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Abstract 
 

This thesis examines whether globalisation has any effect on a state’s respect for human 

rights. Using the Arab world as a sample, this thesis has nominated three components of 

globalisation that might influence an Arab government’s level of respect for security 

rights and its ability to provide for subsistence rights: economic, political, and social 

globalisation. Each of these components among other local and international factors can 

be theoretically related to human rights. Thus, the thesis employed a mixed multi-

method approach that combines qualitative and quantitative data collection and analysis 

techniques in sequential phases; the first stage established hypothesised relationships 

between constructs to be tested statistically for significance, the findings of stage one 

guided the execution of stage two, which involved thorough investigation of four case 

studies.  

 

Using pooled, cross-sectional time-series analysis to empirically test the hypothesised 

relationships between globalisation and basic human rights in the Arab world from 1976 

to 2011, the findings were mixed. Among the three indicators used to represent level of 

economic globalisation in a country, participation in Bretton Woods institutions 

positively increases a state’s level of respect for security rights, but deteriorates its 

ability to provide for basic needs. The other two indicators, foreign direct investment 

and trade openness proved to have no influence on both types of rights. As for political 

globalisation, the statistical analysis indicates that participation in international human 

rights treaties does not guarantee observance of security rights in a country but has a 

substantive and strong positive impact on subsistence rights. Social globalisation 

represented by the use of the internet in a country exhibits no significant impact on both 

dependent variables. Furthermore, the quantitative analysis concludes that while the 

level of economic development has a great positive impact on both types of rights, the 

positive relationship between democracy and human rights as concluded by the majority 

of research on human rights, does not find any support in the Arab world.  
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Investigating four individual cases allows for further testing of the robustness of the 

findings obtained from the empirical analysis. The past experiences of the cases of 

Qatar and Syria support the influence of economic globalisation on human rights. Yet, 

the other two cases of Egypt and Tunisia behaved in a different direction, as their high 

level of economic integration did not improve their observance of human rights. 

Furthermore, all the four cases were good examples in supporting the empirical finding 

that participation in international human rights treaties does not guarantee a country’s 

observance of human rights. They also support the strong impact that economic 

development level has on determining level of respect for basic human rights. 

 

Based on these findings, this thesis developed a very simple theoretical model that 

helped to predict levels of respect for both types of rights in countries of the Arab world 

based on levels of economic and political globalisation as well as economic 

development in a country. Furthermore, this thesis obtained findings through testing 

hypotheses based on regional analysis, and further conducted case studies to test the 

robustness of these findings. The findings obtained from a regional base of this kind 

were compared with those yielded from a global sample. 
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Chapter 1                                                                    

Introduction 

 

1.1 Introduction 

During the last three decades, there has been a growing focus on the study of human 

rights. Most of the literature explores the idea of human rights’ violations, and tries to 

find answers to the causes and effects of governments’ abuse of their citizens’ rights, 

and why human rights records for some states are worse or better than others. Diverse 

questions have led to various answers in the literature of this field, which shape and 

develop the methods and the approaches of human rights study. Moreover, the end of 

the cold war has brought new trends in studying human rights. The globalisation 

process is the most obvious one, as more literature has been prepared on the causal 

relationship between globalisation and human rights (Cingranelli & Richards, 1999b; 

Monshipouri, 2001; Brysk, 2002, Coicaud, Doyle, & Gardner, 2003). However, existing 

literature is still limited and yet to be explored. This study is based on the notion that 

globalisation and human rights are related to each other. As states become more 

integrated into the world economic and political system, there is an immense 

opportunity for citizens of those states to enjoy a better level of human rights as well as 

an improved level of economic prosperity. 

 

The relationship between globalisation and human rights is complex because 

globalisation may at the same time be positive and negative in its influence on human 

rights (Brysk, 2002). The existing literature offers diverse results for the level of impact 

that globalisation has on the improvement of respect for human rights. These mixed 

results can be explained through the way globalisation is understood. Scholars from 

different disciplines and backgrounds are divided into two separate schools of thought 

accordingly (Richards and Gelleny, 2002; Burkhart, 2002, Tsai, 2003); the first one 

posits a positive influence of globalisation and is associated with the neo-liberal 

perspective, while the second school constructs a more critical perspective and is 

commonly associated with the dependency school of thought. According to proponents 

of the neo-liberal wing, if a developing country for example, began to implement 

austerity programs as suggested by the International Monetary Fund (IMF) and the 
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World Bank, or even open its border to attract foreign investment, this would not only 

stimulate economic growth but also create a stable political environment that is 

respectful of human rights. In contrast, the dependency advocates believe that the 

implementation of these measures frequently involves suppressing political opposition, 

because decisions made by domestic elites often benefit the foreign investors and 

themselves, but not the local economy or the citizens (Richards, Gelleny & Sacko, 

2001). This debate between the two schools focuses on the economic phase of 

globalisation, which captures the idea of liberalisation. Furthermore, the theoretical 

debate concerning economic globalisation has been tested empirically. Since most of 

the literature has focused on economic aspects of globalisation (Meyer, 1996; 

Cingranelli and Richards, 1999b; Apodaca, 2001; Richards and Gelleny, 2002; Milner, 

2002), it is therefore significant to examine other aspects of globalisation that may have 

influenced governments’ respect for human rights.  

      

The multi-dimensional feature of globalisation allows the observance of human rights to 

flourish in many parts of the world. Globalisation ‘links distant localities in such a way 

that local happenings are shaped by events occurring many miles away, and vice versa’ 

(Giddens, 1990, p.64). During the last decades, the apartheid regime in South Africa has 

ended, and the Berlin wall in Eastern Germany has fallen. These great incidents ‘helped 

spread awareness of repression by former local authorities and encouraged a non-violent 

resistance movement, causing the latter to gain sympathy and support from faraway and 

non-local audiences from all around the world’ (Harrigan & El-Said, 2011, p.4). While 

changes have also extended to other parts of the world, including Latin America and 

Sub-Saharan Africa, the Arab world, as Harrigan and El-Said (2011) noted remains 

unchanged. It is true that due to interconnectedness people worldwide become aware of 

the atrocities that happened during the apartheid regime. But since the unprecedented 

uprisings in 2011 or the so-called Arab spring, the claim that the Arab world remains 

unchanged becomes refutable. However, the actual events of the Arab uprisings remain 

beyond the main goal of this thesis, as this could be a substantially significant topic for 

future research. Nevertheless, this thesis analysing economic, political, and social data 

from 1976 to 2011 explicitly aims to uncover the relationship between multi-facets of 

globalisation and human rights in the Arab world and implicitly assists in understanding 

some of the reasons behind such uprisings.  
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Despite the uncertainty that accompanied these uprisings, the Arab world after the 

events of 2011 is in the process of change. These events seem to be ‘as significant for 

the peoples of the region as the fall of the Berlin Wall and the collapse of the Soviet 

empire had been for the peoples of Europe and Central Asia’ (Amnesty International 

Report, 2012, p.41). Yet, the timing and the extent of these unpredicted events surprised 

many scholars and decision makers as well as human rights advocates who always 

criticised the Arab world for being resistant to any democratic change (Human Rights 

Watch, 2012). These recent changes in the Arab world were facilitated and reinforced 

by the unprecedented revolution in new communication technologies that connected 

activists with local and international audiences. The ability to exchange information and 

opinions securely and anonymously encouraged activists to resist government 

oppression and to formulate their demands for change (Human Rights Watch, 2012).  

 

Still, human rights are one of many challenges that face the Arab world. The first UN 

Arab Human Development Reports (AHDR) published in 2002 states that freedom, 

knowledge, and gender deficits are hindering the Arab world in terms of economic 

prosperity, global integration and political liberalisation. The report also assigned the 

Arab world with the lowest value of all regions of the world for several indicators such 

as political rights and civil liberties. According to Abdellatif (2010), ‘the experience of 

the Arab countries since their independence has not enabled a healthy environment 

where human rights value can develop. The record speaks for itself’ (p.319). This last 

statement is still theoretical and remains insufficient without providing actual figures to 

reflect the reality of such a record. It is the aim of this thesis to address this problem by 

examining the countries found in the Arab region in a time series analysis. 

 

Empirical studies on human rights have shifted from being limited to cross- sectional 

analysis before the end of the cold war and the few years after that (e.g., Wolpin, 1986; 

Park, 1987; Mitchell and McCormick, 1988; Henderson, 1993), to a new phase in terms 

of methodology that entailed a more comprehensive data set for the use of cross-

sectional, time series analysis (e.g., Poe and Tate, 1994; Poe, Tate, and Keith, 1999; 

Cingranelli and Richards, 1999b; Milner 2002; Abouharb and Cingranelli, 2007). In 
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spite of the growing amount of human rights studies and the availability of their data, 

only few studies have included both security rights and subsistence rights as dependent 

variables when utilising cross-sectional, time series analysis (Milner, 2002; Callaway, 

2001). Nevertheless, in dealing with the independent variable, none of the previous 

studies has been focused on either political globalisation or social globalisation until 

very recently (Ingersoll, 2005 being one exception). Hafner (2005, p.679) affirmed that 

studies linking other facets of globalisation such as political, social and cultural facets 

of human rights practices should also be an important topic of analysis, as the existing 

literature has been limited to economic globalisation. Thus, this study aims to fill such a 

gap in the literature by analysing the influence of other components of globalisation on 

the attainment of human rights. 

 

Still, the existing literature has offered mixed results on the level of impact that 

globalisation, among other variables, has on the attainment of human rights. For 

instance, Richard et al. (2001) found that the level of economic development has a 

negative impact on government respect for human rights. This conclusion contrasts with 

the one reached by most other empirical studies. However, this odd result, according to 

Richards et al. (2001), can be related to the type of samples employed by each study. 

While the former study focused only on developing countries, the majority of empirical 

research consists of a global sample that comprises both the developed and developing 

countries. This implies that some of the variables that are proposed to influence the 

level of human rights abuses have different effects in different regions of the world, and 

may also vary according to the time period employed (Landman, 2006: 66-68).  

 

Although human rights studies that employed time series analysis on a regional basis 

are very few (e.g., Wendel, 2001; Tsai, 2003), this thesis distinguishes itself by focusing 

on human rights practices in the countries of the Arab world during the last four 

decades. Furthermore, quantitative studies on globalisation and human rights in the 

Arab world are very few to the extent that this significant topic has not even been 

partially covered. The only two exceptions here, are a study conducted by Abdel 

Gadir’s (2003), in which he examined the relationship between economic globalisation 

and inequality in the Arab region, and the other exception is more related to the human 
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rights field. It was carried out by (Alkhatib, 2005), and sought to empirically explain the 

relationship between American foreign policy and human rights in eight Arab countries. 

Thus, this study will be the first to examine the impact of economic, political, and social 

globalisation on human rights by employing a time series analysis on a regional basis.  

 

1.2 Purpose of the Research 

The main purpose of this study is to explore the relationship between globalisation and 

human rights in the Arab World (which consists of 22 countries in the Middle East and 

North Africa including Algeria, Bahrain, the Comoros Islands, Djibouti, Egypt, Iraq, 

Jordan, Kuwait, Lebanon, Libya, Morocco, Mauritania, Oman, Palestine, Qatar, Saudi 

Arabia, Somalia, Sudan, Syria, Tunisia, the United Arab Emirates, and Yemen). This 

relationship has not been empirically explored thoroughly before in these countries. 

Furthermore, expansive research has been carried out over the last two decades in attempt 

to test the effect of economic globalisation on human rights, yet the field has lagged 

behind in terms of definition and methodology and has not addressed how other facets of 

globalisation may influence human rights practices in the Arab World. Both political and 

social globalisation are two facets that have gained little focused in past research. 

Moreover, much has been done on government’ respect for civil and political rights, with 

less focus on other type of rights such as economic, social, and cultural rights. This study, 

thus, will be designed to address this lack of research by empirically testing the 

relationship between globalisation in its economic, political, and social facets and human 

rights in the Arab World.   

 

1.3 Research Questions 

This research is motivated by theoretical and empirical research questions. The theoretical 

questions can be summarised as follows: 

RQ1: To what extent does globalisation in the Arab World influence a state’s respect for 

human rights? 

This theoretical question leads the way to the empirical question to be addressed in 

chapters 5 and 6 of this study. 

RQ2: Are Arab countries that are more economically, politically and socially globalised 

less likely to abuse human rights than those countries that are less globalised? 
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This empirical question then should lead to the other theoretical questions to be explored 

through chapter 7. 

RQ3: How do these levels of globalisation affect human rights practices at the 

individual state-level?  

RQ4: Do the countries of the Arab world counter these determinants equally or 

differently?  

RQ5: What is the overall impact of these variables on the levels of basic human rights? 

 

Figure 1.1 below depicts the complex relationship postulated between several facets of 

globalisation and observance of human rights. It presents a diagram of the three types of 

globalisation suggested to exert a substantial influence on human rights attainment. 
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Figure 1.1 Proposed Model for the Relationship between Globalisation and Human 
Rights 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Economic Globalisation 

Political Globalisation 

 

Social Globalisation 

 

Human Rights  

Security 
Rights 

Subsistence 
Rights 

FDI Net 
Inflows 
% GDP 
 

Trade 
Openness 
 

Bretton Woods 
System 
 

Treaty 
Density 

 

Internet 
Usage 

 

+ 

 

+ 

 + 

 



 8   

1.4 Significance of the Study 

This research seeks to contribute to the growing body of knowledge concerning 

globalisation and human rights, and to contribute to theory and policy, by filling a gap 

in the literature on human rights and international political economy. This research 

builds upon and offers a significant advance over current studies by expanding 

understanding of the effects of globalisation on human rights through a focus on the 

Arab World. Such study makes it possible to draw valid conclusions about the effects of 

globalisation on human rights beyond the Arab world, as well as it will be the first to 

examine the impact of globalisation on human rights using the Arab Muslim world as 

sample of study.  

 

In sum, this thesis seeks to enhance the study of human rights, including identifying the 

relationship between human rights and globalisation in the Arab world so that 

policymakers and their citizens may utilise this knowledge to advance the realisation of 

those rights. 

 

1.5 Research Methods and Analysis 

In order to effectively conduct this thesis, a mixed multi-method approach that 

combines qualitative and quantitative data collection and analysis techniques in 

sequential phases has been used as discussed in Chapter 4. In order to explore what 

impact globalisation has on human rights practices; two discrete stages will be 

conducted.  

 

Stage One: 

Stage one is mainly quantitative and includes a statistical analysis of an existing data 

set, collected from different primary and secondary sources to test various hypotheses 

and draw out generalisations regarding human rights practices in the Arab World 

countries during the last three decades and a half. The statistical techniques to be used 

in this stage are pooled, cross-sectional time-series analyses. Several models were 

developed and tested using Stata 11.2 (StataCorp) statistical software package. 
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Stage Two: 

This stage investigates more closely the type of relationship between human rights 

practices and globalisation in four cases nominated based on findings of stage one. 

Stage two came to supplement findings derived from quantitative analysis in stage one. 

The selection of the four cases and their discussion are presented in Chapter 7.  

 

The process of executing the two stages are summarised in Figure 4.1. Also, both stages 

are discussed in more detail in Section 4.2 in Chapter 4.  

 

1.6 Structure of the Thesis 

This thesis will be organised as the following. This chapter has introduced the topic in 

broad, its purpose, research questions and its significance. Chapter two reviews various 

definitions and literature related to the concepts of human rights and globalisation. 

Furthermore, it will explore existing studies that are most related to this thesis, and will 

identify gaps in literature related to the relation between human rights and globalisation 

in the Arab World.  

 

In chapter three, in depth discussion will be conducted about the measurement of human 

rights. This chapter explains, identifies, and justifies the most appropriate measure for 

human rights by exploring the methods and approaches that have been adopted and 

developed during the last three and half decades. This chapter is very important in 

which it pave the way to empirically test the relationship between globalisation and 

human rights in the Arab World. Accordingly, this chapter established hypothesised 

relationships between constructs to be tested statistically for significance.     

 

Chapter four discusses the methodology used for this research, the research design and 

the rationale for the study sample. This chapter presents a discussion of the operational 

indicators of each of the dependent, independent, and the control variables included in 

the quantitative analysis. Chapter four also outlines sources of the data used in this 

analysis, as well as the statistical techniques to be used in this thesis. Finally, it presents 

statistical models employed to test the size and strength of hypothesised relationships.    
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Chapter five analysis and discusses the research findings and in doing so aims to 

determine the extent to which the liberal and dependency arguments regarding 

globalisation and human rights are accounted for. The first section begins with a first 

exploration of how well the individual countries of the Arab world performed on the 

measure of security and subsistence rights. In the second section, there is a preliminary 

examination of the descriptive statistics for all variables used including the dependent 

and independent variables as well as the control variables. The third section includes a 

simple bivariate relationship between basic human rights and each of the independent 

variables included in the analysis. The fourth section tests the correlations between the 

independent variables to gauge any serious problem that might appear due to any 

potential of multicollinearity. Lastly, section five examines the relationship between 

globalisation and basic human rights accounting for important control variables. 

 

Chapter six intends to complement chapter 5. This chapter provides additional analysis 

of the influence of globalisation on human rights in the Arab world. First, it considers 

analysing each facet of globalisation alone to determine if each component behaves 

differently than the other. It also intends to examine if the independent variables of 

interest as well as the control variables behave differently for a sub-region of the entire 

sample. Lastly, it tests the argument that globalisation’s influence on both types of 

rights will take place as time passes. 

 

Chapter seven covers the qualitative analysis as proposed by stage two of this thesis.  It 

begins by conducting an introductory step that guides the qualitative analysis. Then, it 

employs a simple theoretical explanation that assisted in constructing four patterns of 

the effect of globalisation on human rights in the Arab World. The four patterns are able 

to sort each country of the Arab World based on its level of security rights and 

subsistence rights based on the amount of influence that both economic and political 

globalisation and economic development have had on each country. Finally, the chapter 

proceeds with a more in depth investigation by focusing on four cases or countries that 

experienced either low or high levels of respect for basic human rights. The selection of 

these cases was explained, justified, and put into investigation in turn. 
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Finally, Chapter eight presents summary and conclusions of this thesis. These 

conclusions are significants, not only for their theoretical bases, but also for the 

policymakers in the Arab World. In addition, this chapter will discuss the contributions 

that this study has made to the literature and will clarify a future research relevant to the 

study of human rights.  
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Chapter 2                                                                             

Theory and Literature Review 

 

2.1 Introduction 

There have been several recent qualitative and quantitative studies on the effect of 

globalisation on human rights (Apodaca, 2001; Brysk, 2002; Cingranelli, & Richards, 

1999b; Fairbrother, & McCorquodale, 1999; Howard-Hassmann, 2005). However, as 

the discussion below will demonstrate, the content of some studies are far from the 

study of globalisation and do not reflect the main core of the phenomenon. Other 

studies are restricted to one facet of globalisation such as economics, without focusing 

on political and cultural aspects (Apodaca, 2001; Fairbrother, 1999; Howard-Hassmann, 

2005; Richards, 1999; Howard, 1983). There is also another group of studies, which 

confine the concept of human rights to the personal dignity or integrity of the person 

(Apodaca, 2001; Davenport, and Armstrong, 2004; Mayer, 1996; Mitchell and 

McCormick, 1988; Poe, Tate and Keith, 1999; Poe and Tate, 1994). In addition, the 

literature has almost excluded social rights, group rights and economic rights by 

concentrating on personal integrity rights (Cingranelli & Richards, 2007).  

 

The following literature review investigates various definitions and categorisations of 

human rights as well as the definition of globalisation. It will then explore how the 

literature relies on narrow conceptions of human rights for empirical research. Finally, it 

will explore the existing studies that are most related to the relationship between 

globalisation and human rights. In doing so, this chapter will identify an important gap 

in literature, namely the absence of studies that focus on the relationship between 

globalisation and human rights in the Arab World.   

 

2.2 What Are Human Rights? 

Scholars and political philosophers present various approaches and different definitions 

for the concept of human rights. This section will begin by clarifying the meaning of 

rights, then the definition of human rights.  
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The idea of human rights is ancient and can be traced back to the time when human 

beings first acknowledged civilisation. While the concept of human rights as it is used 

in academia, and as it is being recognised at an international level is relatively new, the 

idea itself is very old and can be ‘traced back to the creation of man itself’ (Morsink, 

1984). The central idea of human rights is associated with major values such as 

freedom, equality and justice, and in order to protect these values, humans have been in 

a state of nonstop conflict. Furthermore, these values have been developed and 

formulated in most major civilisations and religions throughout the world. Therefore, it 

is wise to acknowledge that the idea of human rights has been known to all religions 

and civilisations alike. It would be very unwise to ignore these sources of human rights 

and their role in shaping and developing them, or to claim that any one civilisation or 

religion has never experienced the idea of human rights in any way. 

 

Although most civilisations, religions and cultures acknowledged the idea of human 

rights, their approach to realise these rights has differed to such an extent that even 

among the same culture or civilisation there exists an obvious clash in the concept of 

rights. As a result, agreement over the concept of human rights between these cultures 

or civilisations has never been reached.  

 

Today, the main reason for differences over the concept of rights can be closely allied to 

the diverse experiences and practices of various civilisations. Western civilisation, for 

example, has developed its own concept of human rights throughout history. The main 

characteristic of this concept is that it has come about as a result of revolution. For 

many people in many societies, resistance and fighting against the status quo has been 

the only path they have been able to take to achieve recognition of these rights. 

Researchers often point to the American and French revolutions as examples of the 

development of rights concepts. Unlike western civilisation's experiences in discovering 

the concept of rights, the experiences in Islamic and Arabic civilisations were somewhat 

different. Although there were some practices that reflect a respect for human rights 

within Arabic civilisations before the coming of Islam, the concept of these rights was 

not clearly distinguished until the emergence of Islam. According to Arkoun, ‘Islam as a 

religion is not only open to proclaiming and defending human rights, but the Quran 
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(Islam’s Holy text) defined these rights at the beginning of the seventh century, well 

before the revolutions in the West’ (cited in Bouandel, 1997, p.13).  

 

The main debate here is not to state which cultures first perceived these rights, because 

this is not an acceptable approach and goes beyond the main objective of this thesis. 

Quite the opposite, the aim is to show that some form of these rights was apparent early 

in some cultures, and to demonstrate the fact that since Islam emerged in the Arab 

world, it has denounced some dreadful customs that were formerly common practice for 

Arabs such as infanticide, or killing of female children due to cultural shame. At the 

same time, Islam identified a set of rights, which had never been known or implemented 

previously. Therefore, Islam has developed a unique concept of human rights that has 

been explicitly developed within Islamic and Arabic civilisations (Abdulfatah, 1999; 

Amarah, 1985).  

 

Researchers, scholars and most clearly philosophers’ works debate at great length the 

difficulty in reaching a common consensus regarding the foundation of human rights. In 

this regard Forsythe (1989, p.160) states that: ‘any approach which emphasises the 

philosophy of rights will magnify disagreements and ambiguity, because philosophers 

within one nation, much less in a multicultural world society, have never agreed on 

where rights come from and what are rights, properly speaking’. One trend of research 

suggests that the foundations of human rights were built on the revolutions that 

happened in western states - specifically the outcomes of the English, American and 

French revolutions - The Magna Carta in England (1215), The American Declaration of 

Independence (1776), and The French Declaration of the Rights of Man and the Citizen 

(1789). Another trend believes that the foundations of human rights are not only rooted 

in these revolutions and their declarations, but can also be found in ancient civilisations 

and religions, as stated above.  

 

In general, the modern concept of human rights originated from two main sources: the 

first comes from direct and indirect theoretical sources. Direct sources can be found in 

natural rights theory and religious perspectives on human nature. Indirect sources are 

rooted in three different schools of philosophy - positivism, utilitarianism and Marxism. 
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The second source can be found in humankind’s diverse experiences throughout a long 

history (Alsaid, 1996, p.19). Yet one of the most basic schools that has impacted on 

contemporary concepts of human rights is the liberal school. According to Forsythe 

(1989), there are two primary sources for the liberal school, both of which have had an 

impact on modern human rights, and these are natural rights and utilitarianism. The 

discussion below will attempt to cover the most controversial issues regarding the 

foundation of human rights based on these two schools of thought. The approach 

adopted here will be analytical and critical.  

 

The notion of natural rights is the closest to the concept of human rights, as it is 

understood today. The simple meaning of this notion is that it posits natural rights for 

humans not for any reason but for the fact of being human. These rights must be 

available for all human beings due to them being human in nature and they are not, at 

the same time, associated with any sign of discrimination between human beings based 

on ethnicity or race. It is enough to employ the human mind in order to recognise these 

rights and discover the necessity of having these rights; otherwise, civilisation would be 

in a state of instability (Alsaid, 1996, p.19). 

 

In this regard, human rights precede national laws, or any laws that manage individual 

rights. This means that rights are naturally associated with being human, whether they 

are recognised by a political authority or not. According to the liberal school, rights 

come first, before the state’s existence or any organised political society (Obaid, 1993, 

p.274). According to Macfarlane, ‘the concept of human rights emerged out of the much 

earlier conception of natural right, which initially was no more than a derivative 

element in the medieval Christian doctrine of natural law’ (cited in Bouandel, 1997, 

p.14). In this regard, the notion of natural rights was associated with the doctrine of 

natural law, ‘which the scholar Hersch Lauterpacht noticed as the ‘inspiration’ for 

human rights’ (Forsythe, 1989, p.167). Philosophers of the natural law school believe 

that any law’s existence is based on its compatibility with natural law. Cicero explained 

this by saying:  

‘The right law is the one compatible with nature, it is the eternal law, 

unchanging and everlasting, we cannot be freed from its obligations… and there 
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will not be different laws at Rome and at Athens, or different laws now and in 

the future, but one eternal and unchangeable law will be valid for all nations and 

for all the times, and there will be one master and one ruler, that is, God…’ 

(Hehir, 1980, p.4; Vincent, 1986, p.21).  

 

The notion of natural rights emerged from Greek and Roman thought, and developed 

during the Middle Ages, but the theoretical frame for this notion flourished during the 

seventeenth and eighteenth centuries. This idea of natural rights has been developed by 

the English philosopher John Locke (1632-1704), whose work is often seen as the 

source of the modern natural rights theory. 

 

Although Locke’s work does not include a definition of rights, he notices that ‘natural 

right is the right that is grounded in the truth that we have the freedom to use things’ 

(Simons, 1992, p.75). Locke also affirms that the individual has natural rights to liberty, 

life and property, and that man is rational by nature and capable of action. The state, in 

Locke’s theory, becomes a group of people formed only in order to protect their civil 

interests. (Locke, translated by Badawi, 1988, p.70). This means that the state is acting 

only as a security guard to protect the law and uphold order. The relationship between 

the state and the individual is based on a ‘social contract’. Both the individual and the 

state are obligated to meet and respect what they have agreed upon. The state is nothing 

but a result of this contract, producing the conditions for these natural rights to be 

realised. Moreover, in Locke’s theory, the state gains its legitimacy from the governed 

people, and because these rights found their origins within nature and not as given by 

the state, then it would be acceptable to reject any government that is not capable of 

meeting its citizens’ rights. In this meaning, revolution against the government that fails 

to protect citizens’ rights would be legitimised, as happened recently in Tunisia, Egypt 

and Libya.  

 

The main concern in natural rights theory was the idea of individualism, and its 

assumption that individuals came before communities. This individualism has 

influenced later events in both Europe and North America. Vincent (1986, p.25) states 

that ‘individualism has been taken to be the distinguishing marks of the theory of 
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natural rights that underpinned the French and American Revolutions’. The natural 

rights theory has influenced the way the people of the United States of America 

constructed their Declaration of Independence (1776). The Declaration starts with ‘We 

hold these truths to be self-evident, that all men are created equal, that they are endowed 

by their Creator with certain unalienable Rights, that among these are Life, Liberty and 

the pursuit of Happiness’. It is not only the Declaration of Independence that has been 

influenced by the notion of human rights, but also the American Constitution as well, 

and the nature of American political practices since its inception. 

 

Other thinkers, such as Jeremy Bentham, found the idea of natural rights to be unwise. 

In his opinion, it is ‘nonsense on stilts’ (Forsythe, 1989, p.168). Bentham disputes the 

idea of natural rights by saying that ‘right is the child of law, from real law come real 

rights, but from imaginary laws, from ‘laws of nature’, come imaginary rights. Natural 

rights is simple nonsense; natural and imprescriptible rights (an American phrase), 

rhetorical nonsense, nonsense upon stilts’ (Weston, 1984, p.261). Besides Bentham, 

Burke, Hume and Marx, others stand in the same critical line up against the natural 

rights theory.   

 

Utilitarian thought is the second strand of the liberalism school which has impacted on 

the current concept of human rights. According to utilitarian philosophers, the main 

reason for any action, whether it is positive or negative, can be understood in terms of 

its utility to the individual. In utilitarian thought, ‘pursuit of human happiness and 

welfare through freedom and equality is the maximum value or good because that is 

what proves useful to society’ (Forsythe, 1989, p.168). The roots of this idea can be 

traced back to the philosophy of Jeremy Bentham. The best set of laws in utilitarian 

thought is that which has led to ‘the greatest good for the greatest number’ (Obaid, 

1993, p.220).   

 

Utilitarian thought can also be found in the works of John Stuart Mill. Although Mill 

strongly defended the value of liberty, he declared that rights at last are founded on 

utility (Weston, 1984, p.261). According to Mill, a human being is not a consumer or 

proprietor, but he is a human who is capable of developing his abilities and using them 
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(Obaid, 1993, p.228). The happiest society is the one that is stable and productive. At 

the same time, it is the society that encourages the individual to develop his or her 

abilities, whether the individual is male or female (Obaid, 1993, p.218). In his view, 

Mill gives the state a role that goes beyond its obligations towards individual freedom to 

cover the right of equality. He points out that no one in the entire world has the right to 

silence anyone in disagreement with his or her opinion (Alsaid, 1996, p.24).   

 

American thinkers such as John Dewy and William James have influenced American 

thought towards the concept of human rights. Dewy adopted a pragmatic model in his 

thinking, and in his opinion, things can be understood through their environment 

(Durant, 1988, p.627). According to this view, thoughts are right only if they are 

practical and could be useful. James connects individual freedom to self-interest. He 

believes that means is the main guide for human actions, and this is ultimately 

individual means (Jalal, 1997, p.132). According to this approach, value depends 

basically on utilitarianism, whether it is for a group or for a small number of people. In 

this approach, rights can be defined according to their benefit to the individual. The 

United States of America has adopted this approach and this has influenced the 

American Constitution and its perspective on the concept of human rights. American 

foreign policy on human rights issues around the world can be explained by this 

approach.    

 

Again, and just like the notion of natural law, utilitarian theory was not protected from 

criticism. The main criticism of utilitarian theory is that there are no central values save 

group welfare, and as a result, anything can be justified as being good in the name of the 

group. The majority, acting on the basis of free and equal votes, can require the 

individual’s death, if that is deemed good for society (Forsythe, 1989, p.169). 

Moreover, utilitarian thinking suggests that rights can be recognised if they are useful 

individually. If this is true then, what can be rights for some individuals because it is 

useful for them; could not be rights for others for the same reason.  

 

One important aspect that affects the development of the concept of human rights is 

founded within the communal school. This school of thought is clearly explained 



 

 

 19 

through Marxism. The criticism of the liberalism school and its theories on natural 

rights and utilitarian by the Marxist school has contributed to the evolution of human 

rights’ doctrine. According to Rosenbaum:  

‘The main contribution to human rights theory in the nineteenth century, and 

particularly to the idea of freedom and quality, must be appraised with respect to 

the clash between (liberal) individualism and (socialist) collectivism. Whereas 

the liberal critique was largely directed toward social change within a capitalist 

framework, the Marxist critique advocated the abolition of capitalism in favour 

of economic collectivism’ (Bouandel, 1997, p.16).  

 

The theory of natural rights in Marxist thought is:  

‘The special language of a group defending a particular pattern of interest. It is a 

language that, in the eighteenth century, might have been appropriate, and 

progressive in getting rid of feudal remnants, but its use outside the context is to 

be suspected as an attempt to make an unequal distribution of property 

acceptable to the least advantaged’ (Vincent, 1986,31).  

 

According to the Marxist view of history, human rights are defined by social class and 

historical events. Forsythe explains this view by saying that ‘the central problem in the 

capitalistic stage is precisely that man is seen from the liberal point of view. He is seen 

as an individual, with rights, set apart from other men and from society as a whole’. 

Furthermore, ‘man was controlled by economic forces rather than being independent. 

He was not really an individual but had real existence only as a member of an economic 

group’ (1989, p.172). Rights in this definition, come from being a member of a 

community or group. Individuals form solid groups and it is this fact that governs their 

rights.  

 

The whole idea of Marxism is surrounded by the notion of struggles in class conflicts. 

Since society is divided into two classes, a state of imperfection which justifies the 

constant class struggle, any talk of equal, inalienable and universal rights is 

meaningless. The individual’s place in the society’s class structure determines what 
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rights he enjoys. According to Mochan, the realisation of these rights would have to 

wait for the achievement of communism (cited in Bouandel, 1997, p.17).   

 

Some so-called ‘elites’ around the world have been influenced by Marxist thought to the 

extent that they reflect these influences in their policies towards the issue of human 

rights. Georgi Arbatov, Advisor to Leonid Brezhnev said: ‘Each people has the right to 

set up its own prime priorities of human rights. Here the rights that were the main 

driving force in our revolution were very essential human rights. One was peace, 

another, the right to live, bread, to have something to eat, not to starve.’ Another soviet 

specialist in human rights said in 1978: ‘priority should be given to the study of the so-

called communal rights (right of solidarity) - the right to peace, the right to self-

determination, the right to development and the right to a healthy environment’ 

(Forsythe, 1989, p.173-174).   

 

Indeed, Marxism has impacted on the idea of human rights through its assumptions and 

its criticism of liberalism. Therefore, it is not surprising to find that several countries 

have adopted Marxism in their policies, to the extent that this ideology has appeared in 

their constitutions, and at the same time, opened up the debate not only about the 

foundation of human rights, but about the definition of these rights. This debate has 

emerged both before and during the attempts to adopt the universal declaration of 

human rights (Bouandel, 1997, p.12).    

 

If most philosophers, legal scholars and politicians presented different answers for the 

question of where human rights come from, and disagreed over the foundations of 

human rights, then one can expect similar disagreement and ongoing debate over the 

definition of these rights.  

 

In an attempt to define human rights, researchers often start with exploring the term 

‘right’ as a point of departure. Donnelly, (1985) makes a distinction between something 

being right and someone having a right to something. According to him:  
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‘The word ‘right’, encompasses at least two concepts of great political and moral 

significance. On the one hand, ‘right’ refers to moral righteousness, as in ‘it is 

just not the right thing to do!’ On the other hand, ‘right’ may refer to 

entitlement, as in the claim ‘I have a right to’. This second sense of entitlement 

distinguishes rights, as human or otherwise’ (Donnelly, 1985, p.3). 

 

The distinction between something being right and someone having a right, as 

suggested by Donnelly sets the ground to determine where human rights stand. Should 

rights be considered in the political sense or in the moral one? According to Donnelly’s 

distinction, human rights are rights in the political sense of the concept, they are 

entitlements for everybody. Thus, he defines human rights as those rights ‘held simply 

by the virtue of being a person. To have a human right one need not to be or do 

anything special, other than be born a human being’ (1985b, p.8). However, Donnelly’s 

definition of human rights is limited in that not all rights held by human beings are 

considered as human rights. Donnelly admits this fact by stating that rights can be 

classified by their source; such as legal rights, contractual rights and natural rights. On 

the other hand, this definition does not include any action. Right in this sense can not be 

claimed. Yet, human rights as they are understood now are a result of claims held 

against someone or something (Bouandeal, 1997, p.19). According to Jones, a claim 

right is defined as ‘consisting of being owed a duty. It is a right one holds against 

another person or persons who owe a corresponding duty to right holder’ (Fagan, 2006).  

 

Donnelly’s distinction between political and moral rights has led him to stand behind 

the idea that human rights are political. However, researchers such as Cranston and 

Vincent, argue that human rights are rights in the moral sense of the concept. Like 

Donnelly, Vincent states that a right can be seen both as something one has and as a 

description of a moral act. Yet, he claims that the idea of a right as a moral possession 

or as ‘normative property’ is important in defining the concept of human rights 

(Vincent, 1986). Therefore, he defines a right as follows: ‘A right in this sense can be 

thought of as consisting of five main elements: a right-holder (the subject of a right) has 

a claim to some substance (the object of a right), which he or she might assert, or 

demand, or enjoy, or enforce (exercising a right), against some individual or group (the 
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bearer of the correlative duty), citing in support of his or her claim some particular 

ground (the justification of a right)’ (Vincent, 1986, p.8).  

 

Cranston (1973), however, provides a more clear definition for human rights. In his 

opinion, there are two types of rights: legal and moral rights. Under legal rights, he 

mentions five types: 1- general positive rights, 2-traditional rights and liberties, 3-

nominal ‘legal’ rights, positive rights, 4-liberties, and immunities of a limited class of 

person and 5- positive rights, liberties, and immunities of a single person (Cranston, 

1973, p.19-20). Cranston believes that legal rights as they are mentioned above can not 

be counted as human rights, because they are limited and either they deal with a person 

and a privileged group or with people under a given jurisdiction. For the moral rights, 

he categorises them as follows: 1-moral rights of one person only, 2-moral rights of 

anyone in a particular situation, and 3-moral rights of all people in all situations 

(Cranston, 1973, p.21). The last category reflects Cranston’s definition for human 

rights. Therefore, he claims that human rights are ‘a form of moral rights, and they 

differ from other moral rights in being the rights of all people at all times and in all 

situations’ (Cranston, 1973, p.21). In this sense, human rights are justified as they are 

universal.  

 

Donnelly (1985b) argues that human rights can be seen in a political sense, while 

Cranston claims that human rights are rights in the moral sense of the concept. Yet, 

Donnelly proposes that the contemporary notion of human rights is nothing but an 

extension of the traditional natural rights ideas. He states that natural rights conception 

can encompass the modern concept of human rights. Therefore, he concludes, just like 

Cranston, that human rights are universal ones based on their natural sources. He says: 

‘since all human beings have the same basic nature and have it equally, the rights based 

on this nature must be universal and held equally by all’ (1985b, p.9). Cranston 

concludes that human rights in their moral sense should be universal.  

 

If human rights as a moral doctrine are taken into account, the question of the 

universality of morals would become obvious. According to Bouandeal (1997, p.20), if 

human rights are the moral rights of all people in all situations, as Cranston suggests, 
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then one would ask whether they are rights in the sense of claims or entitlements, or are 

they duties and obligations. If they are moral, how can we speak about the universality 

of morals? It has been known that religions, traditions and circumstances have their 

affect on shaping morals and ethics for a specific country. Therefore, universality based 

on morals would be difficult to achieve.  

 

This discussion over the universality of human rights based on moral principles has 

long been a matter of debate among political elites, researchers and human rights’ 

supporters. Human rights as moral principles and as moral doctrines are considered to 

be universally valid. However, moral universalism has been challenged by so-called 

moral relativists. Moral relativists claim that the validity of human rights as a moral 

doctrine does not exist. In their opinion, there is no such thing as a universally valid 

moral doctrine. Relativists see morality as a social and historical phenomenon. In this 

sense, moral beliefs and principles are thought of as socially and historically contingent, 

valid only for those cultures and societies in which they originate and within which they 

are widely approved (Fagan, 2006, p.14).  

 

Universalists disagree with the relativist critique of human rights. They claim that 

relativism is incompatible with human rights in which it presents insufficient critique 

for universalism. According to Fagan (2006), there are many cultures and societies 

whose treatment of their own people leaves much to be desired. Furthermore, relativist 

arguments are normally presented by some political elites within those countries whose 

systematic oppression of their peoples has attracted the attention of advocates of human 

rights. The picture could be worse when the principle of moral relativism is deployed in 

an attempt to illegitimately justify oppressive political systems.  

 

In this view, should human rights be defined and implemented according to the 

Universal Declaration of Human Rights and the United Nations’ covenants on human 

rights (International Bill of Human Rights)? Or should human rights be seen in relation 

to a nation’s culture, history and values? This question has caused much discussion at 

the academic level and within international politics, especially East-West relations 

during the cold war period on one side, and South-North relations on the other side 
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(e.g., Langlois, 2001). It is a debate over the definition of human rights and at the same 

time a debate over the priority of these rights. Western countries tend to limit human 

rights to individual rights, and claim that civil and political rights are the most important 

rights. On the other side, eastern and northern countries expand human rights to include 

group rights, arguing that economic and political rights are the most important ones, and 

therefore they precede other rights. According to Vincent (1986, p.76), the difference in 

the debate about human rights between both sides, east-west debate and north-west 

debate, is that the former ‘takes place between established systems, two varieties of 

‘have’ countries, whereas the north-south dispute is between ‘haves’ and ‘have-nots’.      

 

The above discussion illustrates that the agreement around a specific definition of the 

concept of human rights has never been achieved. Since there are numerous and 

different perspectives and disagreement on what human rights are, any precise 

definition of the concept of human rights that can be accepted by all nations could be a 

long way from being accomplished. Indeed, it is hard to argue against the fact that this 

world is multicultural and has different countries with many differences in their 

histories, cultures, traditions and development levels. However, admitting the reality of 

these differences must not be considered as a rejection of the idea of the universality of 

human rights, or claim that the efforts to search for a universally agreed upon definition 

of the concept of human rights are not applicable or invalid.  

 

The issue of a contemporary human rights’ definition can not be seen according to only 

two opposed choices, universal human rights and relative human rights, whereby 

adopting one of them means rejection of the other. Instead, the practical and real 

approach acknowledges the fact that universal and relative human rights do not have a 

contradictory association, and can exist and work together at the same time. Pollis 

(2000) explicitly proclaims the need for a new paradigm in understanding the current 

issue of human rights. She asks for ‘further research that may lead to a reconstructed 

universal human rights paradigm’. Pollis (2000) states that ‘cultures forms and 

structures would continue to differ among non-Western societies, Western and non 

Western societies, and in the West itself, but a consensus could emerge on elements of a 

reconstructed minimal universal paradigm’ (22-23). Similarly, Donnelly (2007, p.38) 
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presents what he called ‘relative universality, which ‘allows considerable space for 

cultural, regional, national, and other variations in implementing ‘universal’ human 

rights’. 

 

The argument that human rights are relatively universal at the concept level can be seen 

as a departing point to offer a universal accepted definition of the concept of human 

rights (Donnelly, 2007). At the same time, following this approach demands recognition 

that every society in a particular time of its history has not known or defined human 

rights in the same way as other societies did. It has been argued that some human rights’ 

practices for particular societies do not seem to be so for others. Pollis (2000, p.23) says 

‘what constitute justice in liberal thought is not the same as justice in Buddhism. 

Human dignity entails different behaviour and social expectations in Islam and 

Christianity. A veiled woman has dignity in Islam, while in the west it is a mark of 

inferiority. Humanness necessitates different actions in these diverse 

cultural/philosophical systems’. 

 

The fact that societies differ in their cultures and therefore their perspectives towards 

defining and implementing human rights, does not close the discussion that human 

rights can be accepted widely. On the contrary, even though there exists differences in 

perspectives among nations in defining human rights, it can be argued that there is a 

scope for discussion about common concepts of human rights (Bielefeldt, 2000). 

Defining this concept starts first of all with the definition of a human in the essence of 

an entity. At the time a person embraces dignity, freedom and ability to use his or her 

capacities to the extent that he or she can be distinguished in his or her existence from 

other creatures, then dialogue about rights for this person could be possible. In this 

respect, human rights can be defined as: ‘demands to be met based on moral standards 

of all human beings, without any discrimination among them on the basis of gender, 

race, colour, creed or class’ (Alsaid, 1996, p.8). In the same way, both Vincent and 

Donnelly argue that human rights belong to any person simply due to them being 

human (Vincent, 1986, Donnelly, 1985b, 2007). The human rights concept according to 

the above definition has a set of defining dimensions and features. These defining 

dimensions can be summarised as follow. 
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First, human rights are relatively universal in the sense that all people and most 

countries recognise these rights. Everyone, regardless of any other considerations such 

as sex, race, religion, etc, should enjoy rights. 

 

Second, some human rights are inalienable. Since being human can not be renounced, 

lost, or taken a way, human rights in this sense are inalienable (Donnelly, 2007, p.21). 

Inalienability of human rights should be understood in the sense that they are hard to 

lose. In the case of imprisonment, a persons’ rights to freedom of movement can be 

fortified temporarily or permanently by just conventions of serious crimes (Fagan, 

2006, p.6) 

 

Third, human rights are practical. Practicality in this sense means that a human being 

can exercise rights. If the enjoyment of these rights is not applicable for someone or a 

group of people due to some considerations, it does not mean that these rights can not 

be practiced. It is true that enjoying political and civil rights such as the right to life, 

freedom of thought and movement, is affected by the will of authorities, while 

economic, social and cultural rights depend mostly on the development level of each 

country. Yet, certain people who can not practice some rights because of a 

government’s failure still have the right to enjoy these rights regardless of the actions of 

their government.  

 

Fourth, human rights are not associated with authorities’ commitment. Whether a 

government recognises these rights or denies them, they are still consider human rights. 

Even if these rights were violated or abused, this will never refute the fact that they are 

rights. Human rights in this sense differ from civil liberties, which are always 

constrained by the type of political, economic and social system of every state. 

 

Fifth, human rights are dynamic in nature. The human rights’ concept, as has been seen 

previously, has developed over time. It started with certain types of rights and 

developed to include different types of rights that were not known before. Civil and 



 

 

 27 

political rights were the only rights to be known until the early stages of the last century 

when economic and social rights emerged. The right to vote was limited and depended 

on class and property, then extended to women after the turn of the last century. 

Similarly, talking about group rights or solidarity rights started only in the last half of 

the 20th century. The concept of human rights has changed throughout history and 

therefore, one of its features is that it is dynamic and at the same time it reflects an 

evolutionary process. 

 

To sum up, philosophers, political and legal scholars reflect in their works disagreement 

over the concept of human rights. Despite this lack of consensus; however, a number of 

common features and dimensions, as shown previously, reflect widespread acceptance 

of the concept of human rights. Thus, this study will adopt the Universal Declaration of 

Human rights (1948) as a conceptual framework for defining human rights. 

 

2.3 Definition of Globalisation 

This significant concept has been used recently in numerous studies among researchers 

from different backgrounds. It has been used to the extent that it has been defined as a 

process in one aspect and as an ideology in another aspect. The term itself has no 

commonly accepted definition. This is because the concept is relatively new and 

involves various dimensions of economic, political, and cultural components, among 

others. It is the purpose of this section to present a brief description of what the term 

globalisation means and how it can be defined. This section provides various 

viewpoints from different disciplines, and proposes a definition of globalisation that can 

be used to understand the relationship between globalisation and human rights in a latter 

part of this study. 

 

The following presents some of the definitions that encompass the idea of some of the 

more common and current definitions of globalisation. Giddens (1990) states that 

globalisation means: ‘the intensification of worldwide social relations which links 

distant localities in such a way that local happenings are shaped by events occurring 

many miles away, and vice versa’ (p.64). Robertson (1992) defines it as ‘the 

compression of the world and the intensification of consciousness of the world as a 
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whole’ (p.9). While Waters (2001) assumes that it means ‘a social process in which the 

constraints of geography on economic, political, social and cultural arrangements 

recede, and in which people become increasingly aware that they are receding’ (p.31). 

In another definition it is ‘the widening, deepening and speeding up of worldwide 

interconnectedness in all aspects of contemporary social life, from the cultural to the 

criminal, and the financial to the spiritual (Held, McGrew, Goldblatt & Perraton, 1999, 

p.2). It can be seen also as ‘a process (or set of processes) which embodies a 

transformation in the spacial organisation of social relations and transactions - assessed 

in terms of their extensity, intensity, velocity and impact - generating transcontinental or 

interregional flows and networks of activity, interaction, and the exercise of power’ 

(Held & McGrew, 2003, p.68). Finally, Al-Rodhan (2006) defines globalisation as ‘a 

process that encompasses the causes, course, and consequences of transnational and 

transcultural integration of human and non-human activities’ (p.5). 

 

These definitions present numerous opinions regarding the concept, and clearly 

illustrate that globalisation has different meanings to many different people. In 

reviewing these definitions, it can be said that some are narrow and limited, while 

others are broad and comprehensive. Some definitions conceptualise globalisation as a 

process (Held & McGrew, 2003), while others define it as an ideological project (e.g., 

Hirst & Thompson, 1996; Aljabiri, 1998). Moreover, most of these definitions refer to 

the economic dimension as a predominant factor, while others consider it as a 

multidimensional process that involves many activities, including economic, political, 

cultural, technological, environmental and military aspects. For instance, Al-Rodhan 

(2006) conducted a study that includes a summary of 114 existing definitions of 

globalisation, and found that more than half of these definitions refer to economic 

dimensions either explicitly or implicitly. Accordingly, there is little disagreement that 

the term is well defined. Held & McGrew (2003) argue that the consensus upon a 

precise definition on what globalisation is and what it means is very scarce.  

 

Searching for a clear definition for the term globalisation, revolves around the reasons 

behind the effort put into conceptualising a common definition. On the one hand, the 

value of looking through several viewpoints for this concept should add to the 
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globalisation debate (Al-Rodhan, 2006, p.8). On the other hand, the theoretical 

framework has a major influence on what has been asked, and how it has been asked. It 

should be clear that any definition is articulated for a reason that is to serve the purpose 

of the questions asked, and to provide a basis for the remainder of the study. 

 

It has been argued that the theoretical stance of a person shapes his definition of the 

surrounding concepts. In this sense, people differ in their definition with regards to the 

history, consequences, and implications of globalisation (Held et al., 1999, p.3). The 

term globalisation is being used in many different contexts in politics, economics, 

culture and technology. It has been conceived as a process or set of processes (it has no 

definite destination, and it is an evolutionary; ongoing process that can be changed with 

the development of human society); and an ideology (associated with a global project 

which aims at bringing states and individuals under global market forces through 

economic liberalisation).  

 

However, several crucial elements are identified when debating the concept of 

globalisation. Most of them are common in any attempt to define this term (Held & 

McGrew, 1999; Giddens, 2000; Mittelman, 2000). First, the process of globalisation is 

multidimensional. In this way, globalisation involves all aspects of social life including 

economic, political, cultural and social dimensions. Second, the expansion of 

communication technology and the deepening of the global market has led to 

acceleration of the intensity of global interconnectedness. Third, the compression of 

time and space. The stretching of social, political and economic activities creates 

interconnectedness between the local and the global. In this sense, ‘events, decisions, 

and activities in one part of the world can have immediate significance for individuals 

and communities in quite distant parts of the global system’ (Held & McGrew, 1993, 

p.262).  

 

Therefore, it can be said that globalisation has many definitions and at is 

multidimensional. For the purpose of this study, globalisation will be defined as the 

level at which nations are politically, socially, and economically integrated into the 

overall international system. Also, this study proposes that globalisation is 
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multidimensional, and can be disaggregated into three components; economic, political, 

and social globalisation. Each one of these components is also disaggregated and has 

several indicators that will be used to capture its scope.  

 

2.4 Empirical Studies Related to Globalisation and Human Rights 

The previous discussion showed that human rights research is divided into two major 

branches. One branch defines human rights in terms of security rights, the integrity of 

the person’s rights, or physical integrity rights; this set of rights includes the right to be 

free from torture, execution, imprisonment and disappearance. The second branch deals 

with those rights known as basic needs rights or subsistence rights. This set of rights 

includes the right to adequate food, shelter, clothing and other subsistence needs. The 

following analysis explores the contribution of human rights literature to both branches. 

 

2.4.1 Previous research on political and civil rights, or security rights 

McKinlay and Cohan (1975) conducted one of the earliest studies explaining human 

rights variations. Their study covered a twenty-year period from 1951 to 1970 and 

attempted to determine whether there were any differences between military and 

civilian regimes with respect to citizens’ political rights to free assembly and 

association. Covering most independent countries in the world and excluding the 

communist countries during that time, their conclusion showed that the differences 

between military and civilian regimes were highly significant.     

 

Wolpin’s (1986) work explains the causes that lead to repression by the state. In an 

attempt to understand the factors that influenced the level of state repression for 105 

low-income countries from 1973-1980, Wolpin (1986) utilised a wide number of socio-

political and economic variables. These variables included internal and external military 

relationships, economic factors, geopolitical factors and religious pluralism. Wolpin 

employed Amnesty International and U.S. State Department reports to measure state 

repression, then developed an index for state repression derived from Gastil (1980) and 

Sivard (1981). Wolpin’s analysis confirmed that repression was positively associated 

with variables such as military government, ethnic division, poverty, disorganised 

labour, domestic conflict, invasion, intervention and Islam as a predominant religion. 
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On the other hand, he found that state repression was negatively linked to literacy, 

education and life expectancy. Although Wolpin utilised a large number of variables, 

his work is limited as a simple cross-sectional, bivariate analysis. In addition, the 

potential relationships between the variables suffer from a substantive theoretical basis.  

 

Park (1987) examined the relationship between human rights and a broad variety of 

variables. Independent variables used in his study fell into three major groups; 1) 

Ascriptive variables that included ethnic diversity and religion (Christian or Muslim), 2) 

Social variables, represented by urbanisation, and 3) Political variables which included 

welfare, education and military expenditure. In an attempt to capture the three 

categories of rights, Park used three indicators: the Civil Political Liberty Index 

(Freedom House Index) to measure political rights; the Physical Quality of Life Index 

to measure economic basic needs rights; and the GINI Index to measure social rights. 

Park concludes in his cross-sectional analysis that political rights are positively 

associated with welfare expenditure, ethnic diversity, physical quality of life, and 

percentage of Christian population. In contrast, he finds that political rights are 

negatively related to military expenditure, educational expenditure and percentage of 

Muslim population. No relationship was found between political rights and inequality, 

yet Park’s work, like Wolpin’s was methodologically limited, since it was cross-

sectional, did not allow for changes over time and was a bivariate study. Furthermore, 

his work is limited from a theoretical perspective (Poe & Tate, 1994, p.853). Park 

affirmed that Islamic populations compared to Christian populations are associated 

negatively with human rights, and suggested that the Islamic world values human rights 

much less than the Anglo-Christian world. This claim lacks a theoretical explanation, 

and contradicts cultural relativism. Also, must we link the percentage of the population 

adhering to Islam to negative human rights practices and accept this result?  However, 

Park’s study offers results that can be tested theoretically. 

 

Mitchell and McCormick’s work represents a significant contribution to the empirical 

literature on the study of human rights. Mitchell and McCormick (1988) developed a 

new measure to test several hypotheses that can be used to explain why states violate 

human rights. They used Amnesty International Reports (1985) to investigate 123 
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countries during the year 1984. Mitchell and McCormick’s work confined the concept 

of human rights to the integrity of the person. They used a two-dimensional measure of 

integrity rights that clearly differentiated between imprisonment and the use of killing 

and torture. Both measures are a five-point ordinal scale; the first tests the degree of 

arbitrary imprisonment while the second tests the degree of killing and torture of 

prisoners. Mitchell and McCormick developed several economic and political variables, 

which effected human rights and can be tested empirically. Economic development 

level, trade level and foreign investment level represent the economic variables, while 

British colonial experience, length of colonial rule, and regime type refer to the political 

variables. 

 

They concluded that economic development level is positively associated with integrity 

of the person, yet they warned that poor countries do not necessarily violate their 

citizens’ human rights. With regard to political conditions, Mitchell and McCormick 

(1988) found that former British colonies are less likely to imprison their citizens than 

those countries with other colonial backgrounds; however both were equally likely to 

use torture. They also concluded that totalitarian regimes were more inclined to take 

political prisoners, while authoritarian regimes were more inclined to use torture. 

Although the work of Mitchell and McCormick made a positive contribution to the 

study of human rights, especially at the empirical level, it had certain limitations. First, 

this study was cross-sectional and covered only one year, which means that an increase 

in the period of analysis may have produced different results. Second, its analyses are 

based on a bivariate approach.  

 

In an attempt to answer the question of why leaders choose political repression as a 

method of rule, Henderson (1991) conducted a multivariate study and relied on a 

measure derived from reports on human rights practices for 1985, with a sample of 152 

countries. This comprehensive sample distinguished Henderson’s work from previous 

works. The relationships he tested were based on multivariate correlations, rather than 

being simply bivariate. Henderson tested the relationship between political repression 

(treated as the dependent variable) and political and socioeconomic conditions (treated 

as the independent variables), and found that democracy has a strong and negative 



 

 

 33 

relationship with the level of political repression, in which the more democracy a 

country embraces, the lesser will be the level of repression. Yet this depends on the 

degree of democracy a country enjoys. For instance, during and after the Cold War era, 

newly formed democracies in the Third World were not able to protect or guarantee 

some of their citizens’ rights (Cingranelli & Richards, 1999b, p.513-514). Also, the 

relationship between political repression and the degree of inequality seems to be a 

strong one. Henderson (1991) then concluded that higher levels of inequality and lower 

levels of economic growth produce higher degrees of repression.  

 

In another similar study, Henderson (1993) discussed the effect of population level and 

growth rate on repression. He then kept democracy, investment and level of economic 

development as control variables, and found that the relationship between political 

repression and the level of democracy is statistically significant, and negatively 

associated with political repression, while the remaining control variables were not 

related or were insignificant. With regard to the population level, Henderson (1993) 

concluded that the rate of population growth, but not population level, is positively 

related to political repression. Still, this study is limited because it covered only one 

year. That is, the relationships Henderson (1991, 1993) observed between political 

repression and other variables did not consider the issue of change over time.  

 

Later, human rights literature began a new phase in terms of methodology and empirical 

analyses. Poe and Tate (1994) represented this new trend in their study. In their work, 

they used a pooled cross-sectional time-series analysis to test the relationship between 

human rights, known as personal integrity rights (dependent variable), and various 

independent variables such as democracy, population size and growth, level of 

development and economic growth, regime type, British cultural influence, and civil 

and international war experience. They developed two measures of personal integrity 

rights; the first one is derived from Amnesty International Annual Reports, while the 

second is derived from the U.S. State Department’s Country Reports on Human Rights 

Practices. These measures were extremely well used in human rights literature, and 

became known as the Political Terror Scale (PTS). 
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In this work, Poe and Tate (1994) used a large country sample (n=153) for eight years 

(1980-1987), and found that the level of democracy demonstrated a strong and negative 

relationship with repression. With regards to population size, they concluded that it 

demonstrated a positive relationship with the level of repression. Military rule, British 

cultural influence and population growth indicated no statistically significant impact on 

repression. These results as well as the former ones concerning population size, 

contradict Henderson’s (1993) findings.   

 

According to Poe and Tate (1994), research into leftist regimes produced mixed results. 

Leftist regimes seemed to be positively associated with levels of repression in data 

collected from U.S. State Department sources. Conversely, when the data was derived 

from Amnesty International Reports, no such relationship emerged.  In terms of 

variables related to international and civil wars, they found that participation in civil and 

international wars had a statistically significant impact on personal integrity rights. 

Finally, they concluded that economic standing was negatively and weakly related to 

personal integrity rights.   

 

Poe, Tate and Keith (1999) in their new study retested the same hypotheses that were 

tested in Poe and Tate’s study (1994). The significance of this study is located in the 

findings and the data set that was expanded to cover the period 1976 - 1993. The 

findings of their new study confirmed most of the positive findings of Poe and Tate’s 

(1994) previous study. They concluded that past levels of repression, democracy, 

population size, economic development, and international and civil wars were 

statistically significant in determining government respect for personal integrity rights. 

Among those variables, civil war showed the strongest overall impact. Yet, some 

findings in their new study contradict those of their earlier 1994 study. Their latest 

study demonstrates that the role of the military has a negative impact on the respect of 

personal integrity rights, while the past study shows no relationship between the role of 

the military and personal integrity rights. Furthermore, the new study found that 

previous British colonial influence and the presence of a leftist regime lead to less, 

rather than more abuse of personal integrity rights. However, they noted that instead of 

the different findings, which now suggest that leftist governments may be associated 
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with less personal integrity rights, the statistical results supported the argument that 

using the State Department reports in measuring human rights might have been biased 

against leftist regimes (Poe, Tate & Keith, 1999, p.307).    

 

2.4.2 Previous research on basic needs rights 

While the previous section informs us about one important aspect of human rights, this 

section will mainly focus on a different type of human rights mainly subsistence rights 

or basic needs rights. The question of why some states respect these types of rights and 

others do not remains the same in human rights literature. What has changed in this 

literature is the type of rights researchers address, which to some extent attains a 

reputable degree in terms of theory and methodology. While there have not been many 

empirical studies on basic needs rights or subsistence rights, they are included here as 

they are more directly relevant to this thesis in terms of their conceptualisation and 

methodology.  

 

Dixon (1984) conducted the first study in basic needs rights by exploring the effects of 

trade concentration on economic growth and the provision of basic human needs or 

subsistence rights. He examined a large sample of 72 developing countries during the 

years from 1960 to 1980, and found a weak impact for the effect of trade concentration 

as a form of dependence on either economic growth or the provision of basic human 

needs. Moreover, trade concentration demonstrated no impact on the provision of basic 

needs rights when economic growth was included in the equation.  

 

In an attempt to observe how the political processes influence the provision of basic 

needs rights, Moon and Dixon (1985) employed three political variables and used a 

large sample of 116 nation-states for the year 1984. These variables included the size or 

strength of the national government, level of democracy, and the left-right ideological 

orientation of ruling elites. While examining the influence of these variables on the 

provision of basic needs rights measured by the physical quality of life index (PQLI), 

the effects of aggregate national wealth were removed. Their findings showed that 

democratic performance and leftist ideology were related to positive provision of basic 

needs, while government expenditure (percentage of GNP) had a negative effect.  
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In an extensive study, Moon (1991) examined the influences of many variables on the 

achievement of basic needs rights. These variables included democracy, military 

spending (per capita GNP), percent of labour involved in agriculture, British influence, 

dependency, socialist influence, length of independence, mineral exports, and Buddhist 

and Islamic influence. He used a large sample of 120 countries at three different times 

(1960, 1970 and 1980). He found that many of his variables had a significant 

relationship to the achievement of basic needs rights. He concluded that factors such as 

percentage of labour in agriculture, military expenditure, economic dependence, trade 

concentration in mineral exports, and the presence of Islam as the predominant religion 

all had a negative relationship to basic needs rights. On the contrary, he concluded that 

the level of democracy, wealth, socialist influence, British colonial history, and 

presence of Buddhism as the predominant religion were positively related to basic needs 

rights. 

 

Moon and Dixon (1992) explored the effects of economic growth on the achievement of 

basic needs. They used a large sample of 114 countries for the period from 1960 to 1985 

to test the relationship between economic growth and basic needs fulfilment measured 

by the Physical Quality of Life Index (PQLI). They found no evidence for the 

hypothesis that basic needs assist future growth. Instead, they found that basic needs 

achievement facilitates long-term economic growth. Also, their study concluded that 

rich countries were not significantly better at achieving basic needs rights. 

 

2.4.3 The link between globalisation and human rights 

Quantitative studies on globalisation’s effect on human rights are numerous (Cingranelli 

& Richards, 1999b; Apodaca, 2001; Hafner-Burton, 2005). However, most of these 

studies limit their analyses to one facet of globalisation that is the economic face of 

globalisation. Likewise, qualitative studies that focus on the effects of globalisation in 

various areas of human rights fall short of covering all aspects of globalisation 

(Fairbrother & McCorquodale, 1999; Howard-Hassmann, 2005). 
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Meyer’s (1996) study sought to explain the causal relationship between economic 

globalisation and human rights. He relied on two theories to test the effect of 

multinational corporations (MNCs) on human rights in developing countries. The 

‘engines of development’ theory asserts that MNCs promote human rights, while the 

opposite theory claims that MNCs directly contribute to violations of human rights in 

developing countries. Meyer used cross-national analysis to test the effect of MNCs 

measured by US direct foreign investment (net income and number of employees) on 

civil and political rights (Freedom House measures) and socio-economic rights 

measured by the Physical Quality of Life Index (PQLI) in approximately fifty 

developing countries for 1985 and 1990. He concluded that MNC investment was 

positively associated with both political rights and civil liberties, and economic and 

social rights. He also found that increased GNP has a positive impact on both types of 

rights. Although Meyer’s study is significant, it is lacking in that it relied only on US 

foreign direct investment. Because these measures have been limited only to the US, 

they do not allow a generalisation about the relationship between MNCs and human 

rights.  

 

Smith, Bolyard and Ippolito (1999) retested the relationship between the presence of 

MNCs in a state and that state’s human rights record. In an attempt to avoid the 

limitations of the data used in Meyer’s study, they added different measures of human 

rights and direct foreign investment to Meyers’s data set. Contrary to Meyer’s study, 

they drew their data from Amnesty International Reports and the US State Department 

to measure the level of civil and political rights, rather than relying on data collected by 

Freedom House. For direct foreign investment, they used a more comprehensive 

measure that accounted for investment from all over the world, not just the United 

States. Their study challenged previous study conclusions and found a negative 

relationship between direct foreign investment (based on Meyer’s measures) and human 

rights practices. Although they found a slight positive relationship between US foreign 

direct investment and the State Department measure of human rights in 1985, the 1985 

Amnesty International measure, along with both human rights measures in 1999, were 

negative. When a more comprehensive measure of direct foreign investment was 

applied, it was found that direct foreign investment measured by the World Bank was 

negatively associated with human rights practices. For 1990, direct foreign investment 
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had a significant positive relationship with infant mortality and a non-significant 

negative effect on life expectancy and illiteracy rates, though their findings, like 

Meyer’s, demonstrated that GNP per capita seems to have a strong impact on human 

rights. 

 

Cingranelli and Richards (1999b) examined various types of indirect effects of the end 

of the cold war on government respect for human rights. Using a quantitative study, 

they employed a random sample of 79 countries from 1981-1996 to test the effects of 

economic globalisation operationalised as foreign direct investment (World Bank 

measures), democracy (Freedom House scale), interstate conflict and domestic conflict 

on government respect for physical integrity rights (Amnesty International’s yearly 

Annual Report and the US State Department’s Annual Country Reports on Human 

Rights Practices). Cingranelli and Richards found that levels of torture, disappearances, 

and killings did not significantly change after the cold war ended, yet they found a 

significant improvement in government respect for the right not to be politically 

imprisoned. The level of democracy and economic globalisation was positively 

associated with higher levels of respect for the right not to be politically imprisoned. 

They also found that governments experienced increased interstate and domestic 

conflicts after the end of the cold war, and this tended to aggravate human rights 

practices. However, when other variables were controlled, the relationship between 

government respect for human rights and its involvement in interstate and domestic 

conflicts was found to be weak and statistically insignificant.  

 

Apodaca (2001) continued this line of study through examining the effects of economic 

globalisation on the attainment of human rights. In a cross-national study, Apodaca used 

a comprehensive data set that included 152 developing countries and ex-Soviet Union 

nations for the years 1990-1996 to test the effects of global economy patterns on the 

subset of human rights, known as personal integrity rights, measured by the political 

terror scale (PTS). The global economy patterns were measured by several variables - 

net foreign direct investment, net portfolio investment, trade and multilateral and 

bilateral aid. He also included variables that represented state characteristics such as 

levels of democracy, international and internal conflicts, and social welfare (measured 
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by government spending on education). Apodaca’s study came to the conclusion that a 

mixed relationship existed between economic globalisation and human rights fulfilment. 

Bilateral aid, exports and foreign direct investment were statistically significant and 

positively associated with government respect for personal integrity rights. Apodaca’s 

finding on direct foreign investment supports Meyer’s (1996) conclusion and is in 

contradiction with the finding of Smith et al. (1999). Multilateral foreign aid and 

portfolio investment were statistically insignificant. Finally the study concluded that 

levels of democracy and social welfare spending was positively associated with 

personal integrity rights, while a state’s involvement in international or internal conflict 

negatively reflected on citizens’ human rights.   

 

Richards and Gelleny (2002) sought to explain the relationship between economic 

globalisation and government respect for human rights in 43 developing countries. 

Unlike previous studies, this study was regionally specific but was not a cross-national 

analysis. Therefore their analyses were divided into four regions: Africa, Asia, Latin 

America and the Middle East; and two eras: pre-globalisation (1981-89) and 

globalisation (1990-96). Like Cingranelli and Richard’s previous study, this study relied 

on Amnesty International’s yearly Annual Report and the US State Department’s 

Annual Country Reports on Human Rights Practices to measure government respect for 

human rights, known as physical integrity rights. For economic globalisation, Richards 

and Gelleny (2002) employed a two–dimensional scale - financial globalisation 

measured by foreign direct investment and portfolio investment (World Bank) and trade 

globalisation measured by trade openness that is the level of a country’s export and 

import of goods and services (International Monetary Fund).  

 

This study found a decrease in the level of government respect for physical integrity 

rights and an increase in the level of trade globalisation in the globalisation period in 

two regions - the Middle East and Asia; however, these decreases and increases were 

statistically insignificant. By contrast, government respect for the same rights in Latin 

America showed a statistically significant increase. Findings for levels of financial 

globalisation and trade globalisation in Latin America showed a statistically significant 

increase. All regions demonstrated a statistically significant increase in their levels of 
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financial globalisation. Africa showed an insignificant increase in both respect for 

human rights and trade globalisation. Concerning the relationship between economic 

globalisation and government respect for physical integrity rights, the findings indicated 

some differences between the four regions. In Latin America, financial globalisation 

was associated positively with human rights in the globalisation period. In both Africa 

and Asia, neither financial nor trade globalisation demonstrated a statistically significant 

relationship with human rights in either era. Finally, the findings for the Middle East 

were interesting. Financial globalisation was associated negatively with human rights in 

the pre-globalisation era, while trade globalisation was associated positively with 

human rights. However, in the globalisation era, financial globalisation was associated 

positively with human rights, and trade globalisation was not related to the respect of 

human rights. 

 

Milner (2002) conducted a more sophisticated study to explain the relationship between 

global economic integration and human rights. He used a pooled cross-sectional time-

series model to test the effects of economic globalisation (operationalised as Bretton 

Woods regime integration, trade openness and financial openness) on two subsets of 

rights; personal integrity rights (Amnesty International scale) and subsistence rights 

(PQLI). Milner’s work is considered to be one of the minor studies joining the two 

subsets of rights together. However, this study covers 176 developed and developing 

countries from 1980 to 1993 and found that economic globalisation has a mixed impact 

on basic human rights. He concluded that global integration measured by Bretton 

Woods Systems lacks statistical significance for both subsistence and security rights. 

Trade openness was statistically significant and positively associated with both 

dependent variables, and level of democracy has a substantive positive impact on 

subsistence rights and to a smaller extent on security rights. Also, Milner’s study found 

that a number of control variables have inconsistent results when comparing subsistence 

rights to security rights. As a result, international war, civil war, and population growth 

were all negatively associated with security rights, and had no effect on subsistence 

rights. Finally, economic growth was found to be insignificantly and negatively 

associated with both types of rights. 
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The previously mentioned Milner’s study is significant in that it is trying to link basic 

needs rights, personal integrity rights and political and economic freedoms together in 

one work. The above literature review has shown other studies, which have attempted to 

measure determinants of human rights. However, these studies are not outlined in terms 

of globalisation, which is the main focus of this study. Li and Reuveny (2003) represent 

a cross-national time-series analysis that tests the relationship between economic 

globalisation (measured as trade openness, foreign direct investment inflows, portfolio 

investment inflows and the spread of democratic ideas across countries) and the level of 

democracy. In their study, Li and Reuveny (2003) provide a review for the conflicting 

hypotheses about the relationship between globalisation and democracy (positive, 

negative, and no effect) and find that trade openness and portfolio investment negatively 

affect democracy, whereas foreign direct investment and democratic diffusion have a 

positive impact on the level of democracy. Their study is important in terms of their use 

of several indicators to measure economic globalisation, yet their dependent variable 

(democracy) is different from security rights and basic needs rights, the focused 

dependent variables of this thesis. Likewise, none of the previous studies attempted to 

test the effect of globalisation on the attainment of human rights, other than in terms of 

economic globalisation. Hafner (2005, 679) called for the inclusion of  other facets of 

globalisation when studying human rights practices, as the existing literature has been 

limited to economic globalisation. Thus, this study aims to fill such gap in the literature.  

 

Newly, Abouharb and Cingranelli (2007) conducted a study considered to be the most 

comprehensive research on the impact of international financial organisations such as 

the World Bank and International Monetary Fund (IMF) on government respect for 

human rights. This work is significant and relevant to this thesis in terms of its 

conceptualisation and methodology. The study used a cross-national time-series data 

analysis of 131 developing countries for the period from 1981 to 2003, to test the effects 

of structural adjustment policies (entering the World Bank and IMF as a measurement) 

on the realisation of various human rights including physical integrity rights, social and 

economic rights, workers rights and potential intervening factors such as rebellion. 

Abouharb and Cingranelli (2007) employed a new method to measure how much a 

state’s citizens enjoy various types of human rights. They utilised the CIRI Human 

Rights Data Set (Amnesty International’s yearly Annual Report and the US State 



 42   

Department’s Annual Country Reports on Human rights Practices), which includes 

measures of many human rights recognised in the 1948 Universal Declaration of 

Human Rights. As hypothesised, their study found that structural adjustment policies 

(SAPs) were negatively associated with human rights. More specifically, SAPs 

undermine respect for economic and social rights, which reduce a government’s 

capability to promote economic development. Countries that entered into structural 

adjustment agreements with the World Bank or IMF experienced increased rebellion. 

Also this will increase the number of years during which governments will endure anti-

government demonstrations and riots. The level of government respect for physical 

integrity rights will decline if a developing country is under structural adjustment 

agreements for a long period. Finally, structural adjustment programs or economic 

globalisation have a negative effect on worker’s rights. 

 

2.5 Contemporary Literature on the Relationship between Globalisation and 

Human Rights in the Arab World  

As this study will focus on the effect of globalisation on human rights in the Arab 

world, it is critical to include the views of Arabic and Muslim academics in the 

literature review on globalisation and human rights. While there have been many 

theoretical studies on globalisation and human rights in Arabic and Islamic literature, 

academic efforts to connect or link one to the other have been inadequate. Furthermore, 

quantitative studies on globalisation and human rights in the Arab world are very few 

(Abdel Gadir, 2003), to the extent that this significant topic has not even been partially 

covered. Hence, this thesis will include such studies as they are specifically related to 

this thesis in terms of their conceptualisation and methodology.  

 

Reviewing Arabic and/or Muslim literature on globalisation and human rights is not an 

easy task for the following reasons: first, two problems arise with the issue of human 

rights among Arabic thought. There is an absence of consensus among Arabic and 

Muslim thinkers on how to define and adopt a single vision for the concept of human 

rights. On the other hand, the problem lies with the nature of the Arabic thought itself, 

and as some researchers (El-Alem, 1998, p.360) claim, they relate their thoughts to 

Arabic realism which is not practical, due to differences in geography, values, social 
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customs and political regimes. In spite of their various visions, their history, heritage, 

religion and culture form and shape their lives and remain nationally common to their 

lives. Furthermore, the debate over the term of globalisation itself is endless, not only 

among Arabic or Muslims thinkers, but also among western thinkers and philosophers. 

Adding to this, there is the hardship of linking this shaded concept to human rights, due 

to different ways of thinking, this creates problems with the discourse relating to 

globalisation. Therefore, the relationship between globalisation and human rights for 

these thinkers and researchers is strongly influenced by their points of view towards 

globalisation. 

 

The debate over thought among Arabic and Muslim scholars, and the disagreement 

between them on how to define and deal with the issues concerning this thought, would 

probably lead the discussion beyond the main purpose of this thesis. Therefore, the key 

point here is to focus on the vision that reforms mainstream Arabic and Muslim thought 

on globalisation and human rights. This discussion will encompass much of the third 

chapter. In the meantime, the next part will shed the light on the most relevant studies, 

examining the effect of globalisation on human rights.  

 

Abdel Gadir (2003) examined the relationship between economic globalisation and 

inequality in the Arabic region. Globalisation as an independent variable was measured 

by World Bank scales and operationalised as the annual rate of increase of trade/GDP 

over the period 1980-2000, the stock of foreign direct investment to GDP in 1990, and 

the number of Arabic immigrants to the US over the period 1990-2000. For the 

dependent variable of inequality, the distribution of income (the average income of the 

poor and the Gini coefficient) was used as a measurement. The study found that 

economic globalisation as reflected by growth rate of the trade intensity measure and 

immigration to the U.S. is associated negatively with inequality. On the contrary, 

foreign direct investment was found to be positively related to inequality and is 

statistically significant. This study employs seven sample countries from the Arabic 

region that include Algeria, Egypt, Jordan, Mauritania, Morocco, Tunisia and Yemen. 

While this study admits diverse characteristics for Arab countries, such as development 

level, economic structure, geography and government type, the chosen sample for 
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testing the effect of globalisation on inequality in the Arabic region is not representative 

because it excluded other important Arabic countries. Therefore, to generalise the 

results to the entire Arabic region or developing countries is not appropriate. 

Furthermore, the dependent variable analysed in this study does not represent all human 

rights, or even the basic rights that this thesis will focus on. 

 

Fayek (2001) examines the question of human rights in the age of globalisation. In this 

theoretical article, the author - the former General Secretary for The Arab Organisation 

for Human Rights (AOHR) - represents an Arab point of view about what effects 

globalisation has on human rights and how Arab governments deal with globalisation 

itself, and with the concept of human rights. While globalisation has begun to be such a 

major subject, human rights in the Arab world have been a significant issue not only 

due to the poor representation of these rights, but also due to the confusion of the 

concept in Arabic societies.  

 

As a result, Fayek (2001) points out three arguments that reflect Arabic opinions 

towards human rights. The first argument claims that the concept of human rights is an 

interloper discovered by the West for political objectives. The evidence for such a claim 

is posited in what are called western double standards when it comes to human rights 

issues in the region. The second argument refers to the background frame for human 

rights, which reflects two trends - a full commitment for international human rights 

conventions, and the contradiction of those international human rights to cultural, 

civilisational and religious characteristics existing presently in Arabic countries. The 

third argument revolves around universal human rights and humanitarian intervention as 

a result of this universality (e.g., Duke, 1994). 

 

The consequences were a refusal from some Arabic governments to be part of the 

international agreements on human rights, as well as the rejection from most Arabic 

countries to ratify the Arab Charter of Human Rights. Yet, AOHR believes that the 

United Nations Charter on Human Rights and the International Covenant on Political 

and Civil Rights, and the International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural 

Rights are not in a state of contradiction with Arabic and Islamic culture.  
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In his research, Fayek (2001) analyses the consequences of globalisation on political 

and civil rights, economic rights and cultural rights. He found that globalisation 

positively affected political and civil rights. Three factors direct this positive 

relationship; the development of communication technology that prevents government 

hiding any abuses of human rights, the emergence of human rights networks, which can 

act rapidly and internationally when local human rights violations occur. Finally, 

societies become more connected to each other due to the revolution in the global 

economy, and northern countries and international financial institutions stimulate these 

societies or their governments to make further huge change in their economies and 

adopt a democratic system. With regards to economic rights, the article shows that 

globalisation has widened the gap between the poor and the rich. The effect of 

globalisation on cultural rights is much more complicated and debatable. Because of the 

huge differences in cultural capabilities between societies, the article finds that cultural 

identity for some societies is coming under threat. 

 

The debate over universality of human rights and the consequences of globalisation on 

this concept have been the main focus for other studies among Arab researchers. One of 

the studies that illustrate this debate is an article by Yousef (2001). In this article, 

Yousef (2001) discussed the effects of political globalisation on the concept of human 

rights. He assumed that after the end of the cold war the traditional debate over the 

universality of human rights was no longer a major concern among western and eastern 

states. In this assessment, the ideological conflict between the west and the east about 

what type of human rights states must protect or even recognise has often disappeared. 

 

During the Cold War era, both capitalist states and socialist states used to employ 

human rights in their ideological conflicts. The former was concerned with criticising 

the violations of political and civil rights in socialist states, or would even go so far as to 

raise the issue of political and civil liberties in other countries considered to be allies of 

the former USSR. At the same time, economic and social rights abuses have been the 

preferred topic of criticism for socialist states against capitalist states. The ideological 
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conflict around human rights between international players has been reflected at an 

academic level (Forsythe, 1989; Vincent, 1986).  

 

The previous literature review shows how security rights or political and civil rights 

have mainly been the central theme in human rights literature. What is more important 

in Yousef’s article was his second assumption about the relationship between 

globalisation and human rights. He believes that Western countries, mainly the US 

especially after the end of the cold war, attempted to impose their own vision for human 

rights and democracy on other states and on the international society as a whole, 

presuming this vision to be the most constructive and useful. The evidence for such a 

claim could be found in the ‘clash of civilisation’ discourse of Huntington, and 

Fukuyama’s (1992) theory about ‘The End of History’ and the premise of the 

predominance of western values in democracy and the free market.  

 

2.6 Conclusion 

This chapter has examined existing literature on both the broad and the specific topic of 

state respect for human rights. The extensive literature review presented here 

demonstrates a number of problems. First, most of the literature focuses only on 

economic globalisation as the independent variable. For the dependent variables, human 

rights has been narrowed to include political and civil rights, with less research 

concentration on other recognised rights such as economic and social rights. Milner, 

Poe, & Leblang (1999) and Callaway (2001) are the only two studies that focused on 

both security and subsistence rights. Meanwhile, the literature has made a significant 

effort to best operationalise personal integrity rights. Second, the empirical studies on 

human rights have employed three sources of data to measure personal integrity rights, 

which include Freedom House reports, US State Department reports, and Amnesty 

International reports. For information about basic needs rights, human rights researchers 

have relied primarily on the Physical Quality of Life Index.  

 

Third, none of the previous studies in their analysis have specifically focused on the 

Arab World. To date no research has attempted to empirically test the effects of 

globalisation on human rights in this region. This is a serious gap in literature and the 
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time is right to research this important issue. It is the objective of this thesis, therefore, 

to examine the impact of globalisation on the attainment of human rights in the Arab 

World. Fourth, most human rights researchers agree that the level of democracy and the 

degree of economic development are the most important determinants of human rights 

conditions. Thus, the general conclusion for previous studies confirmed that both level 

of democracy and economic development promote respect for human rights. The 

inclusion of these control variables is an important factor in influencing state respect for 

human rights. The failure to include these variables as suggested by human rights 

literature may lead to confusion of any conclusions drawn from any analysis.  

 

Finally, and most importantly, most literature on human rights supports the neoliberal 

school, which identifies a positive relationship between economic globalisation and 

human rights. Only two empirical studies mentioned previously have found no support 

for the liberal theory on globalisation and human rights (Abouharb and Cingranelli, 

2007; Smith et el., 1999).  In contrast to the neoliberal school, the findings of these two 

studies to some degree support the dependency school which simply asserts that 

globalisation undermines the ability of the state to protect its citizen’s rights.  

 

The following chapter aims to explain, identify, and justify the most appropriate 

measure for human rights. It will explore the methods and approaches that have been 

adopted and developed in order to measure the concept of human rights. This chapter is 

very important in that it paves the way to empirically test the relationship between 

globalisation and human rights in the Arab World.  
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Chapter 3                                                                                   

The Quest for Measuring Human Rights 

 

3.1 Introduction 

This chapter focuses on the measurement of human rights, which has been a major 

concern for political scientists and human rights researchers over the last three decades. 

More specifically, this chapter seeks to shed light on why it is important to measure 

human rights? What rights are involved in such a measurement? And how do 

researchers measure human rights? After a thorough discussion of these questions, this 

chapter will be followed by an evaluation and assessment of the measurement methods, 

and whether such a measurement is appropriate for all nations despite their many 

differences. Finally, the chapter concludes by discussing testable constructs that define 

hypothesised relationships between globalisation and human rights in the Arab world.  

 

Measuring human rights, for the most part, aims to discover the degree to which states 

fulfil its citizen's human rights but not to rank countries in terms of their record or to 

conclude that a particular country has a better or worse human rights’ record than 

another. Thus, for the purpose of this thesis, measuring human rights does not aim to 

arbitrarily rank countries that differ politically, economically, and socially. To the 

contrary, measuring human rights will be adopted here to compare between countries 

that share similar characteristics, such as history, language, religion, politics, and 

culture like the countries of the Arab World. Precisely, this thesis is a regional study 

that adopts ‘most similar systems design’ (MSSD) that compares different outcomes 

across similar states (Landman, 2006, p.66-68). Adopting this research design aims to 

analyse the differences in human rights abuses across the most similar cases of the Arab 

World.  

 

Attempts at measuring human rights on a comparative approach based on a cross-

national level has been debated and challenged by many scholars in the field. For 

example, the work of Bouandeal challenges the question of measuring human rights on 

a cross-national basis and concludes that an overall comparison of human rights’ 
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performance of different countries is a difficult task. However, for Boandeal (1997, 

p.216-220) the exercise of measuring human rights is applicable to the extent that some 

rights at least in principle, can be compared on a cross-national basis. For Barsh (1993, 

p.121), this approach is inadequate and has to be ‘treated with methodological caution 

and political suspicion’. Barsh doubts that scholars use accurate indicators that reflect 

the concept of human rights.  

 

However, the rejection of any attempts to measure human rights is not absolute. Human 

rights literature shows that this exercise can be conducted. While some methodological, 

ethical, and political limitations remain, this did not stop researchers and political 

scientists from studying the variation in human rights performance, and developing 

numerous methods of measurement (Landman, 2005b, p.554; Apodaca, 1998, p.139). 

Nevertheless, this thesis goes beyond the current controversial discussion and adopts the 

argument that human rights can be measured with some limitations. It will benefit from 

the arguments presented against any attempt to measure human rights, and will attempt 

to avoid the limitations of other studies.  

 

3.2 Why is it important to measure human rights? 

Measuring human rights is not an arbitrary exercise. If measurement has to be 

conducted it must seek to serve one important end: to achieve human dignity for all 

human beings regardless of race, religion, and colour. Measuring human rights helps to 

serve two aims: it is the primary stage towards building theories that can be used to 

explain the causes and consequences of government’s respect (or disrespect) for human 

rights, and it is also necessary for the development and implementation of evidence-

based policies. Both of these are fundamental for attainment of human rights, for all 

persons worldwide (Abouharb & Cingranelli, 2007, p.8-9).    

 

Accordingly, Landman (2004, p.909) asserts that measuring human rights serves four 

purposes: first, a contextual description that provides the raw information upon which 

measures of human rights are based. Second, classification of different types of 

violations across their civil, political, economic, social, and cultural dimensions. Third, 

mapping and pattern recognition of violations over space and time, which provides 
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time-series and spatial information on the broad patterns of violations within and across 

different countries. Finally, measuring human rights can serve as secondary analysis 

that provides explanations for violations and policy solutions for reducing them in the 

future.   

 

Generally speaking, measuring human rights can raise awareness about human rights 

issues and help evaluate governments’ policies and performance across time. It is 

obvious that most attempts to measure human rights have good intentions and valuable 

reasons behind such a scientific exercise. Yet, there are some serious challenges that 

face any method of measurement of human rights. Landman (2004, p.909) states that 

these challenges are ethical, methodological, and political. Ethically, it can be 

dehumanising to use statistics to analyse violations of human rights, and it is often hard 

to judge the relative weight of one type of violation over another. Methodologically, the 

level of available quality and reliable data on violations can vary from one country to 

another. Politically, International Governmental Organisations (IGOs) and Non-

Governmental Organisations (NGOs) such as the United Nations Human Rights 

Committee and Amnesty International respectively, refuse to rank countries based on 

their human rights performance. On many occasions both organisations came under 

political fire for their human rights’ reports. For example the United Nations 

Development Program (UNDP) came under heavy criticism for its second annual 

Human Development Report in 1991 that used a measure of human right that ranked 

members of the UN according to categories derived from the UN Declaration 

(Landman, 2004, p.910; Barsh, 1993, p.87). 

 

Neither the UN Human Rights Committee nor Amnesty International support ranking 

countries based on their human rights performance. However, others organisations such 

as Freedom House, and the work of people such as Charles Humana, implicitly measure 

countries’ human rights practices and rank them according to factors such as human 

rights, democracy, and freedom on a cross-national basis (Bouandel, 1997, p.67). 

However, these are not the only attempts that involve human rights measurement. The 

next section will focus on the type of rights that have been measured while the latter 
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section addresses in more detail some of the measurement concerns as it discusses the 

efforts to date on how to measure human rights.  

 

3.3 What rights are involved in the measurement? 

The data that needs to be collected in order to measure the degree of a state’s respect for 

human rights depends on the definition of the concept under study. It also revolves 

around the unit of analysis. Therefore, it is important from the beginning to understand 

how researchers define human rights. Should the Universal Declaration of Human 

Rights be used as a conceptual framework for measuring human rights? If yes, then 

does the researcher include all sets of rights, or rely only on one set of these rights? This 

section will try to answer these questions by focusing mainly on why empirical 

literature on human rights usually concentrate on one set of rights and why they treat 

them as more important than other types of human rights. 

 

The previous section on the definition of human rights pointed out different types of 

human rights. According to the International bill of rights, there are civil and political 

rights (or first generation rights), economic, social, and cultural rights (or second 

generation rights), and people’s rights or solidarity rights (or third generation rights). 

Empirical studies on human rights rely mostly on one set of these rights without 

ignoring the importance of other sets of rights. Some studies, for example, have gone 

further to the extent that they deny any attempt to recognise economic rights, as genuine 

rights. Moreover, according to these studies, measuring countries’ respect for economic 

rights is also not applicable compared to civil and political rights. For the most part, 

civil and political rights have taken the entire attention within empirical research on 

human rights.  

 

In order to study and measure human rights, researchers developed numerous methods 

and hypothesised relationships between human rights and other variables. Thus, 

researchers attempted to operationalise the dependent variable and therefore debated 

over suitable data that reflects their definition for human rights. Security rights have 

been the key concept in almost all empirical studies that attempted to measure 

government respect for human rights. Studies that rely on this type of right often 
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operationalise them as the right to be free from torture, murder, imprisonment, or the 

violation of integrity of the person, or physical integrity rights. These rights, according 

to such studies, are the most vulnerable to violation or abuse and that violation of such 

rights can usually be avoided. Furthermore, their observation and monitoring compared 

to other types of rights are not difficult (Poe & Tate, 1994, p.854). Therefore, they can 

be measured without difficulty.  

 

Another justification for concentrating on security rights can be related to the exclusion 

of other concepts, which might be interrelated with human rights, but essentially they 

are not seen as rights per se, such as democracy and economic development. Therefore, 

if other types were to be included in the measurement, this means that it is possible to 

measure something extra or unrelated (Poe & Tate, 1994, p.854). 

 

However, this does not mean that other types of rights cannot be measured. The end of 

the Cold War era and the neoliberal discourse has influenced researchers to focus on 

empirical studies that attempted to measure economic rights (e.g., Hertel & Minkler, 

2007). Despite the significant theoretical and methodological progress that has been 

achieved in empirical studies on substantial rights or basic needs rights, the attempt to 

measure these rights was faced with uncertainty. Moreover, the traditional division 

between positive and negative rights has added more to this uncertainty. This division 

has influenced the methodological debate in terms of the measurement issue, and led 

some scholars to claim that economic, social, and cultural rights are hard to measure 

because their realisation relies on the fiscal capacity of the state for which no 

comparable measures are possible. Yet, if this rejection is a matter of government 

practices, it is likely possible to use qualitative data to summarise such practices similar 

to those used for civil and political rights (Landman, 2004, p.923).  

 

On the other hand, other studies criticise this traditional dichotomy between rights in 

terms of their positive and negative aspects, and as a consequence the implication of a 

‘violation approach’ and a ‘progressive realisation’ for studying security rights and 

substantial rights. In this regard, Chapman (1996) proposes a ‘violation approach’ as it 

is more effective to evaluate and therefore, measure economic, social, and cultural 
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rights. The advantage of adopting this approach is that it offers a greater possibility of 

promoting and protecting the economic, social, and cultural rights of individuals, and 

encourages governments to assess their policies. In Chapman’s words, a violation 

approach ‘returns the focus to the tangible domain in which it belongs’ (1996, p.38). 

 

Shue (1980) emphasises that both basic and substantial rights ‘are basic rights in the 

sense that enjoyment of them is essential to the enjoyment of all other rights’ (p.19). As 

the last chapter pointed out that any violation of economic and social rights would cause 

harm, then it is possible to monitor, record, and therefore measure these rights. 

Landman informs us that ‘any discrimination against individuals or groups that prevents 

their access to education or adequate health constitutes a government practice that 

violates a right. Such violation can be reported, coded, and measured’ (2004, p.923).  

 

Accordingly, empirical research on human rights does not stop at those studies that 

focus on security rights or basic needs rights, as few studies have also included other 

types of rights such as workers’ rights (Abouharb & Cingranelli, 2007), and women’s 

rights (Poe, Wendel-Blunt, & Ho, 1997, p.813-835; Sweeney, 2006, 2007).  

 

Many researchers focused their attention on other types of rights that include third 

generation rights. Yet, the inclusion of these rights in empirical studies is missing. It has 

been discussed earlier that some researchers have ignored economic and social rights, 

and the attention was always given to civil and political rights. The inclusion of third 

generation rights has also added to the difficulty of the definition of human rights, and 

will add more complexity to the attempt to measure it. The question of measuring these 

types of rights is not an easy one (Bouandel, 1997, p.60-61). Therefore, any attempt to 

do so will possibly lead to more questions about the degree of violation of these rights 

and the method of measurement. For the purpose of this thesis, the analysis will be 

limited to the sets of rights that include civil and political rights on one hand and 

economic, social, and cultural rights on the other hand. Until now, the question of how 

to measure these rights is yet to be answered. It is the aim of the next section to tackle 

this challenge.    
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3.4 How best to measure human rights? 

Political science has made a huge contribution to the field of human rights (Landman, 

2005b). Human rights literature has developed considerably on two levels: the 

epistemological level which reflects the concept of the rights that scholars have been 

addressing in their empirical research, and the methodological level where the questions 

of measurement are the core subject. The last section as well as the second chapter has 

addressed some of the issues related to the first level while this section addresses the 

issue of measurement. Despite the fact that some researchers deny that all human rights 

need to be measured, they still emphasise the importance of using qualitative methods 

to monitor governments’ respect for human rights. For instance, Apodaca said: 

 

Although Thomas Hammarburg begins his report at the Statistical, development 

and Human rights Conference by stating that, ‘Human rights can never be fully 

measured in statistics; the qualitative aspects are too essential,’ he quickly 

informs his readers that statistical measures are indeed crucial. (2007, p.172-

173) 

 

The preceding sections pointed out the vital need for measuring human rights. Indeed, 

the literature on measuring human rights has broadened and developed through many 

contributions from various academic disciplines of political science, sociology, 

economics, and law, as well as from governmental and non-governmental organisations 

(Landman, 2006, p.75). In this section, the attention will be given to the methods 

researchers and organisations have employed in order to measure human rights. When 

did thinking about measuring human rights begin? How was it developed? What 

indicators have been applied in the measurement? What kind of scales do they rely on? 

 

Researchers often refer to the period of the 1970s as a starting point to build statistical 

models in order to tackle the issues of human rights (Poe, 2004, p.16). During this 

period, and especially in the late 1970s and early 1980s, the use of indicators and 

therefore quantitative measures has been advanced by many studies in the field. Today, 

academic and non-academic bodies contribute to the use of measurement methods to the 

extent that this field has now advanced by many scales and developed methods that 
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measure human rights. In Landman’s words, ‘the use of indicators has increasingly been 

brought into mainstream analysis of human rights in the social sciences and in the work 

of the United Nations and the world Bank’ (2006, p.75). He refers to how political 

scientists have been using quantitative measures in global comparative analyses of 

human rights protections, and to the special reports that have been conducted by UN 

bodies and the World Bank on why human rights indicators are important and how they 

could be incorporated into their own work (Landman, 2006, p.75). 

 

Meanwhile, there is a current critical movement among researchers on how to improve 

methods of measurement and the use of indicators (Hafner-Burton & Ron, 2009; Green, 

2001), as well as an increasing demand for human rights measures that seems to be a 

central feature of systematic human rights research and applied work in the field 

(Landman, 2006, p.76).  

 

In terms of methodology, human rights studies witnessed an evolution of publications 

concerning quantitative methods. However, the use of these methods has been advanced 

over time. In this regard, most researchers argue that the mid-1970s has witnessed 

‘pioneering studies that used elementary statistical techniques to obtain evidence from 

multiple states over multiple years, while in the mid-1990s Poe and Tate conducted one 

of the first global analysis’ (Hafner-Burton & Ron, 2009, p.370). For instance, 

researchers seeking to measure human rights began with simple quantitative techniques 

that consist of bivariate analysis (e.g., Wolpin, 1986; Park, 1987; Mitchell & 

McCormick, 1988) and has moved to utilise more sophisticated techniques based on 

multivariate statistical analysis (e.g., Henderson, 1991 and 1993; Poe & Tate, 1994; 

Poe, Tate, & Keith, 1999).  

 

It has been pointed out several times that most empirical literature tends to focus on a 

narrow conception of human rights, which is personal integrity rights (Poe, Cary, & 

Vazquez, 2001, p.652). However, researchers employ different approaches in order to 

measure this set of rights. They all differ based on the way data is being collected and 

their sources as well as the units of analysis. The first approach of measure for human 

rights practices in general is events-based data (Landman, 2004, p.918; Lopez & Stohl, 
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1992, p.222). This data is derived from various sources, they may come directly from 

victims or they may be collected indirectly from media accounts (Jabine and Claude, 

1992, p.82). Event-based data sought to answer questions such as what happened, when 

it happened, who was involved, and then report descriptive and numerical conclusions 

of the events (Landman, 2004, p.918). Researchers depending on this approach have 

relied on real data of violations committed against individuals and groups. The Human 

Rights Information and Documentation System (HURIDOCS) and the World Handbook 

of Political and Social Indicators are some examples of sources, which offer event-

based data, and provide numeric counts of human rights violations (Dueck, 1992, p.127; 

Lopez & Stohl, 1992, p.218). 

 

Although this approach is important for measuring human rights and has been employed 

by many researchers it faces potential difficulties (Landman, 2004, p.923; Lopez & 

Stohl, 1992, p.222). One difficulty relates to problems of bias and misrepresenting data. 

This happens because event-based data for the most part, is subject to ‘either 

underreporting of events that did occur or over-reporting of events that did not occur’ 

(Landman, 2004, p.923). In addition, it is hard to document every human rights abuse, 

and those who collect such information tend to focus on ‘conflict-stricken societies 

during discrete periods of time’, and thus conducting cross-national comparison based 

on this type of measure is inadequate (Landman, 2004, p.923). Also, relying on the 

media to cover human rights abuses is simply confusing. Collecting data based on 

media resources suggests that the media systematically records all human rights 

violations equally in each state, which is not true. For instance, the data on government 

oppression available in the World Handbook of Political and Social Indicators isshort, 

because of their dependence on the New York Times for events information. Therefore, 

Lopez and Stohl (1992, p.228) suggest two or more sources to be employed when 

relying on event data. Having said that, when a state commits human rights abuses it is 

difficult to cover such practices by the media, if not forbidden (Harrelson-Stephens, 

2003, p.37). 

 

A second approach of measuring human rights is standards-based data. Most human 

rights researchers have relied on this approach to measure human rights performance at 
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the national level which allows them to conduct studies based on cross-national 

comparisons (Wolpin 1986; Park 1987; Mitchell & McCormick 1988; Henderson 1991 

and 1993; Poe & Tate 1994; Poe et. al. 1999; Cingranelli & Richards, 1999b; Apodaca, 

2001; Richards & Gelleny, 2002; Milner, 2002; Hafner, 2005; Abouharb & Cingranelli, 

2007). In this approach researchers are interested in the degree of violations that 

occurred at a certain time and place. Such violations are recorded by experts and then 

‘translated into quantitative scales that are designed to achieve commensurability’ 

(Landman, 2004, p.918; Poe, 2004, p.21).  

 

According to this approach, human rights researchers have relied on different sources to 

collect their data. Amnesty International reports, U.S. State Department’s Country 

reports, and Freedom House reports illustrate the most primary ones. It is due to the 

dramatic increase in communications technology and the effect of globalisation that the 

process of obtaining and retrieving data on human rights status has become much easier 

for scholars and practitioners alike (Milner et. al.1999, p.403-404). The primary goal for 

these annual publications is to provide the most available information on human rights 

governments’ practices. As a result researchers have used this information to develop 

scales that assist with conducting comparative studies on a cross-national basis. 

However, only Amnesty International reports and U.S. State Department’s Country 

reports have been used in such a way that the qualitative data included in the reports has 

been transferred into quantitative data, despite the fact that neither the Amnesty 

International Organization nor the U.S. State Department affirm that this information is 

supposed to be used for comparative analysis (Cain, Claude, & Jabine 1992, p.398). 

Freedom House’s comparative survey of freedom includes scores that measure level of 

democracy in each country in the world.   

 

The former director of the comparative survey of freedom at Freedom House 

Organization, Raymond Gastil, developed scales that rank most countries of the world 

based on two dimensions; political rights and civil rights. This effort began in 1973 and 

has been presented in the annual report Freedom in the World since 1987 (Bollen 1992, 

p.193-194; Lopez & Stohl, 1992, p.222; Banks 1992, p.365). The political rights in 

Gastil’s scales however focus on voting privileges, active opposition parties, and 
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diverse representation among other rights while the civil rights cover the security of the 

person and traditional rights such as the freedom to practice religion, join trade unions 

and freedom of movement (Banks 1992, p.366).    

 

Despite the importance of Gastil’s measures as one of the earliest attempts in this field, 

a major criticism for the sources of data he relied on has come directly from Scoble, 

Wiseberg, and McCamant (Banks 1992, p.365). For instance, in addition to the 

ambiguity of the operationalisation of the scale ranks (Lopez & Stohl 1992, p.222), the 

Freedom House’s ratings are biased in favour of Western capitalist democracies (Banks 

1992, p.365; Bollen 1992, p.189). However, this criticism has encouraged researchers to 

move into using other sources of data that became available and might achieve more 

rigorous measures. Some researchers preferred to rely on either one or both of two 

sources: Amnesty International and the U.S. State Department reports. These reports, as 

pointed out do not usually provide an estimation for human rights abuses in a 

systematically quantified form, however, many researchers have used the data provided 

in these reports ‘to create quantified dependent variables to support quantitative 

empirical analyses of countries human rights behaviour’ (Poe et.al.1999, p.297). Thus, 

most scholars turn to employ the standards-based approach as opposed to the event-

based data approach in most of their studies in this field.  

 

Although Amnesty International was founded in 1961 as a movement of people who 

started with a one year campaign for the purpose of bringing the world’s attention 

towards prisoners of political opinions, its work in reporting about human rights abuses 

expanded during the mid-1970s (Bouandel 1997, p.70-71). However, relying on this 

source of data for evaluating human rights has its own weaknesses. For instance, Gastil 

among other researchers argued that AI has a left-wing bias (Bollen 1992, p.189). This 

argument has its reason since AI tends to ignore ‘countries that have respectable human 

rights records’ (Poe & Tate 1994, p.855) and only reports those countries considered as 

the worst human rights violators. In a similar fashion, the U.S. State Department 

launched in 1976 its first Country Reports on Human Rights Practices, which came 

about as a result of long struggles between the executive and legislative branches over 
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foreign assistance to governments that have poor human rights records (Innes 1992, 

p.237-238).  

 

These reports first covered those countries that were proposed for security assistance, 

and were limited to covering the violations of integrity of the person. Later the types of 

rights included in the reports were expanded. Likewise the annual reports have 

expanded to include all U.N members’ countries (Innes 1992, p.238-244). The Country 

Reports have been criticised on the basis that they are influenced by the U.S. foreign 

policy, and ‘have conservative biases in favour of countries with pro-U.S. positions’ 

(Bollen 1992, p.189).  

 

Innes (1992) conducted a study that shows that the Country Reports have improved 

during the period of Carter’s administration and beyond. Furthermore, Poe et al. 

(2001,p.677) found in a comparison analyses of AI reports with the U.S. State 

Department reports that the latter ‘have at times favoured U.S. friends and trading 

partners while discriminating against its perceived leftist foes’, however their study 

concludes, like Innes’, that the bias that shaped the State Department reports during the 

1970s and 1980s tended to disappear over time (Poe, et al., 2001, p.677).  

 

Both reports of Amnesty International and the U.S. State Department have become the 

main two sources for gathering information on governments’ respect for personal 

integrity rights. Researchers have relied primarily on these two sources to develop 

scales that can be used for conducting studies on a cross-national basis. The most well 

known scales among scholars are the Political Terror Scale (PTS) (Wood and Gibney, 

2010) and the Cingranelli and Richards Index (CIRI) (Cingranelli and Richards, 2010). 

Micheal Stohl, Mark Gibney, and their colleagues were the first to use the PTS in their 

quantitative studies in 1983 (Stohl & Carleton, 1985). It was extended later by other 

researchers (Poe & Tate, 1994; Poe et al. 1999). However, the coding scheme was 

adopted from the scale that appeared in the 1980 Freedom House yearbook and was 

developed originally by Raymond Gastil (Gastil 1980). Since then, the PTS has been 

widely used by many scholars and has formed the majority of quantitative studies on 

human rights. According to the PTS, countries score on a scale from 1 to 5. Countries 
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that score 1 on the scale are considered to be less repressive while those that score 5 are 

ranked as more repressive. PTS data is collected from the U.S. Department of State and 

Amnesty International country reports and measures level of abuses for personal 

integrity rights committed by a state. Some researchers tend to use state terror in 

equivalent to personal integrity rights as Poe and Tate did in their study (1994, p.854). 

However, personal integrity rights include the right to be free from execution, torture, 

forced disappearance, and political imprisonment. 

 

The CIRI index is another data set that scholars rely on to measure government human 

rights practices. Abouharb and Cingranelli (2007) argue that the CIRI data set ‘presents 

a complete picture of each country’s strengths and weaknesses than any other human 

rights data set now available’ (96). This index covers a broad range of human rights in 

most countries from 1981 to the present. While PTS ranked 183 countries, the number 

of countries ranked by CIRI exceeded 195, which makes the former the largest human 

rights data set in the world. However, CIRI like PTS relies on the same source of data, 

and also measures the same subset of human rights. Nonetheless, CIRI relies on the 

annual U.S. State Department Country Reports on Human Rights Practices and 

Amnesty International annual reports as the two primary sources of information to 

develop its data set on measuring human rights practices of government worldwide. 

Whenever there is a difference between the two sources, AI evaluation treated as 

authoritative. This is because of the argument surrounding the potential bias of U.S 

Department of State reports that has been discussed before. Finally, CIRI index score 

for each country ranges from 0 to 8. Countries ranked 0 are slightly respectful of human 

rights, while those ranked 8 are highly respectful of human rights (Cingranelli & 

Richards 1999a, p.410). Unlike PTS, CIRI index includes some social and economic 

rights such as workers’ rights and women’s rights (Cingranelli & Richards, 2007). 

 

So far, the above discussion has mainly covered methods of measuring personal 

integrity rights according to a standards-based approach. Despite the fact that most 

scholars employ a narrow definition for human rights and limit their empirical analysis 

only to personal integrity rights, many of them still emphasise the importance of social 

and economic rights (Poe & Tate 1994, p.854). However, admitting that social and 
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economic rights are vital does not ignore the fact that they have not been the main 

concern of substantial qualitative human rights studies within the field of international 

relations. Some researchers argue that this neglect finds its explanation within ‘North 

American bias toward civil and political rights’ (Hafner-Burton & Ron, 2009, p.356). 

Cingranelli and Richards (2007, p.220) argue that while PTS and CIRI measure 

government respect for personal integrity rights, there is no equivalent measure of the 

economic and social human rights practices of governments. Despite the attempts to 

measure these types of rights, scholars do not agree upon similar scales for economic 

and social rights that can be used for studies on a cross-national basis.                  

 

This is not to say that economic and social rights were not measured at all. The CIRI 

index includes some data for economic and social rights. Although CIRI measures 

expanded over PTS to include some of these rights, and are only limited to a two point 

scale in the case of worker rights and to a three point scale in the case of women’s 

rights, it represents an improvement in developing new measures. Moreover, a new type 

of research is attempted to offer new measures that can be used for ranking government 

performance on economic and social rights (Chapman, 2007; Apodaca, 2007; 

Cingranelli & Richards, 2007).   

 

However, researchers rely either on the Physical Quality of Life Index (PQLI) or the 

Human Development Index (HDI) to measure respect for economic and social rights. 

Both capture some aspects of economic and social rights. The first HDI was published 

in 1990 by the United Nations Development Program. Since then the index continues to 

appear annually. This index measures three basic aspects: health measured by life 

expectancy at birth, knowledge measured by a combination of the adult literacy rate and 

the combined gross enrolment ratio for primary, secondary, and tertiary schools, and 

standard of living measured by GDP per capita. PQLI is being utilised more than any 

other index and was developed by David Morris in 1979. It rates each country according 

to three indicators on a scale range from 0 to 100. These indicators are life expectancy; 

infant mortality; and adult literacy (Goldstein 1992, p.44). Both indexes however, 

measure policies and outcomes rather than government efforts to respect economic and 

social rights. 
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Despite this PQLI has been criticised on the basis that there is no theoretical grounds for 

weighing its three components equally (Abouharb & Cingranelli, 2007, p.145; Milner 

et. el. 1999, p.423), most studies have relied on this index as the most appropriate 

indicator of government respect for economic and social rights (Moon and Dixon, 1985; 

Park 1987; Moon 1991; Moon & Dixon 1992; Mayer 1996; Milner, 2002; Abouharb & 

Cingranelli, 2007; Cingranelli & Richards, 2007). 

 

It has been pointed out that measuring human rights consists of several different 

approaches. Until now two approaches have been discussed; events-based data and 

standards-based data approaches. Still, a third approach is to be mentioned briefly 

without going into more details. This approach focuses on measuring people’s attitude 

towards state respect of human rights and is known as survey-based data. This kind of 

research is important in that it sheds light on public perceptions and the degree to which 

people feel that some kind of violations may be justified in certain circumstances 

(Jabine & Claude 1992, p.83). Several bodies conducted survey-based data, for 

instance, World Barometer, World Value Survey, and Physicians for Human Rights 

(Landman 1994, p.919).  

 

Up to this point, Chapter two and three tackled the theoretical linkage between 

globalisation and human rights practices by exploring the most relevant literature in this 

field using a thorough qualitative analysis. This contains the definition of human rights 

and their measurement, which rights are involved in the measurement, and on what 

basis. The qualitative analysis reveals also that the majority of existing literature is 

rather lacking in its theoretical aspect or the methodological one. For instance, most 

empirical literature focused only on one facet of globalisation, that is, economic 

globalisation. The same approach has been applied when studying the dependent 

variable; as most literature narrowed down the concept of human rights to include only 

security rights with less focus on economic and social rights.  

 

The following includes the theoretical constructs that proposed to affect human rights 

practices in the Arab world. This includes the justifications and motivations for 
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hypothesised relationships to be used to test the relationship between globalisation and 

human rights.     

 
3.5 Hypotheses on How Globalisation Should Influence Human Rights 

Human rights literature presents two main competing theoretical perspectives on the 

effects of globalisation on government respect for human rights. The first theory expects 

globalisation to benefit human rights. The second theory expects the opposite.  

 

Before proceeding in more detail, it is important to recall the empirical research 

question:  

Are Arab countries that are more economically, politically and socially globalised less 

likely to abuse human rights than those countries that are less globalised? 

 

For the purpose of this study, globalisation will be defined as the level at which states 

are politically, economically, and socially integrated into the overall international 

political system. Chapter two pointed out that the literature has presented mixed 

expectations and results about the relationship between globalisation and human rights. 

Some studies have concluded that globalisation increased levels of government respect 

for human rights (Apodaca , 2001; Cingranelli & Richards, 1999b; Meyer, 1996; 

Milner, 2002; Richards et al., 2001; Richards & Gelleny, 2002) . Such a conclusion 

supports the argument of the neoliberal perspective. In contrast, the findings of other 

studies contribute to the dependency argument which assumes that globalisation 

decreased levels of government respect for human rights (Abouharb & Cingranelli, 

2007; Smith, Bolyard & Ippolito, 1999). Both arguments are valid to some degree. 

Also, theoretical arguments alone are not enough to predict which one of these theories 

is most accurate. Thus, this question needs to be tested empirically, considering all the 

shortcomings in the literature that have been discussed previously, and that some 

regions in this world have not received much empirical attention so far such as the Arab 

world. The following section will briefly shed light on these two competing theories. 
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3.5.1 Globalisation Reduces Government’s Abuses of Human Rights 

A direct model of the influence of globalisation on human rights suggests a positive 

relationship between the two. In this model, societies that experience globalisation will 

definitely practice better human rights policies than other societies (Howard-Hassmann, 

2005, p.14). In this regard, much of the debate regarding this kind of positive 

relationship between globalisation and human rights finds its roots within the neoliberal 

school of thought. According to this school of thought, globalisation can positively 

affect human rights through several channels most of which are found in democracy and 

economic development. First, societies who are more politically and economically 

integrated in the world’s political and economic system are more likely to experience 

the most benefits. To practice neoliberal values means to adopt the universal human 

rights’ concept, democracy, and the free trade policy. According to the neoliberal 

argument, regimes that are authoritarian and as a response to the forces of economic and 

political globalisation, will be willing to make changes in their local policies and create 

a more stable political environment that is more beneficial to human rights. By 

following the wave of democratisation, the state’s citizens can embrace their rights 

without any constraints. 

 

Another view held by those who contribute to the neoliberal argument says that 

economic globalisation operationalised by foreign direct investment and trade helps 

improve state respect for human rights by creating a middle class (Cingranelli & 

Richards 1999b, p.516). The link between middle class, democracy and human rights 

finds its basis in the works of Lipset (1959) and Lerner (1958). The middle class are 

those citizens in society who are financially secure and well educated. Thus, they 

become more willing to participate in the political system and they start to demand a 

greater voice in the political process and challenge the elite by asking for economic, 

social, and political reforms that take into account not only their own demands and 

interests, but also those who are less wealthy. As a result, demand for government 

respect for human rights continues to grow as long as the middle class continues to 

flourish (Richards et. al., 2001, p.221; Apodaca, 2001, p.590).    
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Finally, the neoliberal school argues that globalisation strengthens human rights by 

promoting economic development. Several studies on human rights have indicated that 

the level of economic development is dominant in the achievement of human rights 

(Mitchell & McCormick 1988; Pritchard 1989; Hunderson 1991; Poe & Tate 1994; 

Meyer 1996; Poe, Tate, & Keith 1999; Apodaca 1998). According to these studies, 

wealthier societies are more likely to protect human rights than poorer ones. Therefore, 

integration in the global economy should encourage economic growth, higher living 

standards, and political stability in developing countries by breaking down inefficient 

economic policies in favour of free market doctrines. It is the aim of economic 

liberalisation to create jobs, expand consumer choices, and help initiate programs to 

improve health policies, housing, and education (Richards et al., 2001, p.222). In this 

sense, globalisation is seen as a factor that promotes human rights. 

 

3.5.2 Globalisation Increases Government’s Abuses of Human Rights 

In contrast to the above perspective, the dependency school of thought emphasises the 

negative influence of globalisation on human rights. This criticism of globalisation is 

not new as it can be associated with the neo-Marxist theory, which holds that integration 

in the global economy and its activities contribute to human rights abuses (Apodaca, 

2001, p.591).  

 

According to the dependency theory, ‘policy choices made by elites in developing 

countries are constrained or guided by their economic connections to the developed 

world, particularly to multinational corporations (MNCs). As a result, decisions are 

often made to the benefit of the MNC and the domestic elite, but to the overall 

detriment of the citizens and the domestic economy’ (Cingranelli & Richards, 1999b, 

p.516). In this sense, globalisation undermines human rights because it is undertaken by 

MNCs, which are working to maximise their profits and existence and not for the 

benefit of citizens.  

 

Furthermore, the dependency theory argues that globalisation can have only negative 

social, political, and economic effects. People are more likely to appreciate their rights 

when they live locally, rather than globally (Howard-Hassmann, 2005, p.16). In this 
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view, globalisation is associated with capitalism, and since the latter creates inequalities 

both within and between societies, repression is necessary to maintain a world capitalist 

system. The use of violence is often required to protect foreign investors and the ruling 

elites. Human rights abuses and other forms of oppression are encouraged in order to 

improve the investment environment for MNCs (Cingranelli & Richards 1999b, p.516).            

 

Accordingly, instead of promoting development and promising a wealthier society the 

dependency theory posits that globalisation will undermine development and raise 

income inequalities. Gilpin, Spero and Hart cited in (Richards et al., 2001, p.223) argue 

that MNCs tend to extract more money from developing countries than they invest, 

displace local capital, and contribute to unemployment by promoting capital-intensive 

production. Thus, dependency theory argues that globalisation widens the gap between 

the poor and rich.  

 

The arguments concerning the relationship between globalisation and human rights fall 

into two schools of thought described above. Thus, two different hypotheses about this 

relationship can be examined empirically. The neoliberal perspective suggests a positive 

relationship between globalisation and human rights. In contrast, the critical perspective 

posits that increased levels of integration into the international political economy will 

result in decreased levels of government respect for human rights. This study adopts the 

arguments made by the neoliberal schools of thought. Based on the above part of this 

thesis, and using the Arab world as a sample the following hypotheses will be tested 

empirically: 

 

Hypothesis 1: Increases in the level of economic globalisation will lead to guarantee 

security rights and subsistence rights in the Arab world. 

 

This hypothesis is broken into three sub-hypotheses, which reflect the proposed 

definition of economic globalisation and its measurement that are set out in section 

4.3.2 in Chapter 4. The proposed sub-hypotheses for economic globalisation are: 
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Hypothesis 1-A: Among Arab states, the higher (lesser) the level of foreign direct 

investment in a country, the higher (the lesser) the realisation of security rights and 

subsistence rights. 

Hypothesis 1-B: Among Arab states, the higher (lesser) the level of trade openness in a 

country, the higher (the lesser) the realisation of security rights and subsistence rights. 

Hypothesis 1-C: Among Arab states, the higher (lesser) a country participates in the 

Bretton Woods System, the higher (the lesser) the realisation of security rights and 

subsistence rights. 

 

Hypothesis 2: Increases in the level of political globalisation will lead to guarantee 

security right and subsistence rights in the Arab world.   

 

3.5.3 Influence of Social Globalisation 

Social globalisation forms another dimension of the globalisation process that is 

expected to influence government respect for human rights. Social globalisation refers 

to the flow of ideas, thoughts, norms, and perceptions between groups of people from 

different parts of the world. According to Giddens (1990, p.64) globalisation can be 

seen as ‘the intensification of worldwide social relations which link distinct localities in 

such a way that local happenings are shaped by events occurring miles away and vice 

versa’.    

 

Social globalisation allows people to adopt new techniques when dealing with their own 

governments and empowers them to put pressure on these governments to make 

changes in their policies. In this sense, Robertson (1992) and Giddens (2000) point out 

that globalisation can create new pressures for the local autonomy when local cultures 

are able to reshape global forces to meet the local demands. To get a better sense of how 

globalisation does or does not promote democratisation and government respect for 

human rights, Kellner (2002, p.293) distinguishes two types of globalisation; 

‘globalisation from below’ and ‘globalisation from above’. Globalisation from below 

refers to the way in which marginalised individuals and social movements resist 

globalisation and / or use its institutions to further democratisation and social justice. 
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Globalisation from above refers to the supremacy of corporate capitalism. Globalisation 

can also grant groups and individuals the power to circulate local struggles and 

oppositional ideas through the use of global communication and media networks.    

 

Social globalisation may not be increased intensively without the role of new 

communications technology especially the use of the internet. Violation of human rights 

in any place in the world can be recognised, reported, and posted on the Internet 

immediately. Halpin, Hick, and Hoskins (2000, p.7-8) argue that the nature of human 

rights abuses often requires fast action to respond to violations, and the internet 

provides the obvious tool for fast, cheap and accurate information to be supplied and 

disseminated in response. Thus, it is very significant to include the effects that the 

internet has upon the level of human rights through the flow of information and ideas.  

 

Empirical studies that sought to explain the effect of social globalisation on human 

rights are very few. Ingersoll (2005) conducted a study that sought to explain the 

relationship between sub-facets of globalisation on personal integrity rights. Utilising 

data on 156 less developed countries over the period of 1973-2000, he found that the 

use of international communications technology has a positive influence on the 

protection of political rights. Following such findings, this study expects the 

relationship between the use of the internet and government’s respect for human rights 

in the Arab world to be a positive one.  

 

Hypothesis 3: Increases in the level of social globalisation will lead to guarantee 

security rights and subsistence rights in the Arab world.   

 

3.6 Control variables 

There are several other factors that have gained much interest in human rights’ studies. 

The literature review in chapter two presented a set of control variables that are 

important determinants for human rights practices in any state. These variables include 

democracy, economic development, civil conflict, international conflict, and previous 
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human rights violations (Mitchell & McCormick 1988; Henderson 1991; Poe & Tate 

1994; Poe, Tate & Keith 1999).  

 

(a) Level of Democracy 

The level of democracy is the first variable that is expected to influence human rights 

practices. Previous studies have found the level of democracy to be significantly related 

to the achievement of human rights (Mitchell & McCormick 1988; Poe & Tate 1994; 

Davenport 1995; Poe, et al. 1999; Richards et al., 2001). 

 

While these studies have concluded that democracies are more likely to respect personal 

integrity rights, other studies focused on subsistence rights and also reached the same 

conclusion (Moon and Dixon 1985; Henderson 1991; Milner, 2002). According to these 

studies, the governments of democratic states compared with autocracies are less likely 

to violate human rights. There are several reasons for such a conclusion. There is 

enough evidence that democratic governments are less likely to oppress its citizens 

since political leaders of democratic states have no direct control over the instrument of 

repression in comparison to those of authoritarian states (Poe et al. 1999). Henderson 

(1991) notes that because the democratic process is constructed on bargaining and 

compromise, this will offer political leaders more options for dealing with conflict. 

Within the democratic process, citizens are willing to vote against leaders who practice 

or employ unjust policies. It is also known that democracy guarantees citizens’ right 

through several channels such as elections, protection of minorities, expression of ideas 

through legitimate channels, implementing the rule of law, peaceful resolution of 

differences, and the ability to vote out repressive leaders. Milner (1999) argues that 

‘civil liberties usually associated with democracies, such as freedom of speech, press, 

and assembly, enable citizens and opposition groups to publicize abuses committed by a 

particular regime’ (413-414). Thus, following the results reached by other researchers, 

this study expects the relationship between democracy and government’s respect for 

human rights to be a positive one.  

 

Hypothesis 4: Increases in the level of democracy will lead to guarantee security rights 

and subsistence rights in the Arab world.  
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(b) Level of Economic Development and Economic Growth 

The second control variable that was found to be a determinant for human rights 

practices is the level of economic development. The general hypothesis is that wealthier 

countries are more likely to respect human rights than poorer countries. Several studies 

suggest that economic development plays a very important role in reducing government 

abuses of human rights (Mitchell & McCormick 1988; Henderson 1991; Poe & Tate 

1994; Meyer 1996; Poe et al. 1999; Milner 1999). Mitchell and McCormick (1988) 

argue that in countries were social and political tensions are related to economic 

scarcity, regimes would be more likely to use repression against any threat.  

 

Several studies have found that economic development has a positive impact on human 

rights. However; few have found mixed result (Moon & Dixon 1985; Richards et. al., 

2001). For instance, Richards et al. (2001) conducted a study to test the relationship 

between foreign economic penetration and the level of government respect for human 

rights and found different results with regards to the effect of economic development as 

a control variable on personal integrity rights. Their result shows that the level of 

economic development has a negative impact on government respect for human rights. 

In order to explain this unexpected result, they claim that while all previous empirical 

research has focused on global samples their study focuses only on developing 

countries. Thus, following the conclusion of most empirical research, this study expects 

human rights abuses in some selected states to be decreased by economic development.     

 

Hypothesis 5: Among Arab countries, increases in the level of economic development 

in a country will lead to guarantee security rights and subsistence rights. 

Hypothesis 6: Among Arab countries, rapid economic growth is associated with lower 

levels of security rights and subsistence rights. 

 

(c) Level of Past Human Rights Abuses 

Previous research further suggests that past human rights abuses to be a strong 

determinant of current abuse levels (Mitchell & McCormick 1988; Poe and Tate 1994; 
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Poe et al. 1999; Apodaca, 2001). According to Poe and Tate (1994, p.860), past 

repression is the best predictor of future human rights abuses. Therefore, the inclusion 

of this variable is important to determine the degree to which a government is willing to 

continue past levels of repression.  

 

Hypothesis 7: Among Arab countries, past realisation of basic human rights will lead 

to an increase in current realisation of these rights.  

 

(d) Population Size and Population Growth 

The next two variables to be included as control variables is the population size and 

population growth in a country. Empirical research demonstrates that large populations 

increase the level of government repression (Poe & Tate 1994). There are several 

factors that make states repress their citizens’ human rights because of a large 

population. A large population increases the number of occasions for violent acts to 

occur, and also puts more pressure on national resources, which may reduce the state’s 

ability to fulfil its citizen’s demands (Poe & Tate 1994; Poe et al. 1999). So, the 

hypothesis that needs to be tested suggests a positive relationship between population 

size and human rights abuses. 

 

Hypothesis 8: Among Arab countries, the realisation of security rights and subsistence 

rights will be decreased by population size.  

Hypothesis 9: Among Arab countries, the realisation of security rights and subsistence 

rights will be decreased by population growth.  

 

(e) Civil and International Conflicts 

The next set of control variables includes civil and international conflicts. There is 

general agreement among human rights researchers that governments become more 

repressive when faced with threats (Poe & Tate 1994). In addition, ‘regimes that are 

engaged in either international or internal conflict are more likely to engage in domestic 

political violence to maintain their political power and restore civil order’ (Apodaca, 
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2001, p.595). Therefore, it is expected that human rights abuses will increase when 

regimes are faced with either domestic threats in the form of civil war, or when a 

country is involved in an international war (Poe et al. 1999).  

 

Hypothesis 10: Among Arab countries, the presence of an international conflict will 

lead to decrease in the realisation of security rights and subsistence rights. 

Hypothesis 11: Among Arab countries, the realisation of security rights and 

subsistence rights will decrease in the presence of civil conflict involvement.  

 

(f) Influence of War on Terror 

War on terror (WOT) is another control variable that has substantial influence on the 

state’s policies towards human rights. The majority of the written works and 

publications that emerged after the 9/11-attacks indicate that the counter-terrorism 

measures caused more serious violations of human rights by most governments around 

the world. According to many scholars and human rights defenders as well as 

international human rights organisations, the war on terror caused greater violations of 

human rights and produced a state of atrocity and fear among citizens by broadening the 

range of authoritarian governments’ action to silent opposition groups. Some scholars 

even go further by arguing that the war on terror has led to the end of human rights 

(Luban, 2002,p.9-14; Ignatieff, 2002).  

 

As most developed countries as well as developing countries adopted new laws and 

regulations in order to strengthen their action against terrorism, violations and abuses of 

human rights allegations and claims became apparent. Human rights bodies have 

criticised human rights abuses worldwide in the name of counter-terrorism. A report by 

Human Rights Watch for instance, details human rights violations connected to anti-

terrorism action in most states around the world.  It includes states such as China, 

Egypt, Georgia, India, Indonesia, Russia, Spain, United Kingdom, United States, and 

Uzbekistan. It also emphasises ‘the extent to which the United States and other 

governments have adopted soft criticism policy and have even extended new security 

assistance and support to some of the most abusive governments worldwide that have 
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become newfound allies in the fight against terrorism’1. Accordingly, some 

authoritarian governments become new allies to the United States and as a result, 

repression of opponents or arbitrary arrests and other sorts of violations of basics rights 

and freedoms can be justified in the name of counter-terrorism. For instance, Libyan 

citizens were detained without fair trails, tortured for decades, and soon after the 

September 11 attacks, the Libyan regime under Gaddafi became an integral part of the 

WOT to the extent that both the United States and the United Kingdom were involved 

in sending people they believed to be terrorist suspects to Tripoli’s notorious Abu Selim 

prison for interrogation. The most recent case was the case of Abdel Hakim Belhaj who 

became the leader of the Tripoli Military Council after more than six months of 

uprisings that started on February the 17th of 20112.    

 

The inclusion of WOT as an independent variable is very significant to determine the 

extent to which a particular government is willing to respect the human rights of its 

citizens as well as non-nationals after the dramatic changes of September 11, 2001 

attacks. Consequently, following the literature of the WOT period; this study expects 

that human rights abuses have increased after the attacks of September 11. 

 

Hypothesis 12: In the Arab world, the realisation of security rights and subsistence 

rights is expected to decrease in the era of War on Terror.   

 

(h) Influence of USA Aid on Human Rights 

The next variable that influences the government’s respect for human rights is related to 

the amount of U.S. aid to the recipient state. Foreign aid has long been one of the most 

integral tools in the U.S.A foreign policy. For the most part, it has been implemented as 

a means to maintain U.S. interests around the world (Brewer 1992, p.252-253). 
                     
1 See the full report: In the Name of Counter-Terrorism: Human Rights 
Abuses Worldwide, A Human Rights Watch Briefing Paper for the 59th 
Session of the United Nations Commission on Human Rights March 25, 
2003, http://www.hrw.org/reports/2003/03/25/name-counter-terrorism-
human-rights-abuses-worldwide 
2 Abdel Hakim Belhaj was arrested with his pregnant wife by the CIA in 
2004 and transported to Tripoli where he was held and tortured for 
seven years. For more details see a report by BBC broadcast in: 
http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/world-africa-14786753 
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Spreading of democracy and human rights’ culture amongst others are one of these 

interests. Thus, tying foreign assistance to human rights practices is a pattern that has 

distinguished American foreign policy since the end of World War II (Regan, 1995). 

However, implementing this policy has varied in time and place. The US president 

Jimmy Carter’s administration was the first to adopt in its foreign policy a strategy that 

takes into account human rights practices. During his presidency, the allocation of 

foreign aid to a recipient state was specifically tied to the human rights record in that 

state. A review of American foreign policy towards human rights practices around the 

world since 1945, however, illustrates a mixed record that reflects different policies 

towards different presidencies (Alkhatib, 2005, p.52-58). Before the presidency of 

Jimmy Carter, human rights in the American foreign policy were ignored and there 

were no clear or vigorous policies to defend human rights around the world. In contrast, 

the presidencies of Jimmy Carter and Ronald Reagan witnessed more advanced 

policies, but with some differences between the two. While Carter’s policy was well 

planned with little achievement, Reagan’s policy was arbitrary in general (Alkhatib, 

2005, p.55). Neier (1996-97, p.92) asserts that at the end of Reagan’s tenure, his 

administration could not reconcile its support for some ‘friendly’ authoritarian regimes 

with its espousal of democracy. Hence, Reagan’s administration ended its support for 

Chile’s Augusto Pinochet, Haiti’s Jean-Claude Duvalier, and Philippines’s Ferdinand 

Marcos. On the other hand, it was usual for the same administration to defend other 

regimes that happened to practice systematic abuses of human rights in places like El 

Salvador, Guatemala, Indonesia, Liberia, Saudi Arabia, Somalia, Turkey, and elsewhere 

(Neier 1996-97, p.92).   

 

Human rights issues were also one of the interests of the legislative branch. The U.S. 

Congress played a significant impact that led to a major change in shaping the role of 

human rights in the U.S. foreign policy. This can be seen in the 1982 Harken 

Amendment to the 1961 Foreign Assistance Act under sections 505, and section 502b, 

which aim to promote human rights practices in those countries that benefit from 

American foreign assistance. Both amendments disclosed that foreign assistance will 

not be provided or granted to the government of any country that engage in gross 

violations of internationally recognised human rights, unless extraordinary 
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circumstances and specific conditions exist3. There are many examples of such 

exemptions. However, it’s enough to point out that instead of its authoritarian regime 

and systematic abuses of its citizens’ rights, Egypt, during the former president 

Mohammad Hosni Mubarak’s regime (1981 – 2011), received the highest amount of 

U.S foreign assistance for more than thirty years.   

 

By the end of the cold war, the U.S. foreign policy shifted its focus from containment of 

communism to new challenges, human rights issues became a less important and 

pragmatic style during the presidency of George Bush (Forsythe 1995, p.124-125). With 

the advent of Bill Clinton, human rights became a primary issue in his foreign policy 

agenda as he placed the state Department’s Bureau of Human Rights and Humanitarian 

Affairs under the direction of, John Shattuck, who encouraged other governments to 

meet their responsibility against violations rather than underestimate the effort of Non-

Governmental Organisations that report such abuses (Neier, 1996-97, p.93). In this 

regard, the Clinton Administration was superior to its predecessors and tended to 

criticise and coerce government’s who practiced abuses of human rights in countries 

like Guatemala and Peru. Yet, according to Neier (1996-97, p.96), those countries are of 

secondary significance for the overall U.S. foreign policy.  

 

Although the presidency of Bill Clinton has been criticised in terms of human rights 

issues, its approach can be regarded as more advanced than his predecessor George W 

Bush, who adopted a reversal policy towards human rights issues. The main reason for 

such a reversal policy can be related to the advent of September 11, 2001 that caused 

the return of national interest and the fight against terrorism as the main determinants in 

shaping the U.S. foreign policy and hence the allocation of foreign assistance (Alkhatib, 

2005, p.175). The Obama administrations’ inheritance of a previous approach of 

torturing suspected terrorists and disregard for international law (Roth, 2010) is relevant 

to a discourse on human rights. Human rights activists, who saw Obama’s presidential 

election success in 2008 as a victory for human rights principles, have criticised the new 

administration’s approach that is endeavouring to repair the damage made by the 

previous administration. Accordingly, Roth (2010) argues that Obama’s presidency has 
                     
3 See: Human Rights & Foreign Policy: Linking Assistance and Human 
Rights, Lawyers Committee for human Rights, New York, 1989. 
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played a remarkable rhetoric role in promoting human rights locally and globally, but 

failed to translate those words into actions.  

 

With regard to the U.S. foreign assistance, Roth (2010) argues that a promise has been 

made by Washington that there will be no human rights conditions placed on the U.S. 

economic assistance to Egypt. Also, the U.S.A. has accepted the Egyptian official’s 

demand that all funds from the U.S. Agency for International Development assigned to 

NGOs go only to those groups that abide by the Mubarak government’s arduous 

restrictions.        

 

In summation, national interest was the main factor that drove the U.S. foreign policy 

towards human rights issues. Such a conclusion took its strength from the long history 

of American policy towards human rights, which has been studied and presented in 

many academic papers like those presented earlier in this work. Accordingly, during the 

governmental periods of all past presidencies, the U.S. foreign policy has adopted what 

can be called a ‘double standard’ approach that makes its national interest goals superior 

to human rights (Neier, 1996-97). On the other hand, human rights has been employed 

as a tool to achieve U.S. interests around the world, so that state’s significant to the U.S. 

is the main determinant when dealing with human rights abuses in that state (Alkhatib, 

2005). Therefore, it is important to include this variable when studying human rights 

practices in the Arab world and the relationship between the U.S. aid allocation and 

human rights record in the recipient state.  

 

Hypothesis 13: Among Arab countries, the greater / lesser the level of U.S. economic 

and military aid, the less / more likely the government will guarantee security rights 

and subsistence rights. 

 

(i) Influence of Religious Minority Groups and Ethnicity Division  

For many years, either directly or indirectly, ethnic and religious divisions have played 

a major role in emerging conflicts and wars among nations. Furthermore, ethnic, 

sectarian, and linguistic divisions have had a detrimental impact on human rights 
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observance and some of the worst violations in recent years have been linked to 

government actions against rival ethnic groups (Price, 2002; Walker and Poe, 2002). In 

the Arab world, Islam is the dominant religion with Christianity coming second. Most 

of the Arab states are ruled by Muslims while Lebanon is governed jointly by Christians 

and Muslims. However, most Arab countries continued to have official religions and to 

enforce elements of these religions as law (Fox, 2008). Previous empirical literature 

such as the study of Price (2002) show that there exists a strong, positive relationship 

between the presence of a minority religious group and the protection of civil liberties 

in the predominantly Muslim countries, but this strong relationship did not hold when 

combining both developing nations and Muslim countries together. It also did not hold 

when testing the relationship between the presence of a religious minority in a country 

and the protection of human rights. Thus, Price (1996, p.249) concluded that minority 

religious groups in Islamic countries are treated no better or worse than those in other 

developing nations. Therefore, it is significant to include the variables of religious 

minority and ethnicity when studying human rights practices in the Arab world.   

 

Hypothesis 14: The presence of religious minority groups will affect realisation of 

security rights and subsistence rights in the Arab world. 

Hypothesis 15: The presence of ethnic division will affect realisation of security rights 

and subsistence rights in the Arab world. 

 

Figure 3.1 below depicts the relationship postulated between all variables included in 

the analysis and observance of human rights. It presents a diagram of the three 

components of globalisation broken into indicators and the control variables that are 

hypothesised to influence government observance of human rights. The 

operationalisation of the dependent, independent, and the control variables is found in 

Chapter four.  
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Figure 3.1 Proposed Model for the Relationship between All Variables and Human 
Rights  
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3.7 Conclusion 

This section outlined various human rights measurements. It started with the importance 

of measuring human rights and types of rights that have been involved in the 

measurement. Most importantly, it focused on how human rights have been measured in 

the literature and showed that researchers have developed various methods and 

approaches, each with its own strengths and weaknesses. It also established 

hypothesised relationships between constructs to be tested statistically for significance. 

Based on the aforementioned analysis, the next section explains and justifies 

measurement methods that are most suitable to test the relationship between 

globalisation and human rights for the selected sample of this research. 
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Chapter 4                                                                       

Research Methodology 

 

4.1 Introduction 

Chapter two revealed that human rights as a concept is difficult to define. Likewise, 

chapter three demonstrated that it is difficult to measure. This chapter discusses the 

methodology for addressing the research questions and testing hypotheses. A mixed 

multi-method approach that combines qualitative and quantitative data collection and 

analysis techniques in sequential phases was used to answer the research question set 

out in Chapter 1. The following section 4.2 will discuss the methodological approach 

to be employed to study the relationship between globalisation and human rights in 

the Arab world. This section justifies the combination of both qualitative and 

quantitative methods within a research approach. A quantitative research design set 

out in Section 4.3 presents an analysis strategy of how the quantitative research 

component is going to be addressed. This section justifies and explores the 

quantitative research approach through various sub-sections. The country sample is 

presented in section 4.3.1. Section 4.3.2 provides a discussion of the variables that 

will be utilised for developing model estimations to test hypothesised relationships. 

This discussion covers the operational indicators of each of the dependent, 

independent, and control variables. The last sub-section 4.3.3 explores models to be 

employed to test hypothesised relationships to answer the empirical research question 

set out in Chapter one. 

 

4.2 Methodological Approach 

One main element underlying social scientific research is the nomination of the most 

appropriate research method. While quantitative researchers argue that systematic 

statistical analysis is the absolute way to truth in social sciences, proponents of 

qualitative research strongly disagree (King, Keohane, and Verba, 1994, p.4). With 

the ongoing debate among the two camps on the merits of one method over another, 

an integration between both methods becomes a necessity that aids not only in 

developing theories and testing their implications, but also in overcoming some of 

their respective limitations when used alone. According to King, Keohane, and Verba 
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(1994, p.4) ‘the differences between the quantitative and qualitative traditions are 

only stylistic and are methodologically and substantively unimportant. All good 

research can be understood -indeed, is best understood- to derive from the same 

underlying logic of inference’. Therefore, the proposed research incorporates both 

quantitative and qualitative methods of analysis. While qualitative analysis of fewer 

cases provides the opportunity to thoroughly explain the type of relationship between 

globalisation and human rights, quantitative analysis tests the casual relationship 

between the variables in a much large sample of cases, which allows conclusions that 

can be generalised.  

 

Though, multi-method research that merges quantitative and qualitative analysis has 

become very common in recent political studies, in which techniques for linking 

findings from qualitative and quantitative research are currently seen as a significant 

part of methodology (Mahoney, 2010, p.138). Moreover, it is only after the last two 

decades when a few studies have moved beyond simple bivariate analysis using 

multivariate methods. Therefore, the following research aims to fill the gap in the 

current literature and builds upon these studies by utilising a combination of both 

qualitative and quantitative methods, or as it became to be known, a mixed-methods 

research approach (Hesse-Biber and Leavy, 2006, p.316). According to Morgan 

(1998), in a sequential time ordering, a research design might take the typology of 

(QUANT followed by qual), where the quantitative study is the primary mode of 

inquiry with the qualitative study second (cited in Hesse-Biber and Leavy, 2006, 

p.322-325). This particular sitting perfectly describes the overall mode of this thesis. 

Most importantly, the methodological approach that this thesis utilises is based on the 

work of Lieberman (2005) who examines how qualitative analysis can supplement 

findings derived from quantitative analysis.   

 

According to Lieberman (2005, p.435-436), the approach of the mixed method or as 

he preferred to call it ‘nested analysis’ involves making an assessment about the 

findings from the statistical analysis of a large sample through proceeding to an in 

depth investigation of one or more of the cases contained within the large sample. If 

the model is well specified and the results are robust, one can proceed to ‘Model-
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testing Small-N Analysis’, and if not, to ‘Model-building Small N Analysis’. In either 

case, the analyst must again make assessments about the findings using directions and 

insights gathered from the small number analysis (SNA) (Lieberman, 2005, p.436). 

This thesis will benefit from the work of Lieberman (2005) in nested analysis 

approach that links a case study with statistical analysis, as he argues that beyond the 

separate advantages of each approach, there is a clear synergistic value of the nested 

research design. He states that ‘statistical analysis can guide case selection for in-

depth research, provide direction for more focused case studies and comparisons, and 

be used to provide additional tests of hypothesis generated from small-N research. 

Small-N analysis can be used to assess the plausibility of observed statistical 

relationships between variables, to generate theoretical insights from outlier and other 

cases, and develop better measurement strategies’ (Lieberman, 2005, p.235).  

 

Lieberman (2005) states that nested analysis formally begins with a quantitative 

analysis, or preliminary LNA. ‘Thus, a prerequisite for carrying out a nested analysis 

is availability of a quantitative dataset, with a sufficient number of observations for 

statistical analysis. The preliminary LNA provides information that should ultimately 

complement the findings of the SNA, and that will guide the execution of the SNA’ 

(Lieberman, 2005,p.437). Accordingly, following the above Morgan’s (1998) 

typology for mixing methods and the work of Lieberman (2005), this thesis combines 

the use of both quantitative and qualitative analysis.  

 

Thus, in order to explore what impact globalisation has on human rights practices in 

the Arab world; two discrete stages will be conducted.  

Stage One:  

This stage involves the quantitative part and consists of testing hypothesis H1 to H15 

using the model estimations outlined in Chapter 5 and Chapter 6. An analysis of 

dataset in this stage is expected to produce empirical findings that show the level of 

significance of the relationships between human rights and a set of independent 

variables. Stage one is executed in chapters 5 and 6.   
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Stage Two: 

This stage covers the qualitative segment by focusing on individual level analysis of 

different countries or nation states. The findings of stage one should guide the 

execution of stage two. This stage provides an insight and in-depth analysis as well as 

an understanding of the different impacts of globalisation on human rights in the 

countries of the Arab world. The purpose of stage two is to assess the findings from 

the statistical analysis in stage one, and provide real examples for these findings from 

individual countries of the Arab world. Thus, four cases were selected and 

investigated thoroughly in chapter 7.  

 

The below proposed model (Figure 4.1) summarises a set of strategies that explain the 

process of executing and combining the two stages (quantitative approach and 

qualitative approach) that form as a whole a concrete skeleton of this research. The 

combination of these two stages, quantitative as a primary study and qualitative as a 

secondary method is expected to provide useful information on a states’ policies and 

representative conclusions regarding the relationship between globalisation and 

human rights practices in the sample of the Arab world. The remaining portion of 

discussion is left to data analysis strategy for the quantitative research component 

(stage one). As for stage two, Chapter 7 discusses in detail the qualitative part of the 

research.  
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Figure 4.1 A Framework for the Mixed Method Approach 
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4.3 Quantitative Research Design 

As the proposed model (Figure 4.1) illustrates, stage one in this thesis proposes an 

empirical setting to investigate the theoretical linkage between globalisation and human 

rights as derived from the literature and test this through hypothesised relationships. 

Therefore, this section outlines the research method utilised to address the overarching 

research questions outlined below. It outlines the sampling process, independent and 

dependent measures, data collection processes, and data analysis strategy. 

 

Research Questions 

RQ1 To what extent does globalisation in the Arab World influence a state’s respect for 

human rights? 

RQ2 Are Arab countries that are more economically, politically and socially globalised 

less likely to abuse human rights than those countries that are less globalised? 

 

4.3.1 Country Sample 

The country sample for this study will be countries that are a member of the Arab 

League, officially called the League of Arab States (LAS). The selection of the 

countries forms a representative sample since they are located in different geographical 

regions of the world and vary in their economic, political, and cultural system. The 

geographical spread of these countries covers the Middle East and North Africa (the 

MENA countries). Many of these countries can be categorised as developing countries 

with low to high income economies. They are newly independent and vary in their 

political system. Some countries follow the democratisation process at different levels, 

others are categorised as authoritarian or military regimes. They are similar in some 

characteristics and different in others. Table 4.1 lists all the Arab world countries 

included in this sample. Palestine and the Comoros Islands are excluded from the 

analysis because of the data limitations.  
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Table 4.1 Arab Countries Included in Analysis 
No Country Date of 

independence 

Year Type of government 

A GCC Countries     

1 Bahrain August 15 1971 Constitutional Monarchy  

2 Kuwait February 25 1961 Constitutional Monarchy  

3 Oman  1951 Monarchy 

4 Qatar September 3 1971 Monarchy 

5 Saudi Arabia September 

23 

1932 Monarchy 

6 UAE December 2 1971 Constitutional Monarchy 

Federation 

B Arab Mashreq    

7 Iraq October 3 1932 Republic 

8 Jordan May 25 1946 Constitutional Monarchy 

9 Lebanon November 22 1943 Republic 

10 Syria  April 17 1946 Republic 

C Arab Maghreb    

11 Algeria July 5 1962 Republic 

12 Libya December 24 1951 Transitional Government 

13 Mauritania November 28 1960 Republic 

14 Morocco November 18 1956 Constitutional Monarchy 

15 Tunisia March 20 1956 Elected Democracy  

D Other Arab 

countries 

   

16 Djibouti June 27 1977 Republic 

17 Egypt February 28 1922 Republic 

18 Somalia July 1 1960 Parliamentary Republic 

19 Sudan January 1 1956 Republic 

20 Yemen November 30 1967 Republic 
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4.3.2 Variables used in Human Rights Model Estimations 

Measuring Human Rights 

The dependent variable of this study is human rights violations. Definitions of human 

rights are said to be broad and imprecise. This study emphasises that there is no 

common agreement on the definition of human rights. However, it reveals that there is a 

set of defining dimensions or features that reflect a widespread acceptance of the 

concept of human rights. For the purpose of this study, the Universal Declaration of 

Human Rights will be the conceptual framework for defining human rights. Therefore, 

the main concern of this study in defining human rights considers that this concept can 

be divided into two main streams: (a) civil and political rights (or personal integrity 

rights) and (b) economic, social and cultural rights or (subsistence rights). The 

following addresses the measurement of both kinds of rights.  

 

(a) Personal Integrity Rights 

This study utilises a widely used quantitative existing data set, derived from one of the 

most widely used indicators of political repression in countries around the world-the 

Political Terror Scale (PTS). This scale measures human rights violations by focusing 

on personal integrity rights on a scale ranging from 1 to 5. Number 5 represents rights 

that are most abused, while a score of 1 indicates that human rights are highly respected. 

The raw data for the PTS comes from two main sources: (1) the U.S. State 

Department’s Country reports and (2) Amnesty International reports that cover human 

rights practices for most countries around the world. To avoid and minimise any 

ideological bias, this study employs PTS that relies on Amnesty International reports as 

the major source of data whose attributes are set out in Table 4.2. The coding is 

originally derived from Gastil’s (1980) criteria, which has been employed by many 

researchers such as Poe et al. (1999). For the purpose of this thesis, the original coding 

of PTS has been inverted so that countries with the least level of respect for human 

rights exhibit the lowest score of 1 and countries with the highest level of respect for 

human rights are recorded the score of 5.         
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Table 4.2 The Political Terror Scale 
Level 1 Countries on this level live under a secure rule of law, people are not imprisoned for 

their view, and torture is rare or exceptional...political murders are extremely rare. 

Level 2 There is a limited amount of imprisonment for nonviolent political activity. However, 

few persons are affected, torture and beatings are exceptional...political murder is 

rare. 

Level 3 There is extensive political imprisonment, or a recent history of such imprisonment. 

Execution or other political murders and brutality may be common. Unlimited 

detention, with or without trial, for political views is accepted. 

Level 4 The practices of Level 3 are expanded to larger numbers. Murders, disappearances 

are a common part of life....In spite of its generality, on this level terror affects 

primarily those who interest themselves in politics or ideas. 

Level 5 The terrors of Level 4 have been expanded to the whole population.... The leaders of 

these societies place no limits on the means or thoroughness with which they pursue 

personal or ideological goals. 

Source: Gastil (1980) as quoted in Poe et al. (1999, p.297) 

 

(b) Subsistence Rights 

The second dataset for examining human rights are those related to subsistence rights 

that comprises two sub-sets. Most of the studies that focus on the developing world 

have used GNP as an indicator for measuring level of nation’s progress. However, using 

GNP as a measure is inadequate (Milner, Poe, and Leblang 1999, p.422). To best 

measure government respect for subsistence rights, this study employs two indicators 

that have been widely used in other studies (Milner, 2002; Apodaca, 2007; Parisi, 

2004). These indicators are chosen because of their direct connection to this type of 

human rights. They focus on measures related to: (a) the right to health and well-being, 

and an adequate standard of living and (b) the right to education.  

(a) The Right to Health, Well-Being and Adequate Standard of Living: 

These comprise the following sub-indicators: 

1. Infant mortality rates, calculated as the probability of dying at birth and exact 

age of one, per thousand births. 

2. Life expectancy rates, calculated as years of life expected at birth.  
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(b) The Right to an Education: 

1. Literacy rates, calculated as percentage of population that is literate.  

 

The above indicators capture the essence of subsistence rights. Infant mortality, life 

expectancy, and literacy rates have long been used in the construction of the Physical 

Quality of Life Index (PQLI) (Morris 1979, 1996), The PQLI is a requirement that a 

state needs to provide to the UN Committee on Economic, Social, and Cultural Rights. 

This study will employ PQLI as a measurement of basic human needs or subsistence 

rights. The variable is weighted average of infant mortality per thousand live births, life 

expectancy at age one, and basic literacy as the proportion of the population fifteen 

years and over who are literate (Milner 1998; 74). These three individual measures 

capture different aspects of basic human needs. Infant mortality reflects condition of the 

home environment involving water purity, maternal morbidity, and the overall 

wellbeing and health inside the home. Life expectancy at age one, on the other hand, 

addresses the overall health conditions outside the home, including nutrition and 

medical care. The literacy variable indicates the general level of development within a 

society and specifically shows whether social benefits from education extend to women 

and children (Morris 1979; Dixon 1985; Milner 1998). PQLI is an index that ranges 

from zero to 1000, indicating the lowest and the highest levels of quality of life 

respectively.  

 

The index was originally developed and updated by Morris (1979, 1996). Milner (1998) 

collected additional data and created a data set that covers the period from 1980 to 

19934.  The empirical analysis for this thesis spans the period from 1976 to 2011, 

therefore indicating the need for updating the index. The process of updating involves 

gathering data for (1) life expectancy at age one; (2) infant mortality and (3) illiteracy 

rates for adults. This research relies on The World Development Indicator database to 

collect the primary data for the three variables. Additional sources of missing data were 

gathered from the World Development Report, UNESCO, and UNICEF’s Children of 

the World Report. The three indexes measured are then combined into the PQLI using 

                     
4 Wesley Milner & Rhonda Callaway generously offered their assistance 
in providing me with the updated data for the years after 1990.      
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the formula created by Morris (1979, 1996) and applied later by both Milner (1998) and 

Callaway (2001). 

 

The infant mortality rate (IMR) uses 250 per 1,000 live births as the worst possible 

performance with 0 per 1,000 live births being the best performance. Each country’s 

performance is converted using the formula: 

250-IMR/2.5. 

The measure of Life expectancy at age one (LE1) considers 38 years as the worst 

performance and 85 years as the best performance. The index for each country is 

calculated using the formula: 

LE1-38/0.47. 

The data available, however, discloses infant mortality at birth (LE0). Therefore, life 

expectancy at age one can be calculated by applying the formula:  

LE1 = LE0 – 1 + IMR (1-SURV) / 1 – IMR. 

Where LE1 is life expectancy at age one; LE0 is life expectancy at birth; IMF is infant 

mortality rate per 1,000 births, SURV is the average survival period for the first year 

and is assumed to be three and a half months (0.3 years) (Milner 1999, p.81).  

 

After each individual measure is converted to a scale ranging from 0 to 100, the 

composite index is calculated by simply averaging the sum of the three components. 

Each component is weighted equally.  

 

Measuring Influence of Globalisation 

Chapter two pointed out that globalisation has many definitions and at the same time is 

multidimensional. This study proposes that globalisation is multidimensional, and can 

be disaggregated into three components; (a) economic globalisation (b) political 

globalisation and (c) social globalisation. Each one of these components is also 

disaggregated and has several indicators that will be used to capture its scope.  
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(a) Economic Globalisation:  

In order to capture the degree of states’ economic globalisation, this study uses three 

separate variables designed to measure economic integration in each country. These are: 

(a) trade openness (b) the level of foreign direct investment (FDI) and (c) integration 

into the Bretton Wood system (Milner, 2002; Webster 1994). For variable (a), this study 

follows most literature in measuring trade openness, which is calculated as the sum of 

the value of imports and exports of goods and services of a country measured as a 

percentage of that country’s gross domestic product (GDP). Variable (b) measures the 

level of investment in a country. Thus, total foreign direct investment as a percentage of 

a country’s GDP is utilised to measure the level of investment in. All data for trade 

openness and foreign direct investment are obtained from the World Bank’s World 

Development Indicators5.  Finally, for variable (c) measuring the states’ level of 

integration into the Bretton Wood system, the study utilises Webster’s (1994) 

assessment of integration into the international and economic system, which is 

measured by membership in the World Bank, the IMF, and the WTO (WTO was 

formally known as the GATT). The coding scores for this variable are very simple and 

classify a state based on its membership in one of the three institutions in a year. Thus, a 

score of 1 denotes being a state member and 0 otherwise. Membership values are then 

summed up so that the highest possible score for a state is three and the lowest score is 

zero. Milner (2002) also utilises the same variable and his findings are similar to those 

of Webster’s (1994), which will be discussed later on.  

 

(b) Political Globalisation:  

The second component of globalisation proposed to pave the basis for the analysis of 

this study is political globalisation. Political globalisation or political integration here 

refers to the extent to which a country has accepted the international norms and in 

particular compliance with global human rights standards. Therefore, to examine the 

effect of political globalisation on state respect for human rights, this study focuses on 

the density or the level of state commitment to international human rights law. Ingersoll 

(2005) utilises this variable in order to reflect the state’s integration into the body of 

human rights standards. However, he employed a very simple count for state 

                     
5 See http://data.worldbank.org/ 



 92 

commitment to international human rights laws by looking at the proportion of human 

rights agreements that each state has signed. Other researchers (Keith 1999; Hathaway, 

2007) also do not use appropriate measures for state commitment towards human rights 

treaties that take into account not only whether states sign the treaty or not, but also if 

that state lodges any reservation, which may injure its obligations at the time of 

ratification.  

 
Previous studies of Keith (1999), Ingersoll (2005), and Hathaway (2007) simply 

measure state ratification of human rights treaties by using a variable that gives a score 

of 1 for ratification and 0 for otherwise. This thesis however, follows a different 

measure by using variables that give states that do not sign or ratify human rights 

treaties a score of 0, those that sign but do not ratify receive a score of 1, and those who 

ratify human rights treaties receive a score of 2. Landman (2005b, p.41) argues that 

‘using these three categories allows for more nuanced comparisons’. He also developed 

a measure that captures and reflects the commitment that states have made by ratifying 

human rights treaties. This measure takes into account the role of reservations in treaty 

obligations. This is a measure that rewards states for ratifying human rights treaties 

without lodging reservations, and dishonours those states in different levels for having 

serious reservations upon ratification. The reservations variable has four categories and 

is coded as follows: 

 
Table 4.3 Weighted Treaty Ratification Variable 
Category Score 

A state makes no reservations to the treaty or any interpretive declarations that modify 

treaty obligations. 

4 

A country makes reservations that could have some but not major impacts on their 

obligations. This includes reservations to certain aspects of a specific right that did 

not nullify it completely or to whole articles that are procedural. 

3 

A country makes reservations that have a noticeable effect on its obligations under the 

treaty to a whole article, nullifying or leaving open the possibility not to abide by a 

whole article. 

2 

A country makes reservations that can have significant and severe effects on the treaty 

obligations. Reservations that subject the whole treaty to national or religious 

legislation would receive this score. 

1 

Source: Landman, Todd. (2005b), Protecting Human Rights: A Comparative Study. 
Washington, D.C.: Georgetown University Press. p.40-42. 
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The above coding score assesses and rewards all states that ratify the treaties based on 

their reservation level. The highest score of 4 is given to countries that submitted no 

reservations and those that did have a reservation received a score of between 1 – 3, 

depending on the content of the reservation (Landman, 2005b, p.171). Each of these 

scores was then multiplied by two, which is the original ratification score, producing a 

weighted ratification variable that takes into account a state’s initial commitment at the 

time of ratification. The weighted ratification variable ranges from zero to eight. A 

score of 0 was assigned for countries that do not sign the treaty, while a score of 8 was 

assigned for those that ratify the treaty and make no reservation. Due to limited sources, 

this thesis applies the unweighted ratification variable that gives a score of 0 to states 

that do not sign or ratify human rights treaties, a score of 1 to those that sign but do not 

ratify the treaties, and a score of 2 to those who ratify human rights treaties.   

 

Data on ratification and reservation were gathered from primary and secondary sources. 

The United Nations Treaty Collection website contains updated data of the list of 

signatures and ratifications as well as reservations that have been lodged by states6. The 

Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights7 provides a primary 

source material for the assessment of state commitment to international human rights 

laws. With respect to all international human rights treaties, the analysis for this thesis 

will focus on the nine core treaties that are open for signature and then come into force 

after enough states have ratified them. The treaties and their years of creation are listed 

in Table 4.4. The table also includes three optional protocols for comparison purposes.  

 

 

 

 

 

                     
6 See http://treaties.un.org/pages/ParticipationStatus.aspx 
7 Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights, 
(http://www2.ohchr.org/english/law. See also, http://www.bayefsky.com/   
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Table 4.4 International Human Rights Covenants and Protocols 
Name Date when opened 

for signature 
International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights (ICCPR) 16 Dec 1966 

International Covenant on Economic, Social, and Cultural Rights 
(ICESCR) 

16 Dec 1966 

Optional Protocol to the International Covenant on Civil and Political 
Rights (OP1) 

16 Dec 1966 

Second Optional Protocol to the International Covenant on Civil and 
Political Rights, aiming at the abolition of the death penalty (OP2) 

15 Dec 1989 

International Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Racial 
Discrimination (ICERD) 

21 Dec 1965 

Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Discrimination against 
Women (CEDAW) 

18 Dec 1979 

Convention against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading 
Treatment or Punishment (CAT) 

10 Dec 1984 

Convention on the Rights of the Child (CRC) 20 Nov 1989 

International Convention on the Protection of the Rights of All Migrant 
Workers and Members of their Families (ICRMW) 

18 Dec 1990 

International Convention on the Protection of All Persons from Enforced 
Disappearance (CPED) 

20 Dec 2006 

Convention on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities (CRPD) 13 Dec 2006 

Optional Protocol of the Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural 
Rights (ICESCR-OP) 

10 Dec 2008 

Source: Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights, 

http://www2.ohchr.org/english/law/ access date 11 April 2011.  

 

(c) Social Globalisation:  

Empirical studies on the effect of social globalisation on human rights are very few. 

Ingersoll (2005) sought to explain the relationship between sub-facets of globalisation 

on personal integrity rights. He disaggregated globalisation into three components, 

economic, political, and social. The latter was hypothesised as the level of international 

communications technology, which is measured by the number of outgoing minutes of 

international telephone calls per subscriber. However, Ingersoll (2005) admitted that 

this proxy measure was not the optimal measure for communications usage, yet it was 

the best one available for his study that spanned the period 1973 to 2000. In addition, he 

suggested that the use of the Internet would be a worthy source to employ. Therefore, 

this study utilises the use of the Internet (per hundred people) as the most appropriate 

indicator to assign the state’s level of social integration. 
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The Measures of the Control Variables 

Reviewing literature on human rights has shown the importance of including several 

control variables in order to analyse the impact of globalisation on human rights. This 

study, therefore, includes those variables that have gained common agreement within 

research in human rights. Such variables include: (a) level of democracy; (b) economic 

development and economic growth; (c) civil and international conflicts; (d) population 

size and population growth; (e) war on terror; (f) level of US foreign aid; (g) religious 

minority; (h) ethnicity and (i) past repression. The operational measure for each of these 

variables is discussed below.  

 

(a) Level of Democracy 

Measuring democracy is no less problematic than measuring human rights abuses that 

have been discussed previously. Prior studies of human rights have shown a great 

interest in the importance of employing a democracy indicator that does not include 

elements that may overlap or contradict the measure of human rights (Poe and Tate 

1994). The Freedom House Index of Political Rights, for instance, includes measures of 

human rights, such as civil and political rights and liberties, denoting that it would be 

collinear with the dependent variable of security rights. However, this index has been 

criticised as an imprecise measure of democracy (Banks 1992, p.365; Bollen 1992, 

p.189). Democracy therefore, needs to be measured in its procedural and institutional 

attributes because ‘if democracy is to function as an independent explanation for state 

terrorism and abuse of personal integrity, it must be defined in terms of procedures and 

rights that do not themselves preclude repression, even though they may represent 

considerable respect for human rights other than those most closely related to the 

integrity of the person’ (Poe and Tate 1994, p.856). 

 

Thus, the operational measure for the democracy variable that this study will employ is 

based on Marshal and Jaggers’ Polity IV database (2010)8. It is the most widely 

employed indicator of institutionalised democracy in human rights studies. The Polity 

                     
8 Democracy scores can be downloaded from the Polity IV website at: 
http://www.systemicpeace.org/polity/polity4.htm 
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IV measure focuses mainly on procedural and institutional characteristics of 

democracies, such as the openness and competitiveness of executive recruitment, 

executive constraints and the competitiveness of political competition. According to this 

database, democracy indicator is an additive eleven-point scale ranging from 0 to 10. A 

score of zero represents regimes with no democracy and a ten represents the most 

democratic state. 

 

(b) Economic Development and Economic Growth 

To measure the level of economic development, this study will follow previous 

researchers on human rights (Apodaca, 2002; Rudra, 2005; Hafner-Burton, 2005; Poe, 

Rost and Carey, 2006) in utilising a state’s gross domestic product per capita logged 

(GDP per capita). This data is obtained from the World Bank’s World Development 

Indicators. This variable is logged or transformed using a natural logarithm to correct 

for skewed distribution, which may obstruct the statistical assumptions. The figures are 

in millions of current U.S. dollars. Economic growth rate has also been used as a second 

control variable for measuring a country’s economic standing since most authors 

generate a theoretical standpoint for the inclusion of this variable (Olson 1963 and Gurr 

1970 as cited in Poe and Tate 1994, p.857-858). Therefore, following the majority of 

studies reviewed in this thesis, economic growth rate will be measured as the percentage 

change of a country’s gross domestic product on a yearly basis.    

 

(c) Civil and International Conflict 

For the measurement of civil and international conflicts, the data will be taken from the 

Armed Conflict Dataset from the International Peace Research Institute, Oslo (Gleditsch 

et al., 2002; Themner & Wallensteen, 2012)9. There are separate measures for both 

variables. However, each of these measures range from 0 to 2, indicating level of 

intensity. No conflict indicates the value of 0; minor conflict (between 25 and 999 battle 

related deaths in a given year) is coded as a 1; and a war (at least 1,000 battle related 

deaths in a given year) is coded as a 2.  

 

                     
9 See http://www.prio.no/CSCW/Datasets/Armed-Conflict/UCDP-PRIO 
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(d) Population Size and Population Growth 

Population size and population growth are also a set of control variables that most 

previous human rights studies have included in their analyses. The first is measured by 

the natural logarithm of total national population. It is logged to meet statistical 

assumptions that might be influenced by problems of the skewness distribution. 

However, due to problem of collinearity, population density is utilised to measure the 

influence of population size on human rights. Population density is operationalised as 

the yearly population divided by the number of square kilometres that comprise a 

country’s legitimate, state territorial land area. The operational indicator for population 

growth is calculated by the average per cent increase in national population on a yearly 

basis, over the thirty six-year period of the study. The data for both variables will be 

gathered from the World Bank’s World Development Indicators dataset. 

 

(e) War on Terror 

To measure the War on Terror variable, this study simply employs a dummy variable 

indicating the absence or the presence of the WOT period. This variable is created to 

differentiate between two eras, human rights practices before and after 2001. It is 

created to capture and measure government practices and changes towards human 

rights. Therefore, for this variable, 1976-2000 is given a score of zero to denote the 

absence of the WOT and 2001-2011 is coded as a one to indicate the presence of the 

WOT.   

 

(f) Level of US Foreign Aid 

The variable related to the level of U.S. foreign aid is simply operationalised as total 

U.S economic and U.S. military aid received on a yearly basis. Data was taken from the 

U.S. Overseas Grants and Loans and Aid from International Organisations, published 

by the Agency for International Development.  

 

(g) Religious Minority 

The religious minority variable refers to the existence or absence of any religious 

minority group in a country. So that, a religious minority group exists in a country when 
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its minimum size is 5% of that country’s population. Therefore, for this variable, a 

country is given a score of zero to denote the absence of a religious minority and a one 

to indicate the presence of a religious minority. Countries that take the score of one 

across the entire time period included in the analysis are (Djibouti, Egypt, Jordan, 

Kuwait, Lebanon, Oman, Sudan and Syria). Other countries also recorded as having a 

religious minority in certain years only, include (Bahrain, Iraq, Qatar, and UAE). The 

data is taken from the BREW Dataset (Ellingsen, 1995 & 2000), and the World Fact 

book of the CIA.    

 

(h) Ethnicity  

This variable is utilised to capture the presence of ethnic division in a country. In the 

Arab world, an ethnic division exists when 5% or more of a country’s population are 

members of a minority ethnic (Arab/Berber) or linguistic group. As a result, a country is 

given a score of zero when the number of minority group constitute less than 5% of the 

population and a one when that number is equal to or exceed the 5%. The data is 

obtained from the BREW Dataset (Ellingsen, 1995 & 2000), and the World Fact book 

of the CIA.  

 

(i) Past Repression 

Finally, the variable of past human rights abuses are operationalised as the value of past 

abuses after a one-year lag. Including a lagged dependent variable as suggested by 

previous researchers has statistically significant impact on human rights abuses in that it 

removes any serial correlation that is common when applying pooled cross-sectional 

time –series analysis (Davenport and Armstrong II 2004, p.544; Hafner-Burton, 

2005,p.688). Table 4.5 illustrates the indicators and the sources of the data that will be 

used in this analysis.   
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Table 4.5 Indicators and Data Sources 
No Variable name Indicators Source 
A Measuring Human 

Rights 
  

1 Personal Integrity Rights Ordinal Scale (1-5) Political Terror Scale (PTS) 
2 Subsistence Rights Physical Quality of Life 

Index (PQLI) 
World Bank: WDI 
 

  Infant mortality rates World Bank: WDI, 
UNESCO & UNICEF 

  Life expectancy at age one World Bank: WDI, 
UNESCO & UNICEF 

  Literacy rate World Bank: WDI, 
UNESCO & UNICEF 

B Measuring Influence of 
Globalisation 

  

1 Economic Globalisation   
1.1 Trade openness (Imports + Exports) /% 

GDP 
IMF & WTO 

1.2 Foreign Direct 
Investment 

FDI as % GDP World Bank: WDI 
& UNCTAD 

1.3 Bretton Woods Membership WB; IMF; WTO 
2 Political Globalisation   
2.1 Treaty Density Number of treaty 

ratifications & reservations 
United Nations 

3 Social Globalisation   
3.1 Internet Internet users/100 people World Bank: WDI 
C Control Variables   
1 Democracy Ordinal scale (0-10) Polity IV Data 

Marshal & Jaggers 
2 Level of Economic 

Development 
Per capita GDP World Bank: WDI 

3 Economic Growth % Δ per capita GDP World Bank: WDI 
4 Civil conflict Ordinal scales (0-2) Armed Conflict Database 
5 International Conflict Ordinal scales (0-2) Armed Conflict Database 
6 Population size Population census World Bank: WDI 
7 Population Growth % Δ Population World Bank: WDI 
8 War on Terror Dummy variable  
9 U.S. Aid Annual economic & 

military aid 
US Loan & Grants 

10 Religious Minority Dummy variable BREW Dataset & CIA 
World Fact book 

11 Ethnicity Dummy variable BREW Dataset & CIA 
World Fact book 

 

 

4.3.3 Analysis of Data 

The statistical techniques to be used in this thesis are all pooled, cross-sectional time-

series analyses, which accounts for the longitudinal nature of the data for two or more 

units. According to Stimson (1985, p.916), ‘Pooling data gathered across both units and 
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time points can be an extraordinarily robust research design, allowing the study of 

casual dynamics across multiple cases’. The data spans the time period from 1976 to 

2011. Richard and Gelleny (2002) argue that human rights information is highly 

subjective before the 1980’s. Yet, a preliminary analysis shows no substantial 

differences when utilising human rights data of the Arab world prior to 1980. As a 

result, a decision is being made to include the mid 1970’s in the upcoming analysis, as 

this will offer a thorough investigation of the relationship between globalisation and 

human rights in the Arab world. The unit of analysis is the country-year. A unique value 

is assigned to each country for all variables across each year included in the analysis. 

With the use of pooled, cross-sectional time-series technique, the total number of the 

sample size is 720, which is the number of cases available over time (T=36) multiplied 

by the number of units (N=20).  

 

The choice for selecting the appropriate estimator for analysing data of this kind was 

based on the type of the dependent variable. In this thesis, security rights and 

subsistence rights are the two dependent variables that are included in the analysis. On 

the one hand, Security rights is an ordinal variable ranging from 1, representing the least 

level of human rights abuse to 5, representing the highest level of abuse. On the other 

hand, subsistence rights is a ratio scale that ranges from 0 to100, indicating the lowest 

and the highest levels of quality of life respectively. Thus, Ordered Logit estimator is 

employed when utilising security rights as the dependent variable (Long 1997, p.114-

147). As for subsistence rights, Ordinary Least Squares (OLS) regression is employed 

as the most appropriate estimator for this dependent variable (Beck and Katz 1995, 

p.634-647; Stimson 1985, p.914-947).    

 

There are many studies in the field that use ordinary least squares with an ordinal 

dependent variable such as security rights (Apodaca, 2001; Callaway, 2001; Poe, Tate 

and Keith, 1999; Poe and Tate, 1994; Milner, 2002). However, using OLS regression as 

an estimator for ordinal dependent variable could lead to misleading findings (Mckelvey 

and Zavoina 1975; Long 1997). Furthermore, there are many similar studies that utilise 

either ordered logit or ordered probit with an ordinal dependent variable (Harrelson-

Stephens, 2003; Hafner-Burton, 2005). Considering the nature of the dependent variable 
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and the possibility for bias, ordered logit would be the most appropriate method of 

estimation for the ordinal dependent variable of security rights. However, the estimated 

results for security rights utilising the OLS model are included in Appendix A for 

comparison purposes. In contrast to the use of ordered logit as an estimator for security 

rights, the OLS model is utilised when analysing the second dependent variable, 

subsistence rights. However, in both estimators, the problems of autocorrelation and 

heteroskedasticity might arise when utilising time series cross-section (TSCS) data. 

While autocorrelation can arise due to the time series nature of the data, 

heteroskedasticity can emerge from the cross-sectional nature of the data. Consequently, 

robust standard errors address the threat of heteroskedasticity, and the inclusion of a 

lagged dependent variable corrects for the problem of autocorrelation (Beck & Katz, 

1995).  

 

The statistical analyses for this thesis are conducted with Stata 11.2 (StataCorp) 

statistical software package. 

 

4.3.4 Models 

The analysis starts with a very simple examination of the descriptive statistics. Then it 

will proceed with bivariate analyses using Pearson’s correlation that measures the 

strength of the linear correlation between the dependent variable and each one of the 

independent variables. The bivariate correlations are only a preliminary investigation 

for the hypothesised relationships. The analysis then proceeds with a more sophisticated 

examination that accounts for the control variables that may influence the relationship 

between globalisation and human rights. Thus, the study utilises more sophisticated 

techniques based on multivariate statistical analysis. Therefore, several models or 

estimators for both dependent variables will be employed in Stage One to test the 

effects of independent and control variables on both types of rights. The first regression 

analysis includes a base model that contains only the measure of economic, political, 

and social globalisation. The second model is more complex as it takes into account the 

indirect effects of globalisation through the control variables. The third model is similar 

to the second but with the inclusion of the lagged dependent variable.  
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Next, the analysis examines the multi-dimensional features of globalisation by 

introducing another three separated models each one reflects only one component of 

globalisation as well as other control variables.  

 

Then, the analysis proceeds by limiting the entire sample of the Arab world to the sub-

samples of the GCC countries, the countries of the Arab Mashreq, the countries of the 

Maghreb, and all remaining Arab states to test whether factors hypothesised to affect 

level of respect for human rights in the entire Arab world behave differently in the sub-

regions. 

 

Lastly, the analysis employs four additional models that lag each globalisation variable 

by one, three, five, and ten years, respectively. The inclusion of these models at 

different lag times aims to find out if there is a time gap between the level of abuses that 

occur in a country and its level of integration into the international political economy.  

 

To estimate all previous models, ordered logit analysis with robust standard errors is 

employed when testing the influence of globalisation on security rights (Long 

1997,p.114-147). As for subsistence rights, ordinary least squares (OLS) with panel 

corrected standard errors model is utilised (Beck and Katz 1995, p.634-647; Stimson 

1985, p.914-947).  

 

4.4 Conclusion 

This Chapter outlines the data that will be used in this study. It also outlines the choice 

of the dependent variables, security and subsistence rights abuses, and how it is 

operationalised. The measures of globalisation are identified and discussed. The sample 

is used to draw conclusions that are as generalised as possible. Finally, the last section 

discusses the research design and methodology to be used. The next chapter will 

examine the main argument that was presented in Chapter One by conducting statistical 

analysis as proposed in stage one.    
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Chapter 5                                                                                 

Data Analysis and Interpretation 

 

5.1 Introduction 

Chapter four presented the data and methods employed in this thesis. This chapter 

presents the quantitative findings for the analysis of the relationship between 

globalisation and human rights. This chapter aims to determine the extent to which the 

liberal and dependency arguments regarding globalisation and human rights are 

accounted for. In so doing, the first section begins with an exploration of how well the 

individual countries in the Arab world performed on the measure of security and 

subsistence rights throughout the following analysis. In the second section, there is a 

preliminary examination of the descriptive statistics for all variables used including the 

dependent and independent variables as well as the control variables. The third section 

includes a simple bivariate relationship between basic human rights and each of the 

independent variables included in the analysis. The forth section examines the 

relationship between globalisation and basic human rights accounting for important 

control variables. This section lifts the analysis from being descriptive statistics and 

bivariate correlations to multivariate analysis that takes into account both security and 

subsistence rights.   

 

5.2 Describing the Sample 

Prior to discussing the influences that globalisation has upon human rights practices in 

the Arab world; it is useful to look at the overall performance of each one of these 

countries in terms of its respect for security and subsistence rights. In doing so, tables 

5.1 and 5.2 present all available countries in non-rank order according to security and 

subsistence rights performance starting from 1976, and then at five year intervals, 

ending with 2011. Thus, a preliminary notion is established in terms of the overall 

progress or decline in a government’s respect for security and subsistence rights across 

this period of time in the Arab world.    

 



 104 

Table 5.1 Country Ranking for Security Rights, 1976-2011* 
Security Rights (Amnesty International) Country 

1976 1980 1985 1990 1995 2000 2005 2010 2011 

Algeria  4  4 4 4 1 1 2 3 3  
Bahrain 3  3 3 3 2 4 4 4 3  

Djibouti 3  4 4 4 4 4 4 4 3  

Egypt 3  3 3 3 2 3 3 2 2  

Iraq 2  2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1  

Jordan 4  3 3 3 3 3 3 2 3  

Kuwait 5  5 3 1 3 4 4 4 4  

Lebanon 4  2 2 2 2 3 3 4 4  

Libya 3  2 3 3 3 3 3 3 1  

Mauritania 5  3 4 2 4 3 3 3 3  

Morocco 3  3 2 3 3 4 3 3 3  

Oman 5  4 4 5 4 5 4 5 4  

Qatar 5 5 4 5 5 5 4 5 5  

Saudi Arabia 3  3 3 3 2 3 3 2 2  

Somalia 4  3 3 1 1 2 2 1 1  

Sudan 2  3 3 2 2 1 1 1 1  

Syria 2  1 3 2 3 3 3 2 1  

Tunisia 4  3 3 3 2 3 3 3 3  

UAE 5  5 5 4 4 4 4 5 5  

Yemen 4  3 4 4 2 3 2 1 1  

*Note: A ranking of 5 represents best human rights record, while a ranking of 1 

represents worst human rights record.  
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Table 5.2 Country Ranking for Subsistence Rights, 1976-2011* 
Subsistence Rights (Physical Quality of Life Index) Country 

1976 1980 1985 1990 1995 2000 2005 2010 2011 

Algeria  38.55 46.14 58.09 65.18 70.34 75.53 79.95 82.96 83.40 
Bahrain 73.57 80.28 83.35 86.86 89.03 90.69 91.98 93.73 93.87 

Djibouti 24.19 33.09 38.80 43.61 47.84 51.78 56.21 58.80 59.37 

Egypt 33.19 40.30 49.54 57.70 65.73 73.80 80.68 83.50 83.91 

Iraq 50.49 50.68 55.74 68.42 75.22 79.33 77.52 79.15 79.24 

Jordan 65.92 71.53 77.06 81.02 84.17 86.89 89.23 90.92 90.99 

Kuwait 74.47 77.98 83.15 85.50 87.32 90.46 93.32 94.10 94.29 

Lebanon 72.86 74.80 77.34 80.34 83.56 86.35 89.04 90.92 91.18 

Libya 51.76 59.73 68.70 75.92 82.20 87.65 89.23 91.78 92.08 

Mauritania 33.66 37.00 42.22 45.92 48.73 51.15 52.67 54.72 55.08 

Morocco 35.47 41.67 49.46 55.87 61.70 66.96 71.78 75.29 75.75 

Oman 41.06 51.09 62.89 72.85 80.10 85.85 88.88 90.69 91.00 

Qatar 75.65 79.94 84.07 87.21 89.96 92.65 95.49 98.04 98.23 

Saudi Arabia 49.38 58.27 67.70 75.39 80.83 84.87 88.80 90.96 91.07 

Somalia 21.58 20.19 17.32 21.88 22.06 25.33 29.94 30.89 31.20 

Sudan 33.96 36.91 41.32 45.97 50.86 56.45 59.72 64.99 65.47 

Syria 60.14 65.64 72.63 78.35 83.27 87.21 89.02 91.05 91.14 

Tunisia 46.49 55.60 63.36 71.77 76.49 81.06 85.09 87.78 87.94 

UAE 69.17 74.53 80.00 84.02 87.65 90.98 94.01 95.20 95.43 

Yemen 12.34 23.54 38.74 45.42 47.07 53.68 60.50 65.83 66.46 

*Note: A ranking of 100 represents best human rights record, while a ranking of 0 

represents worst human rights record. 

 

Starting with examining security rights, Table 5.1 shows a wide range in the observance 

of security rights across the countries in the Arab region for the years included in this 
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study. While there are a few countries that improved their security rights scores across 

the 36-year time period, there are other countries that did not or got worse. As one can 

see by scanning this table, there is no particular trend that can describe security rights 

records in the region as a whole from the beginning of this time period to its end. 

However, a few observable trends exist in general as well as on an individual country 

basis. In general, the distribution of security rights scores across the whole time period 

circles around the middle rating (Level 3) and this accounts for almost forty percent of 

the Arab countries. With regards to the remaining portion of scores, they are distributed 

around the highest and lowest ends of the scale, whereby twenty-seven percent of the 

countries experienced the most grievous human rights abuses (Level 1 and 2) and thirty-

three percent of the countries witnessed the least violations (Level 4 and 5). A graphical 

illustration of this distribution of security rights across the 36-year time period is 

presented in Figure 5.1.  

 

Figure 5.1 Percentage Distributions of Security Rights Scores in the Arab World 

 

 

Examining Table 5.1 also shows that countries of the Arab World can be categorised 

into three groups based on their level of security rights scores throughout the last three 
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and a half decades. They are categorised according to the- nearness or farness of their 

average scores for security rights from the actual mean score for all countries in the 

Arab World that is calculated as (3.06). Qatar, Oman and the United Arab of Emirates 

are the top countries that observe high mean scores compared to other countries. These 

countries show high respect for security rights and their calculated average scores are as 

follows: (4.5) for Qatar, and (4.4) for both Oman and UAE. The second category 

includes those countries with their mean scores in descending order; Kuwait (3.9), 

Djibouti (3.6), Bahrain (3.5), Mauritania (3.5), Jordan (3.2), Morocco (3.1), Tunisia 

(3.0), and Saudi Arabia (3). All these eight countries were moderate in their level of 

respect for human rights. The last category consists of those countries that experienced 

the lowest level of respect for human rights whereby their average scores for security 

rights were recorded to be below the actual mean score for all the reported countries. 

This category includes the following nine countries sorted according to their average 

score for security rights from highest to lowest: Yemen Republic (2.9), Libya (2.9), 

Lebanon (2.8), Algeria (2.6), Egypt (2.5), Syria (2.3), Somalia (2.0), Sudan (1.8), and 

Iraq (1.3). The distribution of all countries according to their average scores for security 

rights is illustrated in Figure 5.2. 

 

Figure 5.2 Mean Security Rights Scores by Country 
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Figure 5.3 shows the mean overall level of security rights scores in the Arab World over 

time (1976 – 2011). The realisation of security rights shows a slow and steady 

downtrend over the 36- year time period with the most observable deterioration during 

the mid 1980s to mid 1990s. During this time period, Iraq was involved in two wars, 

Gulf War 1 with its neighbour Iran between the years 1980 to 1988 and Gulf War 2 as a 

result of the Iraqi invasion of Kuwait during early 1991. The two international wars 

significantly influenced this downtrend. Furthermore, a clear look at some individual 

countries could explain the reason behind the fall of the mean overall scores of security 

rights during that time period. For example, in countries such as Algeria, Kuwait, 

Djibouti, Sudan, and Somalia, the level of security rights steadily declined during the 

mid 1980s to mid 1990s. Most of these countries have either witnessed long lasting civil 

wars as in the cases of Sudan and Somalia or unrest and inner turmoil as in the case of 

Algeria. Likewise, Badawi and Makdisi (2007, p.819-820) found in their empirical 

study that the global wave of democratisation that emerged in the late 1980s has had a 

minor impact on the Arab World. 

 

However, as illustrated in Figure 5.3, the fulfilment of security rights shows a slow 

upward trend during the time period from 1994 to 2004. During this time period, the 

mean security rights score increased from its lowest level of (2.55) in 1994 to (3.15) in 

2004. Interestingly, this rise during the mid 1990s coincides with the Middle East peace 

agreements that took place in the early 1990s and has marked the beginning of the end 

of the forty-five-year-old Arab-Israeli conflict, and according to (Human Rights Watch 

World Report 1994), the Middle East peace agreements may come to mark a parallel 

improvement in the realisation of human rights not just in the Israeli-occupied 

territories, but in those frontline countries that have long used the conflict as a pretext 

for violations of the fundamental rights of their citizens.  

  



 

 

 109 

Figure 5.3 Mean Security Rights Scores in the Arab World, 1976-2011 

 

 

Furthermore, most Arab countries have included structural adjustments and economic 

liberalisation to their agendas, and have opened the way for the establishment of civil 

society organisations as well as increasing interaction between the local and global, 

especially in the media. What is noteworthy is that this time period has witnessed major 

changes in the Arab leaderships, in which states such as Syria, Morocco, Bahrain, 

Qatar, and Jordan became controlled by new young rulers who have announced their 

commitment to respect the human rights of all citizens in their countries (Hassouna, 

2001). However, this limited improvement did not increase or last long as the realisation 

of security rights tends to show a slow downtrend after 2004 till 2007, and a moderate 

improvement during 2008 and 2009 followed by a decline at the end of the 36-year time 

period with a mean score for security rights of (2.7) in 2011 compared to (3.7) at its 

beginning in 1976. 

 

Moreover, Table 5.1 reveals few recognisable patterns on a country-by-country basis. 

Security rights records for Qatar, Oman, and the UAE remain constant throughout the 

36-year time period recording the best scores. Both Somalia and Yemen’s records 
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deteriorate drastically, dropping from level (4) for each country in 1976 to level (1) in 

2011. Obviously, Mauritania’s record slightly worsens, from the highest possible score 

of (5) in 1976 to the middle possible score of (3) in 2011. Likewise, Jordan’s record 

dropped from the second highest possible score of (4) in 1976 to the second lowest 

possible score of (2) in 2010, before it reached a moderate level in 2011 with a score of 

(3). Additionally, from 1976 to 2010, security rights record for Libya fluctuates from 

year to another between a score of (3) and a score of (2) until 2011 when its record fell 

for the first time to the lowest possible score of (1). This deterioration was due to the act 

of people rebellions that started in mid-February 2011 against the regime of Muammar 

al-Qaddafi, which escalated latter into an armed revolt. Other countries’ records either 

remain constant or change a score lower or higher from the beginning of this time 

period to its end. A graphical representation of individual country scores for security 

rights for all years included in the analysis is illustrated in Figure 5.4.  

 

Figure 5.4 Levels of Security Rights Scores in the Arab World, 1976-2011 

 

 

To continue the discussion about the overall performance of a state’s respect for the 

other set of human rights, Table 5.2 lists all available states in alphabetical order 

according to subsistence rights performance starting from the beginning time period of 
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this study, 1976, and then at five year intervals, ending with the last year included in 

this study, 2011. A clear look at Table 5.2 illustrates much of the conventional wisdom 

regarding subsistence rights. Contrary to security rights, subsistence rights overall have 

improved since 1976. As one can see by scanning this table, there is a steady increase in 

subsistence rights in the region as a whole from the beginning of this time period to its 

end. However, there is a wide variation in the Physical Quality of Life Index throughout 

the Arab World. In this regard, the subsistence rights record in 1976 ranges from its 

highest level of (75.65) for Qatar to its lowest level of (12.34) for Yemen. In 2011, 

Qatar became the leader with an index of (98.23) while Somalia takes over the 

unwanted lowest level with an index of (31.20). In both years of 1976 and 2011, many 

GCC states can be found at the top of the list except Oman and Saudi Arabia as they are 

found to be at a lower level compared to other GCC states at the beginning of this time 

period. Furthermore, they were lagging behind countries such as Libya and Iraq.  

 

As one can see by examining Figure 5.5, the distribution of subsistence rights scores 

across the Arab world countries skewed to the left, indicating that the mean is smaller 

than the median. This demonstrate that most of the Arab countries were exhibiting a 

moderate level of subsistence rights across the 36-year time period with a mean score of 

(67.82). In this respect, high levels of subsistence rights were exhibited by over sixty-

four percent of the reported countries throughout the 36-year time period. Comparing 

the beginning of this time period to its end, the analysis shows that in 1976 sixty percent 

of the Arab countries experienced a low level of subsistence rights with an index of (50) 

or below, while in 2011 that number had fallen dramatically to less than five percent. 

This indicates that all countries improved their subsistence rights scores across the 

whole time period.  

 

Figure 5.6 illustrates the mean overall level of subsistence rights in the Arab world from 

1976 to 2011. The two lines reflect both the low (48.19548) and high overall mean 

(80.8557) for Arab countries’ subsistence rights over time, which indicates that the 

Arab World exhibits a slightly more stable and consistent pattern than the mean levels 

for security rights. Unlike the findings for security rights, the mean level of subsistence 

rights shows a noticeable increase over time (see Figure 5.6).   
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Figure 5.5 Percentage Distribution of Subsistence Rights Scores in the Arab World 

 

 

Figure 5.6 Mean Subsistence Rights Scores in the Arab World, 1976-2011 
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However, few observable trends emerge on a country-by-country basis as well as on a 

comparison basis. For instance, while most countries were able to add more than twenty 

to their subsistence rights scores during this time period, others such as Egypt, Yemen, 

and Oman, were able to more than double their subsistence rights’ scores to the degree 

that they increased their ranking to a higher level by the end of this time period. Somalia 

is the only country among the Arab states that was not able to improve its subsistence 

rights record during the time period of this study. Instead of a slight improvement in its 

level of subsistence rights, Somalia remains at the lowest level worsening its ranking 

from the second last in 1976 to the last country in 2011. A graphical representation of 

individual country scores for subsistence rights for all years included in the analysis is 

illustrated in Figure 5.7. 

 

Figure 5.7 Levels of Subsistence Rights Scores in the Arab World, 1976-2011 

 

 

Apart from this, however, there is a sophisticated issue that requires further analysis to 

explain what influences impact on these countries for the years within this time period 

that create such a complicated record. Therefore, the next section presents a preliminary 

examination of the descriptive statistics for all variables used including the dependent 
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and independent variables as well as the control variables. The results are presented in 

Table 5.3. 

 

Table 5.3 Variables Descriptions 
Variable Obs. Mean Median Standard 

Deviation 
Min Max 

Security Rights 720 3.06 3.00 1.09 1 5 

Subsistence Rights 720 67.82 73.83 20.39 10.00 98.23 

Foreign Direct 
Investment Net 
Inflows (% GDP) 

720 1.89 0.56 3.87 -13.60 37.27 

Trade Openness, 
Trade (% GDP) 

702 86.39 81.32 44.69 1.96 354.11 

Involvement in 
Bretton Woods 
System  

720 2.25 2.00 0.43 2 3 

Treaty Density 720 1.12 1.24 0.62 0 2 
Internet Users per 
person 100 

720 5.31 0.00 13.02 0 86.2 

Democracy  720 0.37 0.00 1.16 0 8 

Polity 720 -6.11 -7.00 3.71 -10 7 
Economic 
Development  

720 7153.95 1863.50 11747.04 89.14 92501.49 

Log Economic 
Development  

720 7.82 7.53 1.50 4.49 11.43 

Economic Growth 720 1.26 1.66 9.76 -67.06 82.79 
Log of Population 720 15.50 15.64 1.42 12.06 18.23 

Population Density 720 89.81 34.17 197.23 1.31 1660.53 
Population Growth 720 3.23 2.76 2.78 -30.08 18.59 

Civil Conflict 720 0.28 0.00 0.59 0 2 
International Conflict 720 0.15 0.00 0.47 0 2 

War On Terror 720 0.31 0.00 0.46 0 1 
U.S. Aid 720 310.12 11.9 1119.65 0 11616.20 

Religious Minority 720 0.49 0.00 0.50 0 1 
Ethnicity 720 0.45 0.00 0.50 0 1 

Security Rights t-1 700 3.07 3.00 1.08 1 5 
Subsistence Rights t-1 700 67.44 73.49 20.36 10.00 98.04 
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In order to ascertain the effect of globalisation on human rights, this section continues 

the analysis by examining the descriptive statistics shown in Table 5.3. Recall that this 

thesis utilises three measures of globalisation. Each measure has at least one indicator 

that captures its scope. The standard measure for economic globalisation has three 

indicators. These are the level of foreign direct investment (FDI), trade openness, and 

state’s involvement in the Bretton Woods system. FDI is calculated as the amount of net 

inflows of foreign direct investment divided by GDP in a country. Trade openness is 

calculated as the sum of imports and exports divided by GDP in a country. Finally, the 

states’ level of integration into the Bretton Woods system is measured by the country’s 

membership in the World Bank, the IMF, and the WTO (formally known as the GAT), 

which is a simple measure that classifies states based on its membership in one of the 

three institutions in a year. Thus, a score of one denotes being a state member and zero 

indicates otherwise. Membership values are then summed up so that the highest 

possible score for a state is three and the lowest score is zero. In terms of the second 

component of globalisation, this thesis utilises treaty density as a measure of political 

globalisation, which ranges from zero to two and is calculated as the number of human 

rights treaties each country has signed or ratified in a given year divided by the number 

of total treaties that existed during that year. A score of zero is assigned for a country 

that did not sign or ratify human rights treaty in a given year, a score of one is allocated 

to a country that signed but did not ratify the treaty, and a score of two is given to a 

country that ratifies the treaty in a given year. For the last measure of globalisation that 

reflects the societal facet, the study utilises the use of the Internet (per hundred people) 

as the most prevalent indicator to assign for a state’s level of social integration. Table 

5.3 shows the number of observations, mean, median, standard deviation, minimum and 

maximum value for each variable included in the analysis.  

 

The primary examination of the data reveals that there is wide variation in many 

respects among the countries that consist of the Arab world. To begin with, there exists 

the full range of both past and more recent repression levels in the region, with both 

measures ranging from fully realised respect of security rights to their gross violation 

across the 720 country-years included. Similarly, the range for both past and recent 

subsistence rights in the region tends to be high, with both measures ranging from their 
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lowest level of 10 to their highest level of approximately 98. However, the mean past 

and recent subsistence rights measure is nearly 67 for the entire sample, suggesting that 

overall the Arab world is performing well on this dependent variable (subsistence 

rights).   

 

Additionally, there is also a huge variance in the level of FDI across country-years, 

ranging from -13.60 to 37.27, meaning that in at least a few countries, there exists a 

replacement of foreign investment with domestic investment in some years while on the 

other side, some Arab countries have large ratios of foreign investment to gross 

domestic product. Further, for the two measures of economic globalisation (trade 

openness and the Bretton Woods institutions), while there is wide variation in trade 

openness among the entire sample in general, there seems to be less variation in the 

level of a state’s integration into the Bretton Woods system, with the latter measure 

ranging from a minimum of two to a maximum of three (possible scores range from 

zero, meaning that a country is not a member in any of these institutions in a given year, 

to three, meaning that a country is a member in all Bretton Woods institutions in that 

given year), indicating that overall, involvement of the Arab countries in this system is 

quite high.    

 

Also, for the measure of political globalisation (treaty density) there is also a wide 

discrepancy in the level of commitment to the body of human rights treaties across 

country-years, ranging from zero to two. While the lowest range indicates that no 

country has signed or ratified a human rights treaty in a given year, the mean score for 

this independent variable is 1.12, signifying that overall, level of commitment to 

international human rights treaties in the Arab world is slightly high.   

 

For the last facet of globalisation, this thesis utilises the use of the Internet (per hundred 

people) as an indicator of social globalisation. According to the data for this indicator, 

the use of the Internet in the Arab world was unattainable until the year 1993 in which 

around 0.001 and 0.11 (per hundred people) were able to get access to the Internet in 

both Egypt and Kuwait respectively. Thus, there exists a wide variance in access to this 

technology across the Arab world, ranging from the lowest score of zero to the highest 
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score of 86.20. What is also interesting to note is that the median score for Internet users 

sits at zero, and the mean overall score is approximately 5.31, indicating that in general, 

the use of the Internet in the Arab world is quite low. 

 

Furthermore, the democracy scores cover a broad range of possible scores, ranging from 

the lowest score of zero to a maximum value of eight (possible scores range from zero, 

meaning a country has no democracy, to ten, meaning that a country is fully 

democratic). What is noteworthy is that the median score for democracy sits at zero, and 

the mean overall is no more than 0.37 for the entire sample, proposing that overall, 

democracy in the Arab World is far from being realised. However, when the sample is 

broken down on a yearly basis, the data is more indicative of the process of 

democratisation in the Arab world.  

 

Finally, the relatively larger standard deviation in the countries of the Arab world also 

indicates that there is a great degree of variance in these countries. One result of the 

great degree of variance in the Arab countries is that it is almost hard to describe. 

Overall, there is a wide variance between reported countries on all measures analysed 

previously.  

 

5.3 Bivariate Analysis 

In order to get a clear idea of the relationship between economic, political, and social 

globalisation and human rights, it is the aim of this section to begin with a simple 

bivariate correlation between basic human rights and each of the independent variables 

included in the analysis. Consequently, a simple Pearson’s correlation matrix is 

employed as a measure of the linear association between the dependent variables, 

security rights and subsistence rights, and each of the other independent variables of 

interest. Bivariate correlations between the dependent variable and all independent 

variables are reported in Table 5.4. In this table, figures are Pearson correlation 

coefficients, which range from -1.00 to 1.00. A value of 1.00 indicates a perfect positive 

correlation while -1.00 indicates a perfect negative correlation. A zero value represents 

no relationship. 
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The initial analysis of the bivariate correlations reveals that many independent variables 

of interest seem to hold statistical significance or are associated either positively or 

negatively with both dependent variables. Yet, at this stage it is crucial to not presume 

any conclusions based on preliminary analysis alone since this theme is examined in 

later sections. As shown in table 5.4, the bivariate correlation reveals similar and 

different influences on security rights and subsistence rights. Most of the variables 

demonstrate much correlation with the measures of realisation of both rights, the 

greatest being between the dependent variables and their lagged counterparts. As 

expected, both lagged endogenous variables also indicate high statistical significance at 

the (0.001) confidence level. Even though the rest of the predictor variables do not 

demonstrate such a strong correlation coefficient, the proxy measure of political 

globalisation (treaty density) demonstrates a fairly strong, negative correlation with the 

realisation of security rights, being -0.376. While foreign direct investment indicates 

little influence and is negatively associated with security rights, the other two measures 

of economic globalisation (trade openness and Bretton Woods) demonstrate a fairly 

strong, positive association with security rights, being 0.227 and 0.249 respectively. 

Internet users, which is the measure of social globalisation is also positively associated 

with security rights, with a bivariate correlation of 0.173. Except for foreign direct 

investment, these four independent variables of interest are all statistically significant in 

the bivariate, correlational analysis. Similarly, subsistence rights are positively 

correlated with foreign direct investment, trade openness, Bretton Woods, treaty 

density, and Internet users. Unlike security rights, all of the primary variables in 

question indicate highly statistically significant correlations with subsistence rights at 

the (0.001) level.  

 

A quick look at Table 5.4 also reveals that the control variables demonstrate a strong 

correlation with the measure of the realisation of both types of rights. Yet, the 

association between the two dependent variables and some control variables indicate 

mixed results in term of their correlational direction and level of significance. For 

instance, while democracy, economic growth, international conflict, and War on Terror 

have a negative influence on security rights, they are positively associated with 

subsistence rights. Among all control variables of interest, log of population, polity, 

civil conflict, U.S. aid, and ethnicity are the only five variables that demonstrate a 
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negative association with both types of rights. In terms of significant level of 

correlation, except for democracy, economic growth, population density, War on Terror, 

and ethnicity, all other control variables indicate a highly statistically significant 

association with security rights. Likewise, while the measure for economic growth, 

population growth, international conflict, U.S. aid, and ethnicity do not indicate 

statistical significance at this stage with subsistence rights; all other control variables 

demonstrate a statistically significant correlation.  

 

With the exception of the relationship between FDI and security rights, using a two 

tailed test and alpha of 0.05, 0.01, and 0.001, the correlation between each dependent 

variable and all other independent variables is significantly different from zero, and 

therefore the researcher can reject the null hypothesis that each correlation is equal to 

zero. In addition, Spearman’s rank correlation and Kendall’s tau-b correlation are useful 

measures of association for ordinal variables. Both of these measures are included in 

Appendix A. Each of these measures of bivariate correlations indicate that the three 

components of globalisation are correlated with both security rights and subsistence 

rights. Although, the bivariate correlational analysis offers preliminary evidence that 

there is a relationship between globalisation and human rights, it is still insufficient to 

draw any strong conclusions based on this analysis alone. Therefore, in order to be 

certain regarding the nature of the relationship between globalisation and human rights, 

it is necessary to control other variables that may influence this relationship. Such a task 

is left for the following section that will utilise comprehensive, multivariate models.            
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Table 5.4 Bivariate Correlations (Pearson’s r with pair-wise deletion) 
Security Rights (AI) Subsistence Rights (PQLI) 

Variable Pearson’s r Obs. Variable Pearson’s r Obs. 

Foreign Direct 
Investment Net 
Inflows (% GDP) 

-0.0067 720 Foreign Direct 
Investment Net 
Inflows (% GDP) 

0.1765*** 720  

Trade Openness, 
Trade (% GDP) 

0.2271*** 702 Trade Openness, 
Trade (% GDP) 

0.3358*** 702  

Involvement in 
Bretton Woods 
System  

0.2485*** 720 Involvement in 
Bretton Woods 
System  

0.3511*** 720  

Treaty Density -0.3762*** 720 Treaty Density 0.1404*** 720  

Internet Users per 
person 100 

0.173*** 720  Internet Users per 
person 100 

0.4245*** 720  

Democracy  -0.0659 720  Democracy  0.1003** 720  

Polity -0.3085*** 720  Polity -0.1094** 720  

Economic 
Development  

0.4728*** 720  Economic 
Development  

0.5011*** 720  

Log Economic 
Development  

0.4927*** 720  Log Economic 
Development  

0.7834*** 720  

Economic Growth -0.0389 720 Economic Growth 0.012 720 

Log of Population -0.5822*** 720  Log of Population -0.1507*** 720  

Population Density 0.0857* 720** Population Density 0.3325*** 720  

Population Growth 0.3317*** 720  Population Growth 0.069 720  

Civil Conflict -0.5641*** 720  Civil Conflict -0.3196*** 720  

International 
Conflict 

-0.1762*** 720  International Conflict 0.031 720 

War On Terror -0.0752* 720   War On Terror 0.3488*** 720  

U.S. Aid -0.23*** 720 U.S. Aid -0.0307 720 

Religious Minority 0.1534*** 720  Religious Minority 0.1967*** 720  

Ethnicity -0.0948* 720 Ethnicity -0.0621 720   

Security Rights t-1  0.8428*** 700 Subsistence Rights t-1 0.9991*** 700  

* Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (two-tailed test) 

** Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (two-tailed test) 

*** Correlation is significant at the 0.001 level (two-tailed test) 

AI = Amnesty International  

PQLI = Physical Quality of life Index 
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5.4 Checking for Multicollinearity 

Prior to investigating the multivariate analysis, it is crucial to test the correlations 

between the independent variables to gauge any serious problem that might appear due 

to any potential of multicollinearity. The problem of multicollinearity arises when two 

or more of the independent variables of interest are highly correlated. The problem of 

collinearity can be noticeable when there are several indicators to gauge the same 

variables. It emerges when the relationship between the independent variables is linear 

or near linear, which creates a problem for multivariate analysis. There is a chance that 

the multiple indicators to measure globalisation might exhibit collinear relationships. 

Likewise, Physical Quality of life Index, which is the measure for subsistence rights 

might also be collinear with economic development. Pearson’s r correlation matrix, the 

Variance Inflation Factor (VIF), and Klien test were employed as methods of detecting 

any presence of multicollinearity among the independent variables of interest and the 

control variables. Pearson’s r estimates the level of association between two measures 

and is the most appropriate test of collinearity for ordinal data. Once calculating 

Pearson’s r to check for the presence of multicollinearity between all variables of 

interest, multicollinearity did not appear to be a problem with any of the independent 

and control variables, and there is no harm for any of these variables to be included in 

the multivariate analysis later. After calculating Pearson’s r, the correlation between 

each independent variable and all the other independent variables did not exceed a 

coefficient of 0.60, which is a benchmark for the presence of collinearity. The only 

exception was the correlation between democracy and polity that reached a coefficient 

of r=0.67 (p=0.000). Since both indicators are included as control variables, the polity 

indicator will be dropped from the following regression analysis.   

 

In addition, there is no sign of multicollinearity among the three primary indicators of 

economic globalisation with a correlation coefficient of r=0.01 (p=0.01) between 

foreign direct investment and trade openness, a correlation coefficient of r=0.32 

(p=0.000) between foreign direct investment and Bretton Woods, and a correlation 

coefficient of r=0.17 (p=0.000) between trade openness and Bretton Woods. Correlating 

each indicator of economic globalisation with both variables of political and social 

globalisation produces a correlation coefficient of r=0.13 (p=0.000) between FDI and 

treaty density, a correlation coefficient of r=0.23 (p=0.000) between FDI and Internet 
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usage, a correlation coefficient of r=-0.22 (p=0.000) between trade openness and treaty 

density, a correlation coefficient of r=0.15 (p=0.000) between trade openness and 

Internet usage, a correlation coefficient of r=0.15 (p=0.000) between Bretton Woods 

and treaty density, and a correlation coefficient of r=0.53 (p=0.000) between Bretton 

Woods and Internet usage. The size of the latter correlation does not indicate severe 

problems of multicollinearity.  

 

Furthermore, the lagged dependent variable of Physical Quality of life Index is collinear 

with economic development with a correlation coefficient of r= 0.78 (p=0.000). Thus, 

the following analysis will abstain from drawing conclusions from models utilising 

subsistence rights at t-1; however, the results will be reported for comparative purposes. 

Finally, the use of the Internet is correlated with Bretton Woods, with a correlation 

coefficient of r= 0.53 (p=0.000), and with War on Terror with a correlation coefficient 

of r= 0.58 (p=0.000). The use of the Internet is the primary independent variable, which 

refers to the political globalisation measure, while War on Terror is a control variable. 

However, the below VIF and Klien tests for detecting any presence of multicollinearity 

among the independent variables of interest and the control variables reveal that 

multicollinearity is not a problem at all. Instead of this, and due to these concerns, any 

conclusion regarding models utilising the use of the Internet will be taken with caution.   

 

As a second method for detection of multicollinearity, the VIF and tolerance measures 

are employed to test any ill conditioning among the variables in the regression models. 

Knowing that tolerance equals 1/VIF, it is then sufficient to rely on one of the two 

measures. A tolerance value lower than 0.2 or a VIF value higher than 5 implies a 

possible collinearity problem. There is no common agreement regarding critical VIF or 

tolerance values. O’Brien (2007, p.688) suggests that multicollinearity is present when 

the threshold value of VIF is greater than 10 and the mean of all of the VIF’s is 

considerably larger than 1. Of all the above, when applying the VIF test, there appears 

to be no severe problems of multicollinearity among the independent variables as none 

of the VIF values reached the value of 2.5, with the Internet usage exhibited the highest 

VIF value of 2.22, and this still far below any critical VIF as suggested earlier.      
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The final method for testing the presence of multicollinearity among the independent 

variables is to run auxiliary regressions. This is one the easiest methods to test for 

multicollinearity, which involves first running the full regression and then running an 

auxiliary regression for each independent variable and comparing the two R2 values. 

Applying Klien’s Rule of Thumb, multicollinearity might appear if the R2 for the 

auxiliary regression is higher than the original regression. Of all the auxiliary 

regressions run, when the use of the Internet is regressed on all other explanatory 

variables, it achieves an R2 of 0.55, which is the highest variance explained in all such 

auxiliary regressions. The lowest correlation coefficient achieves the value of 0.08 when 

regressed the level of economic growth on all other independent variables. Luckily, this 

is still significantly lower than the actual R2
pts (0.75) in the full regression, where R2

pts is 

the squared multiple correlation coefficient between the dependent variable, security 

rights, and the explanatory variables. When regressing the second dependent variable, 

subsistence rights, on all of the explanatory variables, R2
pqli achieves the values of 0.99. 

R2
pqli here, is the squared multiple correlation coefficient between the dependent 

variable, subsistence rights, and the explanatory variables. Accordingly, all values of the 

R2 of the equations run utilising only independent variables ranged from R2 equals 0.08, 

the lowest correlation coefficient between the level of economic growth and the other 

independent variables, to R2 equals 0.78, the highest correlation coefficient between the 

level of past subsistence rights and the other explanatory variables. Also, all of these 

values are less than the value of R2
pqli of the original equation. Thus, the Klein tests also 

do not indicate any presence of multicollinearity among the independent variables.   

 

From all above, relying on descriptive statistics and bivariate analysis alone neither 

provides answers to the main questions of this thesis nor draws conclusions regarding 

the relationship between the three facets of globalisation and human rights. However, 

these preliminary analyses pave the way to conduct a more comprehensive analysis 

regrading this relationship. Thus, the next section focuses on the multivariate analyses 

for both security rights and subsistence rights.  
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5.5 Models Estimation and Analyses 

To address the main question of this thesis of whether or not the three facets of 

globalisation have any effects on a state’s respect for human rights, several models are 

employed in the two upcoming empirical sections. Recall that basic human rights in this 

thesis are divided into two aspects of rights: security rights (also known as integrity of 

the person or physical integrity rights) and subsistence rights (also known as basic 

human needs), the following multivariate analyses will be divided according to both 

aspects. Accordingly, the next sections utilising different models or estimators for both 

dependent variables. For security rights, Ordered Logit analysis with robust standard 

errors is employed in the first section of the following multivariate analysis (Long 1997, 

p.114-147). As for subsistence rights, ordinary least squares (OLS) with panel corrected 

standard errors model is employed in the second section of the analysis (Beck and Katz, 

1995, p.634-647; Stimson, 1985, p.914-947).   

 

Noting that the Ordered Logit model deals with ordinal dependent variables, this study 

eliminates the use of the Ordered Logit model from testing the impact of globalisation 

on subsistence rights. Since the dependent variable in the second section of this analysis 

is subsistence rights, which is not an ordinal variable, this study will only rely on the 

OLS model as the most appropriate estimator to test the impact of globalisation on a 

state’s respect for subsistence rights. In contrast, given the ordinal nature of the 

dependent variable, security rights, the Ordered Logit model is employed to analyse the 

impact of globalisation on security rights. Since OLS has its merits among human rights 

researchers as a method of analysing the ordered dependent variable of security rights, 

the estimated results for security rights utilising the OLS model are included in 

Appendix A for comparison purposes.  

 

The following sections analyse the relationship between globalisation and both 

measures for human rights. While the first section deals with the multivariate analysis 

of globalisation and security rights, the second one addresses the multivariate analysis 

of globalisation and subsistence rights. Each section begins by presenting a model 

containing only a base model that includes only the five measures of globalisation in the 

regression analysis, followed by a more comprehensive model that takes into account 
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the indirect influence of globalisation on human rights through the control variables. 

While the base model provides a preliminary assessment for the direct effects of each 

measure of globalisation, the inclusion of the control variables in model two provides a 

more comprehensive analysis of the actual nature of these influences. After these two 

models, the analysis then moves on to offer a third model. This model is identical to the 

second one but with the addition of the lagged dependent variable.  

 

5.5.1 Multivariate Analysis of Globalisation and Security Rights 

The aim of this section is to examine the empirical relationship between the three facets 

of globalisation and security rights, or civil and political rights. The main theme in this 

section covers the results from the multivariate analysis. For the most part, it focuses on 

the effect of economic globalisation, political globalisation, and social globalisation on 

the level of an Arab government’s respect for security rights from 1976 to 2011.  

 

The results shown in Table 5.4 and the preliminary previous analysis in the last sections 

indicate that there does appear to be a minor relationship between most of the 

globalisation measures and human rights. Yet, these results warrant a more 

comprehensive analysis. This is the aim of the following analyses. 

 

As discussed in Chapter Four, and the last section of this chapter, it is common in 

human rights research to use ordinary least squares with an ordinal dependent variable 

such as the dependent variable in this thesis, namely security rights. Considering the 

nature of the dependent variable and the possibility for bias, the following analyses uses 

the Ordered Logit model to analyse security rights. Again, since OLS is the most 

common statistical technique in the study of human rights abuse, these results are 

included in appendix A for comparison purposes.  

 

The analysis starts with a very simple model by constructing the main variable of 

interests to determine the direct effects of each measure of globalisation on the level of 

security rights. The model includes all five measures of globalisation. The Pearson’s r 

for each pair ranged from 0.12 (between the measures for treaty density and Internet 
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usage) and 0.53 (between the level of involvement in the Bretton Woods System and 

use of the Internet), indicating that multicollinearity was not a major problem. 

Furthermore, both Klein tests and the VIF test also do not indicate any presence of 

multicollinearity among the independent variables.  

 

This process has also been applied to both the second and third models. Most of the 

discussion below will focus on Model three that includes all independent and control 

variables and especially the lagged dependent variable. The second model containing 

variables representing foreign direct investment, trade openness, involvement in the 

Bretton Woods system, treaty density, Internet usage, economic development, economic 

growth, population density, population growth, civil and international conflicts, War on 

Terror, and the level of U.S. Aid to each country of the Arab world. The third model 

includes all previously mentioned variables along with the lagged dependent variable.  

 

Additionally, the possibility that these variables are linearly or near linearly related in 

the sample data was also tested in both models before proceeding in the analysis. 

Starting with an ocular analysis of Pearson’s correlations, the bivariate correlations 

confirm that there is no indication of near linear relationships among the independent 

and the control variables. The correlation coefficients for each pair ranged from a low of 

-0.01 (between the level of involvement in the Bretton Woods system and the amount of 

U.S. aid) to a high of 0.58 (between Internet usage and the variable of War on Terror).  

 

In the second and third methods of testing for multicollinearity, both the Klein test and 

VIF test were also utilised. The Klein test implies first running the main regression and 

then running an auxiliary regression for each independent or control variable and 

compares the two R2 values. In general, Multicollinearity is present when the R2 for the 

auxiliary regression is higher than the original regression. While the R2 value for the 

main regression in Model II was 0.55, the highest variance explained in all auxiliary 

regressions achieves an R2 of 0.52, which is a result of regressing the War on Terror on 

all other explanatory variables. Other values for the auxiliary regressions ranged from 

0.07 to 0.54, when regressed the level of economic growth and the Internet usage, 

respectively, on all other independent variables. Still, this is much lower than the actual 
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R2 achieved when running the regression equation between the dependent variable, 

security rights, and all the explanatory variables including the lagged dependent 

variable in the last and main model, in which the R2 equivalent is 0.76. Thus, the Klein 

tests do not indicate the presence of multicollinearity in any of the last two models.   

 

As for the VIF test, it has been noted earlier that a tolerance value lower than 0.2 or a 

VIF value higher than 5 implies a possible collinearity problem. When applying the VIF 

test, there appears to be no severe problems of multicollinearity among the independent 

variables as none of the VIF values exceeded the value of 2. 3 in both models, and none 

of the tolerance values were lower than 0.2.    

 

From all the above, the ocular analysis of the Pearson’s correlation indicates that the 

pair of Internet usage and War on Terror achieved a correlation coefficient of r= 0.58. 

Although this could be a sign of collinearity, both the Klein test and VIF test indicated 

the opposite. Furthermore, after running a few tests that take into account the exclusion 

of the War on Terror variable from the analysis, the results from the Ordered Logit 

model provide weak support for omitting this variable from the analysis. Though, in 

both cases, the models performed well and there were little differences between them. 

Bearing in mind that this indicator is included as a control variable, War on Terror will 

be considered carefully when interpreting the results from the following analysis.  

 

After dealing with any potential of multicollinearity, one can be assured that the 

following analysis is accurate, and it is safe to proceed by running the Ordered Logit 

models. Table 5.5 reports the results for Ordered Logit models. Logit coefficients are 

reported with robust standard errors in parentheses. The asterisks next to the coefficients 

indicate the level of statistical significance.       

 

 

 



 128 

Table 5.5 Ordered Logit Models of the effects of Globalisation on Security Rights 
in the Arab World, 1976-2011 
Variables Base Model (I) No Lag Model (II) Comprehensive Model 

(III) 
Foreign Direct Investment  -0.029 -0.022 -0.022 
 (0.019) (0.023) (0.024) 
Trade Openness 0.004 -0.002 -0.002 
 (0.002) (0.002) (0.002) 
Bretton Woods System  1.322*** 1.221*** 0.731** 
 (0.177) (0.192) (0.250) 
Treaty Density -1.292*** -0.862*** -0.443** 
 (0.123) (0.147) (0.158) 
Internet Users 0.015** 0.001 0.001 
 (0.006) (0.008) (0.009) 
Democracy  0.156* 0.108 
  (0.069) (0.088) 
Economic Development   0.476*** 0.306*** 
  (0.069) (0.080) 
Economic Growth  -0.003 0.001 
  (0.011) (0.008) 
Population Density  -0.001** -0.001 
  (0.000) (0.000) 
Population Growth  0.112*** 0.032 
  (0.031) (0.029) 
Civil Conflict  -2.079*** -1.463*** 
  (0.195) (0.218) 
International Conflict  -1.007*** -0.727*** 
  (0.202) (0.201) 
War On Terror  -0.975*** -0.745** 
  (0.211) (0.255) 
U.S. Aid  -0.000** -0.000 
  (0.000) (0.000) 
Religious Minority  0.620*** 0.423* 
  (0.170) (0.190) 
Ethnicity  0.212 0.301 
  (0.171) (0.183) 
Security Rights t-1  ----- 2.380*** 
  ----- (0.156) 
cut1 -0.640 1.231 4.763*** 
 (0.446) (0.664) (0.796) 
cut2 0.689 3.420*** 8.131*** 
 (0.429) (0.650) (0.805) 
cut3 2.782*** 6.256*** 12.232*** 
 (0.438) (0.683) (0.906) 
cut4 4.678*** 8.568*** 15.745*** 
 (0.475) (0.719) (1.014) 
Observations 702 702 685 
McKelvey & Zavoina's R2 0.248 0.599 0.806 
Wald chi2 246.24 440.47 473.44 
Prob > chi2 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 
Robust standard errors are shown in parentheses; * p<0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p<0.001; two-tailed 
test 
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The first model, located in the second column, depicts a very simple relationship 

between the dependent variable and the five measures of economic, political, and social 

globalisation (FDI, trade openness, Bretton Woods System, treaty density, and Internet 

usage). The second model, in the third column, tests for a more complex relationship 

when holding all of the control variables constant. The third model, located in the last 

column, is identical to the second but with the addition of the lagged dependent 

variable. Although, the last model is the focus of the analyses, each of the models is 

considered.   

 

According to the results in Table 5.5, the chi-square estimates indicate that each of these 

models taken as a whole is statistically significant. Thus, according to the chi-squared 

results, the null hypothesis that the model as a whole is not significantly different than 

zero can be rejected. Furthermore, the Ordered Logit models explain twenty five to 

eighty one percent of the cases, which indicates that at least the last two models perform 

relatively well. The results from Mckelvey and Zavoina’s R2 indicate that most of the 

primary variables of interest perform consistently well for security rights. Several 

authors suggest that Mckelvey and Zavoina’s R2 is the most appropriate measure when 

using the ordered regression model (Mckelvey and Zavoina, 1975; Long, 1997). In this 

sense, Long (1997, p.148) states that both Hagle amd Mitchell (1992) and Windmeijer 

(1995) found that, for ordinal outcomes such as the one employed in this study, 

Mckelvey and Zavoina’s R2, most closely approximates the R2 obtained by estimating 

the linear regression model on the underlying latent variable. Thus, Mckelvey and 

Zavoina’s R2 is used here as an alternative to the R2 to indicate how much of the 

dependent variable is explained by the variation in the independent variables. These 

results do not vary when using the OLS model, as shown in Table 8.1 in the Appendix. 

In OLS Models, the distance between the categories of the outcome variables is 

assumed to be equal. However, the distance between the cut points as shown in Table 

5.5 do not substantially vary. For instance, the distance between the first and second cut 

points and the third and fourth cutpoints in the comprehensive model are approximately 

3.4 and 3.5 respectively, while the distance between the second and third cutpoints is 

4.10.  
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Apart from involvement in the Bretton Woods system, none of the other two measures 

of economic globalisation (FDI, and trade openness) demonstrated statistical 

significance in any of the ordered logit models. In all three models, involvement in 

Bretton Woods along with treaty density, which is the measure of political 

globalisation, demonstrated statistical significance. However, this is different from the 

results concerning the influence of social globalisation on security rights. In this sense, 

Internet usage demonstrated statistical significance only in the first model.  

 

In model three, with the exception of democracy, economic growth, population density, 

population growth, U.S. aid, and ethnicity, the coefficients of all other control variables 

are statistically significant. As might be expected, the lagged endogenous variable is the 

strongest predictor of the realisation of security rights. Previous security rights abuses 

indicated statistical significant at the 0.1% level. Not surprisingly, this result is 

consistent with previous researchers. The strong coefficient on this lagged variable 

implies that the scores each country receives for security rights corresponds to long and 

rooted practices of a country’s system. A country of the Arab world that has been 

inclined to consistently violate its citizens’ basic human rights in previous years are 

very likely to do so in the future. This is what can be concluded from such strong 

findings. It is obvious that the influence of previous practices of security rights on those 

occurring at the present is very significant.  

 

Economic globalisation 

As can be seen from Table 5.5, economic globalisation represents mixed results in terms 

of its influence on a government’s respect for human rights. Within the three measures 

of economic globalisation, FDI has a negative influence over the protection of security 

rights in all three models. As for involvement in the Bretton Woods system, its 

influence appears to show a positive direction. Trade openness has a positive direction 

in the first model and a negative one once the control variables and the lagged 

endogenous variable are included in the analysis in both the second and third models. 

On the one hand, these findings are consistent with most past research, which confirms 

that economic globalisation affects a government’s respect for human rights in more 

than one direction, and a mixed relationship exists between them. On the other hand, 
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these findings also confirm that investigating the complicated effects of globalisation on 

a government’s respect of human rights must account for its diverse components and 

treat it as a multi dimension that can be disaggregated.   

 

In Model one, which estimates the effects of only the globalisation measures on security 

rights, the measure of FDI is the only indicator among all the three facets of economic 

globalisation that shows a negative relationship with security rights. Though, once the 

control variables are included in Models two and three, lower levels of dependence 

upon FDI continue to show insignificant negative effects on the level of security rights. 

This indicates that a country of the Arab world with either a greater or lower level of 

foreign direct investment relative to its GDP does not significantly affect its’ level of 

security rights abuse. Several possible interpretations can be drawn from such findings. 

The insignificant and negative relationship between foreign direct investment and the 

observance of security rights is very important because it challenges the findings from 

other studies. For instant, Meyer (1998), Apodaca (2001 & 2002), Harrelson-Stephens 

(2003), and Hafner-Burton (2005) all conclude in their studies that foreign direct 

investment has a positive and significant influence on the observance of security rights. 

Still, the finding of this particular indicator in this thesis is consistent with the findings 

of another group of researchers such as (Ingersoll, 2005) who finds a negative and 

insignificant relationship between foreign direct investment and the protection of human 

rights. Again, different indicators produce different empirical findings concerning the 

impact of FDI on government respect for security rights. The reader has to bear in mind 

that this thesis focuses on the Arab world countries, while the previously mentioned 

studies employ a global sample to test the relationship between economic globalisation 

and security rights. Thus, the vital need for such a thesis that utilises a regional sample 

to test the same empirical question.   

 

The results in Model two and three are almost alike. While both Models include all 

explanatory variables, the only difference is that Model three includes the lagged 

dependent variables, which is obviously dropped from Model two. The other two 

variables of interest that represent economic globalisation also show mixed results. 

While trade openness is statistically insignificant and has a negative relationship with 
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the observance of security rights in both models, involvement in Bretton Woods shows 

a statistical significant and positive relationship in all three models. These results 

indicate that either increases or decreases in levels of trade openness do not significantly 

lead to higher or lower levels of a government’s respect of security rights in the Arab 

world. They also denote that the more a country is involved in the Bretton Woods 

system, the more likely it is to guarantee its citizens’ security rights.  

 

These results regarding the influence of the three measures of economic globalisation 

were almost consistent in all three models. Similar to FDI, trade openness shows an 

insignificant association with a government respect of human rights. Though, the 

insignificance of trade and FDI does not change once the control variables are added to 

models two and three. This implies that both measure of economic globalisation have 

neither a direct nor indirect influence on the realisation of security rights in the Arab 

world.  

 

The issue is totally different concerning the relationship between the level of 

involvement in the Bretton Woods system and the protection of security rights. On the 

one hand, of all the measures of economic globalisation, the analysis results show that 

the influence of involvement in the Bretton Woods system upon a government’s respect 

for security rights is the most robust. This relationship appears to be consistent with 

security rights practices across models. Further analysis will take into account this 

significant result in the next section. On the other hand, the strong effect of the Bretton 

Woods system that is demonstrated from these analyses upon security rights is in a 

positive direction. This supports the notion that globalisation is multi-dimensional and 

its impact differs and contradicts accordingly, but what’s more this might also be true 

within individual sub-facets of globalisation such as the contradictory influences of the 

previous three sub-categories of economic globalisation upon security rights. The 

findings from the above analyses are adequate enough to argue in favour of this notion.  

 

Political globalisation 

Moving to the second facet of globalisation, the results from the ordered logit model 

reveal the most unexpected and interesting results regarding the linkage between a 
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government’s respect for human rights and a states’ participation in international human 

rights agreements. While it is a conventional wisdom that states’ participation in 

international human rights treaties is likely to be both a significant and main predictor 

for variation in security rights practices, the empirical results demonstrate the contrary. 

Although the level of state commitment to the international human rights agreements 

indicates statistical significant, the influence is in a negative direction. This means that 

states that ratify international human rights treaties are less likely than those who do not 

ratify to increase their level of respect and worsen their security rights scores instead. 

This finding holds true across all of the models presented in Table 5.5, and is seemingly 

interesting and confirmed elsewhere (Keith, 1999; Hathaway, 2002; Hafner-Burton, 

2003; Hafner-Burton and Tsutsui, 2005; Ingersoll, 2005). Still, this finding runs against 

Landman (2005a) and Simmons (2009) who noticed that formal commitments to 

treaties have positive consequences on human rights practices. Different model 

specifications, different methods of estimation, different measures of indicators, and the 

type of samples applied should be taken into account when explaining the difference in 

findings. Furthermore, the above results imply that most signatory or ratifier states are 

in pursuit of further reputation within the international diplomacy, especially when 

realising that signing international human rights treaties lacks the appropriate means or 

the actual authorities that make them work in reality. Also, this finding confirms Smith-

Cannoy’s (2012) argument about a government’s ‘insincere commitment’. Smith-

Cannoy clearly pointed out that new governments sign human rights treaties for 

insincere reasons and respond to domestic and global pressures to signal their 

commitment to global standards regarding human rights without having any real 

intention of improving their citizens’ rights (2012, p.9). Hence, adhering to these 

agreements falls short in altering government’s policies or behaviours towards their 

citizens’ rights.    

 

Social globalisation 

Finally, of special interest here is a country’s level of social globalisation. The Internet 

usage variable is statistically significant and in a positive direction in the base model, 

and positively related to security rights but statistically insignificant in both models two 

and three. The result from the base model indicates that countries with greater levels of 

Internet usage may enjoy higher levels of security rights. However, before the inclusion 
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of the lagged dependent variable, the result from model two appears to be quite similar. 

Thus, an interesting finding is that states having higher or lower levels of Internet usage 

are no less or more likely to experience either a decline or an increase in security rights. 

As a result, this does not support the assumption that increased interactive 

communication among citizens will positively influence human rights practices.  

 

Nevertheless, the influence of Internet usage upon the level of security rights is 

insignificant in the last two models. In terms of searching for an explanation for this 

interesting finding, a few points merit attention. On the one hand, the use of the Internet 

is almost accessible to all. Whether you are the defender or the abuser, this new 

technology is no longer exclusive to either one. It’s also available to both individuals 

and organisations in all time and space. Many bloggers, human rights activists and 

defenders, and journalists in the Arab world as well as in several places around the 

globe get detained just because they tend to criticise their government over the Internet, 

or for the mere fact that they express their opinions through posting or writing on 

Internet web pages. On the other hand, the use of the Internet as an indicator is only 

available from the World Bank from the 1990s. As for the Arab world countries, the use 

of the Internet started in the mid 1990s, and prior to this date, Internet usage is assumed 

to take the value of zero. Though, the result is still preliminary and it entails further 

empirical analysis. The results from models two and three find no support and is 

contradicted elsewhere, where the influence of Internet usage was found to be negative 

in other studies such as the work of (Popiden, 2009), who found that the use of the 

Internet associated negatively with separatist civil war. In contrast, using OLS 

regression models and utilising the use of international communications as an indicator 

to represent the level of social globalisation, (Ingersoll, 2005) found that this variable 

has a positive influence on the protection of political rights.  

 

Though, this finding does not suggest that higher levels of use of the Internet will 

decrease the pressure upon repressive governments to comply with international human 

rights norms. On the contrary, it is because of using the Internet, that citizens can point 

out local violations by their governments and raise awareness against such abuses. For 

instance, due to the use of the Internet, the whole world witnessed the atrocious killings 
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that are taking place in states such as Syria in recent times, regardless of the numerous 

international endeavours to resolve or find an end to this current conflict. For the most 

part, these findings do not vary when OLS regression models are utilized, as shown in 

Table 8.1 in the Appendix, which include a comparison between OLS and ordered logit 

models for the influence of globalisation on the level of security rights in the Arab 

World during the last three and a half decades.  

 

The control variables 

As for the control variables, there are twelve variables included in the analysis in model 

three. Most of these variables demonstrate statistical significance and in the expected 

direction. Again, the lagged dependent variables, security rights t-1, has a positive and 

significant effect, indicating that a government performance with respect to security 

rights practices does not change dramatically on a yearly basis. Of the other control 

variables hypothesised to influence security rights, only half demonstrated statistical 

significance and their relationships appear to be in the direction similar to that 

hypothesised. To elaborate in more detail, the level of democracy demonstrates 

statistical significance in model two. Once the lagged dependent variables are added to 

Model three, this significance does not hold. Yet, democracy is positively related to 

respect for security rights in both models. The level of economic development 

demonstrates a positive relationship with security rights observance in both models too 

with statistical significance at the 0.1% confidence level. Economic growth, population 

density, and population growth were not statistically significant in the comprehensive 

model. In spite of that, while population density demonstrates a negative relationship 

with security rights observance in both models, population growth shows a positive 

relationship with the level of human rights. The level of economic growth demonstrates 

a negative relationship with security rights in model two and a positive relationship in 

the comprehensive model. The presence of civil warfare, the presence of international 

war involvement, and the War on Terror are all negatively associated with increased 

respect for security rights in both models. The U.S. aid variable is negatively related to 

respect for security rights in both models too, but demonstrates statistical significance 

only in model two at the 1% convenience level. Finally, while the presence of a 

religious minority in a country demonstrates statistical significance in both models, the 
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variable of an ethnic minority shows no such significance. However, both variables are 

positively associated with an increased level of security rights. 

 

Estimating Predicted Probabilities    

In this section, the relationship between the most important independent and control 

variables and respect for security rights are further investigated using predicted 

probabilities. Predicted probability of change in government observance of security 

rights is a useful method to illustrate the significance of each independent variable to 

the likelihood that a state will respect rather than violate citizens’ security rights. In 

order to do this, the previously discussed comprehensive model in Table 5.5 is recalled 

to calculate the predicted probabilities of change in government observance of security 

rights by each of the independent and control variables that demonstrated statistical 

significance at least at the conventional threshold in that model. Of special interest here 

are a country’s level of involvement in the Bretton Woods system, state’s participation 

in international human rights treaties, the lagged dependent variable, the level of 

economic development, the presence of civil conflict, the presence of international war 

involvement, the War on Terror, and the variable of religious minority. The predicted 

probabilities of change in government levels of security rights by each of these variables 

are considered in sequence. 

 

The Impact of Economic Globalisation on Security Rights 

Of all the measures of economic globalisation, involvement in the Bretton Woods 

system is the only variable that demonstrates statistical significance at the 1% 

confidence level. Therefore, the Impact of a State’s Involvement in the Bretton Woods 

System on Security Rights is further investigated using predicted probability. The logit 

results from Table 5.5 support the theoretical expectations that a state’s level of 

involvement in the Bretton Woods system is a strong predictor of a government's 

observance of security rights. This relationship holds even after controlling for the 

effect of democracy, economic development and all other control variables. The 

relationship between this important independent variable and respect for security rights 

are further investigated using predicted probability. Table 5.6 presents the predicted 

probabilities of a country's level of security rights by their level of involvement in the 
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Bretton Woods system holding all other variables at their mean values. By holding all 

other variables at their mean values, one can isolate the influence of a particular 

independent variable on a dependent variable. 

 
The last column of this table calculates the percentage change in probabilities when a 

country moves from zero (meaning that a state is not a member in any of the Bretton 

Woods organisations) to three (meaning that a state is a full member in all Bretton 

Woods organisations). To create the changes in probabilities, the predicted probabilities 

of a government's level of security rights when a state is not a member in any Bretton 

Woods system is subtracted from the predicted probability of a government level of 

security rights if a state has a full membership in the Bretton Woods system.  

 
The data reveals a few valuable points. First, this table provides some support to the 

result that governments that are highly integrated into the sub-category of economic 

globalisation, namely the Bretton Woods system, are more likely to fulfil security rights 

than those that abstain from being members in Bretton Woods organisations. Further, 

the likelihood of states integrated into the Bretton Woods system falling in the highest 

possible scores of (4) and (5) for security rights is more than the likelihood of isolated 

regimes being in the same highest possible categories. Likewise, the probability of 

states integrated into the Bretton Woods system falling in the lowest categories 

(systematic and extensive abuse) is less than the probability of disintegrated regimes 

being in the lowest categories. The figures show that Bretton Woods members are much 

more likely to increase their level of respect of security rights than those that do not 

belong to these organisations, indicating that the latter are more likely to move toward a 

higher level of violation. For instance, the predicted probability of falling in the lowest 

category (systematic to extensive abuse) for security rights is around 39% in a state that 

has no membership in any Bretton Woods organisation, whereas it is less than 7% in a 

state that has full membership in all of the three Bretton Woods organisations. 

 

Furthermore, the last column of Table 5.6 shows that disintegrated states have nearly a 

32% greater likelihood than integrated states of falling in the lowest two categories 

(systematic and extensive abuse) on security rights, implying that they are more likely 

than integrated states to expand their level of violation to the whole population. On the 
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whole, Table 5.6 shows that the level of a state’s participation in the World Trade 

Organisation, International Monetary Fund, and World Bank is an important 

determinant in analysing the level of government respect for security rights, as 

integrated states are more likely than disintegrated states to obtain higher levels of 

observance of security rights.  

 

Table 5.6 The Influence of Bretton Woods Membership on the Predicted 
Probability of Government Change in Observance of Security Rights 

Predicted Probability 
Government Security Rights* 

No Membership in 
Bretton Woods 

Full Membership in 
Bretton Woods 

Change 

Pr(y=systematic abuse|x) 0.023 0.003 -0.02 
Pr(y=extensive abuse|x) 0.371 0.065 -0.306 

Pr(y=common abuse|x) 0.582 0.746 0.164 

Pr(y=limited abuse|x) 0.024 0.180 0.156 

Pr(y=rare abuse|x) 0.001 0.007 0.006 

*The dependent variable is an ordinal variable ranging from 1 (systematic abuse), where human 
rights are highly oppressed, to 5 (rare abuse), where human rights are highly observed. 

 

Figure 5.8 Predicted Probability: Security Rights by State's Membership in 
Bretton Woods System 
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Finally, according to these findings, the effect of a state’s participation in the Bretton 

Woods System on security rights is inconsistent. Figure 5.8 illustrates that the predicted 

amount of change in government practices towards its citizen’s rights is irregular 

throughout the five categories of the dependent variable. Although Figure 5.8 suggests 

that participation in Bretton Woods organisations has a much greater impact on the 

probability that a member government will enhance human rights records than those 

who lack this membership, this sort of impact is irregular. Being a member in the 

Bretton Woods system has a much greater impact on the likelihood that a government 

will slowly change their abusive behaviour, and a much smaller impact on the 

probability that a government will experience a rapid change in the same behaviour. 

While the predicted probability for a participating country in the Bretton Woods system 

falling in the second highest possible score of (4) is around 18%, the predicted 

probability for the same country falling in the first highest possible score of (5) is 1%, 

indicating that the degree of change motivated by being a member in the Bretton Woods 

system is not constant across categories of the dependent variable.  

 

The Impact of Political Globalisation on Security Rights 

Throughout the previous discussion, one of the interesting findings demonstrates that 

political globalisation measured by a state’s participation in international human rights 

treaties has a negative impact on the protection of security rights. The analysis also 

shows that this result holds true throughout all of the empirical models presented earlier 

with a statistical significance of 1% confidence level. Thus, predicted probabilities are 

once again a useful method to illustrate the prominent significance of this result. Both 

Table 5.7 and Figure 5.9 in the following page present the difference in predicted 

probabilities of a government's level of security rights, taking into consideration 

whether a nation state is a member of the international human rights regime. To 

illustrate the influence of the international human rights regime upon the predicted 

probability of change in security rights, states are divided into two groups based on 

human rights treaty density; states that do not sign or ratify any human rights treaty, 

indicating that a state has no membership in the international human rights regime, and 

states that ratify human rights treaties, indicating that a state has full membership. The 

changes in predicted probabilities are calculated as the predicted probability of a 
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government's level of security rights when a state has full membership in all 9 human 

rights treaties minus the predicted probabilities of a government's level of security rights 

when a state is not a member in any of international human rights treaties holding all 

other variables at their mean values.  

 

Table 5.7 The Influence of Human Rights Regime on the Predicted Probability of 
Government Change in Observance of Security Rights 

Predicted Probability 
Government Security Rights* 

State is not member in 
HR regime 

Full Membership in 
HR regime 

Change 

Pr(y=systematic abuse|x) 0.003 0.006 0.003 

Pr(y=extensive abuse|x) 0.067 0.147 0.080 

Pr(y=common abuse|x) 0.749 0.763 0.014 
Pr(y=limited abuse|x) 0.175 0.081 -0.094 

Pr(y=rare abuse|x) 0.007 0.003 -0.004 

*The dependent variable is an ordinal variable ranging from 1 (systematic abuse), where human 
rights are highly oppressed, to 5 (rare abuse), where human rights are highly observed. 

 

Figure 5.9 Predicted Probability: Security Rights by State's Membership in 
International Human Rights Regime 
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As can be seen from Table 5.7, state ratification of international human rights treaties is 

obviously related to an increased level in the likelihood that a government's behaviour 

toward their citizens’ rights will become more oppressive when or after signing human 

rights treaties. According to this table, several important findings are evident. First, 

there is a large gap in the level of security rights between states who have full 

membership in the international human rights regime and those who are not 

participating in any international human rights treaties. The last column shows that 

ratifying states are less likely than those who do not ratify the treaties to fall in the 

highest categories (level 4 and 5) for security rights, and are more likely than non 

ratifying states to fall in the lowest categories (level 2 and 1) for security rights. For 

instance, a ratifying state has approximately a 8% greater likelihood than a non ratifying 

state of falling in the lowest categories (level 2 and 1) on security rights, whereas a non 

ratifying state has approximately a 10% greater likelihood than a ratifying state of 

falling in the highest two categories (level 4 and 5). Furthermore, the predicted 

probability of falling in the lowest categories (systematic to extensive abuse) for 

security rights is about 7% in a state that has no membership in any international human 

rights regime, whereas it is approximately 15% in a state that has full membership in all 

international human rights treaties. Likewise, while the predicted probability for a 

member state in all international human rights treaties to observe high levels of security 

rights (categories 4 and 5) is 8%, the predicted probability for a non member state to 

observe the same high levels of security rights is almost 19%. Overall, ratifying 

countries are less likely than non ratifying states to achieve a higher level of security 

rights observance. These results illustrate that in general, the level of participation in the 

international human rights regime is an important factor in explaining government 

practices towards security rights, as ratifying states are less likely than non ratifying 

states to provide higher levels of security rights.   

 

The Impact of the Control Variables on Security Rights 

According to Table 5.5 and in particular, the findings from the comprehensive model 

(Model III), of all the control variables hypothesised to influence security rights, only 

half demonstrated statistical significance. To expand on this finding, the lagged 

endogenous variable is the strongest predictor of the realisation of security rights. 
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Previous security rights abuses indicated statistical significance at the 0.1% level. Also, 

the level of economic development demonstrates a positive relationship with security 

rights observance with statistical significance at the 0.1% confidence level. The 

presence of civil warfare, the presence of international war involvement, and the War on 

Terror are all statistically significant negatively when associated with increased respect 

for security rights. Finally, the presence of a religious minority in a country 

demonstrates statistical significance in the comprehensive model too. This variable also 

is positively associated with increased levels of security rights. Once again, predicted 

probabilities are recalled to illustrate the prominent significance of these results. Each of 

these variables is further analysed in sequence.   

 

Starting with the influence of economic development, Table 5.8 in the next pages 

presents the difference in predicted probabilities of a government's level of security 

rights, taking into account the level of economic standing in a nation state. To illustrate 

the influence of economic development upon the predicted probability of change in 

security rights, states are categorised into two groups based on their level of wealth. In 

this thesis, economic development is being utilised to measure the economic strength of 

an Arab country. According to the data for this indicator that are reported in past 

sections of the descriptive analysis of this chapter, there is a wide variance in the level 

of economic development across country-years in the Arab world, meaning that in at 

least a few countries, there exists higher levels of economic development, while at the 

other extent, some Arab world countries have a small portion of economic means and 

are lacking behind their neighbours in terms of their economic development level. 

Having said that, the data concerning this variable divided the countries of the Arab 

world into countries with high levels of economic development, and countries with low 

levels of economic development. The average level of economic development in the 

Arab world is considered in distinguishing the wealthiest state (UAE, Qatar, Kuwait, 

Oman, Bahrain, Saudi Arabia and Libya) from the non affluent states (Jordan, 

Mauritania, Djibouti, Lebanon, Morocco, Tunisia, Yemen, Egypt, Syria, Somalia, 

Sudan, and Iraq) in the Arab world during the time period of this study. The change in 

the predicted probabilities of respect for security rights are calculated as the differences 

between the predicted probabilities when the independent variable varies from its 
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minimum value to its maximum value of holding all other variables at their mean 

values. These differences are reported in the last column of Table 5.8. 

 

Undoubtedly, a state’s level of economic development is noticeably associated with an 

increased level in the probability that a government's behaviour toward their citizens’ 

rights will become less oppressive once their economic standard level is enhanced. 

Consequently, Table 5.8 and Figure 5.10, provide a number of significant results. First, 

there is a considerable gap in the level of security rights between states who records 

high levels of economic development and those who have a low level of economic 

development. The last column shows that wealthy states are more likely than those who 

lack such prosperity to fall in the highest categories (level 4 and 5) for security rights, 

and are less likely than impoverished states to fall in the lowest categories (level 2 and 

1) for security rights. For instance, an impoverished state has approximately a 22% 

greater likelihood than an affluent state of falling in the lowest categories (level 1 and 2) 

on security rights, whereas an affluent state has nearly 25% greater probability than a 

non affluent state of falling in the highest two categories (level 4 and 5). Additionally, 

the predicted probability of falling in the lowest categories (Level 1 and 2) for security 

rights is around 4% when a state is affluent, whereas it is about 25% if a state is 

considered to be poor or suffering from a low level of economic development. 

Similarly, while the predicted probability for a wealthy state to exhibit high levels of 

security rights (level 4 and 5) is 29%, the predicted probability for an impoverished 

state to exhibit the same levels of security rights is only 4.6%. In general, these findings 

demonstrate that the level of economic development is an important determinant in 

explaining the level of security rights in an Arab state, as wealthy states are more likely 

than poor states to exhibit higher levels of security rights.  

 

Overall, poor countries are less likely than wealthy states to achieve higher levels of 

security rights observance. This result is presented graphically in Figure 5.11 below. It 

illustrates that while some of the countries with the highest levels of economic 

development in the Arab world (UAE, Qatar, Kuwait, Oman) demonstrated generally 

high levels of respect for security rights, others that fall in the same category of high 

levels of economic development, such as Bahrain, Saudi Arabia and Libya exhibit 
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moderate levels in security rights observance. On the contrary, those with the lowest 

levels of economic development in the Arab world (Somalia, Sudan, Yemen, 

Mauritania, and Djibouti) demonstrated generally moderate to low levels of respect for 

security rights. Also, those with lower levels of economic development compared to the 

countries of the Gulf Cooperation Council (Lebanon, Algeria, Tunisia, and Jordan) 

exhibit moderate levels of respect for security rights. Other states falling in the same 

category of low economic development levels (Iraq, Syria, Morocco, and Egypt) 

demonstrate approximately moderate to low levels of respect for security rights, with 

Iraq receiving the lowest scores for the entire period in the analysis. Thus, there appears 

to be a noticeable relationship between economic development and the level of respect 

for security rights in the countries of the Arab world, as more affluent state are more 

likely than less affluent ones to achieve higher levels of observance of security rights. 

Previous studies confirm a strong and positive relationship between economic 

development and security rights observance (Mitchell & McCormick, 1988; Henderson, 

1991; Poe & Tate, 1994; Meyer, 1996; Poe et al., 1999; Milner, 1998). 

 

Table 5.8 The Influence of Economic Development on the Predicted Probability of 
Government Change in Observance of Security Rights 

Predicted Probability 
Government Security Rights 

Low Levels of 
Economic development 

High Levels of 
Economic development 

Change 

Pr(y=systematic abuse|x) 0.011 0.001 -0.010 

Pr(y=extensive abuse|x) 0.243 0.038 -0.205 
Pr(y=common abuse|x) 0.699 0.672 -0.027 

Pr(y=limited abuse|x) 0.045 0.277 0.242 

Pr(y=rare abuse|x) 0.001 0.012 0.011 

*The dependent variable is an ordinal variable ranging from 1 (systematic abuse), where human 
rights are highly oppressed, to 5 (rare abuse), where human rights are highly observed. 
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Figure 5.10 Predicted Probability: Security Rights by State's Level of Economic 
Development 

 

 
Figure 5.11 The Scatter Plot of Mean Level of Economic Development Against 
Mean Security Rights among Arab World Countries, 1976-2011. 

 

 

Moving to the other control variables that demonstrated statistical significance in 

relation to their influence on the realisation of security rights, the predicted probabilities 

are recalled again to illustrate the significance of both civil and international wars 
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variables as they appeared in the comprehensive model. Consequently, the presence of 

civil war, and the presence of international war involvement are both negatively 

associated with increased levels of respect for security rights. Thus, Table 5.9 and 

Figure 5.12 on the following page present the differences in the predicted probabilities 

of a government's level of security rights, taking into account the presence of civil war 

involvement in a country. In order to illustrate the influence of civil war upon the 

predicted probability of change in security rights, states are categorised according to the 

presence or the absence of a civil war at a certain time. Thus, the change in the 

predicted probabilities of respect for security rights are calculated as the difference 

between the predicted probabilities when the civil war variable varies from its minimum 

value of zero to its maximum value of two, holding all other variables at their mean 

values. These differences are shown in the last column of Table 5.9. 

 
Table 5.9 The Influence of the Presence of Civil Conflict on the Predicted 
Probability of Government Change in Observance of Security Rights 

Predicted Probability 
Government Security Rights 

No Civil conflict Presence of Civil 
Conflict  

Change 

Pr(y=systematic abuse|x) 0.003 0.050 0.047 

Pr(y=extensive abuse|x) 0.073 0.555 0.482 

Pr(y=common abuse|x) 0.756 0.384 -0.372 

Pr(y=limited abuse|x) 0.161 0.010 -0.151 

Pr(y=rare abuse|x) 0.006 0.000 -0.006 

*The dependent variable is an ordinal variable ranging from 1 (systematic abuse), where human 
rights are highly oppressed, to 5 (rare abuse), where human rights are highly observed. 
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Figure 5.12 Predicted Probability: Security Rights by the Presence of Civil 
Conflict 

 

 
As can be seen from Table 5.9, the presence of civil conflict in a state is apparently 

related to an increased level in the chances that a government's behaviour towards their 

citizens’ rights will become more repressive in the presence of civil conflict. Also, this 

table as well as Figure 5.12 reveal several important findings. The first one related to 

the existence of a large gap in the level of security rights between states that witness a 

civil conflict and those who are in a state of peace or have an absence of any kind of 

internal threat. The last column shows that states engaging in a civil conflict are less 

likely than those who abstain from engaging in any civil conflict to fall in the highest 

categories (level 4 and 5) for security rights, and are more likely than states 

encountering any internal conflict to fall in the lowest categories (level 2 and 1) for 

security rights. In the presence of civil conflict, a state has approximately a 53% greater 

likelihood of falling in the lowest categories (level 1 and 2) on security rights than in the 

absence of civil conflict, whereas a state in the position of peace has approximately 

a16% greater likelihood of falling in the highest two categories (level 4 and 5) on 

security rights. Additionally, the predicted probability of falling in the lowest categories 

(systematic to extensive abuse) for security rights is around 7% in a state that is not 

encountering any sort of civil conflict, whereas it is around 61% in a state that is 
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engaging in civil conflict. Similarly, while the predicted probability for states engaging 

in a civil conflict to exhibit high levels of security rights (categories 4 and 5) is only 

1%, the predicted probability for a non engaging state to obtain the same high levels of 

security rights is nearly 17%. Overall, countries that encounter civil conflict are less 

likely than those who stay absent from engaging in any form of civil conflict to achieve 

higher levels of security rights observance. These results illustrate that in general, the 

presence of civil conflict is an important factor in explaining a government's practices 

towards security rights, as states involved in a civil conflict are less likely than states 

that are not involved in civil conflict to achieve higher levels of security rights. 

 

An examination of the influence of the presence of international conflict on the 

predicted probability of change in the level of respect for security rights proposes 

equivalent results to those proposed by a civil conflict. Table 5.10 and Figure 5.13 

below illustrate the differences in the predicted probabilities of a government's level of 

security rights, accounting for the presence of international war involvement. The level 

of a state’s engagement or not in international conflict is considered to illustrate the 

influence of international war upon the predicted probability of change in security 

rights. Therefore, holding all other variables at their mean values, the change in the 

predicted probabilities of respect for security rights are calculated as the differences 

between the predicted probabilities when the international war variable varies from its 

minimum value of zero, indicating the absence of international war to its maximum 

value of two, indicating that a country is involved in a major conflict, in which there 

have been more than 1000 battle related deaths per year.  

 
Table 5.10 The Influence of the Presence of International Conflict on the Predicted 
Probability of Government Change in Observance of Security Rights 

Predicted Probability 
Government Security Rights Absence of 

International conflict  
Presence of 
International Conflict  

Change 

Pr(y=systematic abuse|x) 0.004 0.016 0.012 

Pr(y=extensive abuse|x) 0.096 0.305 0.209 
Pr(y=common abuse|x) 0.770 0.645 -0.125 

Pr(y=limited abuse|x) 0.126 0.033 -0.093 

Pr(y=rare abuse|x) 0.004 0.001 -0.003 

*The dependent variable is an ordinal variable ranging from 1 (systematic abuse), where human 
rights are highly oppressed, to 5 (rare abuse), where human rights are highly observed. 
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Figure 5.13 Predicted Probability: Security Rights by the Presence of International 
Conflict 

 

 

The above Table 5.10 illustrates that the presence of international conflict in a state is 

seemingly associated with an increased level in the likelihood that a government will be 

inclined to become more repressive against its citizens in the presence of external 

conflict. Furthermore, Table 5.10 suggests that there is a wide variance in the level of 

security rights between states who are involved in international conflict and those who 

abstain from participating in any kind of international war. The last column shows that 

states involved in an international conflict are less likely than those who remain far 

from engaging in any international conflict to fall in the highest categories (level 4 and 

5) for security rights, and are more likely than states encountering any international 

conflict to fall in the lowest categories (level 1 and 2). In the presence of international 

war, a state has approximately a 22% greater likelihood of falling in the lowest 

categories (level 1 and 2) on security rights than in the absence of international conflict, 

whereas a state in the position of peace has approximately a 10% greater likelihood of 

falling in the highest two categories (level 4 and 5) on security rights. Moreover, the 

predicted probability of falling in the lowest categories (systematic to extensive abuse) 

for security rights is around 10% in a state that is not encountering any sort of 
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International conflict, whereas it is around 32% in a state that is engaging in 

International war. Likewise, while the predicted probability for states engaging in an 

International conflict to exhibit high levels of security rights (categories 4 and 5) is 

about 3%, the predicted probability for a non engaging state to obtain the same high 

levels of security rights is nearly 13%. In general, countries that encounter International 

conflict are less likely than those who abstain from engaging in any International 

conflict to achieve higher levels of security rights observance. These results illustrate 

that in general, the presence of International conflict is an important determinant in 

explaining government practices towards security rights, as states involved in an 

International conflict are less likely than states not involved in a conflict to achieve 

higher levels of security rights. 

 

Finally, examining the effect of changes in the independent variables on the predicted 

probability of change in the dependent variable illustrates that a religious minority has a 

positive and fairly strong impact on a state’s level of security rights observance. 

Previous empirical literature such as the study of Price (1996, 2002) shows that there 

exists a strong, positive relationship between the presence of a minority religious group 

and the protection of civil liberties in the predominantly Muslim countries, but this 

strong relationship did not hold when combining both developing nations and Muslim 

countries together. It also did not hold when testing the relationship between the 

presence of religious minority in a country and the protection of human rights. Thus, 

Price (1996, p.249) concluded that minority religious groups in Islamic countries are 

treated no better or worse than those in other developing nations. In this sense, the 

multivariate analysis of this thesis shows that this relationship holds for countries of the 

Arab world as explained above. To further investigate this significant relationship, the 

effect of changes in the presence of a minority religious group on the predicted 

probability of change in the level of respect for security rights are calculated and 

reported in Table 5.11 and graphically illustrated in Figure 5.14 below. Holding all 

other variables at their mean values, the change in the predicted probabilities of security 

rights observance are calculated as the differences between the predicted probabilities 

when the religious minority variable varies from its minimum value of zero, meaning 

that there exists no minority religious group in a country, to its maximum value of one, 

indicating that at least, 5% of a country’s population consists of a religious minority. 



 

 

 151 

Countries that recorded a score of one across the entire time period included in the 

analysis are (Djibouti, Egypt, Jordan, Kuwait, Lebanon, Oman, Sudan Syria). Other 

countries also recorded as having a religious minority in certain years only, include 

(Bahrain, Iraq, Qatar, and UAE). 

 

Table 5.11 The Influence of the Presence of Religious Minority on the Predicted 
Probability of Government Change in Observance of Security Rights 

Predicted Probability 
Government Security Rights 

No Religious Minority  Presence of Religious 
Minority 

Change 

Pr(y=systematic abuse|x) 0.005 0.003 -0.002 

Pr(y=extensive abuse|x) 0.127 0.087 -0.040 

Pr(y=common abuse|x) 0.770 0.767 -0.003 
Pr(y=limited abuse|x) 0.095 0.138 0.043 

Pr(y=rare abuse|x) 0.003 0.005 0.002 

*The dependent variable is an ordinal variable ranging from 1 (systematic abuse), where human 
rights are highly oppressed, to 5 (rare abuse), where human rights are highly observed. 

 

Figure 5.14 Predicted Probability: Security Rights by the Presence of Religious 
Minority 
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Obviously, the presence of a minority religious group is related to an increased level in 

the probability that a state will become less repressive when a country has diverse 

religious groups. There is a small gap in the level of security rights between states who 

have different religious minority groups and those who do not. The last column shows 

that a country with the presence of a minority religious group is more likely than those 

who lack such religious diversity in their population to fall in the highest categories 

(level 4 and 5) for security rights, with a difference of 5% in favour of the presence of a 

religious minority. Also, the existence of religious minorities in a state reduces the 

chances of falling in the lowest categories (level 2 and 1) for security rights by around 

4%. Moreover, in the absence of a religious minority, a state has approximately a 14% 

greater likelihood of falling in the lowest categories (level 1 and 2) on security rights 

than a country with the presence of a religious minority, whereas with the presence of a 

religious minority, states have nearly an 9% chance of falling in the same lowest 

categories (level 1 and 2). Additionally, while the predicted probability of falling in the 

highest categories (Level 4 and 5) for security rights is around 15% when a religious 

minority exists in a state, it is about 10% for a state that is predominantly Muslim. In 

general, these results demonstrate that the presence of a religious minority is a 

moderately important determinant in explaining levels of respect for security rights in 

the Arab world, as states who have minority religious groups are more likely than that 

who do not to exhibit higher levels of security rights. Yet, its effect on the protection of 

security rights is less than the effect of other control variables or the main variable of 

interest discussed above.  

 

Marginal Effects 

Utilising the ordered logit model offered so far yields important statistical results that 

help in demonstrating the direction of the independent and control variables and their 

statistical significance. In addition, the predicted probability is employed as a useful 

method to further interpret the ordered logit results. Apart from using the predicted 

probability, marginal effects is another method that can also be employed to reach the 

maximum amount of detail that can be derived from the ordered logit findings. 

Marginal effects mainly, calculate the impact that each of the significant variables has 

on the odds of increasing a government's respect for security rights (Richards, Gelleny, 
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and Sacko, 2001, p.232). The next few pages analyse the marginal effects of the core 

independent and control variables that are significant to a state’s level of respect for 

security rights.  

 

The relationship between the most important independent variables and respect for 

security rights are further investigated using marginal effects. Figure 5.15 illustrates the 

impact that each of the statistically significant variables from the comprehensive Model 

has on the odds of affecting levels of security rights. While the statistically significant 

variables are illustrated across the X-axis, the impact that each of these variables has on 

the odds of the level of security rights observance are displayed along the Y-axis. 

Numbers above the horizontal bars indicate the actual marginal effect of each variable. 

The horizontal line at 1.0 on the Y-axis signifies no substantial effect on changing the 

odds of the level of respect for security rights. Marginal effects are basically 

exponentiated ordered logit coefficients (Richards et. al., 2001, p.232). As an example, 

an ordered logit coefficient of 0.00 implies that an indicator has no effect on the 

dependent variable, because the result of the exponentiate or the inverse logarithm of 

that variable is equivalent to a marginal effect of 1.00. Thus, a change in a variable with 

an impact of 1.0 indicates that the odds exhibit no change or remain the same. 

Therefore, an increase in a variable with an impact above 1.0 increases the odds of the 

level of security rights, while an increase in a variable with an impact below 1.0 

decreases the odds of the level of security rights. Ultimately, at 1.0, the impact of a 

variable neither increases nor decreases the odds of the level of security rights.  
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Figure 5.15 Impact on the Odds of Affecting the Level of Security Rights 

 

 

Recall that the lagged endogenous variable is the strongest predictor of the realisation of 

security rights. This variable therefore has the greatest positive impact on security 

rights. The results from utilising marginal effects shows that with a one unit change in 

the level of this indicator, the odds of the level of security rights are 10.81 times higher 

than without this change in the level of past security rights observance. However, for 

the purpose of graphical illustration, this variable is not presented in the above figure. 

As can be seen from Figure 5.15, there are three indicators with positive impacts above 

1.0, meaning that they increase the odds of the level of security rights. The level of a 

state’s involvement in the Bretton Woods System appears to have the greatest positive 

impact on security rights. This result can be interpreted as a one unit change in the level 

of this indicator, the odds of the level of security rights are 2.08 times higher than 

without this change in the level of a state’s involvement in the Bretton Woods System. 

The existence of a religious minority in a country has the second greatest positive 

impact on the level of security rights. With a one unit change in the level of this 

indicator, the odds of the level of security rights are 1.53 times higher than without this 

change in the level of a religious minority. The level of economic development shows 

the third greatest positive impact on the level of security rights, increasing the odds on 
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the level of security rights 1.36 times for every increase in the level of economic 

development. When comparing the positive impact of all the above indicators, the level 

of economic development indicator shows the weakest positive impact on determining 

the level of security rights. On the contrary, there are four indicators showing negative 

impacts, which reduce the odds on the level of security rights. The presence of civil 

conflict has the greatest influence on reducing the odds of the level of security rights, 

followed by the presence of international conflict and War on Terror alike, with Treaty 

density or the level of a state’s participation in the human rights regime being the 

weakest negative impact on decreasing odds on the level of security rights.  

 

In summary, the results from analysing the ordered logit model illustrate that two of the 

core independent variables of interest - Bretton Woods System and treaty density – 

provide mixed and conflicting impacts on the level of respect for security rights. With 

the former variable maintaining a positive impact on security rights and the latter 

continues to negatively harm these rights. With regards to the control variables, while 

the level of economic development and the presence of a minority religious group in a 

country shows a strong positive influence on the level of respect for security rights, the 

other variables that continue to negatively impact security rights are the presence of 

civil conflict, the presence of international conflict, and War on Terror. Three core 

independent variables (FDI, trade openness, and Internet usage) and seven control 

variables (the level of democracy, the level of economic development growth, 

population density, population growth, U.S. aid, and ethnicity) demonstrate no 

significant impact on the level of security rights observance.    

 

The above findings indicate that both economic and political globalisation are important 

determinants in explaining government practices towards security rights, as the Bretton 

Woods System has favourable effects on security rights of the citizens in participating 

states, and the international human rights regime has devastating influences on security 

rights of the citizens in signing or ratifying states. On the contrary, social globalisation 

has no influence on these rights at least in the near future, with no empirical indication 

that shows strong effects over time. Now, do these facets of globalisation have the same 
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effect on subsistence rights of citizens? The next section of this chapter examines the 

effect any globalisation has on subsistence rights observance.    

 

5.5.2 Multivariate Analysis of Globalisation and Subsistence Rights 

The following section explores the relationship between globalisation and subsistence 

rights, or physical quality of life index as they are normally called. While the first 

section deals with the multivariate analysis of globalisation and security rights, this 

section addresses the multivariate analysis of globalisation and subsistence rights. In 

contrast to the ordered logit model utilised in the last sections for security rights, the 

OLS model is utilised in the analysis for the second dependent variable herein. 

However, time series cross-section (TSCS) data utilising OLS encounters problems of 

autocorrelation and heteroskedasticity.  

 

The presence of autocorrelation and heteroskedasticity in pooled data of this kind 

causes major problems that violate OLS assumptions and affect its efficiency. While 

autocorrelation problems arise from the fact that the cases or observations on units may 

not be independent over time (Beck and Katz, 1995, p.635-637; Stimson, 1985, p.918), 

the problem of heteroskedasticity appears because ‘some units are inherently more 

variable than others at all times’ (Stimson, 1985, p.919). In order to determine whether 

the OLS assumption of homoskedasticity is threatened, a Breusch- Pagan (1979) test 

has been performed, and the results showed evidence of heteroskedasticity. As for the 

problem of autocorrelation, a test in panel data models proposed by Wooldridge (2002) 

also indicated the presence of serial correlation.  

 

In this sense, Beck & Katz (1995, p.635) suggested an econometric method for dealing 

with TSCS designs that correct for both panel heteroskedasticity and spatial 

contemporaneous autocorrelation. This method is a mixture of OLS parameter estimates 

with panel-corrected standard errors (PCSE). Thus, due to the temporal and spatial 

characteristics of the data, the below analysis is obtained by employing this 

methodology. Further, a lagged dependent variable is included as a suitable method that 

serves to control for the effects of autocorrelation as well as for comparison reasons. A 

prior test of all models without the lagged dependent variable demonstrates the presence 
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of autocorrelation. However, after including the lagged dependent variable, the 

Wooldridge (2002) test confirms no serial correlation. Thus, controlling for such a 

problem was handled by the inclusion of the lagged dependent variable. Additionally, 

similar to security rights, and for the purpose of comparison, some models in the 

following analysis for subsistence rights are intentionally refrained from using the 

lagged dependent variable. In order to address any problem of potential serial 

autocorrelation within each panel, these models are estimated by utilising a panel-

specific AR(1) process, as suggested by Achen’s (2000, p.20). 

 

Accordingly, the subsistence rights section of this thesis begins with presenting model 

one that contains only a base model, and includes only the five measures of 

globalisation in the regression analysis, followed by a more complex model that takes 

into account the indirect effects of globalisation on subsistence rights through the 

control variables. The analysis is then further extended by a third model, which is 

similar to the second one but with the inclusion of the lagged dependent variable. This 

last model, however, refrains from using economic development as a control variable as 

it is highly collinear with the lagged dependent variable with a correlation coefficient of 

r=0.78 (p=0.000). The following equation presents Model three: 

 

Subsistence Rightstij = α + β1 Subsistence Rights(t-1)j + β2 FDIij + β3 Trade Opennessij + 

β4 Bretton Woodsij + β5 Treaty Densityij + β6 Internet Usageij + β7 Democracyij + β8 

Economic Growthij + β9 Population Densityij + β10 Polulation Growthij + β11 Civil 

Conflictij + β12 International Conflictij + β13 War on Terrorij + β14 U.S. Aidij + β15 

Religious Minorityij + β16 Ethnicityij + εij 

 

Where ij represents country j at time t, α refers to the intercept for the equation, βn is the 

regression coefficient for variable n, and eij is the error term for country j at time t.  

 

The results from the multivariate analysis on the relationship between globalisation and 

subsistence rights are reported in Table 5.12.  

 



 158 

 

Table 5.12 OLS Models Estimates of the effects of Globalisation on Subsistence 
Rights in the Arab World, 1976-2011 

Variables Base Model 
(I) 

No Lag Model 
(II) 

Comprehensive Model 
(III) 

Foreign Direct Investment  0.005 0.001 -0.005 
 (0.013) (0.018) (0.006) 
Trade Openness 0.001 0.006 0.000 
 (0.004) (0.006) (0.001) 
Bretton Woods System  1.785** 1.492* -0.188** 
 (0.602) (0.616) (0.062) 
Treaty Density 1.159* 1.898** 0.123** 
 (0.505) (0.608) (0.045) 
Internet Users 0.111*** -0.015 -0.004 
 (0.031) (0.033) (0.002) 
Democracy  -0.046 -0.011 
  (0.114) (0.017) 
Economic Development   8.285*** ----- 
  (0.373) ----- 
Economic Growth  -0.024*** 0.003 
  (0.007) (0.003) 
Population Density  0.020*** -0.000** 
  (0.004) (0.000) 
Population Growth  -0.118 0.041** 
  (0.063) (0.013) 
Civil Conflict  0.162 -0.225** 
  (0.230) (0.081) 
International Conflict  0.038 -0.042 
  (0.212) (0.074) 
War On Terror  2.336** -0.364** 
  (0.904) (0.115) 
U.S. Aid  -0.000 0.000 
  (0.000) (0.000) 
Religious Minority  0.804 -0.024 
  (0.651) (0.043) 
Ethnicity  -1.912*** 0.126 
  (0.580) (0.080) 
Subsistence Rights t-1  ----- 0.994*** 
  ----- (0.003) 
Constant 56.862*** -6.027 1.699*** 
 (2.631) (3.079) (0.313) 
Observations 702 702 685 
R-squared 0.622 0.949 0.998 
Wald chi2 24.309 971.345 821802.806 
Prob > chi2 0.000 0.000 0.000 
Robust standard errors are shown in parentheses; * p<0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p<0.001; two-tailed 
test 

 

Table 5.12 presents the results from the estimation of the level of government respect 

for subsistence rights by utilising the Physical Quality of Life Index PQLI in twenty 
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nations of the Arab world from 1976 to 2011. Based on the results in Table 5.12, the 

chi-square estimates indicate that each of these models as a whole performed well. 

Thus, in all three models, the chi-squared test is statistically significant, thereby 

allowing for the rejection of the null hypothesis. In addition, the R-squared indicates 

that the models explain approximately 62 to 99 percent of the variance in subsistence 

rights scores, which is a fairly good fit.   

 

In general, treaty density seems to be a determinant factor for subsistence rights. This 

indicator demonstrates statistical significance in all three models. Apart from that, 

involvement in the Bretton Woods System is statistically significant in all three models. 

Similar to security rights, trade openness shows no statistical significance in all models 

of subsistence rights. The FDI indicator, which is the measure of economic 

globalisation too, demonstratesno statistical significance in any of the models reported. 

Furthermore, similar to security rights, Internet usage, which represents the social 

globalisation aspect, demonstrates statistical significance only in the first model.  

 

In the base model located in the second column, which explores the direct effect of 

globalisation on subsistence rights, the coefficients of the Bretton Woods System, treaty 

density, and Internet usage are in the positive direction, meaning that increases in the 

level of any of these three measures of globalisation leads to higher levels of 

subsistence rights in the Arab world. In particular, involvement in the Bretton Woods 

System is the only measure among the other two of economic globalisation that 

demonstrates statistical significance and positively related to subsistence rights. 

Similarly, both measures of political globalisation (treaty density) and social 

globalisation (Internet usage) also show statistical significance. Both variables have a 

positive relationship with subsistence rights as well.   

 

The findings from the other two models (No lag and comprehensive) located in the third 

and fourth columns of Table 5.12 are somehow different. As noted above, and due to 

theoretical concerns, the economic development variable is excluded from the analysis 

in Model three. Yet, this indicator is included in Model two (No Lag Model) as there is 

no severe problem of multicollinearity between economic development and all other 
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explanatory variables. Thus, it is expected to see mixed results derived from both 

models. Also, both Models will be the main focus when comparing between the results 

obtained from previous analysis of security rights and results gathered from subsistence 

rights herein.  

 

Economic Globalisation 

As can be seen from Table 5.12, economic globalisation provides mixed findings 

concerning its influence on subsistence rights. In Model two, all three components of 

economic globalisation show a positive relationship with subsistence rights, with 

involvement in the Bretton Woods system being the only measure among the three to 

demonstrate statistical significance at the conventional confidence level. This indicates 

that the more a country is involved in the Bretton Woods System, the more likely it is to 

attain a higher level of subsistence rights, a result that is consistent with the one 

obtained from analysis of security rights. Also, this confirms the liberal argument that 

increases in a state’s level of integration in the global economy increases government’s 

respect for human rights.  

 

Though, once the lagged dependent variable is included in Model three, the variable of 

trade openness remains positively related to subsistence rights. However, the 

statistically insignificance result for trade openness does not change once the lagged 

dependent variable is added to model three. This indicates that neither increases nor 

decreases in levels of trade openness significantly lead to an influence on the levels of a 

government’s respect for subsistence rights in the Arab world. On the contrary, both 

measures of economic globalisation (FDI and Bretton Woods System) become 

negatively related to subsistence rights once the lagged dependent variable is included 

to the regression, with the Bretton Woods System continuing to hold its statistical 

significance. The reversed sign and the inconsistency in statistical significance in 

variables between Model two and three need an explanation. Achen (2000, p.20) argues 

that the inconsistent coefficients with reversed signs become possible when a lagged 

dependent variable is added to a regression. Also, when one or more lagged dependent 

variables are added as explanatory factors, the autoregressive terms take on strongly 

significant coefficients, which improve the fit but squash the effects of other variables. 
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To take the Bretton Woods System as an example, the liberal school of thought argues 

that a participating state in the global economy will improve observance of human 

rights. Thus, a strong positive relationship is expected. Recall that the Bretton Woods 

System demonstrated a fairly strong, positive correlation with the observance of 

subsistence rights, being r=0.351 (p=0.000). When the full regression was computed in 

Model two, these expectations were confirmed. Suppressing the intercept and the 

coefficients on other exogenous variables, the result was (R2= 0.95), and the Bretton 

Woods System strongly influenced subsistence rights with a coefficient of around 1.49. 

However, when controlled for lagged subsistence rights in Model three, again with the 

intercept and coefficients on other exogenous variables suppressed, the result was (R2= 

0.99). Yet, in this case, the effect of the Bretton Woods System retained its statistical 

significance, but it is bizarrely negative, indicating that the more a country involves 

itself in the Bretton Woods System, the less it will observe subsistence rights. Thus, it is 

important to remark on such a result when an autoregressive term has been added to a 

regression.  

 

According to Achen’s explanation above, the reversed sign in the coefficient of the 

Bretton Woods System pertains to the inclusion of the lagged dependent variable to the 

regression. This explanation due to the lagged effect has its merit. Yet, from a 

theoretical perspective, the negative relationship between the Bretton Woods System 

and subsistence rights supports the critical perspective that tends to deal with the 

contemporary phase of globalisation as an explicit threat to human rights. For instance, 

the IMF is being criticised for implementing the same approach to all borrowing nations 

forcing them to follow the same economic reforms, or structural adjustment programs 

regardless of the reality that local circumstances act unfavourably to their necessities 

(Abouharb & Cingranelli, 2007, p.116-117). 

 

Apart from the Bretton Woods System, OLS regression reports that neither FDI nor 

trade openness are statistically significant in Model two. This indicates that a country of 

the Arab world with either a greater or lower level of foreign direct investment relative 

to its GDP does not significantly affect its level of subsistence rights. This result is also 

consistent concerning similar effects of trade openness on subsistence rights. These 
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results contradict the findings from other studies. For instance, Milner (1998) found that 

global integration measured by trade openness has a positive significant influence on 

subsistence rights. He also found that the Bretton Woods System has no statistical 

significance. Once again, different samples produce different empirical findings 

concerning the impact of economic globalisation on subsistence rights. 

 

Similar to security rights, of all the measures of economic globalisation, the analysis 

results show that the influence of involvement in the Bretton Woods System on 

subsistence rights is the strongest. This relationship appears to be consistent with results 

from security rights across Models one and two. Moreover, and similar to security 

rights, this strong effect of the Bretton Woods System upon subsistence rights is in a 

positive direction in both models one and two, except for model three as its impact 

seems to be in the negative direction as discussed above. Recalling that globalisation in 

the security rights model appeared to act in several ways, in which it reflected its multi-

dimensional phase, and its influence was found to be inconsistent and unsteady across 

models. Also, within individual sub-facets of economic globalisation, all three sub-

categories influenced security rights differently. Consequently, the results from the 

subsistence rights model demonstrates that all economic globalisation measures have a 

positive relationship with subsistence rights in the first two models, and illustrate mixed 

results in the comprehensive model as shown in Table 5.12. 

 

Political Globalisation 

Moving to the second component of globalisation, the results from the OLS model 

contradict the interesting results obtained from security rights. In this sense, a state’s 

participation in international human rights agreements remains a determinant predictor 

for subsistence rights. Contrary to the security rights model, the empirical results 

demonstrate that a state’s participation in the international human rights regime has a 

positive relationship with subsistence rights. This result goes with the conventional 

wisdom that ratifiers or signatories to international human rights treaties are more 

willing to exhibit high levels of subsistence rights than non signatory states. Moreover, 

the level of state commitment to the international human rights agreements indicates 

statistical significance in both Models two and three. This means that states that ratify 
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international human rights treaties are more likely than others who do not ratify those 

agreements to increase their level of respect and further enhance their subsistence rights 

scores. This finding holds true across all of the models presented in Table 5.12, and is 

seemingly opposed to results obtained from security rights models. Furthermore, the 

results concerning the influence of political globalisation on subsistence rights reflect 

the contradicting effect of globalisation as a whole on human rights. Apparently the 

findings from political globalisation uphold the above results that all three measures of 

economic globalisation are positively related to subsistence rights (Models I and II), but 

contradict two of these measures in the comprehensive model as they established a 

negative relationship with subsistence rights. 

 

Social Globalisation 

The final independent variable of interest that is expected to influence subsistence rights 

is the use of the Internet. This variable describes the level of social globalisation in a 

state. Similar to security rights, there seems to be a direct relationship between the use 

of the Internet and subsistence rights as can be seen in the Base Model, it appears that 

this relationship fades away once the control variables are included in the regression. In 

both Models two and three, Internet usage shows no statistical significance at all. 

However, in Model two, Internet usage is negatively related to subsistence rights. Once 

the lagged dependent variable is added to the equation in Model three, the coefficient of 

Internet usage remains constant by holding its negative direction.  

 

The Control Variables 

As for the control variables, the level of economic development demonstrates a positive 

relationship with level of subsistence rights with statistical significance at the 0.01 

confidence level. As previously stated, there is a wide variance in the level of economic 

development across country-years in the Arab world, indicating that the countries of the 

Arab world are divided into countries with low and high levels of economic 

development. The coefficient result shows that high levels of economic development 

lead to improvement in a country’s ability to provide for basic human needs. 

Furthermore, its substantive influence is slightly high. The coefficient result indicates 

that for every unit increase in level of economic development, subsistence rights scores 



 164 

increase by approximately 8.29 units. Similar to the security rights Model, a state’s 

level of economic development is strongly associated with an increased level in the 

likelihood of strengthening a governments’ ability to provide for basic human needs 

once their economic standard level is improved. 

 

Figure 5.16 reports a number of considerable findings. First, it is clear that higher levels 

of economic development are positively associated with higher levels of subsistence 

rights in the Arab world region. Furthermore, there is a huge gap in the level of 

subsistence rights among states who score high levels of economic development and 

those who do not. For instance, Figure 5.16 below illustrates that the UAE records the 

highest level of economic development in the Arab world with a mean score of 10.4, 

and at the same time achieves high levels of subsistence rights with a mean score of 85. 

Yet, a state like Somalia exhibits the lowest mean scores in both economic development 

and subsistence rights, being approximately 5 and 23 respectively.  

 

Figure 5.16 The Scatter Plot of Mean Level of Economic Development Against 
Mean Subsistence Rights among Arab World Countries, 1976-2011. 
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In general, poor countries are less likely than wealthy states to achieve higher levels of 

subsistence rights. Moreover, the graphical distribution of the Arab states as it is shown 

in Figure 5.16 above illustrates that while some of the countries with the highest levels 

of economic development in the Arab world (UAE, Qatar, Kuwait, and Bahrain) 

achieved high levels of subsistence rights (85 and above), Others that fall in the same 

category of high levels of economic development, such as, Saudi Arabia, Libya, and 

Oman exhibited moderate levels in subsistence rights (mean level between 73 and 77). 

On the contrary, those with an average level of economic development below 7 (Egypt, 

Sudan, Mauritania, Djibouti, Yemen, and Somalia) demonstrated generally moderate to 

low levels of subsistence rights, being 62, 50, 47, 46, 45, and 23 respectively, with 

Somalia receiving the lowest scores for the entire period in the analysis. Also, those 

with moderate levels of economic development (Lebanon, Algeria, Jordan, Tunisia, 

Iraq, Syria, and Morocco) exhibited high levels of subsistence rights, being 82 for both 

Lebanon and Jordan, and moderate levels for each country of (Syria, Tunisia, Iraq, 

Algeria, and Morocco), being 80, 72, 68, 66, and 59 in constant order. Thus, there seem 

to be an observable relationship between economic development and the level of 

subsistence rights in the countries of the Arab world, as more affluent states are more 

likely than less affluent ones to achieve higher levels of subsistence rights. Previous 

studies confirm a strong and positive relationship between economic development and a 

country’s ability to provide for basic needs rights (Milner, 1999; Callaway, 2001). This 

finding from the relationship between economic development and subsistence rights 

agrees with those obtained from the security rights models.  

 

Additionally, of the eleven control variables hypothesised to influence subsistence 

rights in Model II, only six variables (democracy, population growth, civil conflict, 

international conflict, U.S. Aid, and religious minority) have effectively no influence on 

a country’s respect for subsistence rights. To elaborate, the level of democracy 

demonstrates no statistical significance in Model two. Even when the lagged dependent 

variable is added to the equation in Model three, the insignificance coefficient does not 

change. Yet, democracy is negatively related to a state’s respect for subsistence rights in 

both models. This indicates that the assumption concerning the existence of a positive 

relationship between democracy and respect for subsistence rights does not find any 

support in the Arab world. This finding opposes the result of previous work in this field 
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(Moon, 1991; Milner, 2002). Not surprisingly, the data shows that approximately 83% 

of the countries included in the analysis receive the lowest possible score for 

democracy, which originally ranged from zero to ten. There are nine countries who 

score zero on the democracy scale and often achieve high levels of subsistence rights 

with an index of (90) and above. Thus, previous authors’ conclusion on the relationship 

between democracy and basic needs rights does not hold true in the Arab world.  

 

Similar to the impact of the democracy variable, international conflict, U.S. aid, and 

religious minority indicators show no influence on a country’s respect for subsistence 

rights in both models. However, both population growth and civil conflict variables 

demonstrate statistical significance in Model three in which the lagged dependent 

variable is added to the regression. Similar to security rights, the result concerning the 

impact of civil war is statistically significant at the 0.01 confidence level, and negatively 

related to subsistence rights, which indicates that as internal conflict increases, so does a 

state’s inclination to overlook observance of subsistence rights. Furthermore, the 

coefficient result shows that the presence of civil war influence leads to a deterioration 

of subsistence rights (b coefficient = -0.225). This means that for every unit increase in 

civil conflict, an approximately quarter of a unit decrease in the subsistence rights scale 

is predicted, with other variables in the model holding constant. Lastly, the data shows 

that during the last three decades and a half, there are almost five Arab states (Algeria, 

Iraq, Somalia, Sudan) that heavily engaged in either uninterrupted or intermittent civil 

war, which brutally impacted on both levels of security and subsistence rights.  

 

The result concerning the influence of population growth is statistically significant and 

positively associated with subsistence rights in model three. The coefficient result 

shows that rapid rates of population growth lead to improving a country’s ability to 

provide for basic human needs. Nonetheless, its substantive influence is slightly 

unimportant. With a coefficient of 0.04, the influence of population growth on 

observance of subsistence rights is negligible to the extent that it would take 

approximately a 25 % annual increase in national population to lead to a one unit 

change on the subsistence rights score. Knowing that, the maximum change in rates of 

population growth in any Arab world’s state during the time period included in the 
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analysis is around 18.5 percent (Qatar in 2007), which is still less than the actual 25% 

needed to lead to a one unit change on subsistence rights score. Obviously, population 

growth has no substantive effect on levels of subsistence rights. Furthermore, this result 

confirms the previous findings for security rights that there exists a positive influence of 

population growth on respect for security rights in the Arab world. Still, none of the 

results support the assumption that population growth has a substantive impact on levels 

of respect for both types of rights. In this sense, Milner (1998) found that population 

growth has no effect on subsistence rights. On the contrary, the findings for the Arab 

world region concerning the influence of population growth on subsistence rights 

oppose Callaway’s (2001) conclusions that rapid rates of population growth are 

detrimental to a country’s ability to provide for basic human needs. With regards, to the 

influence on security rights, the results for the sample of the Arab world find no support 

for Henderson’s (1993) conclusions that rapid rates of increase in population lead to 

greater levels of repression, but agree with other findings (Poe et. al., 1999; Poe and 

Tate, 1994). Overall, population change affects subsistence rights levels in an 

unimportant way. 

 

The remaining control variables present different findings. As all of these variables 

demonstrate statistical significance in model two, their performance either remains 

constant or breaks out once the lagged dependent variable is included in the analysis in 

model three. The influence of economic growth, ethnicity, population density, and War 

on Terror is statistically significant in Model two. The variable of economic growth 

illustrates a negative relationship with levels of subsistence rights, meaning that rapid 

rates of economic growth are detrimental to a country’s ability to provide for basic 

human needs. Nevertheless, its coefficient is rather small, indicating that a rapid 

economic growth rate of one percent per annum would decrease the subsistence rights 

index by only 0.02. The findings for the Arab world region herein, contest Milner’s 

(1998) conclusions that economic growth does not affect levels of subsistence rights, 

but support those of Callaway’s (2001) for a global sample. Likewise, The existence of 

ethnic groups in a country is negatively related to level of subsistence rights, indicating 

that the presence of ethnicity in a country lead to lower levels of subsistence rights. 

However, the statistical significance for both previous indicators fades away, as the 

lagged endogenous variable is included in the analysis in Model three.  
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On the contrary, population density and War on Terror variables remain statistically 

significant in both models. Though, both variables are positively related to respect for 

subsistence rights in Model two, both become negatively associated with subsistence 

rights in Model three. Although the findings regarding the influence of population 

density is statistically significant in Model three, its substantive effect is negligible in 

determining levels of respect for subsistence rights in the Arab world’s countries. The 

coefficient in this model indicates that for every unit increase in population density, 

subsistence rights scores decrease by only 0.0004 units. Despite sensible arguments a 

number of previous studies suggest that population level should have an impact on basic 

human needs (Milner, 1998; Callaway, 2001), the result from Model three falls short in 

showing such an impact. Yet, Model two demonstrates this effect as the coefficient for 

population density indicates that the addition of a one person per square kilometre of 

land area in a country would increase the subsistence rights scale by 0.02, other factors 

in the model held constant. In contrast to the impact of population density in Model 

three above and in security rights models, countries with a larger population density are 

more likely to exhibit higher levels of subsistence rights. This result is consistent with 

previous research (Callaway, 2001), who found that population size is positively related 

to subsistence rights in developing countries.   

 

Unlike security rights, the variable of War on Terror demonstrates statistical 

significance. While the relationship between War on Terror and the provision of a state 

to provide basic human needs is in the negative direction in Model three, it is in the 

positive direction in Model two. Recall that the variable of War on Terror is utilised to 

capture government practices towards human rights in two eras: pre and post-September 

11 attack in 2011. Consequently, each year from 1976 to 2000 is given a score of zero 

to denote the absence of WOT, and from 2001 to 2011 is coded as a one to indicate the 

presence of WOT. Furthermore, the preliminary analysis demonstrates that in contrast 

to security rights, subsistence rights overall have improved since 1976. There is a steady 

increase in subsistence rights records in the region as a whole from the beginning of this 

time period to its end in 2011. Thus, the positive sign for the coefficient of War on 

Terror in Model two mainly reflects the constant increase in subsistence rights over 

time. Additionally, using a two-tail test, this result is statistically significant and 
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indicates that the WOT era leads to improvement in a state’s level of subsistence rights, 

a result that went against the original expectations of a negative relationship between 

the two variables. If a one-tailed test were used, this result would not be considered 

statistically significant at all. In Model three; however, the result concerning the 

influence of WOT is statistically significant and negatively associated with subsistence 

rights. The coefficient result shows that the WOT era leads to diminishing a country’s 

ability to provide for basic human needs. Due to the inclusion of a lagged dependent 

variable in Model three, it is expected that the WOT variable is influenced by the 

inclusion of the lagged dependent variable. Yet, the findings concerning a negative 

relationship between WOT and subsistence rights supports those for security rights 

Models.   

 

Finally, the lagged dependent variable, subsistence rights t-1, has a positive and 

significant effect on current levels of subsistence rights. The inclusion of the lagged 

dependent variable on the right side of the equation serves as a method of correcting for 

the serial correlation present in time series data of this kind. However, the substantive 

importance of the strong coefficient for the lagged endogenous variable has its merit. It 

indicates that the individual country scores on a state’s ability to observe subsistence 

rights do not change easily or rapidly. As expected, this result is consistent with 

previous research (Milner, 1998). Apparently, the influence of previous levels of 

subsistence rights is an important determinant of those occurring at the current time.  

 

To sum up, with the exception of model three that injects the lagged dependent variable 

on the right side of the equation, the results from analysing the OLS models illustrate 

that two of the statistically significantly core independent variables of interest - the 

Bretton Woods System and treaty density – offer similar and identical influences on the 

level of subsistence rights, with both variables maintaining a positive impact on 

subsistence rights. Similar to security rights, controlling for other variables, the other 

components of globalisation appear to have no impact on subsistence rights.  With 

regards to the control variables, while the level of economic development in a country 

and the presence of a War on Terror show a strong positive influence on the level of 

subsistence rights, the other variables that continue to have a negative impact on 
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subsistence rights are economic growth and ethnicity. Population level has a positive 

impact on subsistence rights but proved to be insubstantial. Three core independent 

variables (FDI, trade openness, and Internet usage) as well as six control variables (the 

level of democracy, population growth, civil conflict, international conflict, U.S. aid, 

and religious minority) demonstrated no significant impact on a state’s ability to 

provide for basic needs rights. 

 

Consequently, the results from the above analysis show that while some aspects of 

globalisation has positively influenced subsistence rights; the others illustrated no 

impact at all. Hence, one can conclude that the more a country is economically and 

politically integrated, the more likely it will be to guarantee subsistence rights, a 

conclusion that tends to support the liberal argument at least at this stage. Moreover, the 

previous findings show that the measures of the three facets of globalisation behave in 

different ways concerning their influence on a states’ ability to provide for basic needs 

rights. To assure that the findings above are preserved, and to act in accordance with the 

multi-dimensional proposition of the globalisation concept, section 6.2 in the Chapter 6 

aims to analyse each component of globalisation in turn. Hence, one can determine if 

each component of globalisation acts or behaves differently than the other.  

 

The below Figure  5.17 summarises the empirical findings illustrating the correlational 

direction and level of significance for each hypothesised relationship.      
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Figure  5.17 A Model Showing Causal Relationships between all Variables and 
both Types of Rights 
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Source: author’s own figure based on Model II in Tables 5.5 and 5.12. Bold lines indicate 
statistical significance (p<0.05), the dashed lines indicate insignificant relationship 
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5.6 Conclusion 

The debate over the potential impact of globalisation on human rights stems from two 

main competitive theories; the neo liberal school of thought and dependency or critical 

perspective, with the first school arguing in favour of promoting human rights as a 

result of a state’s integration into the international political economy, while the contrary 

is the most feasible outcome for such action of integration according to the critical 

perspective. Likewise, several countries and regions around the world have witnessed 

various levels of protests against global financial institutions such as the IMF and the 

World Bank accusing them of imposing economic policies that undermine local 

development and add to the level of poverty in those countries. Thus, while this debate 

perpetuated the interests of each perspective with no sign that it is going to fade away, 

Chapter Five came to present an empirical analysis that in the first place put both 

arguments to the test, and secondly, take the discussion beyond the subjectiveness that 

each school poses. 

 

Consequently, Chapter Five was developed in an attempt to answer the question of 

whether or not a state’s level of integration influences its level of respect for basic 

human rights, and in what direction. Are states that are more economically, politically, 

and socially integrated more likely to respect their citizens’ rights than those who are 

less integrated? As a result, several statistical models were employed to test the size and 

strength of hypothesised relationships. In general, the results confirm that globalisation 

does in fact influence a state’s observance of security rights and its’ ability to provide 

basic human needs. However, the type of influence and its direction were limited to 

certain aspects of globalisation as the analysis showed that other components have no 

influence at all. While the preliminary analysis in this chapter indicates that all the 

primary variables of interest are statistically significant and positively related to level of 

subsistence rights, only the variables of trade openness, Bretton Woods, and the use of 

the Internet are statistically significant and positively associated with level of respect for 

security rights, with FDI having little and a negative influence and interestingly, treaty 

density indicates a statistically significant negative relationship with security rights (see 

Table 5.4). Yet, the initial analysis endeavoured to not build any conclusion based on 

these results, as this was the aim of the multivariate analysis. 
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Accordingly, the multivariate analysis is combined to include the main variables of 

interest as well as the control variables. Ordered logit regression with robust standard 

errors is utilised to test the influence of globalisation on security rights. As for 

subsistence rights, OLS with panel corrected standard errors is employed as the most 

appropriate estimator for this type of dependent variable. The usage of two different 

estimators reflects the ordinal nature of the first dependent variable (security rights) as 

discussed previously. Recalling that the discussion concerning the results from 

analysing the impact of the independent variables of interest and the control variables 

on levels of subsistence rights always attempted to compare these results with those 

obtained from the analysis of security rights. Although the previous discussion pointed 

out the differences and similarities between the effects of the independent and control 

variables on security rights and subsistence rights, this conclusion aims not to repeat 

these differences or similarities, but to offer a summary of the potential effects that each 

of these variables has on the level of basic human rights in the Arab world. This 

summary can help the reader in a more simplistic manner to identify which variable is 

important in determining the level of respect for basic human rights in the Arab world 

from 1976 to 2011. In addition to the above Figure  5.17, Tables 5.13 and 5.14 below 

presents summary of the significant effects of all variables included in the study on 

basic human rights. This table is constructed based on the results from the 

comprehensive models (Models III) in the multivariate analysis on both security rights 

and subsistence rights shown in Tables 5.5 and 5.12, respectively. Another identical 

summary table is created for the purpose of comparison, but this time it is based on the 

results from Models II (No lagged model) in Tables 5.5, and 5.12 that represent the 

multivariate analysis on both security rights and subsistence rights respectively. A 

summary of the significant effects of all variables is reported in Tables 5.13 and 5.14 

below.  
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Table 5.13 Summary of Variables Significance on Basic Human Rights Based on 
Models III in Tables 5.5 and 5.12   
Variable Security Rights Subsistence Rights 
Foreign Direct Investment Net Inflows (% 
GDP) 

Not Significant (-)  Not Significant (-)  

Trade Openness, Trade (% GDP) Not Significant (-)  Not Significant (+) 
Involvement in Bretton Woods System  Significant (+) Significant (-) 
Treaty Density Significant (-) Significant (+) 
Internet Users per person 100 Not Significant (+) Not Significant (-)  
Democracy  Not Significant (+) Not Significant (-)  
Economic Development  Significant (+) Significant (+) 
Economic Growth Not Significant (+) Not Significant (+) 
Population Density Not Significant (-)  Significant (-) 
Population Growth Not Significant (+) Significant (+) 
Civil Conflict Significant (-) Significant (-) 
International Conflict Significant (-) Not Significant (-)  
War On Terror Significant (-) Significant (-) 
U.S. Aid Not Significant (-)  Not Significant (+) 
Religious Minority Significant (+) Not Significant (-)  
Ethnicity Not Significant (+) Not Significant (+) 
Security Rights t-1 Significant (+) ---------- 
Subsistence Rights t-1 ---------- Significant (+) 
(+)= Positive coefficient, (-)= Negative coefficient 
 

Table 5.14 Summary of Variables Significance on Basic Human Rights Based on 
Models II in Tables 5.5 and 5.12  
Variable Security Rights Subsistence Rights 
Foreign Direct Investment Net Inflows (% 
GDP) 

Not Significant (-)  Not Significant (+)  

Trade Openness, Trade (% GDP) Not Significant (-)  Not Significant (+) 
Involvement in Bretton Woods System  Significant (+) Significant (+) 
Treaty Density Significant (-) Significant (+) 
Internet Users per person 100 Not Significant (+) Not Significant (-)  
Democracy  Significant (+) Not Significant (-)  
Economic Development  Significant (+) Significant (+) 
Economic Growth Not Significant (-) Significant (-) 
Population Density Significant (-)  Significant (+) 
Population Growth Significant (+) Not Significant (-) 
Civil Conflict Significant (-) Not Significant (+) 
International Conflict Significant (-) Not Significant (+)  
War On Terror Significant (-) Significant (+) 
U.S. Aid Significant (-)  Not Significant (-) 
Religious Minority Significant (+) Not Significant (+)  
Ethnicity Not Significant (+) Not Significant (-) 
Security Rights t-1 ---------- ---------- 
Subsistence Rights t-1 ---------- ---------- 
(+)= Positive coefficient, (-)= Negative coefficient 
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Prior to concluding the results from the multivariate analysis, it is noteworthy to recall 

the hypotheses concerning the influence of the independent and the control variables on 

a state’s level of respect for basic human rights. Chapter Three hypothesised that a 

state’s level of economic, political, and social globalisation will affect both security 

rights and subsistence rights in the positive direction (H1, H2, and H3 respectively). As 

for the control variables, level of democracy (H4), and economic development (H5) are 

proposed to have a positive influence on these rights. On the contrary, population 

density (H8), population growth (H9), civil and international conflicts (H10 and H11), 

War on Terror (H12), and U.S. aid (H13) are assumed to have a negative influence on 

both types of rights. Although these hypotheses pointed in a certain direction, a decision 

was made to conduct two tailed tests for all estimates since past studies have reached 

dissimilar findings, and most importantly, the theories concerning the potential effect of 

most of these variables conflict with each other. Accordingly, the multivariate analysis 

for the potential impact of globalisation on basic human rights in the Arab world reveals 

several interesting results that will be summarise below.  

 

First, the multivariate analysis implies that economic globalisation shows mixed results 

in terms of its impact on both types of rights. Of all three measures of economic 

globalisation, the variable of Bretton Woods is the only measure to remain statistically 

significant after controlling for other important factors effecting basic human rights. 

Yet, involvement in the Bretton Woods System has a positive influence on security 

rights, and a negative impact on subsistence rights. On the contrary, there is no support 

for the hypotheses that both FDI and trade openness will affect the level of respect for 

both types of rights. In general, economic globalisation has a mixed influence. One the 

one hand, it has a positive relationship with level of respect for security rights, a result 

that agrees with the neoliberal perspective. One the other hand, it has a negative 

influence on a country’s ability to provide for basic needs rights, a result that contradicts 

the neoliberal perspective but supports the critical argument as well as several protest 

movements that link the local deterioration in level of poverty in a country to the 

austerity measures that are conditionally imposed from economic global institutions. 

However, this result become ineffective when we consider model two that excludes the 

inclusion of the lagged dependent variable. 
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Furthermore, the effect of involvement in Bretton Woods on both types of rights is 

fairly strong. The marginal effect of the Bretton woods variable indicates that the 

substantive effect of such findings is the greatest upon level of security rights compared 

to all other variables. For subsistence rights, the comprehensive model (Model III) 

shows that for every unit increase in the Bretton Woods system, an approximately 0.19 

decrease in level of subsistence rights is expected. Yet, Model II indicates that a one 

unit increase in this variable would result in approximately a 1.5 point increase in a 

state’s level of subsistence rights.  

 

The second finding in this chapter suggests that the effects of a state’s participation in 

the international human rights regime exhibits a mixed influence on both types of rights. 

The analysis from the ordered logit model and the marginal effect indicate that treaty 

density is a detrimental factor for a state’s level of respect for security rights. On the 

contrary, once other factors affecting subsistence rights are controlled, the multivariate 

analysis in both Models II and III implies that the treaty density has a substantive and 

strong positive effect.  

 

Finally, the third component of globalisation exhibits no impact on both dependent 

variables. While the analysis from the direct relationship between both types of rights 

and a state’s level of social globalisation indicates statistical significance and a positive 

effect, the multivariate analysis shows no such statistical significance for these types of 

rights. In addition to its weak coefficient, the variable of Internet usage is in the positive 

direction with security rights and in the opposite direction with subsistence rights. 

 

The above Tables 5.13 and 5.14 also summarise the significant effect of the control 

variables included in this study. As one can see, level of democracy does not have any 

influence on both types of rights. Furthermore, its coefficient is in the positive direction 

with security rights and in the negative direction with subsistence rights. Yet, it 

indicates a strong and positive effect on security rights once the lagged dependent 

variable is dropped from the regression (see Table 5.14). With regard to the second 

control variable (economic development), although it is excluded from Model III of 

subsistence rights due to the presence of collinearity, its potential effect is estimated 
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from Table 8.4 on subsistence rights as shown in the Appendix. As a result, the 

economic development variable demonstrates a strong and positive influence on both 

types of rights. Its influence remains constant even after the exclusion of the lagged 

dependent variable (Table 5.13). The variables of population density and population 

growth are statistically significant only on subsistence rights, with population density 

having a negative effect and population growth a positive effect. Yet, their substantive 

effect are negligible in determining levels of respect for subsistence rights in the Arab 

world countries. On the contrary, once the lagged variable is dropped, the variable of 

population growth becomes statistically insignificant but has a negative effect on 

subsistence rights. Similarly, population density also remains statistically significant but 

has a substantive and positive effect. 

 

Likewise, the presence of international conflict and religious minority groups both have 

a strong effect only on security rights, but their directional effects are not alike. While it 

is positive in the presence of religious minority groups in a country, it is negative in the 

presence of international conflict. Apart from the variables of civil conflict and War on 

Terror, none of the other remaining control variables have any influence on both types 

of rights. As it is shown in Table 5.13, these two variables have a statistically and 

substantively strong impact on security rights and subsistence rights. Finally, the lagged 

dependent variable, security rightst-1, exhibits a strong impact on current records of 

security rights. This result supports the findings of numerous past studies in this field. 

With regards to subsistence rights, its lagged variable has a tremendous influence on 

current levels of subsistence rights. These results are similar to those of Milner (1998) 

who also uses subsistence rights as a lagged dependent variable. 

 

The above comparison indicates that globalisation influences both types of rights 

differently. This can be seen from the two ways of influence of political globalisation. It 

has a substantively statistically significant impact on both types of rights. Yet it is 

positive in the case of subsistence rights and negative in the case of security rights. 

Likewise, the influence of involvement in the Bretton Woods System appears to behave 

in two conflicting patterns. While participation in Bretton Woods institutions can 
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strongly improve a state’s level of respect for security rights, it seems that it deteriorates 

a country’s ability to provide for basic human needs. 

 

Another finding in this chapter suggests that there is no one trend on how the control 

variables influence both types of rights, as some variables exhibit a similar influence 

while others behave differently. For instance, the variable of democracy level lacks any 

influence on both types of rights, but the level of economic development in a country 

proves to be a determinant factor in explaining the level of security rights as well as 

subsistence rights in an Arab state, as wealthy states are more likely than poor states to 

exhibit higher levels of security rights, and greater levels of subsistence rights. On the 

other hand, other control variables show a strong influence on one type of rights with no 

indication that the same influence might apply to the other type of rights. This can be 

seen from the strong impact exhibited by only security rights from the variables of 

international conflict, and religious minority. Similarly, population density and 

population growth exhibit a strong influence on subsistence rights only. 

 

Moreover, the previous findings show that the measures of the three facets of 

globalisation behave in different ways concerning their influence on a states’ ability to 

provide for basic needs rights. In this respect, to ensure that the findings above are 

preserved, and to comply with the definition that globalisation is multi-dimensional, the 

following Chapter 6 considers analysing each facet of globalisation alone. The analysis 

aims to determine if each component of globalisation acts or behaves differently than 

the other. It also intends to examine if the independent variables of interest as well as 

the control variables behave differently for a sub-region of the entire sample. Lastly, it 

will test the argument that globalisation’s influence on both types of rights will take 

place as time passes. 
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Chapter 6                                                                                 

Data Analysis and Interpretation (2) 
 
6.1 Introduction 

Chapter 5 presented several models to test the influence of globalisation on human 

rights in the Arab world based on bivariate and multivariate statistical analysis. Yet, it 

suggested the significant of pursuing further tests that take into account the multi-

dimensional features of globalisation, minimising of the entire sample to sub-samples, 

and the lagging of globalisation indicators into several period of time. This chapter is 

taking these suggestions considerably and proceeds in similar manner to that of Chapter 

5. The main reason for including this further analysis in a separate chapter is to 

accommodate the length of each chapter in this thesis and to be consistent with all 

chapters.  

 
6.2 The multi-dimensional effect  

What is noteworthy is that the mixed results that past researchers have reached 

concerning the influence of globalisation on a government’s respect for human rights 

alter the need for investigating its diverse components and treat it as a multi 

dimensional process that can be disaggregated. In this sense, section 6.2 will examine 

the influences of each of the three facets of globalisation alone to see if each component 

of globalisation behaves differently than the other. Therefore, three models are proposed 

containing only one facet of globalisation and at the same time accounting for the 

control variables. As a result, the first is the economic model, which includes only the 

three measures of economic globalisation accounting for all the control variables. The 

second is the political model of globalisation that includes the measure of political 

globalisation (treaty density) accounting for all the control variables. The last model 

considers only the measure of social globalisation and accounts for the control 

variables. This section will be organised by each group of basic human rights, which 

includes the findings and their analysis.  

  
Security Rights 

The results for the entire sample are shown in Table 6.1. The chi-square and Mckelvey 

and Zavonia ‘s R2 both indicate that each of these three models is statistically 
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significantly different from zero. The first model, located in the second column, 

examines the relationship between the dependent variable and the three measures of 

economic globalisation (FDI, trade openness, Bretton Woods System). While foreign 

direct investment remains negatively related to security rights, the measure of trade 

openness reverses its relationship from being negatively associated with security rights 

in the comprehensive model to being positively related to personal integrity rights. This 

result indicates that increases in trade openness are associated with increases in the level 

of respect of security rights. However, this relationship remains statistically 

insignificant.  

 

The second model tests for the influences that political globalisation (treaty density) has 

on the level of security rights. In this model, treaty density or a states’ participation in 

international human rights agreements remains statistically significant and negatively 

associated with security rights similar to that in the comprehensive model, indicating 

that as states increase their involvement in international human rights regimes, so does 

their tendency to use repression. The last model in last column examines the 

relationship between social globalisation measured by Internet usage per 100 persons 

and security rights. Also, this variable of interest does not appear to show any change in 

the sub-facets model. Similar to the comprehensive model, the use of the Internet 

demonstrates no statistical significance and remains positively related to a government’s 

respect for security rights. Accordingly, neither political globalisation nor social 

globalisation behaves differently in the sub-facets models compared to the 

comprehensive model. Nevertheless, of the three measures of economic globalisation, 

only the variable of trade openness acted differently once the notion of disaggregating 

globalisation is employed. As shown above, the results regarding the influence of the 

other two measures of economic globalisation on security rights were consistent in both 

the comprehensive and the sub-facets models. This implies that the measures of 

economic globalisation have different influences on the realisation of security rights in 

the Arab world. Again, the inconsistent findings of the influence of globalisation on 

security rights supports the reflection of the multi dimensional and contradictory nature 

of the globalisation process. 
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Table 6.1 Ordered Logit Models Estimates of the Sub-Facets of Globalisation on 
the Level of Security Rights in The Arab World: 1976-2011 

Variables Economic Model Political Model Social Model 
Foreign Direct Investment  -0.019 ----- ----- 
 (0.024) ----- ----- 
Trade Openness -0.001 ----- ----- 
 (0.002) ----- ----- 
Bretton Woods System  0.625** ----- ----- 
 (0.222) ----- ----- 
Treaty Density ----- -0.354* ----- 
 ----- (0.148) ----- 
Internet Users ----- ----- 0.007 
 ----- ----- (0.009) 
Democracy 0.082 0.078 0.056 
 (0.086) (0.082) (0.082) 
Economic Development  0.319*** 0.333*** 0.319*** 
 (0.077) (0.070) (0.075) 
Economic Growth -0.001 0.001 -0.000 
 (0.008) (0.008) (0.008) 
Population Density -0.001 -0.001 -0.001 
 (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) 
Population Growth 0.040 0.023 0.025 
 (0.031) (0.027) (0.028) 
Civil Conflict -1.454*** -1.465*** -1.472*** 
 (0.220) (0.215) (0.218) 
International Conflict -0.754*** -0.782*** -0.781*** 
 (0.204) (0.198) (0.199) 
War On Terror -0.872*** -0.486* -0.741** 
 (0.226) (0.216) (0.244) 
U.S. Aid -0.000* -0.000 -0.000* 
 (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) 
Religious Minority 0.440* 0.366* 0.395* 
 (0.190) (0.185) (0.186) 
Ethnicity 0.340 0.386* 0.393* 
 (0.182) (0.181) (0.183) 
Security Rights t-1 2.431*** 2.458*** 2.498*** 
 (0.154) (0.152) (0.151) 
cut1 5.366*** 3.891*** 4.270*** 
 (0.677) (0.645) (0.640) 
cut2 8.734*** 7.235*** 7.636*** 
 (0.688) (0.667) (0.651) 
cut3 12.803*** 11.317*** 11.692*** 
 (0.800) (0.784) (0.766) 
cut4 16.228*** 14.838*** 15.146*** 
 (0.916) (0.900) (0.881) 
Observations 685 700 700 
McKelvey & Zavoina's R2 0.804 0.806 0.805 
Wald chi2 476.30 468.57 466.65 
Prob > chi2 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 

Robust standard errors are shown in parentheses; * p<0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p<0.001; two-tailed 
test 
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With regards to the control variables, previous security rights practices remains 

positively related to a country’s level of respect for security rights. Similar to the results 

for the comprehensive model, the level of democracy, economic growth, population 

density, and population growth demonstrates no statistical significance in the sub-facets 

models. Likewise the findings in the comprehensive model indicate that, the results for 

the level of economic development, the presence of civil conflict, the influence of 

international conflict involvement, and the War on Terror are consistent, in that they 

demonstrate statistical significance in the sub-facets models. However, with the 

exception of economic development, all the previous variables remain negatively 

related to a country’s level of security rights. Furthermore, the variable including aid 

received from the United States is negatively associated with security rights in both the 

sub-facets and the comprehensive models, and is statistically significant in the 

economic globalisation model as well as the social globalisation. Additionally, similar 

to the comprehensive model, the variable of religious minority demonstrates statistical 

significance in all three sub-facets globalisation models. Finally, contrary to the 

comprehensive model, the variable of ethnic diversity demonstrates statistical 

significance in the political and social globalisation models, but does not show the same 

significance when the economic globalisation model is applied. 

 

Subsistence Rights 

To assure that the findings of presented in Table 5.12 in Chapter 5 are preserved, and to 

act in accordance with the multi-dimensional proposition of the globalisation concept, 

the following section aims to analyse each component of globalisation in turn. Hence, 

one can determine if each component of globalisation acts or behaves differently than 

the other. Similar to security rights, three models are conducted in constant order. The 

first model includes only the three measures of economic globalisation accounting for 

all the control variables. The second model refers to the political aspect of globalisation, 

which includes the measure of political globalisation accounting for all the control 

variables too. The final model considers only the measure of social globalisation and 

accounts for the control variables. Due to collinearity concerns, all the previous three 

models are conducted without the inclusion of the lagged dependent variable; however, 

the estimated results for subsistence rights with the inclusion of the lagged dependent 

variable are reported in Appendix A Table 8.5 for comparison purposes. 
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Table 6.2 illustrates whether the sub-facets of globalisation have any influence on the 

levels of subsistence rights in twenty Arab countries from 1976 to 2011. Also, it shows 

whether results of the three sub-facets models differ from those found in Table 5.12 in 

the last chapter. Overall, the models explain between about 95 and 97 percent of cases, 

indicating that the models perform well. The chi-squares indicate that each of these 

three models is statistically significantly different from zero. The results from the sub-

facets do not substantively deviate from those found previously in Table 5.12. The first 

model, located in the second column, examines the relationship between the subsistence 

rights and the three measures of economic globalisation (FDI, trade openness, Bretton 

Woods System). Similar to the full model (No Lag Model) in Table 5.12, both FDI and 

trade openness remain positively related to subsistence rights. Yet, their coefficients 

remain statistically insignificant, indicating that both variables have no effect on the 

level of subsistence rights in the Arab world countries. Apart from this, the Bretton 

Woods System remains statistically significant and positively related to subsistence 

rights.   

 

The second model tests for the influence that political globalisation (treaty density) has 

on the level of subsistence rights. In this model, treaty density or a states’ participation 

in international human rights agreements remains positively related to subsistence rights 

similar to that in the full model. Yet, it demonstrates no statistical significance at any of 

the assumed confidence levels. However, further analysis illustrates that treaty density 

demonstrates statistical significance at a lower confidence level, being at 10%, 

indicating that as states increase their involvement in international human rights 

regimes, so does their ability to provide for basic human needs. The last model in the 

last column examines the relationship between social globalisation measured by internet 

usage per 100 persons and subsistence rights. This variable of interest appears to show 

some alteration in the sub-facets model. Similar to the full model of subsistence rights, 

the use of the internet demonstrates no statistical significance but reversed its sign to 

become positively related to a country’s ability to provide for basic needs. Hence, 

neither economic globalisation nor political globalisation acts differently in the sub-

facets models compared to the full model. Nevertheless, of the three facets of 

globalisation, only the variable of Internet usage acted differently once the notion of 
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disaggregating globalisation is employed. This implies that the measure of social 

globalisation has a different influence on the level of subsistence rights in the Arab 

world. 

 

The results from the influence of the control variables provide no substantial changes. 

Similar to the results for the full model, the level of democracy, the presence of civil 

conflict, international conflict, U.S. aid, and the presence of a religious minority in a 

country demonstrates no statistical significance in the sub-facets models. Likewise, the 

findings in the full model indicate that, the results for the level of economic 

development, economic growth, population density, and ethnicity are consistent, in that 

they show statistical significance in the sub-facets models. While economic 

development and population density remain positively related to subsistence rights, 

economic growth and ethnicity continue to act in the negative direction. Furthermore, 

the variable including population growth is negatively associated with subsistence rights 

in all models, but becomes statistically significant in both models of economic and 

social globalisation. In both models, the coefficient result shows that rapid rates of 

population growth lead to deteriorating a country’s ability to provide for basic human 

needs. This means that the addition of a one percent annual increase in population is 

related to a decrease of about 0.15 in the subsistence rights scale, with other variables 

held constant. Finally, similar to the full model, the variable of War on Terror 

demonstrates statistical significance only in the economic globalisation model, but does 

not show the same significance when the political and social globalisation models are 

applied.  
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Table 6.2 OLS Models Estimates of the Sub-Facets of Globalisation on Subsistence 

Rights in the Arab World, 1976-2011 

Variables Economic Model Political Model Social Model 
Foreign Direct Investment  0.006 ----- ----- 
 (0.018) ----- ----- 
Trade Openness 0.005 ----- ----- 
 (0.005) ----- ----- 
Bretton Woods System  2.192*** ----- ----- 
 (0.607) ----- ----- 
Treaty Density ----- 1.495 ----- 
 ----- (0.768) ----- 
Internet Users ----- ----- 0.004 
 ----- ----- (0.037) 
Democracy -0.025 -0.074 -0.037 
 (0.093) (0.115) (0.107) 
Economic Development  7.200*** 7.971*** 7.658*** 
 (0.367) (0.493) (0.511) 
Economic Growth -0.020** -0.023*** -0.022*** 
 (0.006) (0.007) (0.007) 
Population Density 0.024*** 0.033*** 0.023*** 
 (0.004) (0.006) (0.004) 
Population Growth -0.140* -0.090 -0.145* 
 (0.065) (0.060) (0.073) 
Civil Conflict 0.090 0.186 0.102 
 (0.201) (0.268) (0.260) 
International Conflict 0.025 0.049 0.036 
 (0.192) (0.216) (0.231) 
War On Terror 1.944* 2.085 2.137 
 (0.802) (1.153) (1.231) 
U.S. Aid -0.000 -0.000 -0.000 
 (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) 
Religious Minority 0.693 0.401 0.533 
 (0.627) (0.727) (0.745) 
Ethnicity -2.641*** -1.699** -2.411*** 
 (0.486) (0.522) (0.534) 
Constant 5.283 -0.113 6.644 
 (3.326) (4.894) (5.295) 
Observations 702 720 720 
R-squared 0.972 0.943 0.972 
Wald chi2 820.050 369.977 293.889 
Prob > chi2 0.000 0.000 0.000 

Robust standard errors are shown in parentheses; * p<0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p<0.001; two-tailed 
test 
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6.3 Models on Sub-Regions 

This section is divided into two sub-sections based on both types of rights, each one 

examines four groups within the Arab world as separate sub-samples to determine if the 

same factors included in the multivariate analysis in chapter 5 behave differently within 

the selected region. The four group include; the countries of the Arab gulf (Bahrain, 

Kuwait, Saudi Arabia, Oman, Qatar, and UAE), the countries of the Arab Maghreb 

(Algeria, Libya, Mauritania, Morocco, and Tunisia), the countries of the Arab Mashreq 

(Iraq, Jordan, Lebanon, and Syria), and finally, all other Arab states that do not fit in 

any of the previous divisions are incorporated into one group, which includes (Djibouti, 

Egypt, Somalia, Sudan, and Yemen).  

 

Ordered Logit Model Estimates for Security Rights on Sub-Regions 

The next phase of analysis is to test if these variables behave differently for a sub-region 

of the entire sample. In so doing, the sample is divided into four broad subsets; GCC 

countries, Arab Mashreq countries, Arab Maghreb countries, and other Arab nations. 

The sample contains twenty Arab states, ranging from oil economies (e.g., UAE and 

Qatar) to mixed oil economies (e.g., Algeria and Iraq) to diversified economies (e.g., 

Jordan, Lebanon, Egypt), from countries with populations over seventy million (e.g., 

Egypt, Sudan) to countries with populations less than thirty thousands (e.g., Bahrain and 

Qatar). It is worth mentioning that, the Arab world countries have many uncommon 

characteristics and do not share the same economic or demographic systems.  

 

From an economic point of view, there is diversity among countries of the Arab world 

related to their standard of living. The data from the previous analysis pointed out that 

there is a wide variance in the level of economic development across country-years in 

the Arab world. For instance, the difference in GDP per capita between the six oil 

economies (GCC countries) and mixed oil economies such as Algeria and Iraq reaches a 

high level. These differences in GDP per capita between the last two groups and the 

group of the diversified economies (e.g., Jordan, Lebanon, Egypt, Morocco, and Syria) 

and the low-income primary producing countries (Djibouti, Mauritania, Sudan, 

Somalia, and Yemen) also record high levels across the entire time period.  
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Furthermore, intra-Arab diversity in terms of integration in the global economy is 

captured by differences in their level of involvement in multiple trade agreements 

among themselves and with regional states, the European Union, and the United States. 

For instance, all of the GCC countries are members of the World Trade Organisation 

(WTO), with Jordan being the only state from the Mashreq countries to be a member. 

Thus, the sample is divided into the sub-samples of the countries of the GCC, Arab 

Mashreq, Arab Maghreb, and all other countries. By, dividing the sample, one can 

detect if using the whole sample conceals any sub-regional differences. It is worth 

mentioning that due to the potential for damaging multicollinearity, some predictors are 

not incorporated in the following analyses.  

 

Additionally, the Polity IV democracy measure, which ranges from 0 (regime with no 

democracy) to 10 (most democratic regime) was replaced with the Polity IV autocracy-

democracy indicator, which is an additive twenty one-point scale that ranges from -10, 

representing high autocracy to +10, representing complete democracy. Replacing 

democracy with a polity indicator acts as an additional test, which aims first to assess 

the robustness of the findings obtained from the previous analyses, and to determine 

whether the relationship between regime type and security rights held up under an 

alternative measure. Second, the inclusion of a polity indicator as a substitute for a 

democracy measure captures the variation of regime types across different countries of 

the Arab world, which is not the case when employing the democracy indicator as a 

control variable in the ordered logit models that estimate the level of security rights in 

the sub-regions. However, when running the comprehensive model again using the 

polity indicator instead of the democracy measure, the results obtained from this 

indicator confirm the results obtained from the democracy measure. This suggests that 

neither the democracy measure nor the polity indicator is an important explanatory 

factor in determining the level of respect for security rights in the Arab world. The 

following analysis partially intends to verify if this relationship is altered when using 

part of the region as a sample.  

 

Table 6.3 presents the results for the ordered logit model estimates for the level of 

security rights in the sub-samples of the Arab world with inclusion of the 
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comprehensive model located in the last column for comparison purposes. A closer look 

at each of the sub-sets shows that, the chi-square and Mckelvey and Zaviona’s R2both 

indicate that each of these models is statistically significant. Similar to the 

comprehensive model, the lagged dependent indicator is the only variable to remain 

statistically significant and positively related to a country’s level of security rights in all 

of the sub-sets. Starting with the first sub-sample, column two of Table 6.3 illustrates 

the results of the ordered logit model estimates for the level of security rights in the 

countries of GCC. In this model, of all the three components of globalisation, economic 

globalisation is the only facet that is being tested. Thus, the GCC Model includes all 

three measures of economic globalisation as well as the control variable. Due to the 

potential of damaging multicollinearity, political and social globalisation measures as 

well as some other control variables are excluded from the analysis of security rights in 

GCC nations. Except for the level of economic development and ethnicity variables as 

well as the lagged dependent variable, neither economic globalisation measures nor all 

other control variables included in the GCC Model indicate statistical significance at 

any level. Even those variables that show such significance in the comprehensive model 

do not appear to hold in the sub-sample of GCC countries.  

 

Unlike in the Model of GCC countries, the other sub-sample models show some 

interesting findings. The level of democracy appears to be statistically significant and 

positively related to respect for security rights only in the countries of the Arab 

Mashreq. Recall that this indicator did not show any statistical significance at any level 

in the comprehensive model. The existence of a religious minority group in a country 

remains statistically significant and positively related to a country’s respect for security 

rights only in the Arab Mashreq Model too. Apart from that, none of the independent 

variables of interest show statistical significance in the sub-set of the Arab Mashreq. 

Similar to the model of the entire Arab world countries, the Bretton Woods System 

repeats the same influential pattern and demonstrates statistical significance only in the 

sub-set model of the other nations. Treaty density fails to remain a determinant factor 

for security rights observance in all models of the Arab Maghreb, the Arab Mashreq, 

and other Arab states, in which it shows no statistical significance in any of these 

models. Yet, it was negatively related to respect for security rights in the models of the 

Arab Maghreb and other Arab states and only positively related in the model of the 
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Arab Mashreq, which obviously contrasts with the findings obtained from the model of 

the entire Arab world countries (Comprehensive Model in Table 6.3 below). A very 

simple interpretation for the positive direction for treaty density in the Arab Mashreq 

Model can be related to the level of treaty density for all four countries of the Arab 

Mashreq. The data shows that the average treaty density for the countries of the Arab 

Mashreq has dropped since 1976. At the same time, their mean security rights scores 

have decreased over time too, meaning that both indicators were moving in the same 

direction. In contrast, the data concerning the countries of all other sub-samples reveals 

that while the mean security rights scores have decreased over time their average treaty 

density has increased over time, which explains the negative relationship between the 

two indicators in these sub-samples.   

 

The Internet variable appears to behave in an opposite manner. While this indicator 

shows no statistical significance in the model of the entire Arab world countries, it is 

negatively and statistically significant in the fourth sub-set model, which represents 

other Arab nations. Hence, an interesting finding that states having higher levels of 

Internet usage are more likely to experience a decline in security rights. This result 

behaves against the result from the direct relationship between Internet and security 

rights in the base model that increased interactive communication among citizens will 

positively influence human rights practices. The presence of civil conflict repeats the 

same influential pattern and remains statistically significant and negatively related to a 

country’s respect for security rights (Maghreb and other Arab nation Models). The 

presence of international conflict also shows the same pattern in Mashreq, Maghreb, 

and other Arab nation Models. 
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Table 6.3 Ordered Logit Models of the effects of Globalisation on Security Rights 

in the Sub-samples of the Arab World, 1976-2011 

Variables GCC 
Model 

Arab 
Mashreq 
Model 

Arab 
Maghreb 
Model 

Other Arab 
Nations 
Model 

Comprehensive 
Model 

Foreign Direct 
Investment  

-0.033 -0.023 -0.067 0.036 -0.022 

 (0.037) (0.064) (0.042) (0.072) (0.024) 
Trade Openness -0.005 0.001 -0.003 ----- -0.002 
 (0.003) (0.004) (0.010) ----- (0.002) 
Bretton Woods 
System  

-0.524 0.962 0.403 1.576** 0.731** 

 (0.422) (0.823) (0.547) (0.600) (0.250) 
Treaty Density ----- 0.951 -0.507 -0.690 -0.443** 
 ----- (0.672) (0.537) (0.483) (0.158) 
Internet Users ----- ----- -0.006 -0.081* 0.001 
 ----- ----- (0.016) (0.033) (0.009) 
Polity 0.021 0.105* -0.010 0.017 0.108 
 (0.150) (0.052) (0.074) (0.074) (0.088) 
Economic 
Development  

0.000** ----- -0.000 ----- 0.306*** 

 (0.000) ----- (0.000) ----- (0.080) 
Economic Growth -0.006 -0.001 -0.001 0.073 0.001 
 (0.016) (0.013) (0.019) (0.042) (0.008) 
Population Density ----- ----- ----- ----- -0.001 
 ----- ----- ----- ----- (0.000) 
Population Growth -0.036 0.204 0.295 0.142 0.032 
 (0.034) (0.157) (0.257) (0.121) (0.029) 
Civil Conflict ----- ----- -2.456*** -1.883*** -1.463*** 
 ----- ----- (0.613) (0.332) (0.218) 
International 
Conflict 

-0.168 -0.760** -1.467** -1.487* -0.727*** 

 (0.358) (0.270) (0.463) (0.657) (0.201) 
War On Terror ----- -0.043 ----- -1.535** -0.745** 
 ----- (0.501) ----- (0.568) (0.255) 
U.S. Aid -0.002 -0.000 0.001 -0.000 -0.000 
 (0.009) (0.000) (0.002) (0.000) (0.000) 
Religious Minority 0.784 2.050** ----- ----- 0.423* 
 (0.404) (0.730) ----- ----- (0.190) 
Ethnicity 0.882* ----- 0.635 0.692 0.301 
 (0.425) ----- (0.574) (0.456) (0.183) 
Security Rights t-1 2.315*** 1.998*** 1.755*** 2.210*** 2.380*** 
 (0.280) (0.379) (0.365) (0.301) (0.156) 
Observations 201 140 172 175 685 
McKelvey & 
Zavoina's R2 

0.659 0.752 0.674 0.828 0.806 

Wald chi2 117.04 87.21 102.00 173.32 473.44 
Prob > chi2 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 
Robust standard errors are shown in parentheses; * p<0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p<0.001; two-tailed 

test 
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In summary, the preceding findings are very important in that they confirm that a state’s 

past history of behaviour towards its citizens’ rights is the strongest determinant 

indicator in all models across samples. Furthermore, a very important result is the lack 

of significance of all independent variable of interest and some of the control variables 

in determining level of security rights in the Arab states. FDI, and trade openness, 

demonstrate no statistical significance in models utilising either sub-sample. Except for 

the other Arab nation sub-sample, the Bretton Woods System was not statistically 

significant in any of models utilising GCC, Mashreq, and Maghreb sub-samples. 

However, the Bretton Woods system was statistically and strongly important in the full 

Arab world sample. The measure of political globalisation, the treaty density indicator, 

was statistically insignificant in all sub-sample models. This indicator, however, 

dropped from GCC sample because it was collinear with the Bretton Woods system 

variable. Also due to problem of collinearity, Internet usage was included only in the 

Arab Maghreb and other Arab states sub-samples. It was negatively and statistically 

significant in the latter but not in the former. This result, however, contradicts the one in 

the full Arab world sample. What is noteworthy is the democracy performance. Except 

for the Arab Mashreq sub-sample, democracy demonstrates no influence on a state’s 

level of security rights in all models. It shows statistical significance at the threshold 

level in the Arab Mashreq sample when analysed separately, but it does not reach 

statistical significance when the Arab world is examined as a whole. This indicates that 

its influence on security rights in the Arab world is almost absent. Additionally, the 

level of economic development demonstrated a positive and strong influence on a 

country’s respect for security rights in the GCC sub-set model, and did not succeed in 

demonstrating such influence when estimating the Arab Maghreb model. Economic 

growth, and U.S. aid variables, while included in all sub- samples, did not show 

statistical significance in all models. Population growth is also included in all sub-

samples but demonstrates no statistical significance in any of these models. Finally, 

although the War on Terror indicator is included in both the Arab Mashreq and other 

Arab states sub-samples, it demonstrates statistical significance and remains negatively 

related to security rights only in the model of other Arab states consistent with result 

from the model of the entire Arab world.  
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OLS Model Estimates for Subsistence Rights on Sub-Regions 

In complying with the analysis for security rights, the following analysis aims to 

examine if the independent variables of interest as well as the control variables behave 

differently for a sub-region of the entire sample. Recall that the sample is divided into 

four broad sub-regions; GCC countries, Arab Mashreq countries, Arab Maghreb 

countries, and other countries. Once again, due to the potential for damaging 

multicollinearity, some predictors are not incorporated when analysing the impact of 

globalisation on subsistence rights in the sub-regional samples of the Arab world.   

 

In addition, the Polity IV autocracy-democracy indicator is utilised instead of the Polity 

IV democracy measure. Replacing democracy with a polity indicator performs a 

diagnostic test that help to gauge the robustness of the results obtained from the 

previous analyses, and works to ascertain whether the relationship between regime type 

and level of subsistence rights held up under alternative measures. Also, the inclusion of 

a polity indicator as a substitute to a democracy measure captures the variation of 

regime type across different countries of the Arab world, which is not the case when 

employing the democracy indicator as a control variable in the OLS models that 

estimate the level of subsistence rights in the sub-regions. The data shows that most of 

the Arab world countries exhibit low levels of democracy, with approximately 83% of 

the countries scoring a value of zero on the democracy scale that originally ranges from 

0 to 10. In contrast, the polity indicator illustrates some variance among all Arab 

countries included in the analysis. With original polity scale ranging from -10 (strongly 

autocratic) to 10 (strongly democratic), the distribution of the Arab countries range from 

the lowest possible score of -10, accounting for almost 17% of the entire sample to a 

score of 7, accounting for only 1.4% of the whole sample. Still, using this indicator 

reflects diversity in regime type among the reported countries, an advantage that is not 

applicable when utilising the democracy indicator.  

 

As a result, when running the full model again utilising the polity score instead of the 

democracy measure, the findings concerning the influence of the independent variables 

as well as the control variables on level of subsistence rights are almost identical to 

those yielded from the democracy measure (see last column in Table 6.4). Yet, the 
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result regarding the relationship between the polity variable and subsistence rights 

seems to oppose that for the democracy variable. In this sense, while the coefficient 

result for democracy was in the negative direction, it turns into positive for a polity 

score. Still, neither the democracy measure nor the polity indicator is an important 

explanatory factor in determining the level of subsistence rights in the Arab world. 

Hence, the next analysis aims to verify if this relationship alters when breaking the 

entire sample into four sub-sets.  

 

The results for the sub-regional models are shown in Table 6.4. This table reports the 

findings for the OLS model estimates for the level of subsistence rights in the sub-

samples of the Arab world. For comparison purposes, the last column in this table 

shows the results for the entire sample by utilising the polity indicator that tends to 

oppose results from using democracy in the full model as discussed above. In general, 

the chi-square indicates that each of these models is statistically significant, indicating 

that the models are performed well. Also, the R-square shows the amount of variance of 

subsistence rights explained by the independent variables. In this case, the predictors 

explain between approximately 68 to 96 percent of the variance in subsistence rights 

scores, indicating that all of the sub-sets models perform relatively well. Starting with 

the first sub-sample, column two of Table 6.4 illustrates the results of the OLS model 

estimates for the level of subsistence rights in the countries of GCC. Due to the 

potential of damaging multicollinearity, political and social globalisation measures as 

well as some other control variables are omitted from the analysis of subsistence rights 

in GCC nations. As a result, economic globalisation is the only facet among all three 

components that is being examined. Thus, the GCC Model includes all three measures 

of economic globalisation as well as most of the control variables. In this model, the 

variable of the Bretton Woods system remains statistically significant, indicating that 

GCC countries are more likely to achieve higher levels of subsistence rights as long as 

they maintain high levels of involvement in Bretton Woods institutions. The result from 

the coefficient of this variable implies that for every unit increase in level of the Bretton 

Woods system, subsistence rights scores increase by approximately 4 units, holding 

other variables in the model constant. Apart from that, neither FDI nor trade openness 

variables is statistically significant. Yet, the two previous indicators are in the positive 

direction.  
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Except for U.S. aid, the presence of international conflict, and a religious minority, all 

other five control variables included in the analysis demonstrate statistical significance. 

Contrary to the full model, level of democracy is an important determinant in explaining 

a country’s ability to provide for basic needs rights in the GCC countries. The 

coefficient result indicates that for every unit increase in polity score, an approximately 

1.5 increase in subsistence rights is predicted, holding all other variables in the model 

constant. Also, economic development remains positively and significantly related to 

level of subsistence rights. Likewise, both economic growth and the existence of ethnic 

groups in a GCC country remain statistically significant. Yet their coefficient results are 

in the negative direction, meaning that rapid rates of economic growth or the presence 

of ethnic groups in a country are detrimental to a country’s ability to provide for basic 

human needs. Lastly, the variable of population growth demonstrates a negative and 

strong relationship with level of subsistence rights, a result that contradicts the one from 

the full model since its coefficient result was not statistically significant.   

 

The second sub-sample model, which estimates subsistence rights in countries of the 

Arab Mashreq, provides some interesting findings. First, the variable of FDI is 

statistically significant and positively related to level of subsistence rights in the five 

countries that comprise the Arab Mashreq. This indicates that a country of the Arab 

Mashreq with higher levels of foreign direct investment as a proportionof its GDP does 

significantly affect its level of subsistence rights. With the exception of the Arab 

Mashreq model, FDI appears to be an insignificant factor in determining the level of 

subsistence rights in all other sub-samples (GCC countries, Arab Maghreb, and Other 

Arab states). According to the data collected from the World Bank Indicators herein, the 

average FDI net inflows relative to GDP in the Arab Mashreq records approximately 

6.1, which spans the period between 2000 and 2011. This is still higher than the 

averages FDI for the other three sub-samples, being 3.3 for GCC countries, 3.9 for Arab 

Maghreb, and 4.6 for other Arab nations during the same time period. It is obvious that 

while the FDI indicator does not influence subsistence rights in the entire sample, it 

does have a strong positive impact on at least one of the sub-sample, being the Arab 

Mashreq. Similarly, the third measure for economic globalisation (Bretton Woods 

System) remains statistically significant and positively related to subsistence rights 
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consistent with results from the full model. In contrast, trade openness fails to be 

statistically significant at any of the assumed confidence levels, but its coefficient result 

appears to be in the negative direction.  

 
Another interesting result in the Arab Mashreq model is related to the influence of 

treaty density. Contrary to the full model, treaty density seems to be negatively related 

to level of subsistence rights in the Arab Mashreq, with a statistical significance at the 

0.05 confidence level. This means that a state of the Arab Mashreq that ratifies 

international human rights treaties is more likely than another who does not ratify them 

to decrease its level of subsistence rights. Recall that the influence of treaty density on 

security rights was in the negative direction too. It has been pointed out that signing or 

ratifying international human rights treaties serves for the most part, a government’s 

agenda more than altering a state behaviour. Another possible interpretation for such 

interesting results relies on the data itself. Reviewing the level of treaty density for all 

four countries of the Arab Mashreq reveals that while the mean subsistence rights scores 

for all countries of the Arab Mashreq increased by time, their average treaty density has 

dropped from the highest possible score of 2 in 1976 to around 1.6 in 2011 (see Figure 

6.1). In an original scale, the scale ranges from zero to two, treaty density score for the 

Arab Mashreq ranges from a value of 1 to a value of 2. Thus, such a drop is sufficient to 

alter the direction of relationship between subsistence rights and treaty density. In 

contrast, the average treaty density for other sub-samples has increased over time 

similar to that for subsistence rights, which explains the positive relationship between 

the two indicators in these sub-samples.  

 
Similar to the GCC Model, the level of democracy appears to be statistically significant 

and positively related to subsistence rights in the countries of the Arab Mashreq too, a 

result that is also consistent with the one previously obtained from the influence of 

democracy on security rights in the same sub-sample model. Of all other control 

variables included in the Arab Mashreq Model, the War on Terror indicator 

demonstrates statistical significance and remains positively related to subsistence rights 

consistent with result from the full model located in the last column of Table 6.4. An 

explanation for such unexpected findings has been discussed earlier when analysing the 

results from Model two and three reported in Table 5.12 in chapter 5. 
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Table 6.4 OLS Models of the effects of Globalisation on Subsistence Rights in the 

Sub-samples of the Arab World, 1976-2011 

Variables GCC 
Model 

Arab 
Mashreq 
Model 

Arab 
Maghreb 
Model 

Other 
Arab 
Nations 
Model 

Full Model 
(Lagged 
Dependent 
Dropped 

Foreign Direct 
Investment  

0.013 0.199** -0.002 0.043 0.002 

 (0.033) (0.072) (0.058) (0.098) (0.018) 
Trade Openness 0.013 -0.015 -0.051**  0.006 
 (0.010) (0.008) (0.019)  (0.006) 
Bretton Woods 
System  

4.454*** 3.198* 2.623* 8.739*** 1.480* 

 (0.741) (1.455) (1.219) (2.140) (0.613) 
Treaty Density ----- -4.037* 4.445*** 8.520*** 1.858** 
 ----- (1.686) (0.920) (1.447) (0.614) 
Internet Users -----  0.081  -0.015 
 -----  (0.055)  (0.033) 
Polity 1.473*** 0.631*** 0.246 -0.199 0.025 
 (0.304) (0.119) (0.131) (0.148) (0.066) 
Economic 
Development  

0.000***  0.002***  8.315*** 

 (0.000)  (0.000)  (0.385) 
Economic Growth -0.039** 0.001 0.007 0.060 -0.024*** 
 (0.015) (0.009) (0.028) (0.055) (0.007) 
Population Density -----    0.020*** 
 -----    (0.004) 
Population Growth -0.132* 0.136 -6.652*** -0.303 -0.116 
 (0.056) (0.171) (0.886) (0.358) (0.064) 
Civil Conflict -----  -1.965** -0.035 0.157 
 -----  (0.623) (0.505) (0.231) 
International 
Conflict 

0.053 -0.381 -1.333* -0.117 0.035 

 (0.281) (0.296) (0.582) (0.795) (0.214) 
War On Terror ----- 4.022** 3.465** 6.250*** 2.331** 
 ----- (1.331) (1.293) (1.579) (0.904) 
U.S. Aid -0.007 -0.000 -0.004* 0.001* -0.000 
 (0.008) (0.000) (0.002) (0.001) (0.000) 
Religious Minority -0.868    0.788 
 (0.655)    (0.650) 
Ethnicity -1.841**  -8.069*** 14.177*** -1.937*** 
 (0.699)  (1.126) (1.254) (0.580) 
Constant 83.166*** 79.956*** 68.463*** 5.348 -6.082* 
 (3.601) (4.004) (4.446) (5.296) (3.059) 
Observations 206 144 176 180 702 
Number of country 6 4 5 5 20 
R-squared 0.960 0.960 0.869 0.675 0.949 
Wald chi2 150.326 89.377 553.498 204.622 971.482 
Prob > chi2 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 
Robust standard errors are shown in parentheses; * p<0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p<0.001; two-tailed 
test 
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Figure 6.1 Levels of Subsistence Rights Scores in the Arab Mashreq, 1976-2011 

 

 
Of all the sub-samples, the Arab Maghreb is the only model that allows incorporating 

all components of globalisation in one sub-set model. As a result, all three measures of 

economic globalisation as well as political and social globalisation measures are 

included herein. Yet, the results from this model offer different outcomes. First, FDI 

relative to a country’s GDP demonstrates no statistical significance. Also, its coefficient 

result is in the negative direction, a result that opposes those from the full model and 

other sub-samples alike. Furthermore, trade openness is negatively related to level of 

subsistence rights similar to that for the Arab Mashreq, but this time with statistical 

significance at the 0.01 confidence level. This means that higher levels of trade 

openness, as a percent of a country’s GDP is associated with lower levels of subsistence 

rights. Similar to previous sub-sets models, the Bretton Woods System is statistically 

significant and in the positive direction. In particular, the Bretton Woods is the only 

indicator that maintains its statistical significance and positively related to levels of 

subsistence rights in all sub-samples.  
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Unlike the Arab Mashreq, treaty density as a measure of political globalisation 

demonstrates a strong and positive relationship with subsistence rights in the Arab 

Maghreb Model. As for social globalisation, Internet usage has no statistical 

significance in this model. Yet, its coefficient result is in the positive direction, a result 

that contradicts the one from the full model. In addition, the results from the influence 

of the control variables provide different outcomes too. The inclusion of the polity 

indicator in the Arab Maghreb Model appears to show no influence on subsistence 

rights, contrasting with results from the other three sub-samples. Similar to the GCC 

Model, the level of economic development is an important determinant in explaining a 

country’s ability to provide for basic needs rights in the Arab Maghreb. In this sense, a 

country with higher levels of economic development is more likely than others to enjoy 

a higher level of subsistence rights. The indicator of economic growth has no influence 

on subsistence rights. Finally, all remaining control variables included in this model 

demonstrated statistical significance; with War on Terror as the only variable to pose a 

positive relationship with subsistence rights. All other control variables established a 

negative relationship with levels of subsistence rights. This means that rapid rates of 

population growth, the presence of internal or external threat, U.S. aid, and existence of 

ethnicity groups in a state are all detrimental to a country’s ability to provide for basic 

human needs in the Arab Maghreb sub-region.  

 
The last sub-region model estimates subsistence rights in all other Arab countries that 

do not fit in any of the previous sub-samples division. In this model, of the two 

indicators that are included to represent economic globalisation, Bretton Woods is the 

only indicator to be statistically significant, with no sign that FDI variable has any 

influence on level of subsistence rights. Similar to the full model, the coefficient results 

for both variables are in the positive direction. Furthermore, treaty density repeats the 

same influential pattern as in the model of the entire Arab world countries and 

demonstrates statistical significance in the sub-set model that includes other Arab 

nations. The results concerning the influence of the control variables contradict and at 

the same time agree with those from other models. In this model, the polity indicator 

appears to act in an opposite manner. While this indicator established a positive 

relationship with level of subsistence rights in all other sub-set models as well as in the 

model of the entire Arab world countries, it is negatively and statistically insignificant 
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in the fourth sub-set model herein. This negative direction persists on other control 

variables that include, population growth, civil conflict, and international conflict. The 

variable of War on Terror also shows the same pattern as in all three models of the 

entire Arab world, Arab Mashreq, and Arab Maghreb. On the other side, the results 

from both variables of U.S. aid and ethnic divisions in a state behave against those from 

all other models, as they demonstrated statistical significance and a positive influence 

on level of subsistence rights. 

 
The previous analysis for the level of subsistence rights in the sub-samples of the Arab 

world indicates few important results. Unlike sub-set models for security rights, some 

independent variables of interest as well as the control variables behave differently than 

in the model of the entire Arab world. For instance, while FDI proved to be an 

insignificant factor in determining the level of subsistence rights in the entire Arab 

world model as well as in three sub-samples (GCC countries, Arab Maghreb, and Other 

Arab states), it is an exceptionally significant determinant in the Arab Mashreq model. 

Also, trade openness exhibited the same influence when the entire sample is broken into 

four sub-sets. However, this time its influence was in the negative direction and only 

significant in the Arab Maghreb Model. Furthermore, the measure of political 

globalisation, treaty density behaved differently among the sub-sets. Although it was 

strongly and statistically significant in all models, it was only negatively related to 

subsistence rights in the Arab Mashreq sample. This indicator, however, was dropped 

from the GCC sample due to problems of collinearity. In contrast, one independent 

variable of interest (Bretton Woods system) and two control variables (economic 

development and War on Terror) established a constant relationship with level of 

subsistence rights in the sub-sample models similar to that for the entire Arab world. 

 

In addition, the preceding findings from the sub-sample models presented an important 

result concerning the influence of democracy on subsistence rights. The results from 

this variable indicate that two of the sub-samples (Arab Maghreb, and other Arab 

nations) followed a similar manner to that for the entire Arab world, and the other two 

(GCC countries and Arab Mashreq) behaved in the other direction. The level of 

democracy demonstrated a positive and strong influence on a state’s ability to provide 

for basic needs rights in the GCC and the Arab Mashreq sub-samples only. Apart from 
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that, the influence of U.S. aid and ethnicity variables were not consistence in all models. 

Following the results from the entire Arab model, the presence of ethnicity in a country 

demonstrated a negative and strong impact on subsistence rights in the GCC and the 

Arab Maghreb models, but a positive and strong impact only in the sub-set model of 

other Arab states. Similarly, with the exception of the sub-set model of other Arab 

states, the variables of U.S. aid demonstrated a negative impact on subsistence rights in 

all other sub-sample models included in the analysis, being statistically significant only 

in the sub-set model of the Arab Maghreb. 

 
6.4 The Temporal Effect of Globalization  

The final analysis in this chapter employs four additional models that lag each 

globalisation variable by one, three, five, and ten years, respectively. The inclusion of 

these models at different lag times aims to uncover any kind of time-delayed effects 

proposed in casual relationships between the dependent variables and the independent 

variables. This inclusion also aims to find out if there is a time gap between the level of 

abuses that occur in a country and its level of integration into the international political 

economy. It has been noted that the influence of globalisation could take some time 

before directing government bodies into certain behaviours that take into account its 

actions and policies toward human rights abuses. Ingersoll (2005, p.167) argues that 

integration through international communication, which is the hypothesised measure for 

political globalisation in his study, in particular may take time to elicit pressure from 

above as well as to alter the demand from below for changes in behaviour. Thus, 

another reason for lagging globalisation variables is to compare the results of previous 

research, mainly that of Ingersoll (2005). 

 
Security Rights 

It has been argued that an integrated state is more likely to achieve a higher level of 

respect for security rights than one that began the integration process recently. In this 

sense, there is a possibility that any influence resulting from different components of 

globalisation on security rights is manipulated by time effects. That is, past levels of 

global integration may affect a state’s policies towards citizens’ rights and whether to 

respect or to abuse these rights. Thus, for the purpose of controlling for any potential 

period and time effects that may influence the relationship between a state’s protection 

for human rights and globalisation, all independent variables of interest are lagged at 
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different periods of time. Consequently, accounting for any potential lagged effects, 

several models are included in the following analysis.  

 
The below Table 6.5 shows the results created from lagging each of the globalisation 

measures at several periods of time ranging from one to ten years. In general, after 

testing all globalisation variables at five separate lags, the findings do not differ 

substantially from the comprehensive model results shown in Table 5.5 in chapter 5 

with few exceptions. Starting with the measures of economic globalisation, the findings 

from the below table provide little indication of the effects of these variables on security 

rights.   

 
While the trade openness variable fails to demonstrate any statistical significance as 

more time elapses, the FDI indicator reports volatile findings in its direction with no 

indication of being statistically significant when more time passes. First, it shows no 

statistical significance when lagged at five separate lags ranging from one to ten years. 

Second, its direction fluctuates between positively and negatively related to security 

rights. It shows positive relationship with security rights once one year passed, and 

reversed to the negative direction when lagged at two and three years before its 

coefficient returned to the positive direction again at a longer term equivalent to five 

and ten years. The third measure for economic globalisation, the Bretton Woods 

System, remains positively related to security rights over time, however, its statistical 

significance fades away as well as its coefficient when time elapsed. Yet, involvement 

in the Bretton Woods System still influences security rights in a positive direction, as 

there is no warning to exhibit the opposite.  

 
As for the measure of political globalisation, whether in its significance level or its 

relationship with security rights, treaty density resumes its negative effect in a constant 

manner over time. Once again, the treaty density indicator shows statistical significance, 

with no sign that a state’s participation in the human rights regime is likely to influence 

security rights in a positive direction. Lastly, the variable of Internet usage presents 

different performance. The effect of this facet of social globalisation is moderately 

consistent over time. With one to ten year lags, Internet usage shows no sign of 

statistical significance. Yet, its coefficient reversed from being in the negative direction 

at one and two year lags to the positive direction at three to ten year lags. 
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Table 6.5 Ordered Logit Models for Security Rights in the Arab World, 1976-2011, 
with Lagged Globalisation Variables 
Variables One Year 

Lag 
2 Year Lag 3 Year Lag 5 Year Lag 10 Year Lag 

Foreign Direct 
Investment  

0.023 -0.010 -0.012 0.043 0.024 

 (0.030) (0.026) (0.024) (0.030) (0.034) 
Trade Openness -0.003 -0.002 -0.002 -0.003 -0.004 
 (0.002) (0.003) (0.003) (0.003) (0.003) 
Bretton Woods 
System  

0.782** 0.768** 0.727** 0.434 0.041 

 (0.244) (0.246) (0.270) (0.315) (0.314) 
Treaty Density -0.508** -0.491** -0.452** -0.500** -0.503** 
 (0.159) (0.166) (0.171) (0.174) (0.184) 
Internet Users -0.003 -0.000 0.006 0.022 0.094 
 (0.010) (0.013) (0.015) (0.022) (0.058) 
Democracy 0.082 0.101 0.094 0.058 0.077 
 (0.084) (0.091) (0.091) (0.087) (0.078) 
Economic 
Development  

0.335*** 0.321*** 0.314*** 0.332*** 0.385*** 

 (0.081) (0.082) (0.084) (0.090) (0.095) 
Economic Growth 0.000 0.000 0.001 -0.000 0.008 
 (0.008) (0.009) (0.009) (0.010) (0.013) 
Population Density -0.001* -0.001 -0.001 -0.001* -0.001 
 (0.000) (0.001) (0.000) (0.000) (0.001) 
Population Growth 0.030 0.030 0.017 0.002 0.016 
 (0.029) (0.030) (0.029) (0.029) (0.030) 
Civil Conflict -1.464*** -1.469*** -1.480*** -1.604*** -1.837*** 
 (0.220) (0.220) (0.223) (0.245) (0.266) 
International 
Conflict 

-0.666*** -0.633** -0.652** -0.683** -0.594* 

 (0.196) (0.205) (0.211) (0.227) (0.279) 
War On Terror -0.852*** -0.737** -0.789*** -0.788** -0.558* 
 (0.258) (0.247) (0.247) (0.264) (0.256) 
U.S. Aid -0.000 -0.000 -0.000 -0.000 -0.000 
 (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) 
Religious Minority 0.408* 0.417* 0.433* 0.482* 0.579* 
 (0.190) (0.195) (0.196) (0.208) (0.227) 
Ethnicity 0.276 0.315 0.353 0.390 0.546* 
 (0.187) (0.189) (0.198) (0.205) (0.223) 
Security Rights t-1 2.375*** 2.348*** 2.362*** 2.379*** 2.197*** 
 (0.156) (0.160) (0.162) (0.166) (0.175) 
Observations 682 662 642 602 502 
McKelvey & 
Zavoina's R2 

0.808 0.806 0.802 0.815 0.815 

Wald chi2 473.23 462.56 446.27 416.32 347.17 
Prob > chi2 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 
Robust standard errors are shown in parentheses; * p<0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p<0.001; two-tailed 
test 
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Subsistence Rights 

Turning to the models that account for any potential time effects in the independent 

variables of interest makes up the last section of this analysis. There is a considerable 

argument that any influence resulting from several aspects of globalisation on level of 

subsistence rights will take place as time passes. Similar to the last analysis section for 

security rights, the below analysis examines whether integrated states are more likely to 

achieve higher levels of subsistence rights than that who just started interacting in 

global economic, political, and social activities. Consequently, to gauge for any possible 

time effects that may impact on the relationship between globalisation and a states’ 

ability to provide for basic needs rights, all five measures of globalisation are lagged at 

different time periods. As a result, Table 6.6 illustrates the results estimated from 

lagging each of the globalisation measures at several periods of time ranging from one 

to ten years. 

 

In general, the chi-squared results indicate that each of these models is statistically 

significant, indicating that the models performed well. Also, the R-squared results show 

that approximately 95 of the variance in the dependent variable is explained by the 

variations in the independent variables. According to this table, testing all globalisation 

variables at five separate lags indicates that the findings slightly altered compared to 

those shown in Table 5.12. First, the results from lagging the three measures of 

economic globalisation present modest changes for the influences of these variables on 

the level of subsistence rights. Both FDI and trade openness variables fall short of 

demonstrating any statistical significance as more time elapses. However, their 

coefficient results reacted to time effect. For FDI variables, the coefficient result was in 

the positive direction at a one year lag, then reversed to the negative direction once 

lagged at two to ten years. As for trade openness, it was positively related to level of 

subsistence rights in the short term that is at a one and two year lag. Then, become 

negatively related to subsistence rights once lagged at three and five years. However, its 

coefficient returned to the positive direction at a longer term equivalent to ten years. 

The third measure for economic globalisation, the Bretton Woods system, remains 

positively related to level of subsistence rights during the first five years, being 

statistically significant at only the second and third year. However, its statistical 

significance fades away as well as its coefficient after five years elapsed. In the longer 



 204 

term, however, the influence of involvement in the Bretton Woods system appears to act 

as a detrimental factor to level of subsistence rights, since the result from lagging this 

indicator at ten years showed a strong and negative impact. Thus, participation in the 

Bretton Woods system has a positive influence on a country’s ability to provide for 

basic needs in the short term, but a negative impact in the long term.  

 

Next in the analysis is the measure of political globalisation, involvement in 

international human rights regime. As time elapsed, this indicator continues to be 

positively related to level of subsistence rights. Its substantive influence is slightly high 

once one, three, five, and ten years elapsed. Yet, the treaty density indicator shows no 

statistical significance when lagged at two years, meaning that a state’s participation in 

the human rights regime does not influence level of subsistence rights after two years of 

signing or ratifying a treaty. Still, this odd result does not contest the general trend that 

states participating in the international human rights regime positively influence their 

level of subsistence rights as time passes. Finally, Internet usage appears to have no 

influence on level of subsistence rights. The effect of this aspect of social globalisation 

is fairly constant over time. From one to ten year lags, Internet usage shows no sign of 

statistical significance, with no indication that the use of the Internet is likely to 

influence subsistence rights in a positive direction. 

 

These results indicate that both economic and political globalisation have a significant 

impact on level of subsistence rights, as both the Bretton Woods system and 

international human rights regime have positive effects on subsistence rights of the 

citizens in a state involved in these two regimes. In contrast, social globalisation has no 

influence on these rights either in the short or medium term, with no empirical 

indication that shows any effects in the long term too. 
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Table 6.6 OLS Models for Subsistence Rights in the Arab World, 1976-2011, with 

Lagged Globalisation Variables 

Variables One Year 
Lag 

Two Year 
Lag 

Three Year 
Lag 

Five Year 
Lag 

Ten Year 
Lag 

Foreign Direct 
Investment  

0.003 -0.021 -0.009 -0.012 -0.015 

 (0.017) (0.017) (0.018) (0.021) (0.033) 
Trade Openness 0.002 0.001 -0.004 -0.002 0.002 
 (0.006) (0.007) (0.007) (0.007) (0.007) 
Bretton Woods 
System  

0.989 1.584** 1.229* 0.266 -1.501* 

 (0.570) (0.604) (0.585) (0.526) (0.589) 
Treaty Density 1.708** 0.982 1.397* 2.583*** 3.429*** 
 (0.592) (0.609) (0.597) (0.511) (0.619) 
Internet Users -0.010 -0.036 -0.035 -0.107 -0.134 
 (0.033) (0.035) (0.038) (0.057) (0.092) 
Democracy -0.005 0.043 0.041 -0.056 -0.038 
 (0.110) (0.109) (0.110) (0.113) (0.113) 
Economic 
Development  

8.477*** 8.787*** 8.750*** 9.015*** 9.077*** 

 (0.348) (0.343) (0.340) (0.318) (0.354) 
Economic Growth -0.024** -0.025** -0.025** -0.024* -0.029* 
 (0.008) (0.009) (0.009) (0.010) (0.013) 
Population Density 0.016*** 0.014*** 0.012*** 0.016*** 0.011*** 
 (0.003) (0.003) (0.002) (0.002) (0.002) 
Population Growth -0.107 -0.106 -0.099 -0.088 -0.016 
 (0.063) (0.060) (0.060) (0.058) (0.048) 
Civil Conflict 0.082 0.122 0.200 0.310 -0.117 
 (0.231) (0.242) (0.250) (0.262) (0.266) 
International 
Conflict 

-0.033 0.015 0.060 0.158 0.236 

 (0.203) (0.209) (0.210) (0.228) (0.225) 
War On Terror 2.192* 2.465** 2.321** 2.257** 2.015** 
 (0.859) (0.887) (0.877) (0.850) (0.733) 
U.S. Aid -0.000 -0.000 -0.000 -0.000 0.000 
 (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) 
Religious Minority 0.382 0.034 -0.147 0.001 1.428* 
 (0.615) (0.619) (0.616) (0.572) (0.566) 
Ethnicity -1.544** -1.480* -1.551* -1.554* -1.761** 
 (0.592) (0.633) (0.631) (0.621) (0.612) 
Constant -5.255 -7.816** -6.228* -6.713* -2.678 
 (2.860) (2.838) (2.803) (2.635) (3.103) 
Observations 682 662 642 602 502 
R-squared 0.953 0.950 0.946 0.947 0.944 
Wald chi2 1114.672 1452.428 1458.649 1786.459 2907.052 
Prob > chi2 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 

Robust standard errors are shown in parentheses; * p<0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p<0.001; two-tailed 
test 
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6.5 Conclusion 

This chapter intended to respond to the suggestion posited in the conclusion of Chapter 

5. The findings of Chapter 6 mainly complement the findings of Chapter 5. The 

discussion included in this chapter provided the reader with further analysis concerning 

the type of relationship globalisation has had on the observance of human rights. 

Accordingly, Chapter 6 provides few important conclusions that were extracted from 

the above analysis. First, regarding the argument that each component of globalisation 

may act or behave differently than the other, the analysis implies that the influence of 

globalisation measures on security rights is not significantly altered when estimating 

each component separately. With regards to subsistence rights, this finding does hold 

for all facets except political globalisation, as the statistical significance of treaty 

density fades away once the disaggregating approach is applied. 

 

Second, a very important result in this chapter is related to the results obtained from 

models utilising the effect of globalisation on basic human rights in the sub-region of 

the Arab world. In the sub-set models of security rights, except for the Arab Maghreb 

nations, globalisation measures lack any significance in altering level of security rights. 

In the Arab Maghreb model, the Bretton Woods system remains a strong predictor and 

Internet usage becomes a determinant factor but in the negative direction. On the 

contrary, the impact of globalisation on subsistence rights in the sub-set models appears 

to act in a different manner than in the model of the entire Arab world. This alteration in 

globalisation effect includes the variables of FDI, trade openness, and treaty density. 

The variable of FDI becomes significant and positively related to subsistence rights in 

the Arab Mashreq Model. The variable of trade openness reversed its positive direction 

and became significant and negatively associated with subsistence rights in the model of 

the Arab Maghreb. Finally, the variable of treaty density remains strongly and 

positively related to subsistence rights in the models of the Arab Maghreb and other 

Arab nations, but has a strong and negative impact on these rights in the model of the 

Arab Mashreq. 

 

The third result is related to the level of democracy, as it appears to be an important 

determinant in the sub-sample models. This variable is statistically significant and 
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positively related to both types of rights in the countries of the Arab Mashreq, but only 

strongly and positively related to a country’s ability to provide for basic needs rights in 

the GCC countries. This means that the influence of democracy level alters when 

breaking the entire sample into four sub-samples. 

 

Finally, this chapter also considers models that account for any potential time effects in 

the independent variables of interest. The results from this analysis are reported in 

Tables 6.5, and 6.6 of this chapter. Accordingly, the findings from lagging all measures 

of globalisation at several periods of time confirms the previous results from the 

comprehensive models, which emphasise that the measure of economic globalisation 

(Bretton Woods system) and political globalisation are significant determinants in 

explaining the level of a state’s respect for security rights and its ability to provide for 

basic human needs. Also, it does conclude that social globalisation has no influence on 

these rights as time passes. 
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Chapter 7                                                                      

Searching Beyond the Globalisation Effect 

 

7.1 Introduction 

The purpose of this chapter is to offer a better understanding or explanation for the 

findings obtained from the analysis in the previous chapter, which found that 

globalisation tends to have a mixed influence on the level of basic human rights in the 

Arab world. Furthermore, it aims to provide an interpretation for the variation of 

human rights practices by carrying the analysis from the regional sample to a different 

level that entails focusing on a few cases or countries, that share a common set of 

causes, but still vary in an important way across their level of respect for basic human 

rights. The logic for selecting these cases or countries mainly, places a large reliance 

on the method of ‘most similar systems design’ (MSSD) as explained by Przeworski 

and Teune (1970: 32-39). 

 

Recall that this study was developed to explore the impact of globalisation on human 

rights practices through conducting two separate stages. Stage one involves an 

empirical analysis of an existing data set, collected from different primary and 

secondary sources to test various hypotheses and draw out generalisations regarding 

human rights practices in all the Arab World countries during the last three decades 

and a half. This has been achieved through the previous statistical analysis in Chapter 

5. As expected, the findings concerning the impact of globalisation on human rights 

were a combination of both a negative and positive influence. As for the second stage 

of this thesis, it investigates more closely the type of relationship between human 

rights practices and globalisation with a more representative sample that is selected 

based on the results of stage one. Thus, Chapter 7 covers the qualitative portion by 

focusing on an individual level analysis of different countries or nation states. 

 

Accordingly, Chapter 7 brings the methodology, and the conceptual framework as 

well as the conclusion from statistical analysis in Chapter 5, section 5.6, together to 

answer the main research question for the qualitative stage of this study, which was 
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how globalisation impacts on the level of basic human rights in the countries of the 

Arab world. Thus, proceeding with the mixed method approach as proposed in Figure 

4.1, Chapter 4 section 4.2, the remaining realm of analysis is reserved for the 

execution of stage two that encompasses the qualitative approach. 

 

To answer the research question posited earlier, this chapter attempts to provide an 

insight and in-depth comparative analysis as well as an understanding of the different 

impacts of globalisation on human rights in the countries of the Arab world. In 

achieving this purpose, a few cases are selected based on the findings of stage one, 

which discussed and explained in this chapter with a case oriented analysis, an 

analysis that aims to understand a particular case or several cases by looking closely 

at the details of each (Babbie, 2013, p.391). Hence, this chapter aims to achieve 

several goals: 

• Summarise briefly the empirical results obtained from Chapter 5 (section 7.2) 

• Present various patterns or models of the effects of globalisation on human 

rights in the Arab world’s countries (section 7.3) 

• Provide a synopsis of the behaviour of individual countries with respect to 

their observance of basic human rights (section 7.4) 

• Conclude the main findings of Chapter 7 (section 7.5) 

 

7.2 A Brief Summary of the Empirical Findings from Statistical Analysis 

This section recalls the major findings of statistical analysis discussed earlier in 

Chapter 5. The purpose of recalling these findings serves as a methodological step or 

a primary guideline that helps to further test the robustness of these findings through 

conducting the case studies analysis or the small N analysis as explained by 

Lieberman (2005). Second, this will set the stage for selecting the cases and justifying 

that selection. In general, the statistical analysis conducted in Chapter 5 provides 

insights about rival explanations that help to motivate case selection strategies for 

small N analysis. 
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Section 5.6 in Chapter 5 concludes the findings obtained from the empirical analysis 

by summarising the potential effects of the independent variables as well as the 

control variables on level of human rights in the Arab world (see Table 5.14). The 

general conclusion derived from such analysis pronounces that globalisation impact is 

a determinant factor in shaping and explaining the levels of basic human rights in the 

Arab world. In particular, in the Arab world, states that are highly integrated into the 

sub-category of economic globalisation, namely the Bretton Woods system, are more 

likely to fulfil both types of rights than those that are disintegrated, a result that 

supports H1-C. On the contrary, there is no support for the hypotheses that other sub-

categories of economic globalisation, FDI (H1-A) and trade openness (H1-B) will 

affect level of respect for both types of rights. Second, a state’s participation in the 

international human rights regime exhibits mixed influence on both types of rights 

(H2). While a state’s level of integration in this regime is a detrimental factor for level 

of respect for security rights, it has a substantive and strong positive effect on level of 

subsistence rights. Finally, the level of social integration in a state has no impact on 

both types of rights, a result that does not support H3. With regards to the control 

variables, the economic development variable demonstrates a strong and positive 

influence on both types of rights. Of all control variables included, the influence of 

economic development level in a state remains constantly statistically significant in 

all models estimated in the analysis. Thus this variable is considered carefully when 

explaining the variation of basic human rights in the individual level analysis or the 

case studies. The below Table 7.1 summarises the potential effects of economic 

globalisation, political globalisation, social globalisation, and economic development 

on the level of respect for both types of rights.   

 
Table 7.1 Summary of Variables Significance on Basic Human Rights Based on 
Models II in Tables 5.5 and 5.12  
Variable Security Rights Subsistence Rights 
Foreign Direct Investment Net 
Inflows (% GDP) 

Not Significant (-)  Not Significant (+)  

Trade Openness, Trade (% GDP) Not Significant (-)  Not Significant (+)  
Involvement in Bretton Woods 
System  

Significant (+) Significant (+) 

Treaty Density Significant (-) Significant (+) 
Internet Users per people 100 Not Significant (+)  Not Significant (-)  
Economic Development  Significant (+) Significant (+) 
(+)= Positive coefficient, (-)= Negative coefficient 
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Based on the above findings, the next section proposes several patterns that facilitate 

the categorisation of each country in the Arab world based on their level of respect for 

security rights and subsistence rights. 

 

7.3 Proposed Patterns of the Effects of Globalisation on Human Rights 

Proceeding with this approach, this section presents various patterns or models of the 

effects of globalisation on human rights in the Arab world countries. This section for 

the most part, depicts how these variables that proved to be determinant factors at the 

regional level, have differently influenced or shaped levels of respect for basic human 

rights at the national level. The previous section 7.1, pointed out that economic 

globalisation, political globalisation, and economic development have had a 

significant influence in determining the level of basic human rights, whether in the 

positive direction by improving these rights, or in the negative direction by 

deteriorating them. From the last section 7.1, one can noticeably realise that the 

variables of economic globalisation and economic development have a positive effect 

on both types of rights, and political globalisation has double effects, in which it has a 

detrimental influence on security rights and a positive effect on subsistence rights.  

 

Now, how do these factors affect human rights practices at the individual state-level? 

Do the countries of the Arab world counter these determinants equally or differently? 

What is the overall impact of these variables on the levels of basic human rights? 

According to the approach of MSSD mentioned earlier in section 7.1, the Arab world 

countries are seen as good examples for the mere fact that they share many economic, 

cultural, historical, religious, and political characteristics. Most importantly is the 

implication of this approach, which relies on the result from the previous empirical 

analysis concerning the difference in human rights practices among the systems or the 

countries of the Arab world. Such difference has two theoretical implications. First, 

the factors that are common to the countries are irrelevant in determining the 

behaviour being explained (a country’s respect for basic human rights) since different 

patterns of behaviour (high and low respect for human rights) are observed among 

systems sharing these factors. Second, any set of variables (high and low levels of 

either economic and political globalisation or economic development) that 
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differentiates these systems in a manner corresponding to the observed differences of 

behaviour (or any interaction among these differences) can be considered as 

explaining these patterns of behaviour (Przeworski and Teune (1970, p.34). Thus, by 

employing the simplest possible theoretical explanation for the existing data herein, 

and based on the influence of the factors of, economic globalisation, political 

globalisation, and economic development, one can sort or categorise each Arab 

country by its level of security rights and subsistence rights into four different patterns 

or models. Figures 7.1 and 7.3 illustrate these four models of economic globalisation 

and the effect of economic development on the level of security rights and subsistence 

rights respectively. Figures 7.2 and 7.4 illustrate the four different models of political 

globalisation and the effect of economic development on the level of security rights 

and subsistence rights respectively. Each one is considered in turn. 
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Figure 7.1 Models of Economic Globalisation and Effect of Economic 
Development on the Level of Security Rights in the Arab World 
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Figure 7.2 Models of Effect of Political Globalisation on the Level of Security 
Rights in the Arab World 
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Each of the four different models has its own features and is categorised based on a 

state’s level of economic and political globalisation as well as level of economic 

development. So that the vertical line signifies the level of economic globalisation 

(Figures 7.1 and 7.3) and the level of political globalisation (Figures 7.2 and 7.4), 

while the horizontal line represents the level of economic development in all figures. 

Each country in the Arab world can be placed in the proper quarter or district based 

on its level of economic development and economic or political globalisation. Thus, 

in each of these four figures Model One represents countries that have high levels of 

either economic or political globalisation and high levels of economic development. 

Model Two refers to countries that have low levels of either economic or political 

globalisation and high levels of economic development. Model three indicates 

countries that have low levels of either economic or political globalisation and low 

levels of economic development. Finally, Model Four represents those countries that 

have high levels of either economic or political globalisation and low levels of 

economic development. Furthermore, it is expected that countries on the same quarter 

may share the same qualities concerning the level of either security rights or 

subsistence rights. Yet, the level of respect for these rights is dissimilar among the 

four quarters and ranked accordingly into four levels; high, moderate, low, and worse.  

 

In Figure 7.1 for instance, since both variables of economic globalisation and 

economic development have positive effects on the level of security rights and 

subsistence rights, it is anticipated that countries falling into Model One with high 

levels of economic globalisation and high levels of economic development should 

most likely share the same features, that is high levels of respect for security rights. 

Consequently, similar rulings can be implemented when determining a country’s level 

of security rights once it falls into the other three models.    

 

It has been pointed out that political globalisation has a negative influence on the 

level of respect for security rights. Therefore, one should expect that countries that 

have high levels of political globalisation exhibit low levels of respect for security 

rights. Model Four in Figure 7.2 for instance, includes countries that have low levels 

of both political globalisation and economic development. As a result, their level of 
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respect for security rights should be low if not the worst. The opposite can be applied 

for countries that are placed on Model two in the same Figure 7.2. Once knowing the 

level of political or economic globalisation and economic development in any of the 

Arab world countries, determining its level of respect for basic human rights becomes 

very straightforward and easily predicted. The previous two Figures 7.1 and 7.2 show 

the expected level of respect for security rights in each quarter in bold. As for the 

expected levels for subsistence rights, they are illustrated in each quarter in bold font 

in Figures 7.3 and 7.4 below.  

 

The implication of this parsimonious method presented in this section is useful for 

other studies as it provides baseline expectations for analysing the effect of other 

factors on human rights practices in the Arab world. It also provides a 

straightforward, systematic and efficient method for readers and researchers to 

classify levels of respect for both types of rights in the Arab world. Thus, in all four 

figures mentioned above, there are at least one or more countries that are placed in 

each quarter. The placing of each country is based on their level of basic human rights 

and the degree of influence that globalisation and economic development have had on 

that country.    
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Figure 7.3 Models of Economic Globalisation and Effect of Economic 
Development on the Level of Subsistence Rights in the Arab World  
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Figure 7.4 Models of the Effect of Political Globalisation on the Level of 
Subsistence Rights in the Arab World
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In order to place each country of the Arab world in one of the four quarters, the 

preliminary analysis from Table 5.3 in Chapter 5 was recalled. In particular, the mean 

scores for the sub-category of economic globalisation (Bretton Woods System), the sub-

category of political globalisation (treaty density), and economic development are 

utilised as the demarcation points. Therefore, countries with mean economic 

globalisation (Bretton Woods System variable) scores greater than 2.25 were 

categorised as having high degrees of economic globalisation. In contrast, those 

countries with mean economic globalisation scores with less than 2.25 have low degrees 

of economic globalisation. In the case of political globalisation (treaty density variable), 

the mean score of 1.12 is considered as a separation line between countries with high 

levels of political globalisation and those with low levels of political globalisation. As 

for the level of economic development, those countries with mean economic 

development above the value of 7.82 are categorised as having high levels of economic 

development, while those countries with mean economic development below the value 

of 7.82 have low levels of economic development.  

 

As a result, it is straightforward to place each country of the Arab world in one of the 

four quarters as shown in all previous Figures 7.1, 7.2, 7.3 and 7.4. In general, this 

approach helps in conducting an overall comparison between countries placed in 

different quarters as the performance of those countries placed in Model one for 

instance, should be at variance to those placed in other models. To illustrate this, Figure 

7.1 anticipates that countries of Model One should have moderate to the highest levels 

of respect for security rights. This expectation is conditional as long as these countries 

are positively influenced by economic globalisation and have had high levels of 

economic development. In contrast, countries of Model Three have low to worse levels 

of security rights because they do not have much influence from economic globalisation 

and economic development. As for countries of Model Four, the expectation is that they 

should have low to moderate levels of security rights because they have achieved a high 

positive influence from economic globalisation and little influence from economic 

development. The same logic is applied to countries of Model Three as their security 

rights’ performance is considered to be moderate to low. However, at this time, they 

received a high positive influence from economic development and little positive 

influence from economic globalisation. 
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Similarly, Figure 7.3 shows the four models anticipated for subsistence rights based on 

levels of economic globalisation and economic development. In this figure, countries of 

Model One should have high levels of subsistence rights because they exhibited a high 

positive impact from both economic globalisation and economic development. On the 

contrary, countries of Model Three have the worst level of subsistence rights because 

they do not have much impact from economic globalisation and economic development. 

The expectations for countries of Model Two and Four are anticipated to have moderate 

levels of subsistence rights because they achieved either little influence from economic 

development and a high positive influence from economic globalisation (Model Four) 

or a high influence from economic development and little positive influence from 

economic globalisation (Model Three).    

 

Figure 7.2 illustrated the models of political globalisation and effect of economic 

development on the levels of security rights in the Arab world. In Figure 7.2, it is 

anticipated that countries of Model One should have moderate or low levels of respect 

for security rights because they are negatively influenced by political globalisation and 

have had high levels of economic development. Countries of Model Two are anticipated 

to have the highest levels of security rights because they received a positive impact 

from economic development, and also received little negative impact from political 

globalisation. On the contrary, countries of Model Four should have the lowest levels of 

security rights because they did not receive much positive impact from economic 

development, while they exhibited much negative impact from political globalisation.   

 

As for the models of political globalisation and effect of economic development on 

level of subsistence rights, Figure 7.4 above illustrates all four anticipated models. 

Contrary to security rights, political globalisation here has a positive effect on a 

country’s ability to provide for basic needs rights. Thus, it is anticipated that Model One 

and Two in Figure 7.4 includes countries with moderate to high levels of subsistence 

rights because they have a great impact from either economic globalisation or economic 

development or from both. It is also anticipated countries of Model Four should have 

the worst level of subsistence rights because they are negatively influenced by political 
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globalisation and have had low levels of economic development. As for countries of 

Model Four, it is anticipated that they should have moderate levels of subsistence rights 

because they have a positive impact from political globalisation and little impact from 

economic development.   

 

An overall comparison between all four models in previous figures should pronounce 

that countries of each model share the same characteristics in terms of other factors such 

as, the presence of civil conflict, the presence of international conflict, the level of 

democracy, the population level, and the existence of religious and ethnic minority 

groups in a country. For instance, countries of Model One in Figure 7.1 who should 

have high levels of security rights due to a high positive impact from economic 

globalisation and economic development are less likely to engage in any form of either 

endless or intermittent civil conflict and international conflict. This can be applied to 

most countries of the GCC who placed in Model One as having high levels of security 

rights. On the contrary, countries of Model three in the same Figure 7.1 categorised as 

having the worst level of security rights due to having little influence from economic 

globalisation and economic development. Reviewing the history of these countries 

(Algeria, Iraq, Somalia, and Sudan) reveals the fact that they are all heavily engaged in 

either uninterrupted of intermittent civil war, which obviously has had a deteriorating 

effect on their level of security rights. The same logic can be applied to other 

characteristics when studying the similarity among countries of other models.  

 

In summary, the past Section 7.3 of this chapter provides various patterns of the effects 

of globalisation on human rights in the Arab world’s countries. According to these 

patterns, one can anticipate and therefore, sort or categorise each Arab country by its 

level of security rights and subsistence rights based on the amount of influence that 

globalisation and economic development have had on each country. Although the past 

discussion further tests the robustness of the findings of Chapter 5, it implies that by 

using the impact of economic globalisation, political globalisation, and the level of 

economic development, the level of security rights and subsistence rights in any Arab 

country can be easily predicted. From all the above, one can further proceed the 

investigation by choosing one, two or more of the countries of the Arab world that are 
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placed in one of the four patterns discussed earlier. Selecting any of the cases 

(countries) should be sufficient to make an assessment about the findings derived from 

the statistical analysis (Gerring, 2007). The next section aims to further assess these 

findings by conducting an in depth investigation of one or more of the cases contained 

within the large sample. 

 

7.4 A Synopsis of the Behaviour of Individual Countries with respect to their 

Observance of Basic Human Rights 

This section attempts to discuss the experience of the existing human rights practices in 

several Arab countries, including both those that exhibit high levels of respect for basic 

human rights and those that do not. Some of these experiences were promising in that 

poor records improved to become healthier as time passed. In other places, these 

experiences ended in failure. The purpose of this discussion is to provide a deep 

description of the relationship between globalisation and basic human rights along 

several cases in different historical experiences. Furthermore, the discussion intends to 

assess the findings from the statistical analysis in Chapter 5, and provide real examples 

for these findings from individual countries of the Arab world. 

 

7.4.1 Case Selection 

Though the previous statistical analysis presents some confidence to draw out 

generalisations regarding human rights practices in the Arab World, an explanation of 

the how and why of these results entails in-depth case studies. Thus, to complement the 

quantitative analysis, this section examines four countries of the Arab world. These 

cases should emphasise the different experiences of basic human rights across several 

historical contexts. The choice of selection of these cases is guided by the findings 

presented in the previous section 7.3, as ‘one can make informed choices about whether 

to select cases based on predicted and actual scores on the independent or dependent 

variable and whether or not to select cases randomly’ (Lieberman, 2005, p.443). Thus, 

the decision of case selection accounts for those cases that are represented in the 

statistical model. All countries placed in Figures 7.1, 7.2, 7.3, and 7.4 in the last section 

are possible cases for further in-depth analysis. However, the four cases that are chosen 

for further investigation should be an adequate representation to assess the robustness of 
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the variables that proved to show a statistically significant effect. In particular, the 

remainder of this section examines the experiences of basic human rights practices in 

the following four countries: Qatar from the GCC, Tunisia from the Arab Maghreb, 

Syria from the Arab Mashreq, and Egypt from other Arab nation-states.  

 

As the statistical analysis demonstrates, three of these cases or countries have had high 

levels of economic globalisation (Qatar, Egypt, and Tunisia), with Qatar achieving a 

high level of security rights and subsistence rights, while Egypt and Tunisia exhibit low 

levels of security rights and moderate levels of subsistence rights. On the contrary, Syria 

has been recognised as having low levels of economic globalisation with a low level of 

security rights and a moderate level of subsistence rights. In term of the level of 

political globalisation, Qatar has been categorised as having low levels of political 

globalisation and the other three countries (Egypt, Tunisia, and Syria) have obtained 

high levels of political globalisation. Lastly, Qatar is the only country among the four 

that has a high level of economic development. As a result, these four cases represent 

different patterns of behaviour in the observed dependent variables (high and low levels 

of security rights and substance rights) and a set of independent variables (high and low 

levels of economic globalisation and political globalisation) that differentiates the four 

cases in a manner corresponding to the observed differences of behaviour. The primary 

sources will be government documents and publications, and reports from international 

organisations, mainly annual human rights reports published by Amnesty International 

and the United Nations, while the secondary sources are books and journals.  

 

Throughout the following discussion, the focus is limited to the level of economic and 

political integration in each country during the past three and a half decades. This will 

include a brief history of their membership in the Bretton Woods Systems, and their 

level of commitment (ratification and signatory status) to the international human rights 

conventions. In order to explain the influence of the level of integration, a description 

and evaluation of changes in the level of respect for basic human rights in each of the 

four countries is considered in turn.          
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Qatar 

Qatar in this section is an example of an Arab world country that exhibits a high level of 

respect for security rights and a high level of capability to provide for subsistence rights 

as a result of exhibiting a strong positive influence from economic globalisation and 

economic development as well as achieving low levels of political globalisation. 

Therefore, reviewing and evaluating changes in the level of respect for basic human 

rights in Qatar across numerous past historical events and current political and 

economic reforms should facilitate such evaluation and allow for assessing the influence 

of integration level on such changes that exist. 

 

Qatar is one of the six wealthiest monarchies that compromise the GCC (Bahrain, 

Kuwait, Oman, Qatar, Saudi Arabia and the UAE) with the highest amount of GDP per 

capita across the entire Arab world. In 2011, according to data from the Word Bank 

Indicators, Qatar recorded the world’s fourth highest per capita income after Monaco, 

Luxembourg, and Norway. Before its independence in 1971, Qatar was a poor British 

protectorate. As a result of the oil revenue and the discovery of its natural gas fields, 

Qatar is now an affluent Arab state that plays a significant political and economic role 

either regionally or globally through its membership in the GCC and the Arab League 

as well as the United Nations and many other international organisations.  

 

Shortly after assuming power in 1995, the Amir of Qatar, Shaykh Hamad bin Khalifa Al 

Thani, declared a new era of political and democratic reforms, which for the most part 

signified the liberalisation of Qatar’s political system (Kamrava, 2009, p.402). For the 

first time, people of Qatar were able to participate and vote for the election of members 

of Doha Municipal Council in 1998. In a latter year, the Emir announced that a 

constitutional committee would draft a new permanent law that provides the base for the 

establishment of a directly elected parliament to be called ‘The Advisory Council’. The 

new constitution promulgated on June 8, 2004, after obtaining overwhelming 

endorsement by 96.6 per cent of Qatari voters in a public referendum on April 2003. 

According to the new constitution, the Emir holds executive power including control 

over public policy and the appointment of a prime minister and his cabinet (Muller, 

Overstreet, Isacoff, & Landsford, 2011). However, according to the new constitution, 
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parliament could question ministers and query their budget proposals (Fromherz, 2012, 

p.147). Still, the new constitution states that two thirds of the parliament members will 

be directly elected, whereas the remaining members will be appointed by the Emir. 

Since then, no election has been held, as it was rescheduled for the end of 2013. In 

general, the constitution codified equal rights for women, as well as general rights of 

freedom of association, expression, and worship. The constitution also, endorses a free 

press and independent judiciary, but does not provide for the formation of political 

parties.  

 

In the case of Qatar, human rights practices in the last three decades oscillated between 

extremely observed, where people are not imprisoned for their opinion or tortured, and 

commonly observed, where a limited amount of imprisonment, and few persons were 

affected. In general, according to Amnesty International reports, repression of human 

rights in Qatar was rarely observed, and Qatar’s human rights record was not the worst 

in the Arab world. As a result, Qatari citizens encountering repression of their personal 

integrity rights were very limited in number. Yet, reporting on the government’s record 

of human rights practices rose impressively during the last two decades.  

 

In particular, Qatar before 1995 was among the countries where the information on 

violations of concern to Amnesty International was insufficient to allow an entry in 

many of its reports. Due to regime secrecy and censorship, Amnesty International 

clearly emphasises the lack of information on human rights practices in certain 

countries. Yet, if there is no entry on a particular country in Amnesty International 

reports, it cannot be assumed that no violations of human rights have taken place there. 

However, when Amnesty International started to include a special section on Qatar’s 

record in its annual reports, most of the issues of interest were about foreign migrant 

workers rights, individuals being deprived of nationality, and women's rights. Yet, these 

issues were still limited in number and kind compared to other Arab countries’ actions 

and repressive behaviour of their citizens’ rights. Furthermore, none of these reports 

came upon major cases of repression of Qatari citizens’ personal integrity rights (i.e., 

persons experiencing political and other extrajudicial killing; disappearance; or torture). 
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During the beginning of the 1990's, Qatar among other Arab countries faced external 

and internal pressure for political change and reform. This concern emerged in early 

1992 when a number of Qataris articulated ‘concern and disappointment’ over the 

ruling family’s ‘abuse of power’ and called for economic and educational reform, 

ultimately demanding the abolition of the Consultative Council in favour of a true 

legislative body. The Political Handbook of the World (2011) reported that ‘the 

government responded harshly to such criticism and briefly detained some of the 

petitioners, effectively muting the debate over democratisation’. On the other hand, 

reformists considered it a hopeful sign that the new cabinet, announced on September 1, 

1992, included men who were not members of the royal family in several key 

ministerial positions (Muller, Overstreet, Isacoff, & Landsford, 2011). However, when 

Sheikh Hamad assumed power in 1995, he faced little dissent from Qataris.’Yet, instead 

of Qataris liking the Sheikh on a personal level, they reportedly believed he was 

allowing Qatar to slip behind other Gulf countries in economic and political progress’ 

(Muller, Overstreet, Isacoff, & Landsford, 2011). In this regard, Fromherz (2012) states 

that the reasons behind ‘Hamad’s success were internal Sheikh Khalifa’s allies had 

slowly and steadily been converted to Hamad’s camp in an accelerating, self-

perpetuating game of alliances until the balance had shifted irretrievably in his favour’ 

(p.85). In November 1997 some 110 people, including many police officers, were tried 

for alleged participation in the February 1996 counter-coup attempt, while 85 of the 

defendants were acquitted in February 2000, about 30 were convicted and received 

sentences of life in prison or death. An appeals court upheld their sentence in May 2001 

(The Political Handbook of the World, 2011). In this regard, Fromherz (2012) states, 

‘the involvement of the bedu in this failed counter-coup may shed further light upon 

Hamad’s continued weariness about al-Murra bedu and their citizenship in Qatar’ 

(p.85). Indeed, in its 2008 annual report, Amnesty International reported that the 

authorities restored the Qatari nationality to almost 2000 people, including members of 

al-Murra tribe. However, both the 2011 and 2012 annual reports allege that the 

government continued to deny the Qatari nationality to around 100 people, most of 

them members of al-Murra tribe that were partly blamed for the coup attempt in 1996.         

 

However, human rights practices in Qatar did not worsen throughout the transition of 

power changing in 1995 or during the process of economic and political reforms. 
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Although Qatar maintains the highest level of respect for security rights during the past 

three decades and a half, its level slightly dropped immediately after being a member in 

the WTO before it increased during the beginning of the new millennium. Indeed, 

annual reports by Amnesty International on Qatar’s human rights practices started to 

emerge and come into sight during the beginning of 1990s.  

 

A long time before the creation of the WTO in 1994, many international human rights 

conventions were adopted and put into action. Although these instruments and treaties 

were designed to protect individuals and groups against certain regime behaviours, the 

empirical findings from this thesis along with other studies reported earlier illustrate the 

deficit of these instruments in promoting human rights in countries that sign or ratify 

these treaties. In this regard, Qatar among other GCC countries did not sign or ratify all 

the nine core international human rights agreements. The International Covenant on 

Civil and Political Rights (ICCPR) and International Covenant on Economic, Social, 

and Cultural Rights (ICESCR) among other treaties that Qatar did not sign or ratify 

until today. Although the Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of 

Discrimination against Women (CEDAW) was open for signature in 1979, Qatar has 

abstained from being a member in this treaty for almost three decades, and it was only 

in 2009 that Qatar acceded to the CEDAW, but with reservations. Thus, Qatar remains 

absent from fully participating in the International Human Rights Regime, which 

indicates a low level of political integration, and at the same time, maintains a high level 

of respect for security rights. It is obvious that Qatar is an ideal real case or example, in 

which the assumption that a states’ participation in international human rights 

agreements does not lead to observation of security rights in that country, as confirmed 

in the results from hypothesis 2 in Chapter 5.  

 

As it has been noted above, since Amnesty International started to allow an entry in its 

annual reports, the arbitrary deprivation of nationality, the violence and discrimination 

against women, the exploitation and abuse of foreign migrant workers who are 

inadequately protected under the law, and the continuation of courts to pass sentences of 

death and flogging, although no executions were reported, are all the main issues of 

concern that disturb Amnesty International and other human rights organisations. Yet, 
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these actions were still limited in number and kind, and in the case of flogging for 

instance, it was reported that only Muslims considered medically fit were liable to have 

such sentences carried out, and it was unknown if any of the sentences were 

implemented (Amnesty International Report, Qatar 2012). In this regard, Qatar acceded 

to the Convention against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or 

Punishment in 2000, and submitted in 2011 a report to the Committee against Torture in 

accordance with article 19, paragraph 1 explaining the steps taken locally to implement 

the Convention. According to this report, the penalties of stoning, amputation and 

flogging are not used at all, and some parts of the Criminal Code have been amended to 

allow for the use of community work as a penalty that may be applied under a given set 

of rules and conditions instead of the normal penalties, which are imprisonment and a 

fine. In all occasions, reviewing Amnesty International reports indicates that any sort of 

torture against Qatari citizens is not observable. In the case of foreign nationals who 

commit an offence according to the law, they scarcely face the fate of torture, and in 

most cases they would be vulnerable to either deportation or be sentenced to 

imprisonment followed in some cases by deportation.  

 

Still, 2011 was a year of unprecedented popular uprisings and political turmoil for the 

Arab world. A year that is recognised by the fall of tyrant rulers whom people never 

thought of replacing or disconnecting rulers from the authority they hold through 

deceptive elections and incapacitated constitutions. Demanding change, an enormous 

amount of people congregated in the streets and squares of many cities along the map of 

the Arab world, including Tunis, Cairo, Benghazi, Sana’a, Manama, and many others. 

Yet, although there were some calls for public demonstrations created via public social 

media, Qatar did not witness anti regime protests comparable to those of other states in 

the Arab world. However, Qatar’s record on human rights practices during that year was 

not injured, as the annual report of AI on Qatar reported no more than the issues of 

concern that usually appeared in previous year reports. The only exception is the arrest 

of at least two persons, reportedly because of their alleged involvement in criticising the 

government (Amnesty International Report, Qatar 2012).  
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It has been pointed out that Qatar has started the path into political reform a long time 

before the Arab spring, precisely since Sheik Hamad assumed power in 1995. While 

political reform and accordingly, the demand for change in most Arab countries has 

been motivated by internal economic necessities, Rathmell and Schulze (2000) argue 

that these necessities have a small effect on the choices of political change in Qatar. On 

the Contrary, ‘it has been deliberately chosen for foreign policy reasons and ‘domestic 

dynastic politics’ (Rathmell and Schulze, 2000, p.47). Indeed, Sheikh Hamad had 

gained broader support from the masses and continued to promote his liberalised 

administration as a potential model for other countries in the region where long-

standing regimes have resisted political and economic reform (Muller, Overstreet, 

Isacoff, & Landsford, 2011). Regardless of the reasons or the sources for such reform 

that is occurring in Qatar, it is obvious that Qatar exhibits a high level of respect for 

security rights as discussed in previous pages. The remaining discussion briefly sheds 

light on the status of other types of rights, subsistence rights, which also can be 

explained by the high amount of GDP per capita Qatar possesses as well as the level of 

economic and political integration.  

 

Living in a tiny extremely rich country, people in Qatar receive the benefit of free 

education, and health care as well as some of the utilities, housing and subsidies. 

Statistically, Qatar’s population accounted for around 1.9 million in 2011, increasing by 

four times from 1995. At the same time, its GDP per capita has doubled by more than 

five times since 1995, reaching $92,501 in 2011. Thus, the small population of Qatari 

nationals and substantial oil revenue has allowed the state to provide a full range of 

social benefits to its citizens, from secure employment to free education and healthcare 

combined with substantial direct benefits and subsidies (Rathmell and Schulze, 2000, 

p.52). Also, Kamrava (2009) says that the Qatari regime has established ‘a 

comprehensive social welfare system through which it attends to most of the basic 

needs of its citizens from cradle to grave’ (p.406). As a result, one can understand the 

reasons behind the emptiness of Qatari streets from similar protests that have occurred 

in other Arab countries, simply because there is more for all citizens. Above all, with 

Qatar presenting itself as a progressive, modern, and liberal state, and as long as its 

national revenue continues to benefit Qatari citizens, the potential for any domestic 
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upheaval or disturbance seems to be very unlikely. In June 2013, the Amir of Qatar, 

Shaykh Hamad, handed over the position of leadership in Qatar to his son. 

 

Syria 

The Syrian Arab Republic is the second case study with a totally different experience 

than that of Qatar. Assessing human rights practices based on Syria’s experience is 

informative and very instructive in adding to this part of the qualitative analysis. High 

levels of economic globalisation in a country, as it has been pointed out should have a 

positive impact on its level of basic human rights. Yet, as a result of having low levels 

of economic integration, Syria exhibits low levels of security rights but moderate levels 

of subsistence rights. In terms of the level of political globalisation, Syria obtains a high 

level of political integration, which according to the empirical results should enhance 

the level of subsistence rights but damage the level of security rights. 

 

With a strongly centralised economic system and a heavy military expenditure 

dependant on foreign financial assistance (Zallio, 1995), Syria’s GDP per capita is the 

lowest across the Arab Mashreq countries and accounts for only $ 2892.76 in 2010. 

According to the data of the World Bank Indicators, per capita GDP growth fell from 

3.8 % in 2004 to 1.1 % in 2010. Until early 2012, Syria was governed by the 1973 

constitution, which succeeded the provisional constitutions of 1964 and 1969. The 

constitution describes Syria as ‘a socialist popular democracy’. Its president should be 

nominated by legislature upon a proposal by the regional Command of the Baath Party, 

and must be a Muslim elected by popular referendum for a seven-year term. The chief 

executive holds substantial power, appointing the minster and all other cabinet 

members. The legislative authority is in the hand of the People’s Assembly, which is 

directly elected for a four year term. The judicial system, based on a blend of French, 

Ottoman, and Islamic legal traditions, is headed by the Court of Cassation and includes 

courts of appeal, summary courts, courts of first instance, and specialised court for 

military and religious issues (The Political Handbook of the World, Syria). In April 

2011, the regime responded with several sets of reforms in response to the popular 

protests by lifting the national state of emergency that had been in force continuously 

since 1963, abolished the notoriously unfair Supreme State Security Court that had 
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jailed thousand of critics and opponents of the regime, and decreed that some members 

of the Kurdish minority should receive Syrian citizenship (Amnesty International 

Report, 2012). However, President Bashar al-Assad issued a decree allowing detention 

without charge or trail for up to two months. Furthermore, in an attempt to maintain the 

power of the regime, a national referendum was conducted in 2012 to adopt a new 

constitution , and nearly 90 per cent of the voters out of a 57.4 turnout voted ‘yes’. In 

this regard, MacFarquhar and Cowell (2008) state that ‘In Syria, referendums 

traditionally produce the results sought by the government, so the huge plurality 

reported in favour of the Constitution was not surprising’. Though, the regime remains 

ingrained in autocratic rule to this date, subjugated by a single leader.  

 

During its first decades and soon after declaring independence from the French forces in 

1946, political stability in Syria was threatened by a series of military coups. This 

political struggle ended in a bloodless coup in November 1970, resulted in the 

installation of Hafiz al-Assad as president (The Political Handbook of the World, 2011). 

Syria remained under the strong presidency of Hafiz al-Assad for nearly three decades 

until his death in mid 2000. Since then, Bashar al-Assad has succeeded his father, and is 

now standing before a new brutal political struggle as a result of anti government 

protests that erupted in the southern governorate of Daraa in mid March 2011 and 

rapidly spread to other parts of the state. Recently, Hezbollah began supporting the 

Syrian regime in their political struggle. In both presidencies, Syria’s experience has 

been marked very deeply by political struggles and conflict, and human rights in the 

past did not deteriorate as they have today, but did not ameliorate either. Indeed, all 

existing human rights coverage sources offer evidence that the regime perpetrated 

immense human rights atrocities against civilians.  

 

Like many other countries in the Arab world, several human rights violations were 

committed and facilitated by provisions of the state of emergency. In Syria, however, 

emergency law, imposed in 1963, remained in effect until April 2011. As a 

consequence, government security agencies arrested thousands of political prisoners, 

and detained them for lengthy periods without trail. Military and state security courts, 

which lack legal safeguards, regularly sentence political detainees to long prison terms. 
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According to available human rights records, Syrian authorities have not charged or 

sentenced all former government officials that had been detained without charge or trial 

since their arrest during the transition of power that installed Hafiz al-Assad as president 

in 1970. Some of them were released in 1994 (Amnesty International Report, 1995).   

 

During the late 1970s and early 1980s, government forces committed massive human 

rights abuses against civilians. Maintaining security in Lebanon after 19 months of civil 

war started in April 1975, Syrian military forces intervened as an Arab peace keeping 

force. Soon after the intervention, Amnesty International revealed that they had received 

numerous reports of abductions of both Lebanese and Palestinians by the Syrian armed 

forces (Amnesty International Report 1976). More importantly, this intervention was 

faced with widespread internal resistance, which turned into constant political violence 

and clashes between the security forces and Muslim Brotherhood members in 

Damascus, and in other main cities like Hama, Homs and Aleppo. There were 

allegations that several deaths and injuries of both civilians and military personnel had 

been caused by bomb explosions and assassination attempts (Amnesty International 

Report, 1976). Some reports blamed the rebels for killing government officials in Hama 

and Aleppo and committing a series of bombings in Damascus from 1979 to 

1981(Amnesty International Report, 1983; The Handbook of the Political World, 2011). 

Also it was reported that in February 1982, the conflict become very aggressive in the 

northern city of Hama, resulting in massacres and atrocities of ‘large numbers of 

unarmed inhabitants who were killed by the government forces as they regained control 

of the town and by aerial bombardment’ (Amnesty International Report, 1983). 

 

By 1983 this phase of political violence had come to an end, as government forces 

severely squashed all forms of insurgence. Yet, security forces continued their policy of 

systematically violating citizens’ rights, including the routine use of torture, arbitrary 

arrests without authorisation and legal warrants, disappearances and extrajudicial 

killings, and the denying of basic rights for detainees who had been arrested for long 

periods of time. These regular practices, however, have been reported persistently over 

the years, and recorded in almost every annual report issued by both Amnesty 

International and Human Rights Watch over the last three decades. 
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The internal pressure and demands for economic and political reforms arose after the 

end of the Cold War, and the regional Gulf War II in 1991 does not seems to have any 

positive impact on Syria’s experience. While some Arab countries introduced political 

reforms at different levels during the 1990s, Syria remains lagging behind in both 

political openings and policy reform (Noland and Howard, 2011, p.200). Securing his 

fourth term in a referendum in 1991, President Hafiz al-Assad declared plans for an 

economic liberalisation program and political reforms. Yet, he abandoned all pretence 

of an immediate transition to an elected government, claiming that ‘a democracy would 

be appropriate only when the per capita income of Syrians reached that of the West’ 

(The Political Handbook of the World, 2011). Meanwhile, the regime strengthened its 

own power, panning political opposition, increased restrictions on the media by 

imposing censorship on book publishing, and almost all forms of cultural expression. 

Parallel to all that, the regime strengthened its ties with the U.S.A, repaired relations 

with the U.K, expanded its control over Lebanon, and gained a great amount of aid from 

both Saudi Arabia and Kuwait. Soon after the Syrian military forces participated in the 

Gulf War II next to the U.S, the past enemy directly become a Western ally (Human 

rights Watch, 1990). As a result, the U.S. government was willing to neglect Syria’s 

violations of human rights, which have continued during the remaining period of Hafiz 

al-Assad’s presidency who stayed in power until his death in June, 2000. 

 

With the death of Hafiz al-Assad and the amendment of Article 83 of the constitution, 

the Syrian regime transferred the power to his son Bashar al-Assad in a very smooth 

manner and without any obstacles. During the transition, Bashar al-Assad ‘did not feel 

the need to take drastic measures to entrench his personal and public status in order to 

face down a rival camp’ (Zisser, 2006, p.60). Yet, despite some cosmetic changes, 

Bashar maintained the old political system his father had established, followed the same 

policy and squashed expectations aroused at the moment he assumed power (Zisser, 

2006, p.94). Indeed, despite the presidential succession, Syrians continued to be denied 

civil and political rights, freedom of expression, association, and assembly were strictly 

limited in law and practice; the local media and access to the Internet remained state-

controlled; and the pervasive powers of the security forces under the country's long-

standing emergency law, in force since 1963, were still intact. 
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Inheriting a state’s presidency that was ruled by a authoritative and long repressive 

regime for almost thirty years, Bashar al-Assad addressed the Syrians in his inaugural 

speech on July 17, 2000, raising their expectations towards political change as well as 

economic reform. Yet, within a few years, it became obvious that he was unable to meet 

these expectations and the effort to bring about political, economic and social changes 

had failed (Zisser, 2006, p.205). Even when some intellectuals raised their voices 

through numerous petitions, demanding reforms and democratic changes after 

completing his first year in presidency, Bashar and the regime’s old guard criticised 

these attempts, by attacking the supporters of the so called ‘Damascus Spring’, accusing 

them of destroying Syria’s national interests, and serving a foreign agenda (Zisser, 

2006, p.87-89). Some of the reformists were detained and then released between 2007 

and 2008 (Amnesty International Report, 2008 and 2009).       

 

However, in a preliminary step into opening the political sphere, the regime released 

hundreds of political prisoners, including human rights activists in the beginning of 

2000 (Human Rights Watch, 2000 and 2001). Yet, the emergency law that was enacted 

since 1963 held a ban on political opposition, and some reforms were allowed to 

flourish only in the economic sector, which experienced an entry of private investment, 

mainly in Damascus (The Political Handbook of the World, 2011). This was 

accompanied with the first official request made in 2001 by the Syrian government to 

join the WTO and to be considered for full membership (WT/ACC/SYR/1, 2001). This 

request demonstrates a very significant step towards trade liberalisation in Syria. 

However, Syria was granted observer status in the WTO only in 2010, when the U.S 

dropped its opposition, which added Syria to its list of states that sponsor terrorism. 

This, however, has had little effect on both Syria’s trade openness and its level of 

foreign direct investment, as they have remained constant since the 1990s. In this 

regard, one can conclude that Syria’s attempt to open its economy by increasing its level 

of integration globally has had a slightly positive influence on its observance of human 

rights. This can be seen in the period from 1992 to 2006, since their human rights record 

has slightly changed from an extensive level of violation to a common level of abuse.  
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In April 2005, two months after the assassination of former Lebanese Prime Minister 

Rafiq al-Hariri, Syria withdrew its troops from Lebanon. The assassination provoked 

strong international pressure and huge Lebanese protests against Syria as it was accused 

of being involving in the incident (The Political Handbook of the World, 2011). 

Furthermore, Syria lost the warm relations it had with Saudi Arabia and Europe, as well 

as the U.S.A. Internally, Vice President Abd al-Halim Khaddam resigned and moved to 

France, and in December 2005 he proclaimed that Syrian officials had threatened 

former Lebanese prime minister Rafiq al-Hariri with assassination (The Political 

Handbook of the World, 2011; Zisser, 2006, p.205-206). With all this in mind, 

observance of human rights has again deteriorated, reaching the worst level in 2011 and 

beyond. With the emergency law imposed in 1963, remaining in effect, the regime 

continues to detain and imprison hundreds of human rights defenders and non-violent 

critics of government policies. Those who were arrested in previous years remained in 

prison. Detainees continued to be tortured and otherwise ill-treated with some, 

reportedly dying in an unknown condition (Amnesty International Report, 2007-2011). 

Recently, Human Rights Watch released a report entitled a ‘wasted decade’ in reference 

to the first ten years passing while president Bashar al-Assad was in Office. The report 

reveals that the regime escalated its campaign against Syrian opponents and members of 

the Muslim brotherhood. The forbidding of women to wear niqab (face veil) in public 

and private universities by the regime is just an example (Human Rights Watch, 2010).        

 

In the beginning of 2011, a number of children were detained by the Syrian authorities 

because they were involved in writing anti-government graffiti on some walls of their 

school in Dera’a in the south. The regime responded harshly to families and those who 

called for the release of the school students. By mid March and April, the anti-regime 

protests increased rapidly as Syrian authorities attempted to silent the protesters by 

using aggressive tools, including using snipers to shoot into peaceful gatherings 

(Amnesty International Report, 2011). As mentioned earlier, the regime passed 

numerous reforms yet protest movements spread and rejected these cosmetic reforms, 

which include the lifting of state emergency laws, introducing a new media law, and 

granting citizenship to Syrian Kurds who were deprived their political and cultural 

rights for so long (Human Rights Watch, 2012). From 2012 till now, the uprising in 

Syria has turned into a bloody conflict, as the government’s crackdown on anti-regime 
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protests developed into an entrenched armed conflict. It was reported that Syrian 

military forces and pro-government militia known as ‘shabeeha’ continue to torture 

detainees and commit extrajudicial executions in areas under their control. Some 

opposition forces have also carried out a series of abuses like kidnapping, torture, and 

extrajudicial killings (Human Rights Watch, 2013).  

 

At the time of this writing, the U.N. General Assembly President Vuk Jeremic 

announced that ‘at least 80 000 have perished since the start of the hostilities, with most 

of those casualties believed to be civilians’ (UN Publications, May, 2013). Moreover, 

the number of refugees registered exceeded a million, now living in camps in Jordan, 

Lebanon, Turkey, Iraq, and elsewhere. The role of the Internet in this crisis is very 

significant, as most of the pictures and videos received from Syria are uploaded through 

websites like YouTube and Facebook. In Syria however, it was only in 2000 that the 

Internet became available to the general public. At that time, the Internet users (per 100 

people) in Syria was reported at 0.18.  Since then, this number has immensely 

increased, and the latest figures show that Syrians with access to the worldwide network 

accounted for approximately 23 (per 100 people) in 2011 (World Bank Indicators). 

However, the Syrian authorities placed censorship of Internet activities and monitoring 

of Internet users, alongside with blocking a wide range of Web site categories and 

filtering sites that criticise government policies and actions (OpenNet Initiative, 2009). 

To sum up, human rights in Syria since 2011 are in deep crisis. During the 1980s, with 

the old and traditional media sources, and the political isolation of the Syrian regime, 

past history tells little about what incidents took place in the city of Hama in 1982. 

According to Amnesty International, the estimated number of casualties was 

approximately 10,000 (Amnesty International Report, 1983). Today, with more 

advanced media resources and new communication technology, and with the regime 

resuming the same old pattern in banning foreign media from covering the current 

crisis, outsiders cannot observe most of the reportedly widespread and systematic gross 

violations of Syrian citizens’ rights. Yet, when locals make their voices heard either by 

using the Internet or by seeking refuge in other neighbouring countries, the international 

world makes little effort to halt the bloodshed and relieve the Syrian people by 

resolving the current crisis.  
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In summation, the number of Syrians encountering repression of their personal integrity 

rights slightly declined only during the 1990s, and during the transition of power in 

2000. Indeed, the period of the 1990s has perceived some economic liberalisation in the 

Syrian economy along with strengthening the regime’s ties with the U.S, Europe, and 

the GCC countries. On the contrary, during the 1970s and 1980s as well as the years 

after 2006, the amount and the sort of repression committed by the Syrian regime 

increased and even worsened, as international reports on human rights practices in Syria 

rose vividly and included violations such as; hundreds of people experiencing political 

and other extrajudicial killing; disappearances; torture and other cruel, inhuman, or 

degrading treatment or punishment; arbitrary arrests, detention, or exile; denial of a fair 

public trail; and denial of freedom of speech and press and of peaceful assembly and 

association. Meanwhile, Syria is among those countries that has signed or ratified most 

covenants of international human rights. Except for the International Convention on the 

Protection of All Persons from Enforced Disappearance (CPED), Syria is a member of 

all other core international human rights agreements (see Table 7.2). Recalling that the 

empirical findings from Chapter 5 show that participating in international human rights 

agreements does not guarantee observance of security rights in a country. In contrast, 

security rights practices in countries that do not join the agreements are much healthier 

than others who participate in human rights treaties. Thus, Syria’s experience is an ideal 

representation of a state that participates in international human rights agreements (has a 

high level of political globalisation), but exhibits a low level of security rights.  

 

With a low amount of GDP per capita and the Syrian regime withholding real and 

effective political and economic integration, the level of subsistence rights in Syria did 

not alter dramatically during the last three and a half decades. More precisely, the 

outcomes for PQLI slightly increased on a yearly basis, and this increase does not come 

as a result of either the transition of power that occurred in 2000 or as a result of the 

1990s’ economic opening. Indeed, the outcomes for life expectancy at age one, infant 

mortality, and adult literacy rate, which all encompass the PQLI, have improved 

consistently for Syrian citizens across the 1976-2011 period. Yet, in comparison to all 

Arab countries, the mean overall level of PQLI in Syria remains at a moderate level 

across the whole time period, being 79.63. Syria amongst other Arab countries such as 

Jordan, Egypt, Yemen and Sudan, were acting like oil countries without being oil 
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producers, providing free or at least very low cost welfare services and yet demanding 

little in the way of taxation from their citizens (El-Said and Barrett, 2011, p.223). 

Regardless of the state’s ability to provide basic human needs to Syrian people, the 

current unrest in the country demolishes all attempts, if existing, to improve level of 

subsistence rights. In parallel, security rights in Syria are also deteriorating as a result of 

the current turbulence, with no indication that the country is going to recover in the near 

future as long the current regime policy and behaviour are still intact and the rebels 

determination to fight for Syrian rights continues.  

 

Up till now, the past two cases were good examples of how the level of political and 

economic integration as well as the level of economic development cause or produce 

different patterns of behaviour in the observed dependent variables (a healthy human 

rights record, as in the case of Qatar and a low level of human rights, as in the case of 

Syria). They also aid in assessing the robustness of the independent variables in which 

high levels of global integration in Qatar generated high levels of respect for Qatari 

citizens’ rights, while the opposite is true in the case of Syria. However, when Syria 

showed some level of economic integration in the 1990s, their human rights record 

improved slightly before it deteriorated as a result of discontinuing the path of 

integration. The next two cases follow the same approach in evaluating changes in the 

level of respect for basic human rights yet represent little difference in their way of 

responding to the level of economic integration. Egypt and Tunisia are recognised as 

having high levels of economic globalisation, yet instead of exhibiting high levels of 

respect for security rights their record worsened during and after the period of 

integration. Thus, contrary to Qatar, the influence of economic globalisation in both 

Egypt and Tunisia proved to have a deteriorating effect on the level of security rights, a 

result that opposes one of the main findings of Chapter 5. However, as hypothesised, 

the influence of other variables, political globalisation and economic development on 

the level of basic human rights have proved to be accurate when examining Egypt and 

Tunisia as case studies.  
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Egypt 

Egypt is the third case study that is included herein to represent a different model or 

experience from that of both Qatar and Syria. An experience that opposes one of the 

findings related to the influence of economic integration on the one hand but confirms 

the findings related to political integration and economic development on the other. On 

one hand, even though Egypt exhibited high levels of economic globalisation, its level 

of basic human rights did not improve during the period of integration and thus 

recorded a low level of respect for human rights, a result that goes against the 

predicated outcome from being a globalised state. On the other hand, as a result of 

exhibiting a high level of political integration and a low level of economic development, 

Egypt experienced a low level of security rights and moderate level of subsistence 

rights, which in this case confirms the findings of political integration and economic 

development (see Figures 7.2 and 7.4). The same logic is applied to the case of Tunisia, 

which is discussed in the latter part of this section. The inclusion of Tunisia and Egypt 

as case studies herein is preferable over any other cases because their human rights 

experience presents different pattern of behaviour as well as different kinds of responses 

to the influence of economic integration. Above all, they were the first two Arab 

countries that witnessed the unprecedented upheavals in late 2010 and 2011, which led 

to the fleeing of President Zine el-Abidine Ben Ali from Tunisia, and the fall of 

President Hosni Mubarak from power after a long authoritarian and repressive rule that 

lasted for decades. 

 

With a huge population level, the largest in the Arab world, Egypt’s GDP per capita 

recorded less than three thousand in 2011, indicating that living standards for the 

average Egyptian is unfortunate and added to the existing gap between the rich and the 

poor. However, economic growth per capita has improved slightly during the last 

decade, recording 5.2 % in 2008. Yet, as a result of the unrest that erupted in January 

2011, GDP per capita growth fell to its lowest point since 1987, recording 

approximately 0.5 % in 2011 (World Bank Indicators). Politically, the country entered a 

period of uncertainty with the Egyptian youngsters and opposition crowds occupying 

Tahrir Square in Cairo as well as several hundred who assembled in the streets and 

squares of many other cities. The events of unrest escalated dramatically resulting in the 

culmination of President Hosni Mubarak losing power in February 11, 2011, and the 
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Supreme Council of the Armed Forces (SCAF) assuming full legislative and executive 

powers until a new democratic parliamentary and presidential elections were held in 

2012, ending over three decades of an authoritative regime (Human Rights Watch, 2012 

and 2013). With the first ever free presidential election held in 2012, people of Egypt  

voted for Mohamed Morsy, leader of the Muslim Brotherhood, to be the first president 

in Egypt’s post-revolution era. By the end of 2012, a new constitution was approved 

and passed in a referendum, ending all forms of authoritative power by any authority 

and most importantly, terminating the rule of emergency law that was in force since 

1981.  

 

Egypt was a British protectorate that was granted formal independence and ruled under 

the government of King Fuad in 1922. Three decades later and shortly after a military 

coupe led by the so-called Free Officers Movement that terminated the rule of king 

Farouk (King Fuad’s successor), the Egyptian Republic was established in 1953 under 

Mohammad Nagib who was then replaced by Gamal Abdel Nasser who ended the U.K 

control over the Suez Canal Zone in 1956, and become president for Egypt from that 

date till his death in 1971. The presidency power was transferred to Vice President 

Anwar al-Sadat who governed Egypt for almost ten years until his assassination during 

a military parade on 6 October 1981 in Cairo. The power subsequently transferred to 

Sadat’s Vice President Mohamed Hosni Mubarak who was elected as the president by a 

national referendum on 13 October 1981 (The Political Handbook of the World, 2011). 

Since the establishment of the Republic of Egypt, all previous presidents served in the 

military force and the previous two successors headed the state after the death of their 

predecessor. Even after President Mubarak stepped down in 2011, the presidency was 

occupied by the SCAF for almost two years. This by no means makes the current head 

of state in Egypt the first civil president since 1953. However, during this stage of 

power transition and Egypt’s 2011 pre and post-revolution period, human rights 

practices have deteriorated and worsened on many different levels. In general, 

repression of human rights in Egypt during this period ranged from common abuse, 

where execution or other political murders and brutality were common, and unlimited 

detention, with or without trial, for political views was accepted, to extensive abuse, 

where the previous practices are expanded to larger numbers of the population. For the 
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purpose of this thesis, the discussion on Egypt’s experience on human rights practices 

covers the period of time from the second half of the 1970s.   

 

During the presidency of Anwar al-Sadat, Egypt has witnessed major political changes 

internally and externally. These political changes have had a direct and indirect bearing 

on human rights practices. Following the October War in 1973 with Israel, the U.S.A 

arranged peace talks that resulted in the Israeli withdrawal from Sinai and the return of 

the Ras Sudar oil field to Egypt after securing political commitments from Egypt and a 

promise of major economic and military support from the United States (the Political 

Handbook of the World). The peace talks then transferred into a peace agreement 

between Egypt and Israel on March 1979. As a result, the total U.S. military and 

economic aid to Egypt tripled in that year to reach the amount of $ 6,799 million (World 

Bank Indicators). With Egypt becoming more dependent on the U.S.A for military and 

economic support and as a result of the direct negotiations between Israel and Egypt and 

signing of the peace agreement in a later stage, the country went into waves of political 

unrest, as several Cabinets changed with ministers resigning in protest. Several human 

rights abuses were committed as a consequence. Most of them were facilitated by 

provisions of the state of emergency, which had been in force for many years. Existing 

human rights reports show that waves of arrests of people who voiced their rejection of 

the peace talks and further arrests occurred after the signing of the peace treaty 

(Amnesty International Report, 1979).  

 

A year later, the state of emergency law was lifted, a step that came as a response to a 

statement signed by former officials, academics and lawyers criticising the 

government’s policies and in particular the role of the president. Yet, the regime 

continued its policy of systematically violating citizens’ rights, including, the arbitrary 

arrest without authorisation and legal warrants of all political activists who have a 

connection with the Communist Party or are members of the Islamic Liberation Party 

(Amnesty International Report, 1981). In an unprecedented move in early September 

1981 the government imprisoned more than a thousand opposition leaders, ranging from 

politicians and university lectures to journalists and Nasserites as well as leaders and 

members of both the Muslim and Coptic communities who had reportedly not been 
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involved in the sectarian unrest (the Political Handbook of the world, 2011; Amnesty 

International Report, 1982). Shortly after the latest wave of arrests, President Anwar al-

Sadat was assassinated at a military review and the power acceded to his Vice-President 

Mohamed Hosni Mubarak who was elected by the Egyptians in a referendum a week 

after the assassination incident. The death of President Sadat increased the number of 

people arrested to several thousand; many of them reportedly belong to Islamic 

fundamentalist groups. The number of reports of tortured people also increased 

significantly over those of previous years (Amnesty International Report, 1982). The 

state of emergency law imposed for one year following the assassination of President 

Sadat continued to be in force for almost three decades.  

 

Although Egypt participated in almost all core international human rights treaties during 

the first decade of Mubarak's presidency (see Table 7.2), respect for human rights in 

Egypt did not improve and remained brutally violated as those of previous years. With 

the beginning of the 1990s and later, respect for human rights deteriorated and became 

worse and expanded to an extensive level, meaning that the increased level of political 

integration did not help or guarantee Egyptian citizens’ rights. Thus, and similar to 

Syria and other Arab countries, Egypt’s experience is another example of a state that 

has high levels of political integration but exhibits low levels of security rights. 

 

The issue concerning the influence of economic integration on Egypt’s experience on 

human rights is totally different. Since the level of respect for security rights in Egypt 

did not improve over the period of integration and worsened, the level of economic 

integration significantly expanded over those of preceding years. Once again, Egypt’s 

experience provides a contrasting example from that of a globalised state as 

hypothesised. Indeed, almost two decades ago and particularly in 1995, Egypt became a 

member of the WTO, meaning that its level of economic integration advanced during 

this period. Yet its level of respect for security rights worsened during the following 

decades. For instance, there was at least 8,000 supporters of the Islamic opposition who 

were reportedly arrested in only one year according to existing human rights reports  

(International Amnesty Report, 1990). This wave of arrests continued for many years 

under the state of emergency legislation. During the mid 1990s, thousands of suspected 
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members of banned Islamic groups were detained, some of them were held without trail, 

others received grossly unfair trails before military courts, and torture of political 

detainees was systematic according to human rights reports, which also reported that 

security forces killed at least eight people in circumstances indicating that they may 

have been extrajudicially executed. It was also reported that armed opposition groups 

perpetrated grave human rights violations, including the deliberate and arbitrary killing 

of inhabitants (Amnesty International Report, 1995). The violent clashes between armed 

opposition groups and the security forces reached its highest level in 1995 with almost 

400 people killed from both sides (The Political Handbook of the World, 2011). The 

ongoing fight represented serious barriers to the pursuit of a comprehensive reform 

according to some researchers (Demmelhuber, 2011, p.146). Yet others believe that 

implementing policies of economic reform since the 1970s, and Egypt’s proactive role 

in the WTO did not help to increase these reforms at the domestic level (Schwarz, 2008, 

p.595).  

 

In addition, with the continuous extension of the state of emergency, the government 

continued to detain opposition citizens without formal charges for lengthy periods and 

tried them in military courts. Furthermore, local elections demolished all chances of 

political competition for the ruling National Democratic Party (NDP) (The Political 

Handbook of the World, 2011). During the last decade, particularly in 2005, Egypt 

adopted a constitutional amendment that allows the first direct, multicandidate 

presidential election. President Mubarak was elected with 88 percent of the vote, 

defeating all other candidates. Legislative elections were also held in the same year 

resulted in the NDP preserving the vast majority of votes (The Political Handbook of 

the World, 2011). The same scenario has repeated itself in 2010; however, the elections 

were overshadowed by allegations of fraud and violence, with at least eight persons 

killed. Accordingly, the government arrested many political activists, including 

members of the banned Muslim Brotherhood and other political opposition groups such 

as the National Association for Change, the 6 April Movement and the Egyptian 

Movement for Change (Kefaya), because they were demonstrating against the state of 

emergency and police abuses. According to human rights reports, many were beaten 

and taken to remote areas and dumped after their mobile phone, money and shoes were 
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confiscated. Others were detained and charged for assaulting police officers, tried and 

sentenced to prison terms (Amnesty International Report, 2011).  

 

As a clear evidence of torture committed by the police during the past years, the Interior 

Ministry approved of paying a total of $1.76 million as compensation to 840 members 

of an Islamic group known as Gamaa Islamiya, who had been tortured. Yet no actions 

have been taken against perpetrators (Amnesty International Report, 2011). Similar to 

the incident of the self-immolation of Mohamed Bouazizi after a customary case of 

humiliation by Tunisian police, the death of Khalid Said in custody provoked public 

anger as two police officers were charged with unlawfully arresting and torturing him, 

although not with direct responsibility for his death. The two officers were sentenced to 

seven years in prison in a trial in 2011 after the fall of Mubarak’s regime (Amnesty 

International Reports, 2011 and 2012). The killing of this young Egyptian caused the 

creation of the ‘We are all Khaled Said’ Facebook page that at a later stage sparked the 

public anger that led to the occupation of Tahrir Square and President Hosni Mubarak’s 

downfall (Human Rights Watch, 2012). It is noteworthy that the number of Egyptians 

using the Internet has increased enormously during the last decade, as the figures show 

that only 2.7 (per 100 people) used the Internet in 2002, while this number has increased 

to over 35.6 (per 100 people) in 2011. Yet, this increase did not lead to improved human 

rights practices, and thus worsened as discussed above.  

 

Although Egypt has implementing economic reform since 1990, at the beginning its 

relationship with the IMF was worsening due to slow implementation of a number of 

structural reforms particularly in the privatisation sector (Zallio, 1995, p.88). However, 

two years before the Egyptian revolution particularly in 2009 and 2010, the IMF 

announced that the country’s economic performance was better than expected yet they 

urged for more policies towards privatisation and greater transparency (The Political 

Handbook of the World, 2011).  Accordingly, during the last two decades, Mubarak’s 

regime embraced some political reform with controlled elections to undermine and halt 

opposition, and adopted limited economic changes to pursue modernisation without real 

democracy (Diamond, 2010, p.100). Moreover, Egypt’s reform process was employed 

as a useful means for power consolidation of the ruling elite and for strengthening its 
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legitimacy, (Demmelhuber, 2011, p.158). For instance, the regime and its supporters 

were trying to introduce Gamal Mubarak as the most likely successor to his father 

during the last decade. This projected transition among other issues related to the 

political elite’s control of the elections as well as the opposition reform movements and 

their struggle in contesting the hegemony of the Egyptian regime and its custom abuses 

of human rights during the last decade have led to the end of Mubarak’s rule that lasted 

for more than any other ruler of Egypt since the twentieth century.  

 

As a consequence, a high level of economic integration did not help in improving living 

standards of the Egyptian people. Some researchers conclude that instead of some 

improvement in macroeconomic indicators, the social situation in Arab reforming 

countries has worsened since the reform, as levels of unemployment, poverty, and 

inequality of income have increased in all Arab countries that accepted cooperation with 

the Bretton Woods Institutions (El-Said and Harrigan, 2006, p.456-457). In addition, 

similar to Syria’s case, the level of subsistence rights in Egypt did not change 

significantly after implementing economic liberalisation that started in the 1990s. In 

fact, the infant mortality rate, life expectancy at age one, and adult literacy rate have 

increased in a constant manner since 1976, and the same pattern of increase remained 

after the adoption of economic reforms in the 1990s. Finally, Egypt’s average PQLI 

recorded around 62.10 across the whole time period, but this was still lower than the 

mean overall level of all Arab countries, which was 67.82. The post-revolution as well 

as the two years of transition period after the fall of the old regime contributed badly to 

the increase in the level of both security rights and subsistence rights. Despite the lifting 

of the state of emergency law, current political instability in Egypt has led to serious 

human rights problems, such as police abuse and impunity, and restrictions on freedom 

of expression, association, and religion (Human Rights Watch, 2013). However, 

assessing human rights in the post revolution era based on Morsi presidency’s 

experience is therefore premature, and one needs to wait until the end of his first four 

year term. At the time of writing, Mohamed Morsi, Egypt’s first democratically elected 

President, was deposed by military general Abdel Fattah al-Sisi on 3 July 2013. Since 

then, human rights in Egypt worsen to extreme level, with Mohamed Morsi has been 

held in custody at a military facility, Muslim Brotherhood leaders and some of their 

supporters were arrested, a number of Islamist channels were shut down. The Arab 
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Network for Human Rights Information (ANHRI) states that closing these channels is a 

clear violation of the law and a crackdown on media freedom (El-Dabh, 2013). 

Meanwhile, thousands of Egyptians have gathered since then at a few different protestor 

sites in Cairo, demanding the return of Mohamed Morsi. The Egyptian authorities have 

unleashed two ferocious attacks on anti-military coup protestors resulting in the killing 

of more than 250 casualties (Morayef, 2013). Furthermore, the security forces threaten 

the closure of these two main sites of protest and they actually moved on 14 August 

2013 to clear these two camps in a bloody operation with dozens of people have been 

killed (Fahim and El-Sheikh, 2013). It seems that the ousting of President Mohamed 

Morsi has made Egyptians more polarised than they were, and also led to creating 

serious violations of human rights. With this in mind, the current Egypt’s experiment in 

human rights and democracy represents a reversal example to what is actually expected 

from the recent movement of uprisings in the Arab world. Yet, what is certain is that 

Egyptians in 2011 revolted against all form of perpetration and they seem to be 

determined in their endeavour.  

 

Tunisia 

The last case in this chapter examines the Tunisian experience of human rights. As 

revealed earlier, Tunisia and Egypt as individual countries behave in a different manner 

in terms of their human rights’ response to the impact of economic globalisation. As the 

empirical analysis showed, being a highly globalised or integrated state, a better 

observance of human rights is then expected. However, both Tunisia and Egypt 

exhibited low levels of security rights yet they recorded high levels of economic 

integration. Besides being the first country in the Arab World that witnessed a peaceful 

protest that led to the fall of the Bin Ali regime in 2011, Tunisia’s experience with 

economic reform was more advanced than Egypt yet still below average in terms of 

democratisation and human rights measures. Instead of performing well in their level of 

economic integration, the Tunisian experience ended in a transition to another phase of 

authoritarian rule. Thus, Tunisia as a case study in this chapter is very significant and it 

should assist in providing a better understanding of the study of human rights.  
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Tunisia gained its independence in 1956 and was ruled by a one party, presidential 

regime for more than fifty years. Tunisia after 2011 is enjoying its first experience of 

democracy that is likely to be a model for neighbouring countries, just like its 

revolution motivated other Arab citizens to rebel against their governments. Tunisia 

today is working on drafting a new constitution after the Tunisian people elected in the 

new parliament and a new president Muncef Marzouki who is mainly a human rights 

defender. According to the latest draft published on June 2013, Articles 20 to 48 of the 

new Tunisian Constitution guaranteed human rights for Tunisian citizens, including the 

right of freedom of association, freedom of the press and of expression, the right to 

work, the right to education, the right to freedom of assembly, and the right not to be 

subjected to torture or degrading treatment. Moreover, torture is defined as a criminal 

offence (Draft Constitution of the Republic of Tunisia, 2013). At the time of this 

writing, the constitution is still waiting for approval to be promulgated later.  

 

Though prior to Tunisia’s revolution, the Republic of Tunisia was ruled by two strong 

presidencies; President Habib Bourguiba led the country for more than 30 years before 

he was forced to step down as head of state by General Zine Al Abidine Ben Ali in 

1987, who assumed power until 2011. During both presidencies, repression of human 

rights was commonly exercised, where execution or other political murders and 

brutality are common, and unlimited detention, with or without trial, for political views 

is accepted. Yet, the level of respect for human rights was slightly improved during the 

power transition in the late 1980s, but deteriorated during the early 1990s. The below 

discussion focuses on Tunisia’s experience on human rights since 1976, which covers 

about ten years of Bourguiba’s presidency and almost 33 years of Ben Ali’s presidency.   

 

According to the existing human rights sources, while Tunisia exhibited a fairly higher 

level of respect for human rights in 1976, the last ten years of Bourguiba’s presidency 

witnessed lower levels of respect for human rights, as they were commonly abused in a 

constant manner (Amnesty International Reports, 1977-1988). During the year of 1976, 

President Habib Bourguiba announced two amnesties resulted in the release of 20 

students who were imprisoned for political reasons (Amnesty International Report, 

1977). However, almost 35 leftist students and intellectuals remained imprisoned after 
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being convicted of plotting against the internal security of the state, of membership of 

illegal organisations and spreading false information (Amnesty International Report, 

1978). As a result of worsened economic conditions and the raised inflation rate in 

1977, the country went into general strike and unrest for the first time since its 

independence, which resulted in the killing of over 100 people and several hundred 

were arrested and a state of emergency was declared (Amnesty International Report, 

1978). Furthermore, incidents of torture and ill treatment occasionally occurred during 

Bourguiba’s presidency. For instance, in 1981 local newspapers reported the death of a 

person, allegedly as a result of torture and poor prison conditions (Amnesty 

International Reports, 1981).  

 

During the mid 1980s and as a consequence of high unemployment, a large external 

debt, and growing budget and trade deficits, the Tunisian government decided to 

liberalise its economic, and made a decision to cut subsidies on bread and other staple 

foods (The political Handbook of the World, 2011). This decision led to the spread of 

upheaval in most towns and cities in the country, and again the government declared a 

state of emergency, which remained intact for a period of a month. Despite the killing of 

around 89 people and less than a thousand people injured, including hundreds of 

security forces members, and around a thousand people were arrested during and after 

this wave of unrest, President Bourguiba remained in power, ruling the country for 

another few years until 1987,when he was replaced by his prime minister Bin Ali as the 

new head of state (Amnesty International Report, 1985). This transition of power was 

met by general acceptance from the Tunisian citizens, who had become worried by 

Bourguiba’s rule and his actions in controlling the press, repressing of the trade unions, 

and putting restrictions on opposition, including members of Islamic groups (The 

Political Handbook of the World, 2011).  

 

Shortly after assuming power, Bin Ali’s regime made a dedication to pursue economic 

liberalisation, which involved legalising political parties, releasing the press, and giving 

amnesties to more than 8,000 criminal and political prisoners (the Political Handbook of 

the World, 2011; Amnesty International Report, 1988 and 1989). As a consequence, the 

level of respect for human rights was slightly enhanced during the power transition 
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particularly in the years of 1988 and 1989. With the government applying additional 

liberalisation measures, the Tunisian economy recovered and performed very strongly 

in the 1990s and early 2000s. In this regard, Bretton Woods Institutions like IMF 

pointed out that Tunisia’s economy is a good model for developing countries since its 

implementation of a structural adjustment program was successful (The Political 

Handbook of the world, 2011). With the economy continuing to perform well during the 

last two decades, Tunisia was able to increase its annual growth of GDP per capita to 

reach above 5%. Yet, as a result of the unexpected unrest that rapidly escalated in late 

2010, Tunisia’s GDP per capita annual growth fell from 5.25 % in 2007 to 1.9 % in 

2010 and further declined to -2.95 % in 2011 (World Bank Indicators). Nevertheless, 

the recovery in the economic level did not lead to any political opening, as all 

authorities e remained under the control of Bin Ali’s regime (The Political Handbook of 

the World, 2011). Furthermore, during the years of economic reform in the 1990s and 

since Tunisia gained full membership in the Bretton Woods System in 1995,the level of 

respect for human rights was deteriorating particularly in the years of 1991, 1994, 1995, 

and 1997. Thus, gaining a high level of economic integration has not been accompanied 

by a significant observance of human rights in Tunisia. With regard to political 

integration, Tunisia participated in almost all core international human rights treaties 

(see Table 7.2), however, respect for human rights in Tunisia was not enhanced.  

 

Similar to Bourguiba’s regime, Bin Ali’s rule also involved controlling all forms of 

authorities, which remained dominated by his ruling party. For instance, a constitutional 

revision in 2002 amended the limit on the number of presidential terms, thus allowing 

Ben Ali in 2004 to rule the country for another fourth term, which he won with 95 per 

cent of the vote against three other minor candidates. Also, the ruling party won all seats 

in the parliament (The Political Handbook of the World, 2011). Similar to Egypt, 

elections in Tunisia were controlled by Bin Ali’s regime and only to serve the interests 

of the ruling elite. Once again, Ben Ali and his party won the 2009 elections squashing 

all other candidates (The Political Handbook of the World, 2011).  

 

With the authorities maintaining tight restrictions on freedom of expression, association 

and assembly, government opponents continued to be threatened, marginalised, and 
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imprisoned, and torture in police stations were regularly committed with perpetrators 

holding no responsibility, Tunisian citizens protested in most cities of Tunisia after the 

self immolation of Mohamed Bouazizi in December 2010 (Amnesty International 

Reports, 2011 and 2012). The incident then led to the dramatic changes that concluded 

Bin Ali’s regime, ending one of the most authoritarian regimes in the Arab world that 

lasted for almost 23 years. 

 

Table 7.2 The Nine Core International Human Rights Treaties: Date of 

Ratification for Qatar, Syria, Egypt, and Tunisia 

Name Date when 
open for 
signature 

Qatar Syria Egypt Tunisia 

ICCPR 16 Dec 1966 ----- 21 Apr 1969 14 Jan 1982 18 Mar 1969 

ICESCR 16 Dec 1966 ----- 21 Apr 1969 14 Jan 1982 18 Mar 1969 

ICERD 21 Dec 1965 22 Jul 1976 21 Apr 1969 1 May 1967 13 Jan 1967 

CEDAW 18 Dec 1979 29 Apr 2009 28 Mar 2003 18 Sep 1981 20 Sep 1985 

CAT 10 Dec 1984 11 Jan 2000 19 Aug 2004 25 Jun 1986 23 Sep 1988 

CRC 20 Nov 1989 3 Apr 1995 15 Jul 1993 6 Jul 1990 30 Jan 1992 

ICRMW 18 Dec 1990 ----- 2 Jun 2005 19 Feb 1993 ----- 

CPED 20 Dec 2006 ----- ----- ----- 29 Jun 2011 

CRPD 13 Dec 2006 13 May 2008 10 Jul 2009 14 Apr 2008 2 Apr 2008 

Note: ICCPR = International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights; ICESCR = International 

Covenant on Economic, Social, and Cultural Rights; ICERD = International Convention on the 

Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination; CEDAW = Convention on the Elimination 

of All Forms of Discrimination against Women; CAT = Convention against Torture and Other 

Cruel Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment; CRC = Convention on the Rights of the 

Child; ICRMW = International Convention on the Protection of the Rights of All Migrant 

Workers and Members of their Families; CPED = International Convention on the Protection of 

All Persons from Enforced Disappearance; CRPD = Convention on the Rights of Persons with 

Disabilities 
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7.5 Conclusion 

The main bulk of this chapter was qualitative analysis, which covered stage two of this 

thesis. It was designed to provide further understanding of the differing impact that 

globalisation has had on levels of respect for human rights in the Arab World. In 

pursuing this goal, Section 7.2 was developed as an introductory step that guides the 

qualitative analysis. The section highlighted the significant influence that economic and 

political globalisation as well as the level of economic development has had on 

determining the level of basic human rights in the Arab World. Based on the influence 

of these factors, Section 7.2 employed a simple theoretical explanation that assisted in 

constructing four patterns of the effect of globalisation on human rights in the Arab 

World. According to these four patterns, the researcher was able to categorise each 

country of the Arab World based on its level of security rights and subsistence rights 

based on the amount of influence that both economic and political globalisation and 

economic development have had on each country. The four patterns were illustrated in 

Figures 7.1, 7.2, 7.3, and 7.4. Accordingly, each country was placed in one of the four 

patterns that are most relevant to its characteristics.  

 

Additionally, the chapter proceeded with a more in depth investigation by focusing on 

four cases or countries that experienced either low or high levels of respect for basic 

human rights. The four countries were chosen carefully because they provided real 

examples that emphasised different experiences across several historical contexts. Qatar 

belongs to the GCC, Tunisia is from the Arab Maghreb, Syria is one of the Arab 

Mashreq states, and Egypt represents other Arab nation-states. These four cases 

represent different patterns of behaviour in the observed dependent variables (high and 

low levels of security rights and subsistence rights) and a set of independent variables 

(high and low levels of economic globalisation and political globalisation) that 

differentiates the four cases in a manner corresponding to the observed differences of 

behaviour. 

 

Assessing human rights practices based on each country’s experience was informative 

and extremely useful in exploring the actual influence of globalisation on human rights. 

In this regard, the two cases of Qatar and Syria were good representatives of how 
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certain levels of political and economic integration and economic development would 

influence a state’s level of respect for human rights. In addition, the experience of these 

two cases supported the findings of the empirical analysis, since low levels of economic 

development, low levels of economic integration, and high levels of political integration 

facilitated low levels of respect for Syrian citizen’s rights. Conversely, Qatari citizens 

were enjoying a better level of human rights, as their country exhibited low levels of 

political globalisation, high levels of economic development, and high levels of 

economic globalisation.   

 

As for the other two cases, Egypt and Tunisia came to represent different examples in 

terms of their response to the level of economic integration. Both cases recorded high 

levels of economic globalisation. Conversely, they exhibited low levels of respect for 

security rights. The influence of economic integration on human rights practices in both 

Egypt and Tunisia demonstrated a negative impact and different outcome than that 

expected from globalised states. In terms of the influence of other variables, the analysis 

demonstrated that Egypt and Tunisia experienced low levels of security rights and 

moderate levels of subsistence rights because they exhibited high levels of political 

integration and low levels of economic development.  

 

From all cases discussed above, it is obvious that the level of economic and political 

integration and economic development were integral parts in determining the level of 

human rights in a state. Yet, the degree to which a regime changes its behaviour towards 

citizen’s rights was not alike. In the case of Qatar for instance, the regime was able to 

maintain a vigorous level of respect for basic human rights due to the country’s high 

level of economic development as well as the willingness of that regime to attain a high 

level of integration either politically or economically. In the case of Syria, it is the 

absence of the regime from involvement in the global economic institutions that led to 

the worsening of human rights. However, when the regime showed some level of 

integration, little positive changes in observing human rights emerged as a consequence. 

However, the experience of both Egypt and Tunisia suggests that participating in the 

global economy or being a member in the Bretton Woods System is not enough to 

indicate observance of human rights or even adopt real changes that promote these 
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rights. On the contrary, both experiences have shown the reverse behaviour when a 

certain level of economic globalisation is achieved.       

 

As for political globalisation, all the cases supported the empirical finding that 

participation in the international human rights regime does not guarantee a country’s 

observance of human rights. Most importantly, the experiences of Syria, Egypt, and 

Tunisia suggested that signing or ratifying an international human rights treaty is not 

sufficient to guarantee observance of human rights for their citizens. The level of 

economic development in a state is a core element in shaping the level of respect for 

basic human rights, as all cases proved that human rights are better observed when a 

country enjoys a high amount of economic development. Nevertheless, and most 

importantly, respect for human rights in less democratic countries as in the case of the 

Arab world is slightly determined by the degree to which a state is connected to the 

international economic institutions and is more likely to influence the level of economic 

development. However, observance of human rights in the Arab world should come as a 

result of internal demands and pressures, since the past experiences suggest that some 

Arab regimes were willing to alter their behaviour only to serve their own interests, and 

not as a consequence of real political determination.  



 254 

Chapter 8                                                                      

Conclusion 

 

8.1 Introduction 

This chapter summarises the findings presented in this thesis and their implications for 

future research on the impact of several components of globalisation on human rights in 

the Arab world. First, the status of the hypothesised relationships is addressed in section 

8.2. The analysis of the data in Chapter 5 and Chapter 6 has given significant support to 

some hypotheses, while others have not held up as well. As for the cases discussed in 

Chapter 7, they presented different patterns concerning the effect of globalisation on 

human rights in the Arab World, with some confirming the findings of the empirical 

analysis and others have not shown any support. Second, section 8.3 highlighted the 

contribution to the discipline of political science and in particular the study of human 

rights and section 8.4 discussed areas for future research.  

 

8.2 Summary of Findings 

The main focus of this thesis has been to examine the influence of globalisation on 

human rights in the Arab world. As discussed in Chapter Two, related literature on the 

topic has been reviewed. The extensive review demonstrated several serious gaps in the 

literature that can be summarised in the dearth of empirical studies on the effect of 

globalisation on human rights in the Arab world and the lack of including aspects other 

than economic globalisation as the independent variable and security rights as the 

dependent variable. Chapter Three raised the issue of measuring human rights for 

empirical study and showed that scholars have developed several methods and 

approaches, each with its own strengths and weaknesses. It also established 

hypothesised relationships between constructs to be tested statistically for significance.  

 

Chapter Four presented the research methodology and justified the use of the multi-

method approach that combines qualitative and quantitative data collection and analysis 

techniques in sequential phases. It addressed the analysis strategy used to conduct the 

quantitative research component, which involves the execution of stage one in the 
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thesis. It also presented the research design and the measure of the main variables used 

in model estimations. The main variables and their measurements were discussed and 

sorted as dependent variables (security rights and subsistence rights), independent 

variables (economic globalisation, political globalisation, and social globalisation), and 

a set of control variables that vary from internal to external factors, which also reflect 

the political, economic, and social characteristics of a country. The data sources and 

analysis strategy were presented and discussed for the use of statistical analysis in 

chapter 5 and chapter 6.    

 

Consequently, Chapters 5 and 6 came to test whether or not a state’s level of integration 

influences its level of respect for basic human rights, and in what direction. In 

particular, the analysis was developed to examine whether a representative sample of 20 

Arab countries that are more economically, politically and socially globalised are more 

likely to respect their citizens’ rights than those that are less globalised. Thus, several 

statistical models were employed to test the size and strength of hypothesised 

relationships. Generally, the statistical analysis confirms that globalisation does indeed 

influence a state’s observance of security rights and its’ ability to provide for basic 

human needs. Yet, the size of influence and its direction were not the same for all 

measures of globalisation. Using ordered logit regression with robust standard errors to 

test the influence of globalisation on security rights and utilising OLS regression with 

panel corrected standard errors as the most appropriate estimator for this type of 

dependent variable, the findings reached by such analysis are mixed.  

 

The empirical analysis in this thesis focused on several hypotheses about factors that 

would influence the level of basic human rights in the Arab world. These hypotheses 

involved level of economic, political, and social integration of a state; whether a country 

is open for foreign investment, whether trade openness is high or low, whether a state is 

a member in Bretton Woods institutions, whether it participated in international human 

rights treaties, and whether its people have had access to the use of the internet. Also, 

the hypotheses involved several other factors of the country such as; the level of 

democracy, economic development, economic growth, population size and growth, US 

economic and military aid, the presence of civil and international conflict, the existence 
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of minority groups, ethnicity, and the past history of repression. These hypotheses 

received varying degrees of statistical support.  

 

Overall, the multivariate analysis implies that economic globalisation presents mixed 

results in terms of its impact on both types of rights. Involvement in the Bretton Woods 

has a positive influence on security rights, and a negative impact on subsistence rights. 

The effect of involvement in Bretton Woods is fairly strong. The marginal effect of the 

Bretton woods variable indicates that the substantive effect of such findings is the 

greatest upon level of security rights compared to all other variables. Overall, the 

influence of involvement in the Bretton Woods System appears to behave in two 

conflicting patterns. While participation in Bretton Woods institutions can strongly 

improve a state’s level of respect for security rights, it seems that it deteriorates a 

country’s ability to provide for basic needs. Thus, the findings from the security rights 

model also confirms H1-C and suggests support for the neo-liberal perspective. As for 

subsistence rights, the critical perspective prevails.  

 

Furthermore, the qualitative part of analysis in Chapter 7 suggests that the level of 

economic integration is significant in determining the level of human rights in a state. 

Yet, the degree to which a regime changes its behaviour towards citizen’s rights was not 

the same. In Qatar for instance, the regime was able to maintain a vigorous level of 

respect for basic human rights due to the country’s high level of economic development 

as well as the willingness of that regime to attain a high level of integration either 

politically or economically. In the case of Syria, it is the absence of the regime from 

involvement in the global economic institutions that led to the worsening of human 

rights. However, when the regime showed some level of integration, little positive 

changes in observing human rights emerged as a consequence. On the contrary, the 

experience of both Egypt and Tunisia suggests that participating in the global economy 

or being a member in the Bretton Woods System is not enough to indicate observance 

of human rights or even adopt real changes that promote these rights. Their experiences 

have shown the reverse behaviour when a certain level of economic globalisation is 

achieved.  
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Two hypotheses related to other factors of economic integration received almost no 

support in the statistical analysis. There is no support for the hypotheses H1-A and H1-

B that both FDI and trade openness respectively will affect the level of respect for both 

types of rights. The findings are consistent with most past research, which confirms that 

economic globalisation affects a government’s respect for human rights in more than 

one direction, and a mixed relationship exists between them.  

 

The empirical tests of the effect of a state’s participation in the international human 

rights regime also demonstrate a mixed influence on both types of rights. The analysis 

from the ordered logit model and the marginal effect indicate that participating in 

international human rights agreements does not guarantee observance of security rights 

in a country. On the contrary, once other factors affecting subsistence rights are 

controlled, the multivariate analysis implies that the treaty density has a substantive and 

strong positive effect. The results from the case studies also came to confirm and 

support the findings of the empirical analysis. In this regard, high levels of political 

integration facilitated low levels of respect for Syrian, Tunisian, and Egyptian citizen’s 

rights. In the case of Qatari citizens, while their country exhibited low levels of political 

globalisation, they were enjoying a better level of human rights.  

 

The third result related to the last component of globalisation, which exhibits no 

significant impact on both dependent variables. While the empirical analysis from the 

direct relationship between both types of rights and a state’s level of social globalisation 

indicates statistical significance and a positive effect, the multivariate analysis shows no 

such statistical significance for these types of rights. In addition to its weak coefficient, 

the variable of Internet usage is in the positive direction with security rights and in the 

opposite direction with subsistence rights. While this factor was not a main interest 

when investigating the case studies, the discussion demonstrates that governments of 

the Arab world placed censorship on internet activities and monitoring of Internet users, 

alongside with blocking a wide range of Web site categories and filtering sites that 

criticise government policies and actions. Furthermore, the discussion from most of the 

cases (Tunisia, Syria, and Egypt) showed the advanced role people played in 
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uncovering a government’s gross violations for human rights, especially during the 

uprisings of 2011 and the ongoing crisis in Syria.  

 

The hypotheses related to the control variables received varying degrees of empirical 

support. First, the level of democracy has no influence on both types of rights. Contrary 

to the majority of research on human rights, the positive relationship between 

democracy and human rights does not find any support in the Arab world. Furthermore, 

its coefficient is in the positive direction with security rights and in the negative 

direction with subsistence rights. Thus, there is no support for the hypothesis that the 

presence of the institutional, procedural features of democracy are sufficient to 

positively influence the level of respect for security rights and subsistence rights 

fulfilment in the Arab world. As the preceding empirical analysis showed, the Arab 

countries according to this measure for democracy do not vary in their regime type, with 

the majority scoring the lowest possible value on this scale. Thus, the polity IV 

autocracy-democracy indicator was utilised as a proxy measure because it captures the 

variation of regime type among countries and it did reflect some diversity across Arab 

world’s political regimes. Even though, the empirical findings obtained from such an 

indicator demonstrated no influence of democracy on human rights in the Arab world. 

Still, this indicator showed little influence when the entire sample is broken into four 

sub-regions as discussed in chapter 6. Finally, the democracy measure showed a sign of 

influence only when the lagged dependent variable is dropped from the equation of 

security rights. When using the polity measure this relationship did not hold at all. This 

suggests that neither the democracy measure nor the polity indicator is an important 

explanatory factor in determining the level of respect for security rights or the provision 

of subsistence rights in the Arab world. 

 

Consistent with expectations of this thesis, the level of economic development has a 

great positive impact on both types of rights. The empirical findings of this study 

support this positive relationship and come to confirm one of the most widely reached 

conclusions in human rights research (Mitchell & McCormick, 1988; Henderson, 1991; 

Poe & Tate, 1994; Meyer, 1996; Poe et al., 1999; Milner, 1999). Moreover, economic 

development has also demonstrated a strong substantive relationship with both types of 
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rights in almost all model estimates. The predicted probability demonstrates that 

economic development is clearly associated with an increased level in the probability of 

changing a governments’ behaviour towards respect rather than abuse of their citizens’ 

security rights. Furthermore, The coefficient result obtained from model estimates of 

subsistence rights shows that for every unit increase in level of economic development, 

subsistence rights scores increase by approximately 8.29 units. The variation in 

economic development levels within the countries of the Arab world could be an 

important factor in obtaining such a strong relationship.  

 

This strong result placed great emphasis on including level of economic development as 

a determinant factor when investigating the case studies in chapter 7. The quantitative 

analysis concludes that level of economic development in a state is an integral part in 

affecting the level of respect for basic human rights. In all investigated cases, human 

rights are better observed when a country enjoys a high amount of economic 

development. The experience of Qatar for instance was a good example of a state that 

exhibits high levels of economic development and maintains a respectful level of human 

rights for its citizens. On the contrary, citizens of countries like Egypt, Syria, and 

Tunisia, have experienced low levels of respect for security rights and low to moderate 

levels of subsistence rights due to each state’s economic deficiency.   

 

The remaining hypotheses related to all other control variables also received varying 

levels of statistical support. In brief, both lagged dependent variables are very important 

in affecting current levels of respect for basic human rights in the Arab world. The 

empirical analysis demonstrated that a positive relationship exists among the current 

and the past level of respect for human rights. The qualitative analysis showed that 

abuses of human rights and incidents of torturing people by security forces in the three 

cases of Syria, Tunisia, and Egypt have been common for decades, while the same 

behaviour did not exist in the case of Qatar. 

 

As for population density and population growth, they are statistically significant only 

on subsistence rights, with population density having a negative effect and population 

growth a positive effect. Yet, their substantive effect is unimportant in affecting levels 
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of respect for subsistence rights. However, when the lagged variable is excluded from 

the equation, the variable of population growth becomes statistically insignificant but 

has a negative effect on subsistence rights. Similarly, population density also remains 

statistically significant but has a substantive and positive effect.  

 

The presence of civil conflict, the presence of international war involvement, and the 

War on Terror are all negatively related to increased respect for security rights. There 

substantive effects are slightly high. In this regard, the qualitative analysis came to 

support the findings obtained from the impact of civil conflict on human rights, as it 

outlined the deteriorating impact of civil conflict on human rights in Syria during the 

1970s and 1980s. Also, the statistical analysis demonstrated that the U.S. aid variable is 

negatively related to respect for security rights but without any substantive impact. As 

for subsistence rights, the variables of civil conflict and War on Terror have a 

statistically and substantively strong impact. Finally, while the presence of religious 

minority groups in a country produced a positive and strong relationship with security 

rights, the variable of an ethnic minority shows no such significance. However, it was 

positively associated with an increased level of security rights. These two variables have 

had no influence on subsistence rights.  

     

Overall, the empirical analysis shows that different types of globalisation have diverse 

affects on the level of security rights. Thus, a tentative conclusion is that neither the 

liberal argument nor the dependency school of thought has the upper hand on the type 

of relationship between globalisation and security rights. As the previous findings show 

that the measures of the three facets of globalisation demonstrate mixed results 

concerning a government’s respect for security rights. 

 

Most importantly, the qualitative analysis in chapter 8 produced four patterns of the 

effects of globalisation on human rights in the Arab world. These patterns allow the 

researcher to categorise each Arab country by its level of security rights and subsistence 

rights based on the amount of influence that economic and political globalisation and 

economic development have had on each country. In this way, one can locate each 

country of the Arab world in one of these patterns. Furthermore, investigating 



 

 

 261 

individual cases allows for further testing of the robustness of the findings obtained 

from the empirical analysis. The in depth investigation of four different countries helps 

in providing real examples that emphasised different experiences across several 

historical contexts assessing human rights practices based on each country’s experience, 

and allow for exploring the actual influence of globalisation on human rights. In 

general, the past experiences of the cases of Qatar and Syria support the influence of 

economic globalisation on human rights. Yet, the other two cases of Egypt and Tunisia 

behaved in a different direction, as their high level of economic integration did not 

facilitate the observance of human rights. Furthermore, all the four cases were good 

examples in supporting the empirical finding that participation in the international 

human rights regime does not guarantee a country’s observance of human rights. They 

also support the strong impact level of economic development has on determining level 

of respect for basic human rights. 

  

8.3 Implications 

The main implication of the thesis rests in the methodology used here, which combines 

quantitative and qualitative analysis. The quantitative part forms the main realm of this 

thesis and draws on statistical analysis. The qualitative part supplements the statistical 

analysis by conducting case studies. Conducting statistical analysis started first with 

developing several hypotheses based on theories of international relations and political 

sciences. These hypotheses were put to the test through sophisticated statistical models, 

which produced findings and conclusions about the effects of globalisation on human 

rights in the Arab world. To further test these findings and to distinguish this thesis 

from most existing studies that rely only on statistical analysis, a second phase of 

analysis was conducted. Therefore, the thesis extended the analysis through case studies 

that are discussed in Chapter 7. 

 

Using statistical analysis in human rights research is very significant, yet not enough on 

its own. The findings obtained from such analysis alone generate many unanswered 

questions. The combination of mixed method approach of the kind used herein, 

provides more room for developing theories and testing their implications. Thus, by 

investigating a few cases in this thesis, the researcher was able to test the findings of the 
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main variables that showed significance in the statistical analysis. Moreover, develop a 

simple theoretical model that helps in constructing four patterns of the effect of 

globalisation on human rights in the Arab World. The implications of this model rest in 

its usefulness for other research as a starting point for analysing the effect of other 

factors on human rights practices. It also provides a clear, systematised method for 

researchers to classify levels of respect for both types of rights in countries of the Arab 

world. Besides assessing the findings obtained from the statistical analysis, in depth 

investigation of the cases provides real examples for these findings from individual 

countries of the Arab world. Therefore, the findings of the statistical analysis would be 

more advanced when followed by detailed case studies. Thus, the statistical analysis and 

case studies supplemented one another, providing different types of support for the 

hypothesised relationships.  

 

This study also contributes to the growing literature in human rights. It suggests that 

level of political globalisation and democracy in a country do not necessarily guarantee 

observance of human rights. It also suggests that level of economic integration is 

important in improving observance of human rights. Yet, when analysing individual 

countries alone, economic globalisation proves to be insufficient to guarantee human 

rights fulfilment or even encourage governments to adopt real changes that promote 

these rights. However, economic development is a fundamental factor in determining 

government respect for human rights. The impact of economic development level on a 

state remains very strong in all models estimated in the empirical analysis. This variable 

also maintained its strong influence in all cases under investigation. 

 

The analysis also emphasises the significance of conducting human rights research 

based on regional analysis. The findings obtained from a regional base study can be 

compared with others yielded from a global sample. Moreover, some of the variables 

that are suggested to affect human rights practices have different effects in different 

regions of the world, and may also vary according to the time period employed 

(Landman, 2006). Thus, this thesis obtained findings through testing hypotheses based 

on regional analysis, and further conducted case studies to test the robustness of these 

findings.  
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Finally, these findings may be utilised by decision-makers of the Arab world to enhance 

the observance of their citizens’ rights. The generalisation achieved from such regional 

analysis may provide more efficient explanations about human rights practices than 

those obtained from analysing a global sample.      

 

8.4 Future Research 

This thesis came about to thoroughly focus on a very important topic in an overlooked 

region. After many years of research, most academia and policymakers could not have 

predicted the 2011 Arab uprisings. Yet, this thesis has only been a preliminary effort 

that aimed at expanding understandings of the effect of globalisation on human rights in 

the Arab World. Utilising quantitative data and merging it with qualitative analysis 

provides a solid foundation for further research and therefore future study could be done 

in several ways. First, as the data utilised in this thesis was limited to the end of 2011, 

one can expand the data and study human rights practices during and after the so-called 

Arab spring. Second, one can conduct research using the case study method and 

investigate cases other than Egypt, Qatar, Syria, and Tunisia, to examine the findings of 

the statistical analysis conducted herein. Investigating other countries will uncover 

different experiences than those obtained from this thesis. Third, one fruitful area for 

future research is the development of quantitative indices of security rights and 

subsistence rights. As this thesis relied on certain measures, other measures are still 

available and can be used for comparison purposes. Similarly, several measures of 

globalisation are available for the same purpose. This will provide the chance to 

compare findings with different measures and scales. Furthermore, instead of the Arab 

world, one could extend the sample to other Middle East countries and include 

neighbouring countries such as Turkey, and Iran.  

 

Finally, another promising area for future research involves the usage of another 

approach than the one used here to explore the relationship between globalisation and 

human rights. Chapter 3 discussed the measurement of human rights and justified the 

use of standards-based data as the most appropriate approach for such analysis. 

However, this relationship could be tested through another approach that relies on 
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survey-based data. Accordingly, this approach would focus on measuring people’s 

attitude towards the phenomenon and shed light on public perceptions rather than 

analysing empirical data. 
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Appendix A 

 

Table 8.1 OLS Models Estimates of the effects of Globalisation on Security Rights 
in the Arab World, 1976-2011 

Variables Base Model 
(I) 

No Lag Model 
(II) 

Comprehensive Model 
(III) 

Foreign Direct Investment  -0.010 -0.012 -0.004 
 (0.007) (0.007) (0.006) 
Trade Openness 0.002 0.002* -0.000 
 (0.001) (0.001) (0.001) 
Bretton Woods System  0.278 0.302* 0.168** 
 (0.143) (0.124) (0.064) 
Treaty Density -0.306*** -0.302*** -0.147*** 
 (0.087) (0.073) (0.034) 
Internet Users 0.005 0.003 0.000 
 (0.005) (0.005) (0.003) 
Democracy  0.019 0.028 
  (0.030) (0.017) 
Economic Development   0.183*** 0.078*** 
  (0.035) (0.018) 
Economic Growth  -0.001 0.001 
  (0.002) (0.002) 
Population Density  -0.001* -0.000 
  (0.000) (0.000) 
Population Growth  0.019 0.007 
  (0.014) (0.009) 
Civil Conflict  -0.515*** -0.345*** 
  (0.061) (0.044) 
International Conflict  -0.272*** -0.191*** 
  (0.049) (0.044) 
War On Terror  -0.263* -0.131* 
  (0.124) (0.065) 
U.S. Aid  -0.000 -0.000 
  (0.000) (0.000) 
Religious Minority  0.184* 0.059 
  (0.081) (0.035) 
Ethnicity  0.010 0.088 
  (0.104) (0.045) 
Security Rights t-1  ----- 0.643*** 
  ----- (0.032) 
Constant 2.704*** 1.311** 0.356 
 (0.357) (0.405) (0.212) 
Observations 702 702 685 
R-squared 0.49 0.577 0.842 
Wald chi2 22.20 219.180 1899.370 
Prob > chi2 0.0005 0.000 0.000 
Robust standard errors are shown in parentheses; * p<0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p<0.001; two-tailed 
test 



 266 

Table 8.2 OLS Models Estimates of the Sub-Facets of Globalisation on Security 
Rights in the Arab world 1976-2011 

Variables Economic Model Political Model Social Model 
Foreign Direct Investment  -0.004 ----- ----- 
 (0.006) ----- ----- 
Trade Openness 0.000 ----- ----- 
 (0.001) ----- ----- 
Bretton Woods System  0.159* ----- ----- 
 (0.072) ----- ----- 
Treaty Density ----- -0.116** ----- 
 ----- (0.036) ----- 
Internet Users ----- ----- 0.001 
 ----- ----- (0.003) 
Democracy 0.016 0.019 0.011 
 (0.021) (0.019) (0.019) 
Economic Development  0.087*** 0.087*** 0.089*** 
 (0.019) (0.018) (0.020) 
Economic Growth 0.001 0.001 0.001 
 (0.002) (0.002) (0.002) 
Population Density -0.000 -0.000 -0.000* 
 (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) 
Population Growth 0.012 0.007 0.009 
 (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) 
Civil Conflict -0.332*** -0.357*** -0.345*** 
 (0.046) (0.045) (0.045) 
International Conflict -0.207*** -0.209*** -0.211*** 
 (0.048) (0.045) (0.045) 
War On Terror -0.190** -0.090 -0.148* 
 (0.067) (0.051) (0.063) 
U.S. Aid -0.000 -0.000 -0.000 
 (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) 
Religious Minority 0.080* 0.067 0.071 
 (0.040) (0.040) (0.040) 
Ethnicity 0.101 0.106* 0.117* 
 (0.052) (0.048) (0.048) 
Security Rights t-1 0.645*** 0.641*** 0.661*** 
 (0.033) (0.033) (0.032) 
Constant 0.101 0.592*** 0.384** 
 (0.203) (0.158) (0.147) 
Observations 685 700 700 
R-squared 0.750 0.757 0.754 
Wald chi2 1622.495 1752.167 1714.770 
Prob > chi2 0.000 0.000 0.000 

Robust standard errors are shown in parentheses; * p<0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p<0.001; two-tailed 
test 
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Table 8.3 OLS Models for Security Rights in the Arab world, 1976-2011, with 
Lagged Globalisation Variables 

Variables One Year 
Lag 

Two Year 
Lag 

Three 
Year Lag 

Five Year 
Lag 

Ten Year 
Lag 

Foreign Direct Investment  0.006 -0.001 -0.003 0.012 0.005 
 (0.006) (0.006) (0.007) (0.007) (0.011) 
Trade Openness -0.000 -0.000 -0.000 -0.000 -0.001 
 (0.000) (0.001) (0.001) (0.001) (0.001) 
Bretton Woods System  0.203** 0.201** 0.186* 0.100 0.011 
 (0.072) (0.066) (0.079) (0.089) (0.086) 
Treaty Density -0.155*** -0.149*** -0.142*** -0.143*** -0.156*** 
 (0.035) (0.035) (0.034) (0.032) (0.035) 
Internet Users -0.001 -0.001 0.001 0.004 0.020 
 (0.003) (0.004) (0.004) (0.006) (0.011) 
Democracy 0.019 0.023 0.022 0.013 0.018 
 (0.021) (0.021) (0.021) (0.020) (0.019) 
Economic Development  0.088*** 0.083*** 0.083*** 0.086*** 0.098*** 
 (0.020) (0.020) (0.021) (0.022) (0.022) 
Economic Growth 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.003 
 (0.002) (0.002) (0.002) (0.002) (0.002) 
Population Density -0.000 -0.000 -0.000 -0.000* -0.000 
 (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) 
Population Growth 0.009 0.009 0.006 0.003 0.006 
 (0.009) (0.010) (0.011) (0.010) (0.010) 
Civil Conflict -0.344*** -0.349*** -0.357*** -0.364*** -0.417*** 
 (0.044) (0.044) (0.043) (0.044) (0.051) 
International Conflict -0.185*** -0.178*** -0.183*** -0.189*** -0.174** 
 (0.047) (0.050) (0.052) (0.052) (0.055) 
War On Terror -0.176* -0.148* -0.157* -0.153 -0.101 
 (0.072) (0.070) (0.074) (0.080) (0.059) 
U.S. Aid -0.000 -0.000 -0.000 -0.000 -0.000 
 (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) 
Religious Minority 0.073 0.077 0.079 0.089* 0.112* 
 (0.040) (0.040) (0.042) (0.043) (0.047) 
Ethnicity 0.079 0.084 0.097 0.106* 0.138** 
 (0.052) (0.053) (0.054) (0.053) (0.052) 
Security Rights t-1 0.615*** 0.609*** 0.613*** 0.616*** 0.586*** 
 (0.033) (0.035) (0.036) (0.036) (0.041) 
Constant 0.298 0.316 0.339 0.493* 0.650* 
 (0.214) (0.211) (0.216) (0.242) (0.254) 
Observations 682 662 642 602 502 
R-squared 0.757 0.755 0.755 0.762 0.760 
Wald chi2 1703.899 1655.540 1801.047 1757.651 1688.978 
Prob > chi2 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 

Robust standard errors are shown in parentheses; * p<0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p<0.001; two-tailed 
test 
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Table 8.4 OLS Models Estimates of the effects of Globalisation on Subsistence 
Rights in the Arab World, 1976-2011 (with Economic development) 

Variables Comprehensive Model 

Foreign Direct Investment  -0.003 
 (0.006) 
Trade Openness 0.000 
 (0.001) 
Bretton Woods System  -0.239*** 
 (0.060) 
Treaty Density 0.324*** 
 (0.066) 
Internet Users -0.010*** 
 (0.003) 
Democracy -0.005 
 (0.018) 
Economic Development  0.307*** 
 (0.048) 
Economic Growth 0.002 
 (0.003) 
Population Density -0.000* 
 (0.000) 
Population Growth 0.016 
 (0.015) 
Civil Conflict -0.222** 
 (0.079) 
International Conflict -0.068 
 (0.074) 
War On Terror -0.284* 
 (0.111) 
U.S. Aid 0.000 
 (0.000) 
Religious Minority 0.017 
 (0.045) 
Ethnicity 0.201* 
 (0.089) 
Subsistence Rights t-1 0.976*** 
 (0.003) 
Constant 0.373 
 (0.414) 
Observations 685 
R-squared 0.998 
Wald chi2 687616.891 
Prob > chi2 0.000 

Robust standard errors are shown in parentheses; * p<0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p<0.001; two-tailed 
test 
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Table 8.5 OLS Models Estimates of the Sub-Facets of Globalisation on Subsistence 
Rights in the Arab World, 1976-2011 (Lagged Dependent Variable) 

Variables Economic Model Political Model Social Model 

Foreign Direct Investment  -0.004 ----- ----- 
 (0.007) ----- ----- 
Trade Openness -0.000 ----- ----- 
 (0.001) ----- ----- 
Bretton Woods System  -0.202** ----- ----- 
 (0.068) ----- ----- 
Treaty Density ----- 0.119* ----- 
 ----- (0.046) ----- 
Internet Users ----- ----- -0.005 
 ----- ----- (0.003) 
Democracy -0.004 -0.012 -0.003 
 (0.019) (0.018) (0.019) 
Economic Growth 0.003 0.003 0.004 
 (0.003) (0.003) (0.003) 
Population Density -0.000*** -0.000*** -0.000*** 
 (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) 
Population Growth 0.032** 0.035** 0.034** 
 (0.012) (0.012) (0.013) 
Civil Conflict -0.217** -0.205* -0.196* 
 (0.080) (0.088) (0.087) 
International Conflict -0.025 -0.019 -0.015 
 (0.075) (0.077) (0.077) 
War On Terror -0.378*** -0.498*** -0.395** 
 (0.102) (0.109) (0.120) 
U.S. Aid 0.000 0.000 0.000 
 (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) 
Religious Minority -0.037 -0.032 -0.048 
 (0.041) (0.043) (0.042) 
Ethnicity 0.114 0.092 0.087 
 (0.079) (0.079) (0.079) 
Subsistence Rights t-1  0.994*** 0.992*** 0.993*** 
 (0.003) (0.003) (0.003) 
Constant 1.899*** 1.461*** 1.524*** 
 (0.283) (0.278) (0.267) 
Observations 685 700 700 
R-squared 0.998 0.998 0.998 
Wald chi2 838542.873 355177.274 336257.340 
Prob > chi2 0.000 0.000 0.000 

Robust standard errors are shown in parentheses; * p<0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p<0.001; two-tailed 
test 
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Table 8.6 OLS Models of the effects of Globalisation on Subsistence Rights in the 
Sub-samples of the Arab World, 1976-2011 (Lagged Dependent Variable) 

Variables GCC 
Model 

Arab 
Mashreq 
Model 

Arab 
Maghreb 
Model 

Other Arab 
Nations 
Model 

Full Model  

Foreign Direct 
Investment  

-0.008* 0.009 -0.002 -0.007 -0.008 

 (0.003) (0.007) (0.008) (0.028) (0.006) 
Trade Openness -0.000 0.001 -0.006**  0.001 
 (0.000) (0.001) (0.002)  (0.002) 
Bretton Woods 
System  

-0.147** -0.137 -0.136  -0.220 

 (0.054) (0.128) (0.110)  (0.122) 
Treaty Density  -0.095   0.346*** 
  (0.181)   (0.105) 
Internet Users   -0.006  -0.008* 
   (0.004)  (0.004) 
Polity 0.033 -0.022 -0.032* -0.005 -0.027 
 (0.020) (0.015) (0.015) (0.037) (0.020) 
Economic Growth 0.002 -0.000 0.001 0.047 0.001 
 (0.002) (0.002) (0.002) (0.030) (0.002) 
Population Density     -0.000 
     (0.000) 
Population Growth 0.013** 0.022  0.120 0.032 
 (0.004) (0.017)  (0.097) (0.018) 
Civil Conflict   0.019 -0.183 -0.245* 
   (0.060) (0.156) (0.120) 
International 
Conflict 

-0.020 0.022 -0.023 -0.736 -0.072 

 (0.027) (0.044) (0.046) (0.413) (0.058) 
War On Terror    -0.007 -0.142 
    (0.390) (0.192) 
U.S. Aid 0.001 -0.000 -0.000 0.000** 0.000** 
 (0.001) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) 
Religious Minority -0.176***    0.123 
 (0.041)    (0.108) 
Ethnicity 0.028  -0.351** 0.280 0.209 
 (0.057)  (0.122) (0.246) (0.142) 
Subsistence Rights t-1  0.953*** 0.978*** 0.989*** 0.995*** 0.997*** 
 (0.002) (0.011) (0.005) (0.008) (0.006) 
Constant 5.451*** 2.619** 2.613*** 0.620 0.878 
 (0.289) (0.951) (0.453) (0.595) (0.546) 
Observations 201 140 172 175 685 
Number of country 6 4 5 5 20 
R-squared 1.000 0.999 1.000 0.996 0.999 
Wald chi2 405235.60

0 
16321.403 101709.89

7 
64823.890 830907.572 

Prob > chi2 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 
Robust standard errors are shown in parentheses; * p<0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p<0.001; two-tailed 
test
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