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Resumen

El derecho penal del enemigo se ve aplicado a nivel nacional e internacional. Esta teoria demanda
la coexistencia de un ordenamiento penal donde se distinga a los individuos apegados en su
comportamiento al orden juridico de aquellos que van en contra de este, vulnerando la estabilidad
de la seguridad ciudadana, y a quienes se les considera como enemigos, y ademas se les brinda un
trato distinto. La finalidad de esta investigacion es determinar la percepcion de los abogados del
Colegio de Abogados de Junin sobre el derecho penal del enemigo y los prisioneros de
Guantanamo. El estudio fue de tipo descriptivo-basico, asi mismo, se ha recolectado informacion
de un total de 358 abogados inscritos en el CAJ, por medio de un muestreo de tipo aleatorio simple,
asi como la entrevista sobre derecho penal y filosofia del derecho. a dos especialistas. Se concluye
que la aplicacion de politicas publicas en un Estado democratico de derecho no puede dejar
quebrantable la condicién y el respeto del ser, el respeto y el fomento de sus derechos sobre
cualquier circunstancia que presente un superfluo avance tras una dura lucha contra la

criminalidad.

Palabras clave: derecho penal de enemigo, prisioneros de Guantanamo, percepcion.



Abstract

The criminal law of the enemy is applied at the national and international level; this
theory demands the coexistence of a penal system where individuals whose behavior is in
accordance with the legal order are distinguished from those who go against it, violating the
stability of citizen security, who are considered as enemies, and who are treated differently. The
purpose of this research is to determine the perception of CAJ lawyers on the criminal law of
the enemy and the prisoners at Guantanamo Bay. The study was descriptive-basic, and
information was collected from a total of 358 CAJ lawyers by means of a simple random
sampling, as well as by interviewing two specialists in criminal law and philosophy of law. The
conclusion reached was that the application of public policies in a democratic state of law
cannot leave unbreakable the condition and respect of the being, respect, and promotion of his
rights, over any circumstance that presents a superfluous advance after a hard fight which has

been veteranly the criminality.

Keywords: enemy criminal law, Guantanamo Bay prisoners, political oppression.



