LITERATURE REVIEW:
MODELS OF EVALUATION OR IMPACT ASSESSMENT OF HUMAN RIGHTS TREATIES
Methods of evaluating the impact of the international human rights treaties at the domestic level and the adequacy of a State’s implementation of its international commitments have changed significantly since the early 1990s. Until then the prevailing view was that human rights were essentially qualitative and could not be quantified.
 Over the years it has become increasingly evident that any realistic assessment of human rights performance must take a variety of factors into account.  

The methodologies outlined in the first part of this review reflect a spectrum of approaches that have been developed in an attempt to assess human rights performance. The second part consists of comment and analysis of the different models, including how successful they have been in evaluating the human rights impact of treaty ratification. 
While measurement and statistical information will clearly play a role, to be truly credible a methodology must be multidimensional and include both qualitative and quantitative data based on robust information informed by the diverse political factors which affect the interpretation of human rights behaviour. The model proposed in the project we are undertaking has been specifically designed to reflect the most recent understanding of how human rights can be meaningfully measured and is unique in focusing on the performance of one country and range of human rights
.  
Methods and tools relating to measurement of human rights impact  

· Aguilar, G. The Local Relevance of Human Rights: A Methodological Approach.  Institute of Development Policy and Management, University of Antwerp (2008). Discussion paper 2008: 04 available at http://www.ua.ac.be/dev
The paper outlines a methodology that attempts to translate the complex theoretical framework of human rights into an accessible and useful tool for researchers. Essentially qualitative it is based on the human rights framework and draws on case studies, systematisation of experiences and participatory human rights assessment.
· Andre, E., & Sano, H. Human Rights Indicators and Program and Project Level: Guidelines for Defining Indicators, Monitoring and Evaluation (2006) Copenhagen: The Danish Institute for Human Rights. Available at http://www.humanrights.dk/files/pdf/indicatorMANUAL webPDF.pdf.

A manual which aims to provide human rights workers with a set of tools to plan, monitor and evaluate human rights projects. It contains discussion of the basic concepts relating to indicators as well as monitoring and evaluation; suggestions for monitoring procedures; and a discussion of relevant human rights indicators applicable to the design and implementation of human rights programmes. 
· Cingranelli, D., & Richards, D. Measuring the Level, Pattern  and Sequence of Government Respect for Physical Integrity Rights, International Studies Quarterly  (1999) , 43, 407-417  

The article outlines a scale for measuring the level, pattern and sequence of government respect for physical integrity rights. The sequence or ordering of rights in this way provides researchers with an indication of which rights are more commonly respected and which are more commonly violated. Findings improve on previous studies which have assumed uni-dimensionality and made a priori assertions of patterns of respect.

· Cingranelli, D., & Richards, D. The Cingarelli-Richards (CIRI) Human Rights Data Set (2012)  accessible at http://www.humanrights.data.org/
The dataset contains standards-based qualitative information on government respect for 13 internationally recognised human rights for 195 countries and is designed to test theories about the causes and effects of human rights violations, as well as policy makers and analysts who are attempting to estimate the human rights effects of a wide variety of institutional changes and public policies. The information is updated annually.
· Donnelly, J. & Howard, R. Assessing Human Rights Performance: A Theoretical Framework, Human Rights Quarterly 10 (1988) 218-248 John Hopkins University Press

Establishes a theoretical framework for assessing a State’s human rights performance by isolating a set of ten essential rights each of which is intrinsically essential and provides good proxies for almost all the other rights in the Universal Bill of Rights. To implement practically the authors recommend the development of a large-scale, cross-national, aggregated data bank involving qualitative as well as quantitative data.
· Evans, C. & Evans, S. Evaluating the Human Rights Performance of Legislatures, Human Rights Law Review 6:3 (2006), 545-569 OUP  

Paper develops a methodology for evaluating the role played by legislatures in protecting human rights through scrutinising proposed legislation. The primary objective is to establish a methodology that enables strengths and weaknesses of existing institutions and law making processes to be identified and improved. The methodology draws on a variety of pre-existing methods and approaches to take account of the conceptual complexities of rights and institutional peculiarities of legislatures.  

· Freedom House, Freedom in the world: Survey methodology, accessible at http://www.freedomhouse.org/template.cfm 

A survey which provides an annual evaluation of the progress and decline of freedom in 195 countries and 14 related and disputed territories. The survey, which includes both analytical reports and numerical ratings, measures freedom according to two broad categories: political rights and civil liberties. Political rights ratings are based on an evaluation of three subcategories: electoral process, political pluralism and participation, and functioning of government. Civil liberties ratings are based on an evaluation of four subcategories: freedom of expression and belief, associational and organizational rights, rule of law, and personal autonomy and individual rights. 

· Fukuda-Parr, S., Lawson-Remer, T., & Randolph, S. Measuring the Progressive Realization of Human Rights Obligations: An Index of Economic and Social Rights Fulfillment (2008). Economics Working Papers. Paper 200822.available at
http://www.digitalcommons.uconn.edu/econ_wpapers/200822
Paper proposes a methodology for an index of economic and social rights fulfillment. The paper identifies key conceptual and data constraints and recognizes the methodological challenges and existing limitations but aims to contribute to the long term development of a methodology for measuring fulfillment of economic and social rights.  
· Global Reporting Initiative, Human Rights Performance Indicators. (2008) Amsterdam: Global Reporting Initiative available at http://www.globalreporting.org.

Human rights performance indicators elicit disclosures on the impacts and activities an organisation has on the civil and political human rights of its stakeholders. The aspects within these performance indicators are based on internationally recognised standards, primarily the UN Declaration of Human Rights and the ILO declaration of the Fundamental Principles and Rights at Work of 1988 (in particular the 8 ILO core conventions).
· Gosling, L, Edwards M, Toolkits: A practical guide to planning, monitoring, evaluation, and

impact assessment (second edition) 2003,Save the Children, Development Manual 5. Available at http://www.aidworkers.net/?q=node/268
An all round introduction to the principles and practice of the project cycle, and an introduction to many of the common tools used.
· Gupta, D, Jongman, A.J. & Schmid, A.P. Creating a Composite Index for Assessing Country Performance in the Field of Human Rights: Proposal for a New Methodology. Human Rights Quarterly 16 (1994) 131-162.

Sets out a new methodology for attributing weight to various indicators of human rights abuse, the authors arguing that existing studies which rely on indicators fall short because they do not attribute weight to the indicators used and thus do not produce a composite indicator and no objective measurement of a State’s human rights performance.

· Hathaway, O. (2002) Do Human Rights Treaties make a Difference? Yale Law Journal 111:1935-2024

Develops a methodology for identifying whether human rights treaties are complied with and effective in changing States’ behaviour. The study involves a large-scale quantitative analysis of the relationship between human rights treaties and countries’ human rights practice. It uses empirical data collated from 166 nations over nearly 40years in different areas of human rights law.    

· Hellebrecht, C. Van der Ven C, Munareto, M. Measuring Attainability of UN and Regional Human Rights Bodies Recommendations (2008) Harvard Kennedy School, Carr Centre for Human Rights Policy
Measuring compliance of the recommendations and rulings handed down by the UN treaty bodies, UN special rapporteurs and regional human rights tribunals is the most powerful tool to support the execution of these institutions' recommendations and judgments on the domestic level and facilitate the tribunals’ goal of providing redress for past abuses and establishing stronger human rights protections in the future. Paper seeks to understand how States receive international human rights bodies’ recommendations, the challenges they face in implementing them and the successes they have had in attaining the goals set out by the human rights bodies. A multi-method approach, comprised of case studies, surveys and statistical analyses, is designed to produce an indicator of 'recommendation attainability' that States and the human rights bodies can parlay into more effective recommendation and compliance practices.  
· Human Rights Impact Resource Centre, Human Rights Tools and Instruments, Human Rights Impact Resource Centre Utrecht, Netherlands. available at http://www.humanrightsimpact.org/hria-guide/overview/toolsets
A resource database containing an extensive list of instruments and tools for assessing the implementation of human rights in specific contexts or policy areas. They include broad frameworks or may be used to facilitate the implementation of a specific part of an assessment. 
· Landman, T. Measuring Human Rights: Principle, Practice and Policy Human Rights Quarterly, 26 (2004) 906-931

Paper demonstrates why measurement of human rights is important, how human rights have been measured and how measurement could be improved. Identifies how they can be measured as outcomes of government policy and stresses the need for continued provision of high quality information and information sharing as well as long term investment in data collection. 

· Metagora, Inventory of Initiatives Aimed at Measuring Human Rights and Democratic Governance[online database] OECD, Paris 21 accessible at http:// www.metagora.org./html/aboutus/about_inventory.html
A database designed to provide relevant information and networking tools to those implementing evidence-based assessment of human rights and democratic governance. The inventory contains information on the scope, aims, methods and outcomes of recent and current initiatives throughout the world. It is continuously updated. Information is organised under three broad categories – democracy, governance and human rights. Sub-categories include country and human rights themes.  
	· Office of the High Commission for Human Rights, Report on Indicators for Promoting and Monitoring the Implementation of Human Rights, UN Doc, HRI/MC/2008/3(2008) 

Report outlines a conceptual and methodological framework for identifying the relevant quantitative indicators that have evolved since 2006 when the High Commissioner for Human Rights requested the secretariat to undertake validation of the approach on the use of statistical information on State’s Parties reports. It reflects on some issues for taking the work forward at country level.
· Office of the High Commission for Human Rights, Training Manual on Human Rights Monitoring.(2001) (OHCHR Professional Training Series No. 7. ISBN 92-1-154137-9) United Nations: New York. Accessible at: http://www.ohchr.org/Documents/Publications/training7Introen.pdf
This Training Manual provides practical guidance principally for the conduct of human rights monitoring in United Nations field operations, but it may also be useful to other human rights monitors.

	


· Parson, J., Thornton, M., Bang, H., Estrep, L., Williams, K., & Weiner, N. Developing Indicators to Measure the Rule of Law: A Global Approach (2008) New York: Vera Institute of Justice available at http://www.vera.org.
Recognising that performance indicators are a promising tool for tracking progress in key areas of governance, including the rule of law, the American Bar Association’s World Justice Project, the Vera Institute, partnered with members of the Global Alliance to develop a set of 60 indicators to assess the rule of law. 

· Poate, D., Riddell, R., Chapman, N., & Curran, T., The Evaluability of Democracy and Human Rights Projects. (2000) Stockholm: Sida. Available at: http://www.sida.org
This assessment has the dual purpose of producing lessons on useful methods for democracy/human rights impact evaluation and good practices for the planning and implementation of human rights projects. The study is complemented by a management response.
· Sen, P. Universal Periodic Review: Lessons, Hopes and Expectations, Commonwealth Secretariat (2011)  
The publication presents the learnings of the Human Rights Unit’s engagement with States going through the UPR process and the observation of the interactive dialogues in Geneva. It is designed to consider how the UPR can be used as a tool for change domestically and enhance its effectiveness. To do this, the different recommendations were analysed to identify the themes raised and the country responses.   
· Shapiro, J Monitoring and Evaluation https://www.civicus.org/new/media/Monitoring%20and%20Evaluation.pdf 
This toolkit deals with the “nuts and bolts” of setting up and using a monitoring and evaluation system for a project or an organisation. It clarifies what monitoring and evaluation are, and how to plan and design a system that helps monitor and an evaluation process that brings it all together usefully. It looks at how to collect the necessary information and then how to analyse the information in a relatively straightforward way. Finally it raises and attempts to address some of the issues to do with taking action on the basis of what has been learned.
Reports on different models of assessing human rights impact 
· Andreassen, B., & Sano, H.O. What’s the Goal? What’s the Purpose? Observations on Human Rights Impact Assessment. (2004) Norwegian Centre for Human Rights: Oslo Norway. Accessible at: http://www.humanrights.uio.no./forskning/ publikasjoner.

This paper addresses the use of indicators is assessing the impact of human rights projects in fulfilling their objectives. The term “human rights projects” refer to development initiatives defined and designated to enhance human rights in societal contexts, and conducted by public agencies or NGOs. It highlights the need for formulating indicators that are accurate and appropriately related to the goals and objectives of human rights projects.  

· Barber, C. Tackling the Evaluation Challenge in Human Rights: Assessing the Impact of Strategic Litigation Organisations. Hertie School of Governance – Working Papers No.55, September 2010 

An article designed to help strategic human rights litigation organisations further their ability to systematically assess the impact of their efforts to promote and enforce human rights through strategic litigation. 

· Barsch, R. Measuring Human Rights: Problems of Methodology and Purpose. 15 Human Rights Quarterly 87(1993) 

Criticises ranking methods as unreliable in determining a casual relationship between human rights and growth and suggests a more appropriate approach based on theories of development, rather than an aggregate notion of “human rights”. The author notes that quantitative studies purporting to demonstrate links between “human rights” and other variables should be treated with caution.

· Carr Centre for Human Rights, Measurement & Human Rights: Tracking Progress, Assessing Impact. (2005) Cambridge: Harvard University. Accessible at http://www.hjs.hardvard.

A group of papers designed to analyse what had been done to date to make human rights “measurable”. Together the papers offer an overview of existing measurement initiatives to clarify who has developed them, what they are being used for, and what aspects of human rights they do and do not capture. They also present some of the basic methodological, practical, and conceptual challenges associated with measuring progress in human rights and offer accounts of why the measurement of progress is so important.  
· Cingranelli, D., & Richards, D. Measuring the Impact of Human Rights Organisations in NGOs and Human Rights: Performance and Promise, ed. Welch C. (2000 )University of Pennsylvania Press 

Addresses the issue of what strategies, tactics, and organizational attributes of NGOs and INGOs are associated with the greatest improvement in the human rights practices of governments. To answer these questions about the effects of NGOs and INGOs on the human rights practices of target governments, research design would need to incorporate four elements: it must isolate the effects of NGOs and INGOs from the effects of other types of human rights organizations working towards similar goals in a given target state; use relatively objective information about the human rights practices of target governments relevant to the mandate of the type of human rights organization over an extended period of time; possess information about human rights organizations from which measures of their efforts in different mandate areas could be constructed, also for an extended period of time; finally, it must control for competing alternative explanations of the human rights practices of governments.
· Claude, R. & Jabine, T. Editors’ Introduction, Symposium: Statistical Issues in the Field of Human Rights. Human Rights Quarterly 8(1986) 551

Introduces a special issue devoted to improving the analysis of human rights with the assistance of statistical and other quantitative tools. The relevant contributions, which address many, but not all, of the possible uses of statistical techniques in the collection, processing and analysis of human rights data, include:

______   Bollen, A. Political Rights and Political Liberties in Nations: An Evaluation of Human Rights Measures, 1950 to 1984;

______   Stohl, M. Carleton, D. Lopez, G. & Samuels, S. State Violation of Human Rights: Issues and Problems of Measurement; 

______   Goldstein, R. The Limitations of Using Quantitative Data in Studying Human Rights Abuses;

______   Reiter, R. Zunzunequi, M. & Quiroga, J. Guidelines for Field Reporting of Basic Human Rights Violations;

______   Banks, D. The Analysis of Human Rights Data over Time;

______   de Neufville, J. Human Rights Reporting as a Policy Tool: An Examination of the State    Department Country Reports.
· Cortell, A. & Davis, J. Understanding the Domestic Impact of International Norms: A Research Agenda. (2000) International Studies Review 2 (1), 65 -87

Scholarship on international norms has recently begun to explore how domestic-level structures and processes affect compliance. The literature has identified the domestic legitimacy of an international norm as an important variable in accounting for the effects of norms on state behavior but insufficient attention has been paid to measuring the legitimacy or salience of international norms in the domestic arena and identifying the pathways that lead to domestic salience. This article offers insights that could lead to more systematic studies of the domestic impact of international norms. First, a framework to measure the domestic salience of an international norm is proposed. Then four pathways are identified by which an international norm can enter the national arena and one factor that conditions its impact on domestic political processes. The paper concludes by suggesting directions for future empirical research. 

· Dai, X. Information and leverage: the domestic effects of international human rights law. Paper prepared for conference on domestic consequences of international human rights treaty ratification, Florence, Italy (2009)

A paper which examines how international instruments influence a State’s behaviour through domestic mechanisms and non-state actors and concludes that international institutions are facilitators, rather than creators, of domestic compliance. 
· De Beco, G., Human Rights Indicators for Assessing State Compliance with International Human Rights (2008) Nordic Journal of International Law Vol.77, No.1-2  

The article discusses indicators for assessing human rights compliance with international human rights. It analyses the use of human rights indicators before treaty bodies, how human rights are to be integrated in such indicators and the conceptual framework which must be developed for their establishment. 
· Foss, E., The Future of Human Rights Measurement: Towards an International Survey of Rights (2008) Issue paper, Vol.1, Issue 3). Cambridge: Carr Centre for the Study of Human Rights.

After comparing four ways of measuring human rights (events-based, standards-based, proxy–based, survey-based) the paper discusses the benefits of the survey-based approaches and shows the necessity of new, international survey-based data.  
· Goodman, R. & Jinks, D. Measuring the Effects of Human Rights Treaties EJIL (2003), Vol.14, No.1, 171-183

Critical analysis of Hathway’s study on whether human rights treaties improve human rights conditions in practice which led the author to conclude that ratification is associated with worse human rights practices when other variables are constant. The authors here suggest that there are serious deficiencies in the empirical findings, theoretical model and policy prescriptions and that a statistical approach is inappropriate in such cases.  
· Goodman, R. & Jinks, D. Empirical Study of Human Rights Treaty Ratification: The Legal Dimension:  Memo prepared for a Mini-Conference on the Domestic  Consequences of International Human Rights Treaty Ratification, Florence,  Italy (2009)  

The article is designed to improve the empirical study of human rights treaty ratification.  It discusses several dimensions of international law which the authors argue social scientists should take into account when searching for the reason why States ratify treaties and the effects of ratification on subsequent State practice. 

· Gready, P. Reasons to be Cautious About Evidence and Evaluation: Rights-based Approaches to Development and the Emerging Culture of Evaluation. J Human Rights Practice (2009) 1(3): 380-401  
This article agrees that the evaluation of human rights practice is necessary but that it could be extremely damaging if done in haste or ignorance and what is required is an informed approach to the strengths and weaknesses of cultures of evaluation. The article also charts the reasons why the human rights movement has historically been ambivalent and inconsistent to evidence –based justification and evaluation of its work.    
· Green, M. What We Talk About When We Talk About Indictors: Current Approaches to Human Rights Measurement. Human Rights Quarterly 23 (2001) 1062 

The article provides an account of the current state of the field with regard to human rights indicators, including indicators for civil, cultural, economic, political and social rights. It includes a literature survey that deals with both the theory of human rights indicators and the practice of human rights monitoring.

· Hafner-Burton, E. & Ron, J. Seeing Double: Human Rights Impact through Qualitative and Quantitative Eyes. World Politics 61(2): 360-401 (2009) 

While human rights are a powerful, discursive and institutional force, the full empirical outcomes are often unclear and the real work of impact evaluation has just begun. The authors suggest that the process of evaluation will only advance when scholars from both sides of the methodological debate engage more rigorously by drawing on the theoretical and empirical tools that their individual disciplines have to offer. 

· Hafner-Burton, E. Human Rights in a Globalising world: The Paradox of Empty Promises.  (2005) AJS Vol.10, No.5 1373-1411

The author examines the impact of the international human rights regime on governments’ practices. The statistical analysis, coupled with example of government repression over a 20 year period, suggests that governments often ratify treaties as window dressing but that the emergent global legitimacy exerted by human rights improves States’ actual practice.    

·  Harrison, J.  Measuring human rights: Reflections on the Practice of Human Rights Impact Assessment and Lessons for the Future (2010) Legal Studies Research Paper No. 2010-26, Warwick Law School available at http://ssrn.com/abstract=170642 

An article on the application of human rights impact assessments (HRIA) to measure human rights. It builds on a number of previous research projects, reports and articles investigating the use of human rights impact assessments in a variety of different contexts and recognises that while they are useful, critical reflection on the practice of HRIA is currently limited. 
· Harrison , J. Human Rights Measurement: Reflections on the Current Practice and Future Potential of Human Rights Impact Assessment. J Human Rights Practice (2011) 3 (2) :162-187

The article critically examines the current practice and future potential of human rights impact assessment as a means of measuring human rights. It includes suggestions to improve future practice and concludes by arguing that HRIAs should not be rejected as tools of human rights measurement but strengthened and enhanced. 
· Hathaway, O. Why Do Countries Commit to Human Rights Treaties? (2007) Journal of Conflict Resolution, Vol. 51, No. 4, pp. 588-621; Yale Law & Economics Research Paper No. 356. Available at: http://ssrn.com/abstract=1009613
This article examines States' decisions to commit to human rights treaties. It argues that the effect of a treaty on a State - and hence the State's willingness to commit to it - is largely determined by the domestic enforcement of the treaty and the treaty's collateral consequences. These broad claims give rise to several specific predictions. For example, States with less democratic institutions will be no less likely to commit to such treaties if they have poor human rights records, because there is little prospect that the treaties will be enforced. Conversely, States with more democratic institutions will be less likely to commit to human rights treaties if they have poor human rights records - precisely because the treaties are likely to lead to changes in behaviour. These predictions are tested by examining the practices of more than 160 countries over several decades. 
· Hertel, S. Why Bother? Measuring Economic Rights: The Research Agenda, International Studies Perspectives (2006) 7, 215  

The article provides an overview of contemporary scholarly and policy efforts to measure economic rights. It argues for an approach that captures both policy performance and the process by which economic rights can be realised in different societies over time. It also highlights the political imperative of more effectively measuring such rights.  
· Heyns, C. & Viljoen, F. The Impact of the United Nations Human Rights Treaties on the Domestic Level , Human Rights Quarterly 23(2001) 483-535 John Hopkins University Press

An analysis of a major study by the OHCHR on the effect of the major human rights treaties on human rights practice in twenty different countries. The article assesses their impact through adoption, incorporation or transformation of the constitution or other legislation, or through judicial decisions, policy changes or implementation of the concluding observations and concludes that the assessment depends largely on the vantage point from which they are assessed. The authors work on the domestic impact of the treaties is developed more comprehensively in Heyns, C. & Viljoen, F. The impact of the United Nations human rights treaties on the domestic level (2002) Martinus Nijhoff Publishers 

· Hunt, P., MacNaughton, G. Impact Assessments, Poverty and Human Rights: A Case Study Using the Right to the Highest Attainable Standard of Health. (2006) UNESCO, Paris, France 

The report presents a methodology for impact assessment in two parts. The first part presents general principles for performing a human rights-based impact assessment while the second part proposes six steps for integrating the right to health, as a starting point for all human rights, into existing impact assessments. 
· International Council on Human Rights Policy, No Perfect Measure: Rethinking Evaluation and Assessment of Human Rights Work (2012) Report of a Workshop available at www.ichrp.org    

The paper draws on discussions at a workshop towards facilitating critical reflections on redefining approaches to evaluating and assessing human rights work. It examines questions of power and accountability, the particularities of human rights work and points to approaches that widen the frames of evaluation and assessment and place a greater emphasis on learning rather than judgement. 
· International Council on Human Rights Policy, Assessing the Impact of Human Rights Work: Challenges and Choices (2011) An Approach Paper to aid discussions and further research available at www.ihrp.org/fles/papers/186/impact_assessment_human_rights_approach_paper.pdf 

This document is intended to shape a future research project on assessing the impact of interventions to engender change, development and the promotion of human rights. The paper itself is designed as a point of departure for further conversations and discussions and is not an exhaustive survey of literature or practice.   
· Kalantry, S. Getgen, J. & Koh, S. Measuring State Compliance with the Right to Education Using Indicators: a Case Study of Columbia’s Obligations under the ICESCR  (2009) Cornell University Law Faculty Working Papers, Paper 52 available at http://scholarship.law.cornell.edu/clsops_papers/52
The authors propose a methodology to measure State compliance with the right to education seeing it as the only way to evaluate whether a State is progressively realizing its obligations to fulfil the ECSR. In the absence of a suitable methodology they suggest one which analyses the language of the treaty, defines the scope and obligations of the right in order to identify indicators for measurement, identifies appropriate indicators, sets benchmarks and clearly identifies what amounts to a violation of the right. 
· Landman, T. The Scope of Human Rights: From Background Concepts to Indicators. (2005) Background Paper 2 prepared for the AHRI-COST Action Meeting 11-13 March 2005, Turku  http://www.abo.fi/instut/imr/indictaors/Background.pdf 

· Landman, T. & Hausermann, J. Map Making and Analysis of the Main International Initiatives on Developing Indicators on Democracy and Good Governance (2003) Essex, University of Essex, Human Rights Centre. Accessible at http://ww.oecd.org/dataoecd/0/28/20755719.pdf.

The project collated initiatives for developing indicators for measuring democracy, human rights and good governance. The project, for the Statistical Office of the European Commission evaluates those initiatives and makes recommendations for the development of more efficient measurement tools.   

· Malhourta ,R & Fasel, N. Quantitative Human Rights Indicators – A Survey of major Initiatives. Background paper for the Expert Meeting on Human Rights Indicators & Nordic Network Seminar in Human Rights Research, 10-13 March 2005 in Turku, Finland

This paper provides an overview and assessment of the main categories of initiatives on developing quantitative human rights indicators for monitoring States’ compliance with international human rights law. The paper analyses the elements that each category of initiatives could potentially bring to the process and methodology for human rights monitoring and concludes that there is a lack of a general conceptual approach for the design and identification of suitable indicators for monitoring human rights compliance.

· Meyer, W.H. Human rights and MNCs: Theory versus quantitative analysis Human Rights Quarterly 18 (1996) 368-397.

A study on the effect of multinational corporations on human rights in the third world which analyses  two different types of indicators. The author addresses the issue of whether quantification of human rights is appropriate and reliable, concluding that the most effective way of dealing with the impact of human rights is a combination of statistical and meaningful, reliable non-statistical information coupled with good judgement.     

· Naval, C., Walter, S., & de Miguel, R. (eds) Measuring Human Rights and Democratic Governance: Experiences and Lessons from Metagora (2008) OECD Journal on Development, Vol.9, No.2 

Based on a project designed to strengthen human rights assessment and indicators, the paper demonstrates that measuring human rights and democratic governance is technically feasible and politically relevant. It also attests to the importance of a bottom-up approach in complementing the top down approach used by leading international organisations.    

· Neumayer, E. Do International Human Rights Treaties Improve Respect for Human Rights? (2005) Journal of Conflict Resolution 49:925. Accessible online at: http://jcr.sagepub.com/content/49/6/925
Study suggesting that treaty ratification rarely has unconditional effects on human rights. Human rights are more likely to improve the more democratic the country or the more international nongovernmental organizations its citizens participate in. In very autocratic regimes with weak civil society, ratification can be expected to have no effect and is sometimes even associated with more rights violations.
· Office of the High Commissioner for Human Rights, Using Indicators to Promote and Monitor the Implementation of Human Rights, Report of Asian Sub-Regional Workshop, New Delhi , 26-28 July 2007 

A report which presents the proceedings of a workshop which brought together the emerging thinking of relevant practitioners on the process for, and the issues in,  identifying  and developing indicators for promoting and monitoring the implementation of human rights at the country level.  A series of  questions and answers is appended.  
· Rain, F., The Measurement Challenge in Human Rights (2006) International Journal on Human Rights, 4(3), 6-29. Accessible at: http://www.surjournal.org/eng/conteneudos/pdf
Paper argues that measurement techniques are problem specific. Recommends that civil society organisations begin developing models to identify how to size the problem and understand how it develops over time and how any impact is understood over time. While recognising the difficulties that civil society organisations face in the process of self-evaluation, the paper proposes certain steps that would guide human rights organisations in increasing their impact. 
· Rajeev, M., & Fasel, N. Report on Indicators for Monitoring Compliance with International Human Rights Instruments (2005) Geneva: United Nations: OHCHR. Available at http://www.unhcr.ch/tbs/doc.nsf
Clarifies the notion of human rights indicators and provides a rationale for using quantitative indicators to monitor the implementation of human rights treaties. It also provides a brief outline of the conceptual and methodological framework for identifying indicators and has an annex which lists illustrative indictors in four discrete human rights areas. The final section brings together some issues and observations for the consideration of the inter-committee meeting of treaty bodies that is referred to earlier.  
· Riedel, E., Arend, J. & Franco A. Indicators – Benchmarks – Scoping – Assessment: Background Paper (2010) Friedrich Ebert Stiftung, Berlin/Geneva  

The purpose of the paper is to give an idea of how benchmarking and scoping look like in practice. The methodology proposed is designed as a starting point  for those involved in international human rights monitoring. It also outlines the potential benefits for the process of State reporting.   
· Risse, T., Stephen R., & Sikkink K. The Power of Human Rights: International Norms and Domestic Change (1999) New York: Cambridge University Press.   

A sophisticated inquiry into when and how international human rights norms change state behaviour, tracing the way transnational advocacy groups, international organisations and domestic opposition groups interact to put pressure on governments.  The authors argue that the changed international environment is ultimately more important than specific country features and economics in explaining the spread of human rights norms around the world.  
· Robertson, R. Measuring State Compliance with the Obligation to Devote the “Maximum Available Resources” to Realizing Economic, Social and Cultural Rights. Human Rights Quarterly 16 (1994) 693 

A discussion of the difficulties faced in measuring compliance with certain provisions of the International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights.

· Rosga, A. & Satterthwaite, M. The Trust in Indicators: Measuring Human Rights (2008) Working paper, Centre for Human Rights and Global Justice, NYU School of Law. A later version of the paper can be found in Berkeley Journal of International Law (2009) Vol.27:2, 253 
The authors examine why and how indicators have become important tools in measuring human rights progress, a trend attributable in part to the rise of new audit and standardization practices in diverse global governance regimes including human rights. Their analytic focus is the use of indicators by the U.N. Office of the High Commissioner for Human Rights and U.N. treaty bodies to monitor States’ commitment to and compliance with international human rights treaties (and, more recently, to monitor States’ own monitoring activities). 
· Simmons, B. Compliance with International Agreements Annu.Rev.Polit.Sci.1:75-93(1998)
A review of the extent to which international law and institutions has influenced the conduct of international politics. The study examines four perspectives and assesses their contribution to understanding the conditions under which States comply with international agreements. Despite sever conceptual and methodological problems the research has contributed significantly to understanding the relationship between international politics and international law and institutions.  

	
	

	
	

	
	


· United Nations Development Programme, Using Indicators for Human Rights Accountability (2000) available at http://hdr.undp.org/en/media/hdr_2000

The UNDP's Human Development Report for 2000 recognizes that statistical indicators are a powerful tool in the struggle for human rights. Argues that when based on careful research and method, statistical indicators help to establish strong evidence, open dialogue and increase accountability but they must be handled carefully as they can be distorted in a number of ways. In order to preserve the integrity of the data, statistics must be based on identifiable criteria, be consistently measurable, possible to disaggregate, and relevant. Where possible the indicators must also be produced by someone other than the subject being monitored to reduce conflict of interest.

· Wurth, A. & Seidensticker, F. Indices, Benchmarks and Indicators: Planning and Evaluating Human Rights Dialogues (2005) German Institute for Human Rights, Berlin. Available at http://www.insitut-fuer-menschenrechte.de
The study elaborates on the instrument of the institutionalised or formalised human rights dialogue. It focuses on the measurement of the impact of human rights dialogues, and contains valuable recommendations for the planning, design, implementation and evaluation of future dialogues. 

� Jean-Bernard Marie, “Une methodologie, pour une science des droits del’homme”, Revue des droits de l’homme, Human Rights Journal 6 (1973) 


� Many of the studies – for example Hathway’s study or the Freedom House Index - involve comparisons between countries while those that focus on a single country tend to address implementation of a particular right such as education. 





1

