the way to a 

revolution, but the structures of the government are still old. […] The people 

who worked in earlier republics are still working now with the fifth republic 

and that also goes for many institutions. The old structures remain. Those 

people who worked in the earlier republics are using a red cap and feeling 

more revolutionary even though many of them were conspiracy against the 

government not long ago and also against many social movements.  

 

So, the criticism is limited to be within the revolutionary process. When I ask how they 

feel about the nationalism in the process, I get the answer from one of them that it’s 

“the passion of the communities” and when I then ask if he doesn’t think it’s a 

weakness in any way he answer’s that he thinks so “from an ideological point of 

view”. The Chavez informants’ speech and views are in some ways a bit different, 

where one of them takes a more critical stand.   

So the process according to the Chavez movement’s informants is something mainly 

positive, described with help of everyday stories of the poor people who at last get 

access to health care, education and communities. The process itself is described with 

terms as “beautiful”, “pacifist” and the people as “passionate”. The critics against the 

process are mainly limited to be about old structures which still remain and that things 

change so slowly.  

The process described by the informants from the center contains words that’s 

different from the ones above. They mean that the process “isn’t coming from the 

people” and that it contains a lot of populism and contradictions. As one informant 

describes it;  

 
What is called a revolution is not a revolution because they have a neo liberal 

agenda and globalization politics. And considering the indigenous people, 

they conduct a colonial politic. They are talking about integration but what 

they do are assimilation. In the areas where the indigenous people live, the 

government extracts oil and gas and moves the people. It’s very difficult 
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because I feel that the inside of the movement is interesting because there is a 

big mobilization which gathers many people, but it’s not an autonomous 

movement like a social movement. They don’t have an own agenda. 

 

What she says in the beginning of the quote is something that all the informants from 

the social center points out as characterizing for the process – that while the rhetoric is 

radical and to the left, the politics that’s realized are often different. In accordance with 

the informant from the Chavez movement, one of the informants here points out how; 

“the process contains a lot of the elements from the right wing”. He also says that he 

consider the reform programs as positive, but don’t think that they have done big 

social changes; “It’s not a structural change, it’s an emergency action to change some 

things. But of course, it had made Chavez popular”.  

Also in one of the other interviews, the reform programs are criticized, by an 

informant who used to work with one of the education programs;  
 

The learning is just basic. They see more quantity then quality of people. And 

they also use it for propaganda. […] You had to be a Chavista, so I said ‘I’m 

not a Chavista but I am an anarchist revolutionary’. I stand it for two months, 

but I had an argument with a Cuban provider, because he wanted a military 

officer to speak about human rights in the class, and it was a tuff argument 

and then I got fired. And if you ask me, there is more quantity then quality in 

the education. 

 

They also bring up the problems with the polarized political climate and how hard it is 

to work as an autonomous group in this; “One of the problems with the Chavez 

revolution is that they think that they are the only actors in the transformation. ´If 

you’re not a Chavista – You’re not a revolutionary´. We think that the Chavistas are 

social actors; they are a moment which contains good things and bad thing, and 

they’re part of society”. Another informant also speaks about the same problem; “In 

this area, it’s really hard because people think that we’re from the right wing, so…like 

when this place opened, many people came to visit but when they didn’t see any 

Chavez flags. […] It’s like in all revolutions, like in Russia or Cuba, like, everyone who 

just makes a little critics about the government is against everything…” They explain 

this polarization as constructed; “We always say in El Libertario that this polarization is 

false, it’s not real, because the economics politics of Chavez is right wing and the new 

government is left. But it’s a polarization that is beneficial for the government as well 

as for the opposition”. 

While the informants from the Chavez movement create a discourse with positive 

connotations on the basis of stories about the good examples, the people from the 

center rather tries to deconstruct this discourse with words as “populism”, 

“nationalism”, “contradictions”. The same things are brought up, as the reform 

programs, the great number of people involved and so on, but instead of the positive 

words, they are described with negative terms.  
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Chavez as the leading character  
In all interviews, Chavez takes up a big part of the speech. It’s like he is the symbol 

for the whole process and for the government; that speaking about Chavez is 

synonymous with speaking about the government. In many of the sentences where 

“Chavez” is used, it could might have been “government” instead. An example is when 

one of the informants from the center says; 
 

This revolution talks a lot about many things that I…some things, I don’t 

know how you call it, agree with, but in the reality, I don’t know, you can see 

more Mc Donalds here then… Chavez always talks about anti-imperialism. 

Before Chavez, there where many projects with the right wing and Chavez is 

still doing them with multinationals and yeah, it’s the same things as before 

but with different colors of the T-shirts. 

 

He first speaks about the revolution but then it’s Chavez who “doing things with 

multinationals” like Chavez almost constitutes the whole government and alone is 

responsible for the politic which is conducted. A similar quote comes from another 

informant; “Chavez has a rhetoric that is anti-imperialistic and anti-capitalistic, but 

when you see all the agreements and all the businesses he makes, he favors the 

same.” It seems that Chavez is the one that is responsible for the governments 

economic politic, and he alone is portrayed as signing the agreements. 

Also here, the speech of the informants from the social center can be seen as a way 

to rewrite the discourse about Chavez and the process by being critical and describe 

him in negative terms. As seen in the quote above, Chavez is described as being 

contradictory and that’s common for all the informants from the center. He is also 

constantly described as populist; “I think that Chavez isn’t a revolutionary but a typical 

Latin American populist. He has his own character, a bit similar to Perón in Argentina. 

I think that the politics of Chavez is hard to understand in the Untied States or Europe 

because populism doesn’t exist there.” Later in the interview, the same informant says; 

“I am a Venezuelan, for me it’s a big problem that Chavez is the biggest star in the 

anti-globalization movement! What happened?”  

While the perspective given on Chavez is very similar from the informants above, 

the views are more differing when it comes to the Chavez informants. One of them 

sometimes speaks about “Comandante Chavez” and gives him full support; 
 

Me: Do you call yourself Chavista? 

I: Of course, yes, a hundred procent 

Me: What do you think about the nationalism in the process? 

I: That’s the passion of the communities. 

Me: So, you don’t think it’s a weakness in any way? 

I: From an ideological point of view, yes. That’s why Mision Cultura started. 

Me: And the focus on Chavez as one man…as it depends on one person? 
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I: The points about the image of Chavez and that he, with his history now, is 

a Latin American leader, a world leader, that’s good. But we have to prepare 

everyone for the moment when he is no longer has the power. We have to 

get prepared for what happens if he is taken out of power and from that 

point it’s negative.  

 

He is proud to be a Chavista and the image of him as a leader is considered as good. 

The negative aspect at the focus on Chavez as the leader is limited to be about the risk 

that he could be taken out of power. Nothing is mentioned about other possible 

consequences with the strong focus at one person in a political process and nor is 

Chavez mentioned with negative terms in this interview.  

The other informant is more critical and do not want to call herself Chavista; “I’m 

not consider myself a Chavista, for being Chavista is to agree with everything Chavez 

says or does. Of course, but I’m with the process. It should be defined more, what is it 

to be a Chavista?” When she also gets the question about the focus on Chavez about 

one person and what she thinks about that, she says;  

 
I feel it’s a weakness of this process. To think that one person with a little 

touch are going to change everything. And it’s very fragile; what will happen 

to the process if something would happen to the president… […] Nobody can 

stop this process because people have their consciousness, but they need a 

guide for information, but there are lots of contradictions.  

 

She also points out the risks with letting the process rest upon one person, but it’s 

interesting how she says that people have their consciousness and through that, that 

the process doesn’t rely on one person, but right after, she says that the people do 

need a guide.  

Establishment of �the truth� 
As seen above, the informants from the Chavez movement creates a discourse through 

everyday stories while the informants from the center rather deconstruct that discourse 

through critics. It’s relevant to look closer at how each group argues and how they say 

things to create respectively discourse and through that, also position themselves. 

When speaking about the “good examples” of the process, the Chavez informants 

often includes the poor people and the stories are long and absorbing. First, a picture 

of the former situation is given, where these people in different ways are not taken 

into count and then it’s described how the process in some way change this situation 

and how much this mean to the people. Chavez is often between the lines described 

as a leader for the moment. One informant speaks about Mision Robinson; “At first, it 

was difficult to recruit people for the programs, but when Chavez used his very 

charismatic way of paying attention to the people, they decided to break the fear and 

got involved in the Misiones”. They don’t end up in a discourse where they completely 

paint an uncritical picture of the process though, but admit some negative things and 
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talking about this “revolution inside the revolution”. By doing that they in a way 

strengthen the discourse by showing that they have considered critics within the 

process and its negative sides and have arguments to meet this with. On the other 

hand, it’s maybe not necessarily a deliberate strategy. 

The informants from the center use another strategy; they rather use a way of 

arguing which is based on analysis. Especially one informant wants to show his good 

historical knowledge and recurring relates to historic events in Venezuela and 

internationally. His answers are long and detailed and he puts himself in an analytical 

position which is something that he has in common with the other informants. All of 

them base their argumentation and discourse upon problematizing and analyzing and 

through that also position themselves, as one of the informants says; “So we’re not 

Chavistas and not opposition, we’re anarchists who gives you problems in this 

situation.” They put themselves in a position where they don’t belong to neither of the 

groups who constitutes the main actors in the political climate, but wants to appear as 

being outside, sometimes almost like they were objective neutral intellectual observers. 

They want to give the picture of them able to discuss things from different 

perspectives, show the good sides and the bad sides. They do admit good things about 

the process, but always with the “but”; “there is some positive things about the base of 

Chavistas, but it’s a government of globalization”. Or when I bring up the fact that it’s 

possible to buy the constitution and the laws on the streets which should indicate that 

people are becoming more aware of their rights, the informant says; “Yeah, but beside 

the laws, you can find the Chavez T-shirts”. To one of the other informants I point out 

how I have been told that suddenly, everyone has been interested in politics and he 

answers; “It’s true. It’s true but at the same time it’s a politization that is very basic. […] 

It’s very close minded, so there’s a lack of knowledge, everybody needs to learn 

more.” The same informant talks about his father who recently has gone back to 

politics; “I like that he is political, but I almost never discuss with him because I think 

he and his political culture is very basic, close minded. […] I think in this moment, I 

want him to understand more if I should talk to him”. The using of the “but” also gives 

the impression of them able to see the positive as well as the negative sides of things. 

In the two last qoutes, the informant undermine the political knowledge among his 

father and the Chavistas and through that also promotes himself and his knowledge as 

something more than the “basic knowledge” he claims that they’ve got. 

So, the informants from the Chavez movement build their discourse trough 

everyday stories that are often long and absorbing. They often include the poor people 

and how things have change to the better since Chavez came to power. The 

informants from the center on the other hand rather deconstruct this discourse through 

critics and they base their argumentation upon problematizing and analyzing. They put 

themselves in a position where they appear almost as neutral intellectual observers. 
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We and I 
Even though the informants from the center have more similar thoughts and 

arguments, they tend to use “I think”, “I believe”, “for me” etc. For example, one of the 

informants says; “I think the revolution is not coming from the people but from the 

state. […] it’s so populist”, while another says; “I think that Chavez is not a 

revolutionary”. At the same time, the informants from the Chavez movement recurring 

use “we” and “us” even though that group is so big and complex and hold so many 

different thoughts. That’s interesting considering it can be seen as a trace of their 

respectively ideology; the informants from the center with their anarchist ideology 

wants to appear as independent and autonomous while the other movement rather 

build their group identity at a strong group spirit and solidarity.  

The purpose with the anarchist group is to; “start autonomous groups, that don’t 

depend on the state”. They also speak about the center as anti-authorial and that it’s 

open for everyone. The focus in their anarchist ideology lies in to be free from the 

state but the normative structures in the own group is perhaps harder to avoid. It can 

be related to what the sociologist Göran Ahrne discuss, about how there is some sort 

of constraint fellowship in all institutions and how the social control is most hard in 

“the small world”; that family members, friends and colleagues is the ones who 

controls rather then public authorities and polices.43 To again relate back to what 

Håkan Thörn says about new social movements where focus to a great extent lies on 

the individual which can be seen among the informants from the center. At the same 

time, one of the informants from the Chavez movements says; “politically we have 

differences but we still have brotherhood”, as for show how there’s a strong group 

spirit within that movement.  

 

Gender structures 
On the basis of a social constructive perspective, an examination of how sex and 

gender plays a part for the informants and their lives becomes a question of how 

gender is created and performed through speech and acting. To separate biological 

and social aspects have the use of gender been adopted for intend social and cultural 

aspects while sex rather aim at the biological sex. The purpose has been to show that 

what is described in terms as feminine and masculine is socially constructed and 

variable rather then natural and fixed. The masculine respectively the feminine gender 

has different values connected to it, as for example the man as public, rational and 

subject and the woman as private, irrational and object.44 The culture geographic 

Birgitta Andersson, discuss how even though the line between private and public in 

                                       
43 Göran Ahrne, Delvis människa delvis organisation, (Stockholm, 2003), s. 59-60 
44 Birgitta Andersson, Rädslans rum – trygghetens rum – ett forskningsprojekt om kvinnors vistelse i 

trafikrummet, (Vinnova, 2001), pdf-fil, s. 12 
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practice today is not as clear, are still the private sphere connected to women and the 

public sphere connected to men. Both men and women now have bigger possibilities 

and rights to combine work and childcare. In practice though, this often means that 

women combines paid work with care for children and the home while men combine 

paid work with power; economic, political and within unions.45 Even though these 

theories come from a Western perspective, they’re relevant in the Venezuelan context 

as well. The possibilities to municipal child care, child allowance, parental leave etc 

may not be as extended as in for example Sweden, but the normative thoughts and 

expectations are still transferable.  

So if the political sphere is traditionally reserved for men, what happens when 

women becomes involved in political groups? In both spaces where I spent time, the 

center and the radio station, most of the people involved were men. I didn’t see any 

clear differences in their speech in the interviews on the basis of gender. They all had 

thoughts about this issue though, which varied between the informants. They all agree 

of Venezuela being a society with structures that favors men; “It’s a big macho society 

so…it’s really bad for everyone”, says one of the informants from the center. Both 

informants from the Chavez movement say that the majority of the participating in the 

movement are women, but “management is still in the hands of males”. The woman is 

the informant who expounds her views the most about this issue; 
 

Women have always been excluded from this kind of movements, but now 

it’s different. For example, 80 % of the participants in Mision Robinson are 

women and it’s even more, about 90 % in Mision Ribas. This is happening in 

the social and communitarian movements, but there are still men in the posts. 

Venezuela still has a problem with machismo. 

 

Also here, the Misiones are described as a way to include women in politics, but she 

admits the problems further up in the institutions where there still are men in the 

posts. Then, I ask her how she feels about working there; 
 

A: So, what do you think about working here, because you really in a men’s 

world? 

I: What happens sometimes is that women wants to participate but can’t 

because they have to be home with their families. Do to a lack of time, 

women haven’t been able to do the projects that they have been given, they 

have to do so many things at home and their men are out in the streets.  

A: But what do you think of working here? 

I: I think it’s a lack of women here! 

A: You’re really strong and you talks a lot, is it hard, or? 

I: Yes, it’s hard! It’s hard. I put order here [laughing] ] And I have taking the 

role of being a mother here. 

                                       
45 Andersson, s. 14 
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A: So, at work, do you feel that you’re in any way are treated differently 

because you’re a woman? 

I: I feel it’s an advantage to be a woman. When we wants to interview a high 

level person, I go there because there are many men and when I comes, 

they’re like ‘Come here, we can help you’. When the governor of Miranda 

state won, it was hard to interview him, but it’s easy for me now. He said he 

got hit really strong, that I got his weak points. [laughter] It’s an advantage to 

be a woman, yes. And everybody says I do take advantage from it. 

 

Women’s limited possibilities to work politically are by the informant related to the 

expectations on women to take care of the home and the private sphere. She also 

states that she’s taking advantages from being a woman, which could be seen as a way 

to promote the gender role, rather then question it. She also jokes about “being the 

mother” in workplace and neither there, she’s questioning the conception about the 

expectations on being a mother or woman.  

The woman from the anarchist group talks about these issues in different terms. 

When she’s talking about her work with the center and what’s in it for her, she says; 

“You learn your limits here with the children. The contact with the children…with 

everybody. And you learn about and understand patriarchal structures when you work 

with girls. It’s a great social experience.” In other words, when she speaks about 

“patriarchal structures”, she has identified the problem in a different way. Trough 

deriving the inequalities to society structures, the problem is also addressed in another 

way and so are the strategies to work for differences. I later asks her if she feel that 

she’s able to say what she wants and if she has the same possibilities and the answer 

is;  
 

More or less, what I can do or say depends on where it is. Here, it’s easier, 

but in other spaces where people are more machistas it’s more difficult. Like 

with the Trojiskst and Maoists and when I worked with the syndicalists, they 

said to me, like “Shut up, women should be home making arepas”, it was 

within the electric union. But in this group with El Libertario, it has been 

much easier for me, it was harder before when I was a teenager in different 

collectives. […] It’s a very good question why more girls aren’t involved here. 

Most girls who come to El Libertario’s meetings are here because their 

boyfriends are involved and when they break up, the girls don’t come 

anymore. It’s very difficult and is maybe because it’s so hard to discuss 

feminism here, but we trying here in the center to discuss feminism issues 

here. 

 

In other words the expectations on the basis of gender can be seen here; both women 

have experienced it in their involvement, most clear maybe through the informant’s 

experience where she’s been told to go home and cook instead of being politically 

involved. The conception of the female gender connected to the private rather then 

the public and political sphere that Andersson speaks about obviously exists here. The 
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informant from the Chavez movement means that she can use the certain attention she 

gets because of her gender to something positive while the other informant rather has 

felt that gender structures has been something limiting. It’s also possible to connect 

what she says about the problem to get young girls involved in the group to these 

structures, they mainly base their involvement on the basis of their boyfriends perhaps 

because the group is experienced as a boy’s and men’s sphere. 

Concluding Remarks 
The objective of the thesis was to examine which discourses that were discernable on 

the basis of the interviews, and how the political process in Venezuela can be 

understood through the informants’ experiences. We have seen how different pictures 

of the process were painted, where the informants from the Chavez movement on one 

hand describe a positive process in words like “beautiful” and “pacifist”. They tell 

stories of how it had lead to great social changes for families and persons who wasn’t 

“taken in account of before”. To define themselves and their discourse and create it in 

contrast to something else, they do it against the opposition and the right wing 

politics. On the other hand is the same process, by the informants from the social 

center, portrayed as “populist”, “nationalistic” and “contradictory” as for rewriting the 

discourse created by the Chavistas. However, they try to do this without joining the 

opposition’s discourse either, but rather wants to create their own discourse, mainly 

based on criticism.  

When looking closer at how they speak and argue and through that position 

themselves, it’s evident how the informants from the Chavez movement build their 

identity on a strong sense of connectedness and belonging. Even though they come 

from such a big movement that holds so many different thoughts, they tend to use 

“We think”, “We believe”, “For us” in their speech. They also build their statements 

around stories about how the process has affected people’s lives in a positive way, 

among other things trough the government’s social reform programs. The stories are 

long and absorbing and often include poor people. The speech of the informants from 

the center is different; they rather base their argumentation upon problematization and 

analysis and they also want to appear as outside the situation where the Chavistas and 

the opposition contains the main political actors and rather seem like neutral, 

intellectual observers. Even though they have very common arguments and thoughts, 

they use “I think”, “for me” etc as to show that they’re independent which can be 

related to their anarchist ideology.  

The two movements are also two different kinds of movements where the Chavez 

movement is very big and public and draws poor people as well as from the middle 

class and the group spirit and the fellowship is very central here. They have a 

socialistic ideology and the structure of the movement is rather classical. The anarchist 

group is on the other hand a much smaller group and contains mainly young 
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intellectual people. The have different ways to communicate and argue and the group 

is easy to relate to what Håkan Thörn means distinguish new social movements with 

their identity politics with focus to a great extent lying on the individual. 

The black and white spectrum described in the introduction, mediated by the leftist 

with their revolution romanticism as well as from the right wing with their 

overwhelming criticism, in a way reflects what have been brought up in the interviews 

where a polarized climate has been described.  In particular has the informants from 

the center portrayed the political climate as divided and polarized. At the same time, 

the situation is naturally more complex then the simplified pictures brought up in the 

introduction with their absence of problematisation.  

The fact that the poor people since Chavez came to power has been given a lot of 

attention and the intentions with the reform programs is hard to criticize. So is the 

trend where so many people have gotten politically involved and interested. It’s hard 

not to notice people’s hope and beliefs for a change to the better and it’s positive that 

people are becoming more aware of their rights. The government’s focus on the poor 

people and the shantytowns may not always lead to great results but could put the 

people in a better position to demand a better situation and make space for pressure. 

To keep getting people’s support, the government has to live up to their promises. 

 It’s probably the strong group spirit within the Chavez movement, Chavez 

personality cult and the focus at the public events with sometimes nationalistic 

elements that attracts so many supporters and makes it possible to involve so many 

people, but at the same time these factors constitute the weak parts in the process. 

The rhetoric “If you’re not with us – you’re against us”, that sometimes tend to 

characterize the government are something that recreates and strengthens the sensitive 

climate which does not invite discussion and criticism. The possibilities to be critical 

are reduced in this kind of climate and that’s definitely nothing which benefits the 

democratic conditions. It has been clear how big part Chavez plays as a leader for the 

movement, all informants speak about him as almost synonymous with the whole 

Venezuelan government. The phenomenon with a strong focus upon one political 

leader is common in Latin America and Chavez with his several hours’ long speeches 

and focus at himself is not an exception which can be seen as negative because it put 

focus away from the important political issues.  

The stories about how the anarchist group becomes accused for belonging to the 

opposition by the Chavistas and for being Chavez supporters by the opposition show 

how strong the discourse is where only these two parts exist and that the 

problematizing discourse outside this spectrum hasn’t gained hearing yet. Even though 

the climate is very sensitive, critique has come to light from the Chavez movement as 

well; similar to the critics that the center has against parts of the process. That shows 

that there are elements within this movement as well who tries to work for a broader 

discussion and make way for criticism. That critique within the movement is spread is 

something I consider only as positive; that can be seen as a resistance against the 
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simplified perspectives and discussions which are a result of the polarized climate. 

However, I consider an even bigger need for the social process to widen the room for 

discussion and criticism and I think that “the revolution inside the revolution” as well 

as the autonomous groups has as big parts to play in this.  

In December 2006, it’s time for the Venezuelan people to go to the ballot boxes 

again and if Chavez are going to get the ten million votes he’s pushing for in the 

election campaigns, it’s certainly time to combine rhetoric with practice. The critics are 

spread; within as well as outside the Chavez movement and they won’t accept words 

that don’t lead to actions. 
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Acronyms 
IMF International Monetary Fund 

SIDA Styrelsen för Internationellt Utvecklingssamarbete (Swedish International 

Development Cooperation Agency) 

MFS Minor Field Studies 

MVR Movimiento Quinta Republica (The fifth republic movement) 

NGO Non governmental organizations 

OPEC Organization of the Petroleum Exporting Countries 

PDVSA  Petróleos de Venezuela, S.A. 

SAP Structural Adjustment Policies 
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