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Introduction
One of the (many) difficulties faced by Politics & Society students and teachers in the opening years of the
new course has been the problem of gathering and refining relevant data to support students’ essaywriting endeavours. This resulted in numerous teachers calling for a core set of data that students could
draw on for their opening attempts at exam essays. This booklet is, in part, a response to that call.
It is not envisioned that these “data sets” should be seen as prescriptive – it’s not ALL the data that a
student needs to know in order to guarantee they have sufficient evidence in their essays to justify a high
final grade in June. It is, however, designed to provide an introduction to the process of data gathering and
data analysis, highlight some of the pitfalls, and to make the process of acquiring a new skillset a little less
painful and time-consuming.
If students took ONE thing away from examining these data sets, it should be that none of the data
provided by any of the indices is definitive. All are subject to criticism and improvement. But students
should ask themselves:
•

How would I critique the methodology of each data set?

•

What recommendations would I make to improve the usefulness of each data set?

•

Why is the number of countries in each data set important? Who has been omitted, and why?

•

How has Ireland’s relative position changed in these indices over time?

•

What other international trends are relevant or interesting?

•

And most importantly, how might I appropriately deploy the data within each of the indices into
different exam essays?

To that end, the final section of each of the data sets gives a space for students to link the data to an exam
essay. They should consider including the following in the box provided:
•

Which specific Learning Outcomes are relevant?

•

Which essay titles (drawn from those LOs) might be relevant to which data set?

•

What SDG would link to each data set?

•

What aspect of Laudato Si might be relevant?

•

What Key Thinker would be most interested in each data set?

By engaging with these kinds of questions it is hoped that the “QUANTITATIVE DATA” ceases to be just
something that is ‘dead’ on the page, but rather, becomes something that students can see has a specific
UTILITY. As they begin to use these data sets in their essays (on in the concluding sections of their DBQs)
that skill of providing relevant data to ensure they are expressing an INFORMED OPINION should become
second nature. This is not something that will happen overnight, but rather something that accrues
incrementally.
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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. At the end of
each longer explanation there’s space
to jot down the relevant essay topics.

Name of Index

“HEADLINE DATA”
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?

Ireland’s position

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.

Winners & Losers in that Index

The Human Development
Index (2020)

2nd Overall (of 189)
Up from 4th in 2018!

Top 4: (1) Norway, (3) Switzerland, (4) Hong Kong
Bottom 4: South Sudan (T 186), Chad (187) Central
African Republic (188), Niger (189).

PISA Education Rankings
(2018)

13th of 35 OECD countries, and
19th of 70 participating countries
(5th in reading, only 19th in science)

Top: (1) China*, (2) Estonia, (3) Canada, (4) Finland

The Good Country Index
(2020)

15th (Overall)
2nd -‘International Peace & Security’,
81st – ‘Prosperity and Equality’.

Ireland was 1st in 2014& 11th in 2016
Top: (1) Sweden, (2) Denmark, (3) Germany
Bottom: (147) Guinea, (148) Yemen, (149) Libya,

The Giving Index – (2021)
Charities Aid Foundation
(10-year aggregate)

26th Overall. Down from 5th in 2019.
One of the top 10 biggest drops on
the index.

Top: (1) Indonesia, (2) Kenya, (3) Nigeria,
Bottom: (112) Belgium, (113) Portugal, (114) Japan

The Terrorism Index –
(2020) Visions of Humanity
data
Global Peace Index -2020
(Same org as Terrorism Index)
The World Happiness Report
(2020)

62 of 138 “Low impact of Terrorism”
– But 7 places worse than 2019.

Top 5 Highest Risk - (1) Afghanistan. (2) Iraq. (3)
Nigeria. (4) Syria. (5) Somalia.
Many countries tied as ‘best’ with a score of 0/10
Top: (1) Iceland, (2) New Zealand, (3) Denmark

The Press Freedom Index
(2021)

12th of 180 (16th in 2014 and 9th in
2016)

Gender Equality (2020)
European Institute for Gender
Equality
Global Gender Gap Index 2021
(World Economic Forum)

Ireland 7th in EU (up 1)
5th in Health
Up 6.8 points since 2010
9th of 156, down 2 places since 2020

Economist “Democracy Index”
(2019)

Ireland Ranks 8th – with a score of
9.05. Down 2 from 2019’s score of
9.24/10. Ireland “Full Democracy”

The Corruption Perception
Index (2020)

20th of 180. Down 2 since 2019

Rule of Law Index (2020)
World Justice Project & World
Bank Data

Ireland doesn’t feature on the WJP
Index but does have World Bank
Data. *Omission Problem*

Kids Rights Index (2021)

2021 46th down from 37th in 2019
High score in “Education”, very low
on “Children’s Rights Environment”
1st (of 29 Donor Countries) Up from
4th in 2017
Top: (1) Pharmacists 96%, (2)
Nurses 95%, (3) Doctors 94%, (4)
Teachers 88%

Principled Aid Index (2020)
Veracity Index (2021)

12th/163
Ireland 13/149
(up from 14th in 2019)

Top: (1) Finland, (2) Iceland, (3) Denmark,
Bottom: (147) Rwanda, (148) Zimbabwe, (149)
Afghanistan
Top: (1) Norway, (2) Finland, (3) Sweden
Bottom: (179) North Korea, & (180) Eritrea
Irish Score 72.2 – Top (EU): (1) Sweden 83.8, (2)
Denmark 77.4
Bottom (EU): Greece 52.2
Top 4: (1) Iceland, (2) Finland, (3) Norway, (4) New
Zealand Bottom 3: (154) Iraq, (155) Yemen, (156)
Afghanistan
Top: (1) Norway, (2) Iceland, (3) Sweden
Bottom: (165) Central African Republic, (166) DR
Congo, (167) North Korea
Top: (1) New Zealand, (2) Denmark, (3) Finland, (4)
Singapore Bottom: (178) Syria, (T179) South
Sudan, (T179) Somalia
Top: (1) Denmark, (2) Norway, (3) Finland
Bottom: (126) DR Congo, (127) Cambodia,
(128) Venezuela
Top: (1) Iceland, (2) Switzerland, (3) Finland
Bottom: (180) Sierra Leone, (181) Afghanistan,
(182) Chad. [UK Rank 168]
Top: (1) Ireland, (2) Norway, (3) Sweden
Notable: Politicians 24%, Bankers 34%,
Journalists 45%, NPHET 87%

2

General Overview – “Meta Analysis”
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?” - give specific data from the
data sets below to support your opinion.
_______________________________________________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________________________________________
Where would you NOT like to live? Why not?

___________________________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________

___________________________________________________________________________
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Based on these perspectives and insights gained, what would you say are the general
Strengths and Weaknesses of an INDEX (plural “Indices”) as a means of measuring progress
or performance of a country in a specific area?
Strengths of Indices:

Prominent examples of these strengths from the data below:

Weaknesses of Indices:

Prominent examples of these strengths from the data below:
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Human Development Index (HDI) (http://hdr.undp.org/en/content/latest-human-development-index-ranking)
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.

These data will be particularly useful to me in the following areas of study/essay titles:
•
•
•
•
•
6

PISA Education Rankings – 2018 (https://www.oecd.org/pisa/)
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:
•
•
•
•
•
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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.
2020 Data:

These data will be particularly useful to me in the following areas of study/essay titles:
•
•
•
•
•
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World Giving Index (2020) (https://www.cafonline.org/about-us/publications/2021-publications/caf-world-giving-index-2021)
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.

KEY FINDINGS
The extraordinary events of past year have
reinforced the importance of civil society and
international collaboration. The CAF World
Giving Index offers a unique glimpse of global
trends in generosity:
The Top 10 most generous countries has
changed substantially in 2020
The most generous country in the world is
Indonesia.
More than three billion people helped
someone they didn’t know in 2020.
Despite, or perhaps because of, the pandemic,
donating money is up across the globe.

"This year’s pandemic special was an eye-opening report to put together and speaks to the huge impact that Covid
has had on giving across the globe – be it the surge of people who helped a stranger around the world as the crisis
struck, the increasing generosity of African nations or the devastating impact of the lost opportunities to volunteer
and fundraise that we are seeing in some of the world’s most generous countries. The report shows an upended
Index for 2020, and we will be watching very closely to see whether or not these trends are reversed as the
pandemic recedes."
Catherine Mahoney
Research Manager

These data will be particularly useful to me in the following areas of study/essay titles:
•
•
•
•
•
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Global Terrorism Index 2020 (https://reliefweb.int/sites/reliefweb.int/files/resources/GTI-2020-web-2.pdf)
This is the eighth edition of the Global Terrorism Index (GTI). The
report provides a comprehensive summary of the key global trends
and patterns in terrorism over the last 50 years, placing a special
emphasis on trends over the past decade. This period corresponds
with the rise and fall of the
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 2019.
In 2019, deaths from terrorism fell for the fifth consecutive year,
after peaking in 2014. The total number of deaths fell by 15.5
per cent to 13,826. The fall in deaths was mirrored by a
reduction in the impact of terrorism, with 103 countries
recording an improvement on their GTI score, compared to 35
that recorded a deterioration. The full GTI score takes into
account not only deaths, but also incidents, injuries, and
property damage from terrorism, over a five-year period.
The largest fall in the impact of terrorism occurred in
Afghanistan, which recorded 1,654 fewer deaths from terrorism
in 2018, a 22.4 per cent decrease from the prior year. However,
Afghanistan remains the country most impacted by terrorism,
after overtaking Iraq in 2018.

Nigeria recorded the second largest reduction in
deaths from terrorism in 2019, with the number
falling from 2,043 to 1,245, a 39.1 per cent
reduction, which was mainly due to a fall in
terrorism deaths attributed to Fulani extremists.
This reduction occurred despite a small increase
in deaths attributed to Boko Haram, which has
the been the most active terrorist group in the
country over the past decade. Deaths from
terrorism in Nigeria are now 83 per cent lower
than at their peak in 2014.
These data will be particularly useful to me in the following areas of study/essay titles:
•
•
•
•
•
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Global Peace Index (2020) – (https://www.visionofhumanity.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/06/GPI-2021-web-1.pdf)
Global peacefulness has deteriorated for the ninth year in a row, this year by 0.07%. However, this is the
second smallest deterioration recorded in the history of the Global Peace Index.
Iceland remains the most peaceful country in the world, a position it has held since 2008, followed by New
Zealand and Denmark. Afghanistan remains the least peaceful country globally. Furthermore, in this year’s
report, eight out of the top 10 most peaceful countries in the world were found in Europe, making this
continent the world’s most peaceful region. This is the highest number of European countries that were
ranked in the top ten since the inception of the Global Peace Index.
The Global Peace Index rates countries in terms of three aspects: societal safety and security, ongoing
domestic and international conflict, and level of militarisation. By examining 99.7% of the world’s
population through these three domains, we find a GPI score, which shows this year that peacefulness has
deteriorated yet again, and while the percentage may seem low, the deterioration is worryingly
substantial. While peacefulness has in fact gotten worse for a consecutive 15 years since 2020, we have
witnessed new trends and causes to the fall in peacefulness.
The emergence of a global pandemic has had a significant impact on violence. While violent conflicts
improved, the number of violent demonstrations increased substantially – a total of more than 5,000
Covid-19 related violent events occurred this past year.
Pandemic-related violent incidents occurred in 158 countries around the world. This increase in COVID-19
related violent incidents, caused by violent demonstrations and riots, was fuelled by various changes: the
imposed COVID-19 restrictions, anti-government sentiments, lockdowns, increasing unemployment rate
and lack of economic support.

The PEACE and TERRORMISM data will be particularly useful to me in the following areas of study/essay titles:
•
•
•
•
•
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World Happiness Report 2020

This ninth World Happiness Report is unlike any that have come before. COVID-19 has shaken, taken, and reshaped lives
everywhere. In this chapter, our central purpose remains just what it has always been – to measure and use subjective wellbeing to track and explain the quality of lives all over the globe. Our capacity to do this has been shaken at the same time as the
lives we are struggling to assess. While still relying on the Gallup World Poll as our primary source for our measures of the
quality of life, this year, we tap a broader variety of data to trace the size and distribution of the happiness impacts of COVID-19.
We also devote equal efforts to unravelling how geography, demography, and the spread of the virus have interacted with each
country’s scientific knowledge and social and political underpinnings, especially their institutional and social trust levels, to
explain international differences in death rates from COVID-19.
First, we shall present the overall life evaluations and measures of positive and negative emotions (affect) for those countries for
which 2020 surveys are available. The resulting rankings exclude the many countries without 2020 surveys, and the smaller
sample sizes, compared to the three-year averages usually used, increase their imprecision. We then place these rankings beside
those based on data for 2017-2019, before COVID-19 struck, and also present our usual ranking figure based on the three-year
average of life evaluations 2018-2020.
Second, we use responses at the individual level to investigate how COVID-19 has affected the happiness of different population
subgroups, thus attempting to assess possible inequalities in the distribution of the well-being consequences of COVID-19.
Third, we review and extend the evidence on the links between trust and well-being. We find evidence that trust and
benevolence are strong supports for well-being, and also for successful strategies to control COVID-19. We present new
evidence on the power of expected benevolence, as measured by the extent to which people think their lost wallets would be
returned if found by neighbours, strangers, or the police. All are found to be strong supports for well-being, and for effective
COVID-19 strategies.
Fourth, we turn to examine how different features of national demographic, social and political structures have combined with
the consequences of policy strategies and disease exposure to help explain international differences in 2020 death rates from
COVID-19. A central feature of our evidence is the extent to which the quality of the social context, and especially the extent to
which people trust their governments, and have trust in the benevolence of others, supports not only their ability to maintain
their happiness before and during the pandemic but also reduces the COVID-19 death toll by facilitating more effective
strategies for limiting the spread of the pandemic while maintaining and building a sense of common purpose.

These data will be particularly useful to me in the following areas of study/essay titles:
•
•
•
•
•
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World Press Freedom Index – 2021 (For details of this see HL Sample DBQ 1)
(https://rsf.org/en/ranking)

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:
•
•
•
•
•
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World Economic Forum - Global Gender Gap Index 2020
(http://www3.weforum.org/docs/WEF_GGGR_2021.pdf)

The Global Gender Gap Index benchmarks the evolution of gender-based
gaps among four key dimensions (Economic Participation and Opportunity,
Educational Attainment, Health and Survival, and Political Empowerment)
and tracks progress towards closing these gaps over time.
This year, the Global Gender Gap index benchmarks 156 countries, providing
a tool for cross-country comparison and to prioritize the most effective
policies needed to close gender gaps. The methodology of the index has
remained stable since its original conception in 2006, providing a basis for
robust cross-country and time-series analysis.The Global Gender Gap Index
measures scores on a 0 to 100 scale and scores can be interpreted as the
distance to parity (i.e. the % of the gender gap that has been closed).
The 14th edition of the report, the Global Gender Gap Report 2020, was launched in December 2019, using the
latest available data at the time. The 15th edition, the Global Gender Gap Report 2021, comes out a little over one
year after COVID-19 was officially declared a pandemic. Preliminary evidence suggests that the health emergency
and the related economic downturn have impacted women more severely than men, partially re-opening gaps that
had already been closed.
Global Trends and Outcomes
– Globally, the average distance completed to parity is at 68%, a step back compared to 2020 (-0.6 percentage
points). These figures are mainly driven by a decline in the performance of large countries. On its current trajectory,
it will now take 135.6 years to close the gender gap worldwide. 1
– The gender gap in Political Empowerment remains the largest of the four gaps tracked, with only 22% closed to
date, having further widened since the 2020 edition of the report by 2.4 percentage points. Across the 156 countries
covered by the index, women represent only 26.1% of some 35,500 parliament seats and just 22.6% of over 3,400
ministers worldwide. In 81 countries, there has never been a woman head of state, as of 15th January 2021. At the
current rate of progress, the WEF estimates that it will take 145.5 years to attain gender parity in politics.
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Economist Democracy Index 2020
(https://www.economist.com/graphic-detail/2021/02/02/global-democracy-has-a-very-bad-year)
Global democracy continued its decline in 2020, according to the latest edition of the Democracy Index from our
sister company, The Economist Intelligence Unit. The annual survey, which rates the state of democracy across 167
countries based on five measures—electoral process and pluralism, the functioning of government, political
participation, democratic political culture and civil liberties—finds that just 8.4% of the world’s population live in a
full democracy while more than a third live under authoritarian rule. The global score of 5.37 out of ten is the lowest
recorded since the index began in 2006.
Government-imposed lockdowns and other pandemic-control measures
led to a huge rollback of civil liberties in 2020, causing downgrades across
the majority of countries. Confronted by a new, deadly disease to which
humans had no natural immunity, most people concluded that preventing
a catastrophic loss of life justified some temporary loss of freedom. The
ranking penalised countries that withdrew civil liberties, failed to allow
proper scrutiny of emergency powers or denied freedom of expression—
regardless of whether there was public support for government
measures. In France for example, severe lockdowns and national curfews
led to a small but significant decrease in its overall score and the country
dropped into the “flawed democracy” category.
The pandemic did not put a stop to rising levels of political engagement.
Turnout in the American presidential election in November was the
highest for 120 years and the country recorded its best political
participation score since the index began. But public trust in the
democratic process was dealt a blow by the refusal of Donald Trump and
many of his supporters to accept the election result, and the United States
remains in the “flawed democracy” category. The star performer, measured by the change in both its score and
rank, was Taiwan, which was upgraded to a “full democracy” after rising 20 places in the global ranking from 31st to
11th. Taiwan went to the polls in January 2020, and a strong voter turnout, including among young people,
demonstrated the resilience of its democracy.
Elections do not always lead to democratic
progress. Although Mali held parliamentary
elections in March 2020 that were broadly free
and fair, the results were nullified when the
country suffered a coup in August by military
officers aggrieved by a lack of progress against
jihadist insurgents. Mali’s drop of 11 places
down the rankings is typical of sub-Saharan
Africa as a whole, which suffered a terrible year
for democracy.
This year is not off to a promising start, with an
insurrection in America’s Capitol and a military
coup in Myanmar. Democrats will hope that a
gradual loosening of covid-19 restrictions will
give them more reason to cheer.
These data will be particularly useful to me in the following areas of study/essay titles:
•
•
•
•
•
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Corruption Perception Index - 2020 (Transparency International)
(https://images.transparencycdn.org/images/CPI2020_Report_EN_0802-WEB-1_2021-02-08-103053.pdf)

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY: This year’s Corruption
Perceptions Index (CPI) paints a grim picture of the
state of corruption worldwide. While most countries
have made little to no progress in tackling corruption
in nearly a decade, more than two-thirds of countries
score below 50. Our analysis shows corruption not
only undermines the global health response to COVID19, but contributes to a continuing crisis of
democracy. 2020 proved to be one of the worst years
in recent history, with the outbreak of the global
COVID-19 pandemic and its devastating effects. The
health and economic impact on individuals and
communities worldwide has been catastrophic. More
than 90 million people were infected, and nearly 2
million people lost their lives around the world.1 As
the past tumultuous year has shown, COVID-19 is not
just a health and economic crisis, but a corruption
crisis as well, with countless lives lost due to the
insidious effects of corruption undermining a fair and equitable global response.
Reports of corruption during COVID-192 have reverberated across the globe.
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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 Global and Local data on Corruption will be particularly useful to me in the following essay titles:
•
•
•
•
•
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The Rule of Law Index – 2020 (https://worldjusticeproject.org/our-work/research-and-data/wjp-rule-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.
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Rule of law – World Bank Data
https://govdata360.worldbank.org/indicators/h02f9cb8c?country=IRL&indicator=370&viz=line_chart&years=1996,2019

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:

•
•
•
•
•
•
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The Veracity Index – 2021 https://www.ipsos.com/sites/default/files/ct/news/documents/2021-03/veracity_index_2021_2.pdf
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:
•
•
•
•
•
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Kids Rights Index 2021 (https://files.kidsrights.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/06/03095317/KidsRights-Index-2021-Report.pdf)

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

23

Principled Aid Index (https://odi.org/en/publications/principled-aid-index-2020/ )

https://www.dfa.ie/news-and-media/press-releases/press-release-archive/2020/november/ireland-ranks-no1-in-how-it-spends-foreign-aid.php
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