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Annex B 
The democracy assessment 
questionnaire

2.0	 The rule of law and access to justice

2.1	 How far is the rule of law operative throughout the territory?

Example

You are invited to tick one of the boxes in answer to each 

question in the accompanying list. The classifications are: 

VH	 =	 very high; 

H	 =	 high; 

M	 =	 middling or ambiguous; 

L	 =	 low; 

VL	 =	 very low. 

As an example, under question 2.1, if you consider that there 

are serious abrogations of the rule of law, for example, the 

existence of areas or groups above or beyond the reach of the 

law, or outside its protection in your country, then you might tick 

‘L’ or ‘low’ for your assessment of the degree to which the rule of 

law is operative. 

The numbering of the boxes corresponds to the relevant 

questions on the lists. For each section you are then asked 

to specify what you consider a) the best feature, and b) the 

most serious problem in your country from a democratic point 

of view; then c) to suggest what you think might be done to 

improve this problem.

Are state and society consistently subject to the law?
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2.2	 To what extent are all public officials subject to the rule of law and 
to transparent rules in the performance of their functions?

2.3	 How independent are the courts and the judiciary from the 
executive, and how free are they from all kinds of interference?

2.4	 How equal and secure is the access of citizens to justice, to due 
process and to redress in the event of maladministration?

2.5	 How far do the criminal justice and penal systems observe due rules 
of impartial and equitable treatment in their operations? 

2.6	 How much confidence do people have in the legal system to deliver 
fair and effective justice? 

VH H M L VL

2.1

2.2

2.3

2.4

2.5

2.6

Best feature ......................................................................................
Most serious problem.......................................................................
Suggested improvement ..................................................................
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expertise and a platform for debate on democracy issues. It works to-
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mocracy building. 

What does International IDEA do?

Democracy building is complex and touches on many areas includ-
ing constitutions, electoral systems, political parties, legislative ar-
rangements, the judiciary, central and local government, and for-
mal and traditional government structures. International IDEA is 
engaged with all of these issues and offers to those in the process of 
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•	 knowledge resources, in the form of handbooks, databases, websites 
and expert networks; 

•	 policy proposals to provoke debate and action on democracy issues; and 
•	 assistance to democratic reforms in response to specific national requests. 

Areas of work

International IDEA’s notable areas of expertise are:

•	 Constitution-building processes. A constitutional process can lay the 
foundations for peace and development, or plant seeds of conflict. 
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International IDEA is able to provide knowledge and make poli-
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responds effectively to national priorities.
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electoral process.
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voters and the government, yet polls taken across the world show 
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ing of political parties, their management and their relations with 
the public.

•	 Democracy and gender. International IDEA recognizes that if democ-
racies are to be truly democratic, then women—who make up over 
half of the world’s population—must be represented on equal terms 
with men. International IDEA develops comparative resources and 
tools designed to advance the participation and representation of 
women in political life.

•	 Democracy assessments. Democratization is a national process. 
International IDEA’s State of Democracy methodology allows people 
to assess their own democracy instead of relying on externally pro-
duced indicators or rankings of democracies. 

Where does International IDEA work?

International IDEA works worldwide. It is based in Stockholm, Swe-
den, and has offices in Latin America, Africa and Asia.
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