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Politics and Society
“Log Tables”
2020-2021
This isn’t all the data you’ll need, but it should be a good start at least.
There is no substitute for undertaking your own investigations!!!

Which Topic do these data suit?
Look at the extensive list of data
below and integrate learning
certain key statistics into your
revision plan. But don’t just learn
them ‘Blind’. Make sure you identify
ways in which each of the data sets
will be useful to which topic you’ve
covered.

Ireland & the Indices
Quick Data for your Exam
“HEADLINE DATA”

Evaluate the Data
Once you’re familiar with each data
set, ask yourself, “Is Ireland’s
performance under this metric,
positive or negative, encouraging
or something to be a little
depressed about? Follow this up by
asking what policies you might
propose to improve Ireland’s
performance and position in each
ranking table.

In some instances, the index may be a “lagging Indicator”, meaning that the ranking available at any given point
might be a year or more behind what it currently happening. Why might this be the case?

But fear not! So long as the data you have for your exam is within the last 3 or so years (i.e. come from the period during which you started
study Pol Soc) you should be considered “up to date”…

Name of Index
The Human Development Index
(2019)

Ireland’s position
3rd Overall (of 189)
Up from 4th in 2018!

Winners & Losers in that Index
Top 4: (1) Norway, (2) Switzerland, (4) Germany
Bottom 4: South Sudan (186), Chad (187) Central
African Republic (188), Niger (189).

The Good Country Index
(2018)

3rd (Overall)
4th in ‘International Peace & Security’,
9th in ‘Culture’, 6th in Equality &
Prosperity,
5th Overall (1st in Europe)

Ireland was 1st in 2014
& 11th in 2016
Top: (1) Finland, (2) Netherlands), (4) Sweden
Bottom: (152) Libya, (153) Iraq
Top: (1) USA, (2) Myanmar, (3) New Zealand, (4)
Australis
Bottom: (124) Yemen, (125) Greece, (126) China

69 of 138 “Low impact of Terrorism” An improvement of 4 places from
2018
12th/163 –

Top 5 Highest Risk - 1. Afghanistan 2. Iraq. 3.
Nigeria. 4. Syria. 5 Pakistan.

The World Happiness Report
2019

Ireland 16/153
(down from 14th in 2017)

Top: (1) Finland, (2) Denmark, (3) Switzerland
Bottom: (151) Zimbabwe, (152) South Sudan, (153)
Afghanistan

The Press Freedom Index

15th of 180

Top: (1) Norway, (2) Finland, (3) Sweden
Bottom: (177) China, & (179) North Korea

The Corruption Perception
Index

18th of 180

Economist “Democracy Index”
(2019)

Ireland Ranks 6th – with a score of
9.24. Up from 2018’s score of
9.15/10. Ireland “Full Democracy”
13th of 35 OECD countries, and 19th
of 70 participating countries (5th in
reading, only 19th in Science)
8th in the EU, up from 10th in 2005. (3
points ahead of EU average)

Top: (1) Denmark, (2) New Zealand, (3) Finland, (4)
Singapore Bottom: (178) South Sudan, (179) Syria,
(180) Somalia
Top: (1) Norway, (2) Iceland, (3) Sweden
Bottom: (164) Syria, (165) Central African Republic,
(166) DR Congo, (167) North Korea
Top: (1) China*, (2) Estonia, (3) Canada, (4) Finland

The Giving Index - 2019
Charities Aid Foundation
(10-year aggregate)
The Terrorism Index –
2019
Global Peace Index -2020
(a reciprocal of the Terrorism
Index)

PISA Education Rankings (2018)

Global Gender Gap Index 2020
(World Economic Forum)
Gender Equality: 2020
European Institute for Gender
Equality
Rule of Law Index -2020
World Justice Project & World
Bank Data
Kids Rights Index - 2020

Ireland 7th in EU (up 1)
5th in Health
Up 6.8 points since 2010
Ireland doesn’t feature on the WJP
Index, but does have World Bank
Data.
2019 – 37th. High score in many
(particularly education), but very low
on “Children’s rights environment”

Top: (1) Iceland, (2) New Zealand, (3) Portugal
Investigate the different methodology that overlays
these and the Terrorism date. How can this be?

Top 4: (1) Sweden, (2) Denmark,
(3) Netherlands, (4) France
Bottom 3: (151) Pakistan, (152) Iraq, (153) Yemen
Irish Score 72.2 – Top (EU): (1) Sweden 83.8, (2)
Denmark 77.4
Bottom (EU): Greece 52.2
Top: (1) Denmark, (2) Norway, (3) Finland
Bottom: (126) DR Congo, (127) Cambodia,
(128) Venezuela
Top: (1) Iceland, (2) Switzerland, (3) Finland)
Bottom: (175) Guinea, (176) El Salvador,
(173) Guinea-Bissau

General Overview
Are there correlations between the position of one or more countries (or types of countries) in different indices? If
so, can you describe the patterns at both the “top end” and the “bottom end” of the various data-sets?
Top End: _______________________________________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________________________________________
Bottom End: ___________________________________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________________________________________
Take a ‘Big Picture’ look at the data for Ireland across all of the rankings here. What broad conclusions do you reach?
Ireland in the data (your overall ‘take-away’):
_______________________________________________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________________________________________
Ask yourself, based on these data alone “Where would YOU like to live?” and “Why?” - givie specific data from the
data sets below to support your opinion.
_______________________________________________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________________________________________
How can Pol Soc students critically evaluate an Index?
Strengths of using an “Index” – an excellent ‘ADVOCACY’ tool to try and persuade government to alter policies.
They are very useful for making comparisons between countries of a similar background and standing – i.e. can serve
as a useful way to find policies that might be transferrable between countries. They can give a clear visual
representation of issues or characteristics within a group of countries. Imagine you are an Irish policy maker: Identify
3 or 4 countries of a similar size and with broad similarities to Ireland that might be reasonable to draw comparisons
with? Justify your choices.
Weaknesses of using an “Index” – rankings can lead to a false sense of achievement (think about it in a classroom –
in a class with 25 “geniuses”, somebody will always come last, in a class of 25 “idiots”, somebody will always come
first). Without the relevant underlying data, the utility (usefulness) of Indices is limited. There might also be
distortions involved in how Index data is presented – one place in the rankings might be a tiny gap in performance,
or could be an enormous gap in performance. A situation might easily occur (as happened to Ireland in 2019-2020 in
the World Press Freedom Index) where it’s Gross score got worse, but its Relative position on the rankings actually
improved.
LOOK AT THE NUMBERS AGAIN – Why aren’t all the rankings out of 193 (the number of countries in the UN)? In
what ways might the lack of data distort your interpretation of the data, or impact your ‘critical’ view of the topic
under discussion? How can you convey these views to the examiner in a Pol-Soc exam essay?

Getting your head around some of the problems with ‘Indexed’ Data: A mini data-based exercise
Look at the English Premier League Soccer table below and note the different in points between 1 st and 2nd,
2nd and 3rd, and the points that the 3rd, 4th, and 5th place teams are on.
1.
Answer the Questions below: If you
were a ‘spin doctor’ or ‘media/communications
director’ for Liverpool, which parts of this table
would you want to highlight to demonstrate
your successes in the 2019-20 season? Justify
your answer with reference to the specific data.
______________________________________
______________________________________
______________________________________
______________________________________

___________________________________________________________________________________
2. If you were doing the same job for Manchester City, what information would you want to ELIDE
(deliberately omit, or pass over quickly)? Justify your answer with reference to the specific data.
____________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________
3. If you were managing one of the teams in 3rd, 4th, or 5th place, what argument would you make for the
way in which the prize money at the “top of the table” should be distributed?
____________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________
4. From the Index data below, identify situations where (a) there are large gaps are evident at the top
level of the data, and (b) situations where the Index data is far closer, making the relative difference
between countries far less meaningful.
____________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________

Human Development Index (HDI)
The HDI was created to emphasize that people and their capabilities should be the ultimate criteria for assessing the
development of a country, not economic growth alone. The HDI can also be used to question national policy choices,
asking how two countries with the same level of GNI per capita can end up with different human development
outcomes. These contrasts can stimulate debate about government policy priorities.

The Human Development Index (HDI) is a summary measure of average achievement in key dimensions of human
development: a long and healthy life, being knowledgeable and have a decent standard of living. The HDI is the
geometric mean of normalized indices for each of the three dimensions.
The health dimension is assessed by life expectancy at birth, the education dimension is measured by mean of years
of schooling for adults aged 25 years and more and expected years of schooling for children of school entering age.
The standard of living dimension is measured by gross national income per capita. The HDI uses the logarithm of
income, to reflect the diminishing importance of income with increasing GNI. The scores for the three HDI dimension
indices are then aggregated into a composite index using geometric mean. Refer to Technical notes for more details.
The HDI simplifies and captures only part of what human development entails. It does not reflect on inequalities,
poverty, human security, empowerment, etc. The HDRO offers the other composite indices as broader proxy on
some of the key issues of human development, inequality, gender disparity and poverty.

HDI Data 2019

These data will be particularly useful to me in the following areas of study/essay titles:
•
•
•
•
•

PISA Education Rankings - 2018
5 Things we learned from the PISA Rankings (Source: https://www.cjfallon.ie/posts/5-things-we-learned-from-pisa/)
The Programme for International Student Assessment (PISA) is a triennial (every 3 years) international survey by the
OECD (Organization for Economic Co-operation and Development). It tests 15 year olds from 72 countries on
Science, Literacy and Mathematics.
The PISA testing takes a holistic approach to these subjects, grading students not on rote-learned facts but testing
their problem-solving ability acquired through a broad spectrum of learning so as to determine how prepared they
are for their future studies or working environment. The test is on skills not knowledge. Solving “real world
problems” and creative thinking are major components and many of the questions focus on how students feel about
school and studying.
We now live in globalised societies, with a mobile workforce moving wherever particular skills are required. We can
see this in our own country where in the last generation huge emphasis was placed on attracting some of the tech
giants to establish headquarters here. We can use the PISA testing as an important yardstick (way of making useful
comparisons) with which to objectively measure our standard of education against international standards and, in
turn, help to establish our future graduates in higher education and the jobs market.
Looking at the last two sets of results from 2012 and 2015, what are 5 things that we can learn from today’s release?
•

In 2012, Ireland scored 523 points in reading while the international average is 496, putting our ranking in
that area at 13th;
In the results released today and based on the 2015 test, Ireland has jumped dramatically to 5th place in
reading;
With only Finland (ranked fourth) ahead of us for reading in Europe, our teaching and learning of literacy is
an area where we excel;
This year Ireland stayed above the OECD and European averages in all subjects;
In Science we’ve dropped slightly since 2012 and now hold a ranking of 19th out of the 72 countries tested.

•
•
•
•

These data will be particularly useful to me in the following areas of study/essay titles:
•
•
•
•
•

Good Country Index (Source: https://goodcountry.org/good-country/the-idea)
Simon Anholt started the Good Country to change how our leaders run our countries. To help them understand they’re
not just responsible for their own citizens, but for every man, woman, child and animal on the planet. To tell them
they’re not just responsible for their own little slice of territory, but for the whole of the earth’s surface and the
atmosphere above it. And to help them act like they mean it.
In the past, leaders had a simple, single mandate: to do the best for their own people and their own slice of territory frequently at the expense of people in other territories. In the age of global threats and opportunities, they must
accept a Dual Mandate:
Today, leaders must realise that they're responsible not only for their own people, but for every man, woman, child
and animal on the planet; not just responsible for their own slice of territory, but for every square inch of the earth's
surface and the atmosphere above it.
Any leader who isn't prepared for this level of responsibility shouldn't be leading. And we must all do whatever we
can to help the world's leaders move to the Dual Mandate, and to help citizens support them as they do so.
One day soon, the casual nationalism that characterises almost all political and economic discussions will seem as
outdated and offensive as sexism and racism do today.
2018 Data:

These data will be particularly useful to me in the following areas of study/essay titles:
•
•
•
•
•

World Giving Index
Background The aim of the CAF World Giving Index is to
provide insight into the scope and nature of giving around
the world. In order to ensure that giving is understood in its
various forms, the report looks at three aspects of giving
behaviour.
Background CAF has been producing its World Giving Index
for a decade and we are delighted this year to present this
special 10th edition. To celebrate 10 years of data, we
decided to look at the
top and bottom
countries aggregated for
the 10 years. This is the
first time we have
reported on the bottom
performing countries as
well as the top
performing. We have
also taken a look at the
biggest risers and fallers
over the ten year period.
As with the other years
we have produced this
report, our aim remains
the same: to provide
insight into the scope
and nature of giving
around the world. In
order to ensure that
giving is understood in its
various forms, the report
looks at three aspects of
giving behaviour.

These data will be particularly useful to me in the following areas of study/essay titles:
•
•
•
•
•

Global Terrorism Index 2019
The GTI report is produced by the Institute for Economics & Peace (IEP)
using data from the Global Terrorism Database (GTD) and other
sources. Data for the GTD is collected and collated by the National
Consortium for the Study of Terrorism and Responses to Terrorism
(START) at the University of Maryland. The GTD contains over 170,000
terrorist incidents for the period 1970 to 2017. Deaths from terrorism
fell for the fourth consecutive year, after peaking in 2014. The decline
in deaths corresponds with the military successes against ISIL and Boko
Haram, with the total number of deaths falling by 15.2 per cent
between 2017 and 2018 to 15,952.
The largest fall occurred in Iraq, which recorded 3,217 fewer deaths from terrorism in 2018, a 75 per cent decrease
from the prior year. For the first time since 2003, Iraq is no longer the country most impacted by terrorism. ISIL’s
decline continued for the second successive year. Deaths attributed to the group declined 69 per cent, with attacks
declining 63 per cent in 2018. ISIL now has an estimated 18,000 fighters left in Iraq and Syria, down from over 70,000
in 2014. Somalia recorded the second largest reduction in deaths for the second year in a row, with 824 fewer
deaths recorded than in 2017. Attacks by Al-Shabaab declined by 24 per cent following an increase in United Statesled airstrikes targeting the group. Total deaths from terrorism are now down over 52 per cent from their peak in
2014.

Trends in Terrorism - Results
•
•
•
•

•
•

•

•
•

The total number of deaths from terrorism declined for the fourth consecutive year in 2018, falling by 15.2
per cent to 15,952 deaths.
Nine of the ten countries most impacted by terrorism improved.
Despite the fall in total deaths, the number of countries affected by terrorism remains high. 71 countries
recorded at least one death from terrorism in 2018, the second highest number of countries since 2002.
Afghanistan had the largest deterioration,
recording 7,379 deaths from terrorism, an
increase of 59 per cent from the prior
year, and is now at the bottom of the
index.
For the first time since 2003, Iraq was not
the country most impacted by terrorism.
The impact of terrorism improved in 98
countries, compared to 40 that
deteriorated in the past year. However,
the overall impact of terrorism was still
higher in 80 countries when compared to
five years ago.
Iraq and Somalia experienced the largest
falls in deaths from terrorism, owing
mainly to less activity from ISIL and AlShabaab respectively.
ISIL’s decline continued for the second successive year. Deaths attributed to the group declined by 69 per
cent, and attacks declined 63 per cent.
The global economic impact of terrorism in 2018 amounted to $33 billion in constant PPP terms, a decline of
38 per cent from its 2017 level.

The United Kingdom, on the other hand, had twice as many attacks, totalling 95 incidents in 2018, but just two
fatalities. Eighty out of the 95 attacks occurred in Northern Ireland, including the two that resulted in fatalities. In
both cases, civilians were shot by unknown assailants. Terrorism in Northern Ireland remains largely related to the
conflict between republicans and unionists there, while at least six of the 12 incidents in England explicitly targeted
Jews, Muslims or Sikhs.

Global Peace Index (2020) – (Drawn from the same data as the Terrorism Index)
This is the 14th edition of the Global Peace Index (GPI), which ranks 163 independent states and territories
according to their level of peacefulness. Produced by the Institute for Economics and Peace (IEP), the GPI is
the world’s leading measure of global peacefulness. This report presents the most comprehensive data
driven analysis to-date on trends in peace, its economic value, and how to develop peaceful societies. The
GPI covers 99.7 per cent of the world’s population, using 23 qualitative and quantitative indicators from
highly respected sources, and measures the state of peace across three domains: the level of Societal
Safety and Security; the extent of Ongoing Domestic and International Conflict; and the degree of
Militarisation. In addition to presenting the findings from the 2020 GPI, this year’s report includes an
analysis of the effect of the COVID-19 pandemic on peace, including Positive Peace: the attitudes,
institutions and structures that create and sustain peaceful societies. It examines how the impact of the
pandemic, and in particular its economic consequences will increase the risk of severe deteriorations in
Positive Peace over the next few years, and also examines which countries are best placed to recover from
the shock. The results this year show that the level of global peacefulness deteriorated, with the average
country score falling by 0.34 per cent. This is the ninth deterioration in peacefulness in the last twelve
years, with 81 countries improving, and 80 recording deteriorations over the past year. The 2020 GPI
reveals a world in which the conflicts and crises that emerged in the past decade have begun to abate, only
to be replaced with a new wave of tension and uncertainty as a result of the COVID-19 pandemic.
RESULTS:
•
•
•

•

•

•

The average level of global peacefulness deteriorated 0.34 per cent on the 2020 GPI. This is the
ninth time in the last 12 years that global peacefulness has deteriorated.
In the past year 80 countries recorded deteriorations in peacefulness, while 81 recorded
improvements.
The Middle East and North Africa (MENA) region remained the world’s least peaceful region. It is
home to four of the ten least peaceful countries in the world, with no country from the region
ranked higher than 27th on the GPI.
Europe remains the most peaceful region in the world, although it recorded a slight deterioration in
peacefulness. The region is home to 13 of the 20 most peaceful countries, and only two European
countries are not ranked in the top half of the index.
Peacefulness improved on average on the Militarisation domain, but deteriorated on both the
Ongoing Conflict and Safety and Security domains. Of the 23 GPI indicators, eight recorded an
improvement, 12 had a deterioration, with the remaining three indicators not registering any
change over the past year.
After years of improvements in average military spending, there was an increase in military
expenditure as a percentage of GDP for the first time in five years. Seventy-nine countries had
deteriorations on this indicator.

The PEACE and TERRORMISM data will be particularly useful to me in the following areas of study/essay titles:
•
•
•
•
•

World Happiness Report 2017-9
In conclusion, there are large gaps in happiness between countries, and these will continue to create major
pressures to migrate. Some of those who migrate between countries will benefit and others will lose. In general,
those who move to happier countries than their own will gain in happiness, while those who move to unhappier
countries will tend to lose. Those left behind will not on average lose, although once again there will be gainers and
losers. Immigration will continue to pose both opportunities and costs for those who move, for those who remain
behind, and for natives of the immigrant-receiving countries.
Where immigrants are welcome
and where they integrate well,
immigration works best. A more
tolerant attitude in the host
country will prove best for
migrants and for the original
residents. But there are clearly
limits to the annual flows which
can be accommodated without
damage to the social fabric that
provides the very basis of the
country’s attraction to immigrants.
One obvious solution, which has no
upper limit, is to raise the
happiness of people in the sending
countries – perhaps by the traditional means of foreign aid and better access to rich-country markets, but more
importantly by helping them to grow their own levels of trust, and institutions of the sort that make possible better
lives in the happier countries.

These data will be particularly useful to me in the following areas of study/essay titles:
•
•
•
•
•

World Press Freedom Index - 2020
Every year (since 2002) a group called ‘Reporters Sans Frontier’ (Reporters without Borders) issue a report called the
World Press Freedom Index. It is an important advocacy tool based on the principle of “emulation between states”.
Because it is well known, its influence over governments is growing. Many heads of state and government fear its
annual publication. The Index is a point of reference that is quoted by media throughout the world and is used by
diplomats and international entities such as the UN & WB.
The WPFI ranks 180 countries and regions according to the level of freedom available to journalists. It is a snapshot
of the media freedom situation based on an evaluation of pluralism, independence of the media, quality of
legislative framework and safety of journalists in each country and region. It does not rank public policies even if
governments obviously have a major impact on their country’s ranking. It is not a measure of the quality of
journalism in each country or region.
Rankings: Unsurprisingly, the top ranked countries are (1) Norway, (2) Finland, (3) Denmark, (4) Sweden. The WPFI
notes that the US is currently falling down the rankings at 45th (up 3 from 2019). The bottom countries include (177)
China, (178) Eritrea, (179) Turkmenistan, & (180) North Korea.
Ireland falls into the top category of a ‘Good’ ranking at 13th (only 8% of countries have this description). “The highly
concentrated nature of media ownership remains the single largest threat to press freedom in Ireland. Independent
News and Media (INM) controls much of the daily and Sunday newspaper market, while broadcasting is dominated
by the semi-state company RTE. The 1937 constitution guarantees media freedom, but defamation suits are
common… The vote by referendum in October 2018 to decriminalise blasphemy was a welcome move for press
freedom.” (WPFI Report, 2019)

For a fuller exploration of Press Freedom Index data, presented as a ‘Politics and Society – Data-Based Question’
here: https://polsocpodcast.files.wordpress.com/2020/10/press-freedom-ireland-and-international-dbq.pdf

These data will be particularly useful to me in the following areas of study/essay titles:
•
•
•
•
•

EU - Gender Equality Index – Source: https://eige.europa.eu/gender-equality-index/2020/country/IE
Progress in gender equality in Ireland since
2010:

With 72.2 out of 100 points, Ireland ranks
7th in the EU on the Gender Equality
Index. Its score is 4.3 points above the
EU’s score. Since 2010, Ireland’s score
has increased by 6.8 points (+ 0.9 points
since 2017). Ireland has progressed
faster than the EU and improved its
position by two places since 2010.

Best performance
Ireland’s score is highest in the domain of health
(91.3 points), in which it ranks 5th. Its second
highest score is in the domain of money (86.5
points), ranking 8th among all countries.
Most room for improvement
Gender inequalities are most pronounced in the
domain of power (55.8 points). However, Ireland
is among the better-performing countries in this
domain (ranking 10th).
Biggest improvement
Since 2010, Ireland’s score has improved the most in the domain of power (+ 18.6 points), increasing its ranking by
two places. Ireland’s rankings have also improved in the domains of work and time (by one place).
A step backwards
Progress has stalled in the domain of health (+ 0.6 points), in which Ireland lost one place in the rankings. It also
dropped by five places in the domain of money.

The EU and World Economic Forum data will be particularly useful to me in the following areas of study/essay
titles:
•
•
•
•
•

World Economic Forum - Global Gender Gap Index 2020
Global Results In 2020, the Global Gender Gap score (based on the
population-weighted average) stands at 68.6%. This means that, on
average, the gap is narrower, and the remaining gap to close is now
31.4%. This year the progress has not only been larger than in the
previous edition, but also more widespread: out of the 149 countries
and economies covered both this year and last year, 101 have
improved their score and 48 have seen their performance unchanged
or reduced. In fact, the top 10th percentile consists of 16 countries that
have improved their score by more than 3.3% year-on-year.
Table 1 shows the 2020 Global Gender Gap rankings and the score of
all 153 countries covered by this year’s report. No country to date has
yet achieved full gender parity. All the top five countries have closed at
least 80% of their gaps, and the best performer (Iceland) has closed 82% of its gap so far. The global top ten features
four Nordic countries (Iceland, 1st, Norway 2nd, Finland 3rd and Sweden 4th), one Latin American country
(Nicaragua, 5th), one country from the East Asia and the Pacific region (New Zealand, 6th), three other countries
from Western Europe (Ireland, 7th, Spain, 8th and Germany, 10th) and one country from Sub-Saharan Africa
(Rwanda, 9th)

Economist Democracy Index 2019
The Democracy Index
provides a snapshot of the
state of world democracy
for 165 independent
states and two territories.
The Democracy Index is
based on five categories:
electoral process and
pluralism; civil liberties;
the functioning of
government; political
participation; and
political culture. Based on their scores on 60 indicators within these categories, each country is then itself classified
as one of four types of regime: full democracy; flawed democracy; hybrid regime; and authoritarian regime.

The 2018
Democracy
Index reveals
that political
participation is
on the rise in
almost every
region of the
world. Whilst
clearly
disillusioned
with formal
political
institutions,
the population
has turned
anger into
action, and turned out to vote, and to protest. The most striking advance has been in the participation of women – in
the past decade the indicator has improved more than any other single indicator in our model. This improvement
takes place amid a deterioration of trust in democracy, evident in the worsening of most categories in this year’s
Index.
These data will be particularly useful to me in the following areas of study/essay titles:
•
•
•
•
•

Corruption Perception Index - 2019 (Transparency International)
The index, which ranks 180 countries and territories
by their perceived levels of public sector corruption
according to experts and businesspeople, uses a
scale of 0 to 100, where 0 is highly corrupt and 100
is very clean. More than two-thirds of countries
score below 50 on this year’s CPI, with an average
score of just 43.
It reveals that the continued failure of most
countries to significantly control corruption is
contributing to a crisis in democracy around the
world. While there are exceptions, the data shows
that despite some progress, most countries are
failing to make serious inroads against corruption.

What about data on the ‘National’ Level? What contradictions can you see at this level? National Integrity Index Local Authorities 2019 The following pages present the results, analysis and data from Transparency International
(TI) Ireland’s National
Integrity Index (NII) on
Local Authorities. This
index was designed to
assess the systems and
practices to promote
integrity in each of
Ireland’s 31 local
authorities, based on
the categories of
Transparency,
Accountability and
Ethics, and to rank the
local authorities
accordingly. The index
is based on research
carried out between
June and Dec 2019.
These data will be particularly useful to me in the following areas of study/essay titles:
•
•
•
•
•

The Rule of Law Index - 2020
The World Justice Project (WJP) Rule of Law Index®
2020 is the latest report in an annual series
measuring the rule of law based on the experiences
and perceptions of the general public and in-country
legal practitioners and experts worldwide.
Strengthening the rule of law is a major goal of
citizens, governments, donors, businesses, and civil
society organizations around the world.
The WJP Rule of Law Index 2020 presents a portrait
of the rule of law in 128 countries and jurisdictions
by providing scores and rankings based on eight
factors: Constraints on Government Powers, Absence
of Corruption, Open Government, Fundamental
Rights, Order and Security, Regulatory Enforcement,
Civil Justice, and Criminal Justice. The scores and
rankings in the WJP Rule of Law Index 2020 are
derived from more than 130,000 household surveys
and 4,000 legal practitioner and expert surveys
worldwide.
Defining the Rule of Law: Effective rule of law reduces corruption, combats poverty and disease, and protects
people from injustices large and small. It is the foundation for communities of justice, opportunity, and peace—
underpinning development, accountable government, and respect for fundamental rights. Traditionally, the rule of
law has been viewed as the domain of lawyers and judges. But everyday issues of safety, rights, justice, and
governance affect us all; everyone is a stakeholder in the rule of law.

Rule of law – World Bank Data
Ireland DOES NOT feature in the World Justice Project DATA set. Can you make viable comparisons between two
indices that do not have precisely the same methodology? What would the strengths and weaknesses of trying to do
this? Nor do many central African Nations. How might ‘GAPS’ in Data distort the validity of an index…???

How has Ireland’s performance changed with regards to these data in the last 20 years?
What factors might account for these changes?
Look at the top and bottom of the ‘Y-Axis’ – Does the range here make the changes look more dramatic than they
otherwise might? What would these data look like if the ‘Y-Axis’ range was -2.5 to +2.5 (which is the full range of the
World Bank Assessment)?

These World Justice Project and World Bank data will be particularly useful to me in the following areas of
study/essay titles:

•
•
•
•
•
•

The Veracity Index - 2020
Who do we trust most in
Ireland?
Obviously, this isn’t an
international index, but it does
reveal some interesting
perspectives on Irish Society.
What conclusions can you draw
from it. Pay particular attention
between the differences in trust
between the ‘Public’ and
‘Private’ sectors…
When you have considered this,
use your knowledge of ‘The
Media’ to consider how each of
the most and least trusted
groups are usually portrayed in
media stories about issues such
as ‘Strikes’ and ‘Pay
Agreements’.

These data will be particularly useful to me in the following areas of study/essay titles:
•
•
•
•
•

Kids Rights Index 2020

These data will be particularly useful to me in the following areas of study/essay titles:
•
•
•
•
•

