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Scholars generally assume that states are shamed for their own behavior, but they can 

also be shamed for the lack of investigation for violence perpetrated by domestic non-state 

actors. I engage this previously-unstudied phenomenon and develop a theory to explain how 

states will respond to being shamed for failing to control domestic violence. I examine two types 

of outcomes: the governments’ change in behavior, and the accountability efforts against state 

agents that have abused human rights. For the government’s reaction to being shamed for 

violence from non-state organizations, I develop a theory to examine changes in coercive state 

capacity – including military and police personnel – since this reaction may largely exacerbate 

human rights violations. I hypothesize that states shamed due to abuses by violent non-state 

organizations (VNSO) will increase military personnel to halt criminal violence and respond to 

the international spotlight. I then examine the relationship between naming and shaming states 

over physical integrity abuses by different types of perpetrators and human rights prosecutions. 

Using newly coded data on the types of perpetrators shamed in the United Nations Human 

Rights Council (UNHRC) country reports, I find that shaming over abuses that include VNSO as 

perpetrators decreases the likelihood of expanding their police force when the state has the 

military patrolling the streets and is likely to increase the predicted number of police 

prosecutions, particularly if the shaming is over killings from VNSOs. Lastly, I examine how 

changes in coercive capacity affect human rights violations and the number of violent episodes 

from VNSOs. 
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CHAPTER 1 

INTRODUCTION 

The largest international organization connecting multiple country representatives to 

promote and protect human rights is the United Nations Human Rights Council (UNHRC). Since 

the creation of the United Nations Commission on Human Rights and the Universal Declaration 

of Human Rights, concerns over human rights abuses began to be raised in the international 

arena. Countries that had been accused of abusing human rights by local journalists began to be 

placed in international spotlight to pressure states to change behavior, known as naming and 

shaming. Naming and shaming is used to create international oversight on violations of human 

rights from the state. The goal is to report human rights abuses from countries to pressure them 

to change behavior.   

Valuable insight has been gained from studies examining the relationship between 

naming and shaming and human rights violations (Hafner-Burton 2008; DeMeritt 2012; Krain 

2012; Murdie and Davis 2012).  While the scholarship on naming and shaming has focused on 

shaming state agents, states that are the most prevalent violators of human rights are also those 

that face violence from organized non-state actors among other political and social challenges 

(Fox and Hoelscher 2012).  For example, Mexican authorities have been engaged in a war 

against drug trafficking organizations for more than a decade. Even though unarmed civilians 

unaffiliated with criminal organizations were constantly targeted by drug cartels and armed 

officials during the Mexican drug war, it wasn’t until September 2014 that the disappearance of 

43 students sparked international attention and domestic mobilization. These students went 

missing after they planned a trip to Mexico City to commemorate the anniversary of the 1968 

Tlatelolco Massacre, which was the killing of students and civilians by the military and police 
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during the Mexican Dirty War. However, the students never made it to Mexico City.  Even 

though there are mixed accounts of what happened the day the students went missing, it was 

found in an official investigation that police intercepted several of the buses in Iguala, Guerrero 

and that the students were forcibly taken into custody and handed to a cartel known as Guerros 

Unidos and presumably killed. This case was followed by international and domestic outcry to 

investigate how the students disappeared and died. In a similar case, El Salvador’s transportation 

businesses – unrelated to the criminal gangs – that cross across different gang territories have 

been especially vulnerable. Around 692 transportation workers were killed in gang-related 

crimes in El Salvador between 2011 and 2016. These violent events were followed by 

international attention towards El Salvador’s violent criminal gangs. In this case violent nonstate 

actors were the main perpetrators.   

Previous studies have argued that shaming a country for human rights abuses is likely to 

be followed by a decrease in human rights violations. Yet, the human rights abuses in the 

Ayotzinapa case had more than state agents as perpetrators; violent non-state actors were also 

involved. In the Salvadoran case, non-state actors were many times the sole perpetrators. These 

cases led me to the following questions: do international law or norms allow the naming and 

shaming of violent non-state organizations?  If so, what role does the state have when it has been 

placed under the international spotlight for abuses perpetrated by non-state organizations within 

its borders? This dissertation examines how the focus on violence perpetrated by non-state actors 

affects governments continued or expanded use of coercive behavior, the accountability process, 

and how changes in coercive behavior can then affect human rights violations and continued 

violence from VNSOs.   
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1.1 Violent Non-State Organizations and International Norms  

There are two main factors that interfere with protecting human rights when there is 

excessive violence from organized non-state actors. First, the use of torture, disappearances, and 

killings can also be perpetrated by non-state actors. Second, the presence of violence from 

organized non-state actors can affect governments’ respect for human rights because it can lead 

governments to use excessive force.  However, the jurisdiction for crimes from non-state actors 

has been left under national jurisdiction. Non-state actors do not sign international treaties and do 

not have many stakes at the international level. International treaties on human rights do not 

address violent non-state actors outside of war.  Yet, the United Nations Human Rights Council 

does address violent non-state actors using an indirect context by delineating the state’s lack of 

action. The international community, concerned with the protection of human rights, has noted 

that this violence can many times undermine the protection of human rights in the country. For 

example, the UNHRC includes cases of human trafficking in their reports even though there is 

not an international treaty. “The UN Committee Against Torture & Other Forms of Cruel, 

Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment …has begun to regularly dedicate at least one 

paragraph of its concluding observations to trafficking,” McGregor (2014, 212). While concerns 

for human trafficking existed before 2006, it was not until that year that the Committee began to 

align trafficking with ill-treatment of people. Yet, the inclusion of non-state actors renders a 

different interpretation for the state’s violation of the UN Committee Against Torture and other 

Forms of Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment.   

There are a few components of trafficking that McGregor acknowledges that can also be 

applied to VNSO violence. First, trafficking is pursued by non-state actors. Second, it is “carried 

out for diverse purposes,” (McGregor 2014, 214). Provided that international law is restricted to 
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determining state responsibility, the observation and acknowledgement of ill-treatment and 

torture from non-state actors may relate to the application of international law under one of two 

circumstances. The first is that state officials are directly involved. The second is that 

“authorities fail to protect or prevent victims from torture or ill-treatment,” from VNSOs, 

(McGregor 2014, 213).  For example, in the Ayotzinapa case, authorities both failed to prevent 

victims from torture or ill-treatment and were directly involved. On the other hand, in El 

Salvador’s case, authorities failed to prevent victims from torture and ill-treatment.   

Since the interpretation of international law and norms on abuses involving non-state 

actors involves directly or indirectly connecting the government to the abuse, violent non-state 

organizations are not directly shamed. Instead, the United Nations Human Rights Council 

(UNHRC) shames the state for its indirect involvement with physical integrity abuses using the 

UN Committee Against Torture and Other Forms of Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or 

Punishment. The expected change in behavior remains on the shamed state. However, in addition 

to pressuring the state to eliminate human rights abuses, the state is also pressured to address the 

violence carried out by VNSOs.   

Shaming reports from the UNHRC seek to provide a more complete picture of the violent 

reality that many citizens face in some highly repressive countries. One report on the Democratic 

Republic of Congo for 2010 stated “Human rights defenders and in particular journalists, who 

report on human rights abuses committed by state and non-state actors are killed, tortured, 

threatened, or arbitrarily arrested and detained, their offices are raided and their equipment 

confiscated or damaged,” (A/HRC/13/22/Add. 2). In this case, there is direct involvement of 

human rights abuses and the authorities also fail to protect victims from torture and ill-treatment.  
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In a different report on Honduras in 2006, the report mentioned that “[all] institutions 

involved in the criminal justice system, from the judge and prosecutions to the police, to the 

private and public defense lawyers, are falling dramatically short of playing the eminent roles the 

Constitution and laws assign to them,” (A/HRC/4/40/Add.4). Here, the report does not specify 

direct involvement of abuses from state actors, it instead specifies the state’s failure to protect 

and prevent victims of abusive behavior. Thus, the reports vary in the requested application of 

international law for the protection of human rights. These reports have been overlooked in 

previous studies.   

I begin by defining non-state organizations. This definition includes organizations that 

have political and criminal means. I then present my main arguments. Here, I argue that the 

response to violence from VNSOs is to use coercive state repression. However, coercive state 

repression may create a negative chain reaction that is followed by increasing VNSO violent 

incidents and higher violations of physical integrity rights. Examining the use of this strategy can 

provide scholars and human rights advocates with information of when human rights violations 

might take place: foreseeing potential collateral damage.   

 

1.2 Defining Non-State Organizations  

Violent non-state organizations include organizations like the drug trafficking 

organizations in Mexico and the Boko Haram insurgency group in Nigeria. These are groups that 

may or may not have political goals attributed to their organizations. While these organizations 

can have violent practices such as torture or killings to maintain loyalty and legitimacy as an 

organization, the presence of these organizations can spark repressive action from the 

government. Nevertheless, these organizations may not turn out to be violent until they are 
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repressed by the government. I use this term, violent non-state organizations or VNSOs, to refer 

to organized illicit groups with the capacity to practice violence against the state or its citizens.   

Criminal organizations can be involved in acts including but not limited to drug trade, 

human trafficking, and trade of other illicit things; furthermore, these actors may also be 

involved in homicides, kidnappings, or torture. These are technically not violations of human 

rights as they are committed by non-state actors rather than the state. Nevertheless, these violent 

acts can undermine the stability and legitimacy of the state. Often, countries’ initial reactions to 

these violent organizations include the use of coercive behavior; such behavior can violate 

citizens’ human rights. Honduras, a state that has faced an enlargement of criminal gangs in the 

past two decades, has faced widespread violations by security personnel. The country facilitated 

the cooperation between the Honduran police and armed forces to fight organized crime, and this 

has had a detrimental effect on human rights in the country. A 2012 human rights report from the 

US Department of State claimed that “among the most serious human rights problems were 

unlawful and arbitrary killings by police and others…” (Honduras Human Rights Report 2012). 

The Observatory on Violence at the National Autonomous University of Honduras supported this 

claim by stating that police had killed 149 people between 2011 and 2012. In a similar case, 

Mexico deployed about 4,000 soldiers to the streets of Mexico as a way to mitigate violence 

from drug trade organizations.  Yet, between 2007 and 2014, more than 164,000 people were 

reported to have been victims of violence connected to drug trafficking organizations (Breslow 

2015).  

 

1.3 Main Argument  

States with a high number of victims of violence from non-state organizations have also 



7 
 

faced international attention. The UNHRC receives information from the state, local 

organizations, and a special rapporteur – who is assigned to investigate violations in a selected 

country. Since some countries face the dilemma of VNSO violence and state repression, the 

reports provided by the special rapporteur may also include violence from VNSOs. While the 

UNHRC’s core mission is to influence the behavior of states, their extensive resources have 

allowed the organization to compile thorough observations of countries, which includes 

violations from VNSOs.  Thus, violations by VNSOs are included in their reports. If the 

information is misinterpreted by the states shamed, the result may be detrimental for human 

rights activists. After all, countries may react to reports that include VNSO violence by using 

these groups’ actions to justify increasing their coercive capacity, presumably to fight VNSO 

violence.   

After about 5,280 reported homicides in 2016 accompanied with Salvadorians fleeing 

their homes, United Nations human rights specialist, Cecilia Jimenez-Damary, reported that 

civilians were leaving their homes because of high levels of gang-related violence. The United 

Nations Human Rights Council (UNHRC) has reported not only human rights violations from 

state perpetrators, but also violence that includes both VNSOs and state perpetrators. This is the 

first study to examine the latter type of reports and its impact on state behavior.   

Even though the use of coercive strategies is due to domestic influences, such as internal 

threats, international actors may influence the continued use of these strategies. International 

organizations arrange frequent information exchanges, which may hinder or amend relations 

between countries. Among other factors, the interdependence between countries has provided the 

international community with considerable influence on changes in state behavior. Support or 

indifference from the international community means the state faces little to no costs on 
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maintaining the current policies or state behavior. On the other hand, the disapproval of policies 

or state behavior from the international community can escalate the costs for the state.   

I examine the reaction to naming and shaming that includes VNSOs by examining two 

types of outcomes: the governments’ change in behavior, and the accountability efforts against 

state agents that have abused human rights. For the government’s reaction to being shamed for 

violence from non-state organizations, a state may have multiple reactions: including the use or 

continued use of repression, facilitate access to courts, or establish policies to enforce the 

separation between branches of government to reduce corruption. When violent organizations are 

present, access to courts and accountability efforts can be jeopardized; for example, Human 

Rights Watch reported in 2014 that “congress voted to remove four of the five justices in the 

Supreme Court’s Constitutional Chamber after they ruled that a law aimed at addressing police 

corruption was unconstitutional” (World Report 2015: Honduras). Although access to courts and 

policies enforcing the separation of branches of government ought to be examined, this study 

focuses on the state’s changes in coercive state capacity since this reaction may largely 

exacerbate human rights violations.  

 The initial reaction from states with VNSOs may be to use coercive capacity to preserve 

the legitimacy and security of the state, yet, the decision to continue, increase, or decrease 

coercive measures may be influenced by facing negative international attention. Coercive state 

capacity includes the use of soldiers or the use of repressive tactics by armed state personnel. 

Repressive tactics take place when state leaders have a limited and insufficient capacity to 

oversee their armed personnel, or when state leaders directly order their armed forces to repress, 

or a mix of both. Nevertheless, these repressive tactics are practiced by armed agents. While 

naming and shaming abuses against state officials pressures the state to reduce and eliminate 
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repressive behavior, naming and shaming the violence perpetrated by VNSOs may apply a 

different pressure on the shamed state.   

When states are shamed for the violence perpetrated by VNSOs, these states may 

perceive this as an opportunity to increase their coercive force. States may declare to their 

citizens or the international community, or both, their determination to reduce violence and to 

weaken these violent organized groups. Thus, this type of international spotlight may 

unintentionally give countries the opportunity to increase their coercive force.   

Examining the effect that naming and shaming VNSOs has on changes in coercive 

behavior provides understanding of a state’s approach to this type of shaming; however, studies 

have yet to examine how these changes in state capacity affect human rights violations. Thus, I 

also examine the relationship between changes in state capacity and human rights violations. The 

dilemma is that in these cases the state points to these violent organizations to justify their 

abuses. The illegal operations and violence lead states to justify repressive behavior. At times, 

the homicides can be related to violence of these organizations, however, many times the 

violence derives from state officials as in the case of Honduras. States can hide their own abuses 

by blaming violent non-state actors for the violence and physical integrity abuses. In June 2014, 

Mexican human rights activists declared that “high-ranking army officers gave written orders 

encouraging soldiers to kill presumed members of organized criminal groups in night-time 

operations,” reported Tuckman (July 2015).  These allegations came after the death of 22 people 

– 12 of which were reported to be unarmed civilians – in San Pedro Limon, Tlatlaya were under 

investigation.  The soldiers claimed that the Tlatlaya case was the result of a violent 

confrontation against a drug cartel. Yet, witnesses told a different story; after the civilians inside 

the warehouse surrendered to the soldiers, the soldiers killed the civilians inside the warehouse. 
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The involvement of soldiers and other armed state officials in the killings of people without the 

sanction of any legal process, known as extrajudicial killings, continues to be a concern for 

human rights activists. Human rights activists began to voice their alarm about the approach the 

Mexican government took to mitigate violence by drug cartels.  

The absence of investigations can create a loop of constant blaming on other actors while 

state officials continue to commit abuses. For this reason, it is imperative that when examining 

the effects of international institutions on changes of human rights violations, studies consider 

how placing attention on non-state actors may affect the reaction that states have after facing 

international spotlight. Without any impartial investigations, there is no way to determine 

whether the victim of government violence was associated with a VNSO or targeted by the state 

for other reasons, or whether a set of events led to the escalation of violence. Additionally, when 

VNSOs have also killed or tortured, efforts of accountability by the state are prevalent to 

maintain the legitimacy of the state. Thus, I also examine changes in accountability efforts.   

Naming and Shaming by the UNHRC takes place after much examination. It develops 

reports from information arriving from the rapporteur, working groups, and from local human 

rights organizations. Thus, it may well be that by the time the state is named and shamed, it may 

simply reinforce suspected state behavior. There are two main rationales for the use of naming 

and shaming in the UNHRC. The first is to pressure countries to order their police and military 

officials to mitigate human rights abuses. The second rationale is to pressure states to hold 

perpetrators accountable for their violations. To examine the latter reaction to naming and 

shaming, I examine how naming and shaming is able (or not) to hold perpetrators accountable 

for their violations given the presence of VNSOs in the Latin American and African regions.   



11 
 

Governments facing violent non-state actors rarely focus or dedicate resources to 

investigate all perpetrators, including their own. Moreover, states can hide their repressive 

behavior when VNSOs are present, which may lead to the start or continuation of repressive 

behavior. For this reason, accountability is difficult to ascertain for countries concerned with 

violent non-state organizations (VNSOs). Thus, it is the victims and family members of victims 

that begin the process of impunity. Initially, protests followed the Ayotzinapa student 

disappearances in Mexico, later, civilians were protesting disappearances around the country and 

the lack of government investigation. Yet, protests were not the only type of civilian 

mobilization that the public was taking to pressure the government to act against impunity. 

According to local human rights organizations, many victims and family members of victims 

also started to reach out to them and other human rights organizations to tell their story and to 

attempt to take their case to court.   

Since many times there is little to no support from the government to charge armed 

personnel for physical integrity abuses, victims and family members of victims seek help from 

local human rights organizations. At times, these local organizations have little resources to 

support victims of state abuses. International organizations play a vital role on human rights 

organizations that are threatened, or under-resourced, and local organizations are also important 

to international human rights activists since these organizations supply information and directly 

deal with victims. International spotlight may affect when the victims of repression decide to 

mobilize to seek accountability against the perpetrators. When the victims are informed that they 

have local and international legitimacy and are informed that there are others in the country that 

are also seeking efforts against impunity in the country, these factors may affect victims’ 

mobilization.   
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Nevertheless, while placing attention to human rights violations from state perpetrators 

may influence mobilization towards holding abusers accountable, naming and shaming VNSOs 

may have a different effect on the initiative towards mobilization for victims and family 

members of victims. VNSOs may also target human rights activists and victims of repression, 

leaving victims vulnerable to the actions of armed state officials and VNSOs. If the international 

organizations that are meant to promote human rights also include VNSOs as violent 

perpetrators, this may affect victims’ initiative towards pressuring the government for 

investigations of abuses committed by the government’s own armed forces. Including VNSOs on 

shaming reports may be interpreted by the government and civilians as an effort to focus on 

national security.   

In this dissertation, I examine how naming and shaming VNSOs affects state behavior 

and accountability efforts. In cases where VNSOs are present, the state can deflect its violations 

by accusing VNSOs. If violent events remain uninvestigated, the country may continue to use 

repressive tactics. For this reason, accountability includes the investigation of abuses from both 

state and non-state actors. Nevertheless, the relationship between state and VNSOs can differ 

from case to case, yet still fall under the provisions listed by McGregor (2014). On the one hand, 

collusion can exist between the government and these violent non-state actors. On the other 

hand, the government would not publicly announce themselves to form part of violent 

organizations, because this might weaken the rule of law. The level of corruption between 

violent organizations and the state is necessary to determine at what point criminal organizations 

become a threat to the state, and at what point criminal organizations share political goals with 

the government. While an important question, this study does not examine how different levels 

of corruption affect the perceptions of threat that the state may have against the criminal 
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organization.  This study does examine how international acknowledgment of violent non-state 

actors can affect state behavior regarding human rights violations.   

 

1.4 Roadmap  

This study is divided into three empirical chapters. The first empirical chapter examines 

whether shaming VNSOs results in changes in coercive state capacity (Chapter 2). The second 

empirical chapter examines accountability for human rights violators, given shaming reports on 

different types of perpetrators (Chapter 3). The last empirical chapter examines the effect of 

coercive state capacity on human rights violations and violence from VNSOs (Chapter 4).   

Chapter 2 presents a theory of the impact of shaming reports that include VNSO violence 

and state behavior, considering changes in coercive state capacity. Many times, leaders have 

used coercive state capacity to deal with the presence of VNSOs. Countries with a lack of 

capacity to police criminal activities are likely to experience the emergence of criminal 

organizations that undermine the state’s legitimacy. Leaders who see this as a threat to their 

governance and seat in office use repression to keep themselves in office (Young 2013). Thus, I 

argue that including VNSOs in these shaming reports may adversely affect the human rights 

agenda if the state cares about its international reputation and has just received reassurance from 

the UNHRC that national security is a salient issue.   

Building on the human rights literature and specifically work on naming and shaming, 

this chapter adds to the literature by examining the effects of a different international spotlight 

that has the possibility of creating collateral damage. This chapter also presents my original 

dataset, which is used to examine the theory. For this dataset, I collected UNHRC reports on 

human rights violations within states and coded the different the types of perpetrators included.   
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Chapter 3 examines possible impact that shaming different types of perpetrators has on 

the mobilization of victims of human rights abuses in an effort to hold the perpetrators of human 

rights abuses, including police and military officials, accountable. I argue that shaming that 

includes VNSOs may affect the mobilization of victims of repression and human rights activists 

because international and local organizations often exchange information and resources. Adding 

VNSO perpetrators to the shaming reports may discourage victims and family members of 

victims from accusing perpetrators for human rights violations. Many victims of physical 

integrity rights seek help from local human rights organizations to pursue accountability against 

their repressors or against the repressors of family members. I contend that including violations 

from VNSOs in reports that name and shame can undermine the victims’ and activists’ pursuit to 

improve a country’s adherence to human rights.   

Chapter 4 analyzes how different types of coercive state capacity affect human rights and 

violence between VNSOs and the state. The use of coercive state capacity may be 

counterproductive if the state has a recent history of problematic levels of physical integrity 

rights violations connected to police and military personnel. I argue that increasing coercive state 

capacity, which includes military and police, either from the state’s budget or from international 

aid may have violent consequences not only for human rights violations but also for continued 

violence if the state experienced human rights violations. This desperate response to mitigate 

VNSO violence may instead prolong the violence. This chapter seeks to question the strategy by 

the state to use coercive state capacity to mitigate violence from VNSOs. The use of coercive 

state capacity may be an ineffective tool not only for human rights activists but also for state 

leaders.   
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The concluding chapter provides an overall analysis of the arguments presented in the 

three empirical chapters and draws conclusions on the basis of the combined findings of the three 

empirical chapters. In addition, I discus the theoretical implications of the findings. Beyond the 

dissertation’s theoretical contribution, the findings also provide insights that can lead to policy 

changes that may help improve respect for human rights, as well as strengthen accountability to 

deter future human rights violations. Lastly, I conclude with avenues for future research.   
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CHAPTER 2 

MILITARY AND POLICE VISIBILITY AFTER NAMING AND SHAMING 

VIOLENT NON-STATE ORGANIZATIONS 

2.1 Introduction 

One objective of intergovernmental organizations (IGOs) with a human rights focus, such 

as the United Nations Human Rights Council (UNHRC), is to criticize states about human rights 

abuses – this is also known as “naming and shaming” – to direct international attention to states’ 

repressive behavior. Human rights organizations, international organizations, and states have all 

engaged in naming and shaming states for human rights violations. Research by Keck and 

Sikkink (1998) and Simmons (2009) suggests that naming and shaming is vital to advance 

human rights practices by pressuring states to change behavior. Quantitative research testing the 

effectiveness of naming and shaming by human rights organizations (HROs) (including 

international non-governmental organizations and inter-governmental organizations) found that 

naming and shaming can decrease human rights violations (Krain 2012 DeMeritt 2012; Franklin 

2008). 

The UNHRC refers to the Universal Declaration of Human Rights (UDHR) and treaty 

signatures (or the pressure for treaty signatures) to denounce states’ misbehavior. The UDHR 

holds states responsible for equal protection under the law, “all are equal before the law and are 

entitled without any discrimination to equal protection of the law,” (UDHR, Article 3). Article 

30 declares “nothing in this Declaration may be interpreted as implying for any State, group, or 

person any right to engage in any activity or to perform any act aimed at the destruction of any of 

the rights and freedoms set forth herein,” (UNHRC, Article 30). As a result, the UNHRC has 

shamed states over the lack of investigation of rampant abuses from VNSOs.  
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While states are not accountable for petty crime, as this would distort the human rights 

agenda, states are responsible for investigating violations of physical integrity rights, especially 

when such violations have reached such a degree that they affect the security of many people. 

This responsibility includes the investigation of crimes carried out not only by state agents but 

also those carried out by non-state actors. The UN has mentioned non-state actors as perpetrators 

in some cases. For example, in 2006 President Felipe Calderon launched Operation Michoacán 

to fight the Familia Michoacána cartel. The country received a considerable amount of 

international attention over the number of homicides and human rights violations in the country. 

Similarly, in 2006, the United Nations Human Rights Council reported that the Nigerian police 

was “seriously under-resourced and confronted with a high rate of violent crime”. The Nigeria 

Stability and Reconciliation Program reported a rise in violent deaths from 2006-2014 (“Nigeria 

Watch: Fourth Report of Violence 2006-2014,” June 2014).  

Much of the literature assumes that states will to react to naming and shaming in similar 

ways by mitigating human rights abuses from state perpetrators (Hafner-Burton 2008; Murdie 

and Davis 2012; DeMeritt 2012). In contrast, I argue that it may be rational for states to respond 

differently to naming and shaming when abuses are committed not only by the state but also by 

additional perpetrators that undermine the internal security of the state. States shamed due to 

physical integrity violations carried out by VNSO perpetrators may use the international 

attention towards their violent non-state actors as an opportunity to increase their national 

security forces and further detract from the human rights agenda. Additionally, since states use 

the military to patrol the streets when criminal violence has superseded the police’s capacity 

(Diamint 2015; Zaverucha 2007), I argue that states are less likely to increase police personnel 

after they are shamed over violations from VNSO perpetrators in states with a military 



18 
 

surveilling the streets. Military personnel is supposed be a temporary mechanism used by states 

to combat high levels of criminal and political violence, however, international attention may 

affect whether states decide to reduce, continue, or expand the use of this strategy.   

Thus, the research question I seek to examine is: does the type of perpetrator that is 

shamed – the state or a violent non-state organization (VNSO) – affect state behavior? Using 

original data coded from the types of perpetrators shamed in United Nations Human Rights 

Council (UNHRC) country reports, I find that states do react to UNHRC naming and shaming, 

though not always as existing research expects. Instead, different reactions can be explained by 

whether the UN shames countries over abuses perpetrated by the state or by VNSOs.  

 

2.2 Human Rights Advocacy and State Behavior  

States are pressured by third parties both from above (internationally, by international 

organizations) and below (domestically, by local human rights advocates) to form transnational 

advocacy networks (Keck and Sikkink 1998; Murdie and Davis 2012). Literature analyzing 

domestic pressures has found that local HROs increase information about human rights abuses 

(Meernik et al. 2012; Hafner-Burton and Tstsui 2005), increase the likelihood of having a 

military mission led by a third party (Murdie and Peksen 2013), increase dissent behavior 

(Murdie and Bhasin 2011), and are more likely to be targeted by terrorist organizations (Murdie 

and Stapley 2014). Human rights organizations spark attention in the international community 

for human rights violators through naming and shaming (DeMeritt 2012; Murdie and Davis 

2012; Barry et al. 2013; Lebovic and Voeten 2006), designed to sway states to change their 

behavior and ultimately improve human rights practices (Hopgood 2006; Risse and Sikkink 

1999). According to Hafner-Burton (2008: 691), governments change their behavior by “holding 
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elections or passing legislation to increase political pluralism or participation” and as a result 

improve the protection of political rights. Her findings indicate that some governments are able 

to pass new laws in an attempt to reform political institutions; however, they are unable to 

alleviate ongoing terror (Hafner-Burton 2008).1  

Direct costs of shaming may affect states’ memberships and privileges of organizations 

that advocate for human rights. Scholars analyzing indirect costs have shown that when states are 

named and shamed by International Non-Governmental Organizations (INGOs) they are more 

likely to have a reduced amount of FDI (Barry et al. 2013), more likely to face economic 

sanctions (Peksen and Peterson 2014; Krain 2014), and may experience decreases in U.S. 

military arms imports (Blanton 2000). Mixed results were found for the indirect effects that 

shaming has on foreign aid flows. While some scholars found that states condemned for human 

rights violations by the United Nations Human Rights Council (UNHRC) had a decrease in 

foreign aid flows (Lebovic and Voeten 2009), others found that condemnation of human rights 

abuses by the United Nations is associated with lower levels of bilateral aid among states that 

previously received a small aid package and had no effect on those received a large aid package 

(Esarey and DeMeritt 2016).  

Existing work has not distinguished between shaming aimed at states and shaming that 

references the behavior of non-state actors, including drug cartels, gangs, or other criminal 

organizations. Moreover, the UNHRC shames abuses from non-state actors not to directly 

pressure them to change their behavior but rather to pressure states to mitigate violence from 

these perpetrators by conducting proper investigations. Figure 2.1 shows the sum of different 

                                                 
1 States decide to continue to violate physical integrity rights when they face a threatening opposition or when 
groups protest for additional rights (Moore 2000; Henderson 1991; Carey 2006).  
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types of perpetrators mentioned, including state agents, VNSOs, or both, shamed by the UNHRC 

in Africa and Latin America from 2006 to 2013. Even though state perpetrators are mentioned 

the most in UNHRC reports for both regions, VNSOs are mentioned more in Latin America than 

Africa. However, both regions have a relatively similar number of reports that mention state and 

VNSOs as perpetrators.   

  
Figure 2.1: Type of Perpetrators Shamed by the UNHRC (2006-2013)  

 

Since state agents and non-state actors have different relationships with the government, 

states that are shamed over human rights abuses committed by non-state actors may react to the 

international spotlight differently than states shamed over abuses from state actors. In the case of 

Mexico, the Mexican government decided to spike funding for training the Mexican military in 

2010. The total number of forces trained annually by the US military went from 632 in the year 

2006 to 2,206 in the year 2011 (Conroy 2013). Nigeria’s government also decided to increase its 

military personnel a year after the UNHRC report. 

 

2.3 Internal Threats and Citizen Security  

The conflict literature has primarily examined military expenditure as one out of multiple 

factors of state capacity (Hendrix 2010). Models of military spending show that militarized 
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disputes, public opinion, military expenditure of allies, rivals, and political enemies, and national 

income affect a state’s military spending (Nordhaus et al. 2012; Hartley and Russett 1992; 

Eichenberg and Stoll 2003; Goldsmith 2003; Smith 2009). Other studies have found that 

democracies, particularly parliamentary systems, and countries with high levels of political 

participation allocate less military resources than non-democracies (Goldsmith 2003; Fordham 

and Walker 2005; Albalate et al. 2012; Conrad et al. 2013). Military regimes, and regimes with 

high levels of military engagement spend more on military resources compared to other 

authoritarian regimes (Bove and Brauner 2011). Even though some scholars have found a 

relationship between conflict and military spending (Henderson and Singer 2000; Batchelor et al. 

2002), others have found little evidence to support this relationship (Dunne and Perlo-Freeman 

2003). While external threats and domestic institutions affect the changes in military 

expenditure, internal threats and international pressure, given the costs that accompany such 

pressure, may also change security expenditure, particularly military and police personnel.  

Internal threats can include drug trafficking, organized crime and international terrorism, 

which remain large concerns in the Latin American and African regions. For example, South 

Africa has experienced gangs using bombs in gang warfare, known as “urban terror”, which led 

the discussion of urban terror as a cross between crime and insurgency (Hough 2000). These 

illicit organizations have been involved in drug trading, kidnapping, embezzlement, large-scale 

theft of minerals, and other activities affecting citizen security. Latin America had 75 percent of 

the world’s reported kidnappings even though it had 8 percent of the world’s population in 2003 

(Manrique 2006). In 2009, there was an estimate of over sixty thousand gang members reported 

in El Salvador, Guatemala, and Honduras (Millett 2009). These gang members had been 

involved in extortion, killings, and human and drug trafficking, kidnappings and robbery. Much 
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of the literature examining social conflict has argued that the expansion of such illicit activity has 

surpassed the police’s ability and competency to combat such crime (Diamint and Tedesco 2009; 

Zaverucha 2007; Arzt 2012). For this reason, many states opted to use military personnel and 

training to mitigate the violence from these VNSOs and to maintain the state’s legitimacy.  

The internal threat is what drives the state to begin the use of the military for policing 

duties (Diamint and Tedesco 2009). Yet, the army can be problematic and entice international 

attention (Lopez Montiel 2000), since domestic crises increase the likelihood for official 

impunity (Jorgensen 2009). While police ought to use softer methods of coercion with minimum 

necessary force, the military trains to use the “maximum force available in order to break the 

adversary’s forces with minimum casualties and costs to its own forces” (Weiss 2013). Thus, an 

increase or decrease in military personnel may change the levels of violence and human rights 

abuses in countries using these forces to maintain stability.  

Since states can face direct and indirect costs after being shamed for human rights abuses 

(Gartner and Regan 1995; Barry et al. 2013; Krain 2014), an opportunity or a need to make 

changes in security personnel may arrive after naming and shaming. The assumption held in the 

current naming and shaming literature has been that all shaming provides a similar context and 

states should therefore interpret the spotlight as a pressure to mitigate human rights violations. 

However, this may not always be the case. While states may react to naming and shaming by 

changing policy, changing repressive strategies, or have no action, states may change the amount 

of security personnel as a way to maintain their sovereign legitimacy or signal to the 

international community their attempt to decrease violence from VNSOs. I examine when a state 

is likely to order its agents to take no action, increase military personnel, increase police 

personnel, decrease military personnel, or decrease police personnel after a state is shamed over 
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violations from state vs. VNSOs2. Although these actions are not mutually exclusive, they are 

rarely balanced; the state typically provides more resources to one security agent over the other 

because of its belief that one type of security personnel may provide the best outcome for 

internal security or human rights adherence, depending on the political goal3.  

The first post-shaming option that the state has is ‘no change’ in its repressive behavior. 

In this study “no action” does not mean that the state does not order anything to its agents, rather 

it means that the increase or decrease in the investment of agents is not observed. For example, 

in 2009, Peru faced international spotlight after declaring a state of emergency after clashes had 

occurred between indigenous people and the government where about 30 people died as a result. 

While Peru decided to use its military forces to stabilize the region, the country did not 

experience an increase in its security forces the following year. This case is observed as having 

“no action” in changes in the number of security forces. 

In cases where state agents are the shamed perpetrators and VNSOs are not mentioned in 

the shaming reports, states have an opportunity to repair their human rights practices. For 

example, one report declares that “The mission concluded that the main human rights violations 

related to the excessive use of force by the security forces and massive numbers of arrests, 

disrespect for the principles of legality, necessity and proportionality through the imposition of 

restrictions on fundamental rights, and selective and discriminatory application of Honduran 

legislation,” (UNHRC- Honduras 2010). In this case, the government has access to the chain of 

military or police command forces. If a state faces large risks by continuing such atrocities, 

                                                 
2 While agents as perpetrators have their own motivations for repression (Bohara, Mitchell, Nepal, and Kaheem 
2008), in this study I analyze changes in military or police personnel postinternational pressures.  
3 Although it may also be the case that military personnel can be relocated to a different part of the country, that is 
not observed here and should be explored in future analysis  
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depending on how much control the state has, i.e. state capacity (Cole 2015), on its agents it may 

be able to change behavior when the state feels it is the best option. The opportunity to stop 

repressing is present and is well studied in existing research.  

The second option is to increase military and police in cases where the state is shamed 

over violations from state perpetrators. Although states may benefit from increasing military and 

police, particularly in countries where leaders have high levels of job insecurity (Young 2013), 

they also run the risk of continued condemnation over human rights abuses accompanied with 

direct and indirect costs (Keck and Sikkink 1998; Krain 2014; Peksen and Peterson 2014). On 

the other hand, the government may perceive the decrease in security personnel to be risky 

behavior since the state does not know the dissent’s next action. Thus, when a state has been 

shamed over abuses from state perpetrators, I do not expect changes in security personnel.  

When states are shamed over VNSO criminal violence affecting citizen security, the UN 

advises and encourages states to mitigate the violence of VNSOs and to improve human rights 

practices. For example, a UN Report on Somalia in 2009 stated that “The lack of accountability 

for past and current violations and abuses of human rights and international humanitarian law has 

further exacerbated the situation,” (UNHRC Somalia 2009). Another UN report over Ecuador 

encouraged changes in security tactics and stated that “The Working Group calls upon the 

authorities to be vigilant and alerts the State about the necessity to ensure that the Juntas de 

Defensa del Campesinado do not become paramilitary actors,” (UNHRC-Ecuador 2007). 

Shaming the state over the lack of investigation of criminal violence from VNSOs may shape the 

perception that the state has on the VNSO threat. States condemned over violence from these 

perpetrators may believe that VNSOs are decreasing the legitimacy of the state, and that the state 
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is perceived by the international community and its citizens as weak and with low security 

capacity.  

The use of the military for policing the streets suggests that the state currently faces an 

internal security dilemma (Diamint and Tedesco 2009). States may find it difficult to decrease 

the number of military personnel with this internal security issue. For this reason, states are 

likely to react differently compared to when states are the shamed perpetrators. Decreasing the 

number of security personnel may be perceived to be too costly for the state. Instead, states may 

use the international pressure to mitigate violence from criminal gangs as an opportunity to 

increase military personnel. Increasing military personnel can be used to inform VNSOs, the 

international community, and victims of violence that the state is committed to address the 

internal violence and that it is capable of doing so.  

States that are shamed over human rights abuses from VNSOs do not have the same 

ability to command the VNSO perpetrators to decrease abuses4. The lack of direct command 

from state leaders towards VNSOs is an additional incentive for the state to tackle abusive 

perpetrators by increasing street surveillance. When the UNHRC includes VNSOs as 

perpetrators in shaming reports, governments may use this as an opportunity to change their 

repressive strategy by increasing military personnel and claim that they are responding to the 

threats posed by violent non-state actors.  

Hypothesis 1: Shaming for VNSO violations increases the likelihood of increased 
military personnel in states with military surveillance.  
 
Regarding changes in police personnel, increasing police can only be effective as a way 

to mitigate violence from VNSOs when states believe its law enforcement has the competency 

                                                 
4 The ability for the state to command its agents to change behavior differs from country to country depending on 
the amount of opportunities available to pursue hidden actions (Bohara, Mitchell, Nepal, and Raheem 2008)  
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and necessary tools and training to alleviate violence from VNSO perpetrators. States use 

military troops to patrol the streets when the state is concerned over its internal security and does 

not feel that the police force have the necessary training to mitigate VNSO violence (Zaverucha 

2007; Diamint 2015; Pion-Berlin and Trinkunas 2011). Therefore, states will be less likely to 

increase police force in states that have military forces surveilling the streets because the state 

believes the police does not have the necessary capacity to mitigate VNSO violence. Another 

reason why it is less likely to see an increase in the police force in countries that have the 

military patrolling the street may be low morale or fear within the police force due to lack of 

capacity. If the police do not have the necessary tools to confront VNSOs, then there may be 

people leaving the police force and less people signing up for the risky job.  

Hypothesis 2:  Shaming for VNSO violations decrease the likelihood of increased police 
personnel in states with military surveillance.  
 

2.4 Research Design  

2.4.1 Data Collection  

To test the argument that naming and shaming states over abuses from different types of 

perpetrators can affect state behavior, I code the type of perpetrators shamed in UNHRC country 

reports. I focus on 87 countries in Africa and Latin America between 2006 and 2013. The 

UNHRC country reports are government behavior reports and are developed by specialized 

working groups or the special rapporteur who develop goals for consideration and appropriate 

action by the General Assembly. UNHRC reports are presented to the General Assembly and 

influence future resolutions. I prefer these UNHRC resolutions reports because they provide 

more details of the human rights issues in the country that influence UNHRC resolutions, which 

are observed by all members of the General Assembly including the shamed state. I observe the 

types of perpetrators discussed when condemning a country over their lack of investigation for 
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violence and/or lack of adherence to human rights. There are 430 UNHRC Perpetrator Reports in 

the dataset covering Latin America and Africa.  

 

2.4.2 Operationalization of Key Variables  

The UNHRC reports can condemn, appraise, or provide an update of the country under 

the spotlight. Since I want to observe negative international attention, I observe whether the 

country in the report was shamed over physical integrity rights violations, including forced 

imprisonment, extrajudicial killings, torture and forced disappearances. If VNSOs were not 

mentioned to be the abusers of physical integrity rights in the report I code these observations as 

shaming of state perpetrators (listed in Table 2.3) as a 1 and 0 if no shaming took place, or the 

state was not the only type of perpetrator mentioned in the report.  

Next, I measure whether states accused of physical integrity rights violations mention 

non-state actors who belong to an organized criminal group (VNSOs) as perpetrators or possible 

perpetrators. I create a binary variable that measures whether a country report shames the state 

over violations carried out by VNSOs, which is coded as a 1, and a 0 means the state was not 

shamed over physical integrity violations carried out by VNSOs. I also observe when states are 

accused of physical integrity violations from both types of perpetrators, state agents, and 

VNSOs. If states and VNSO perpetrators are shamed over physical integrity abuses in one 

UNHRC country report I code a 1, when the UNHRC do not shame a country over violations 

from both types of perpetrators in a single report I code a 0. To examine my second hypothesis, 

which is shaming for VNSO violations, I combine shaming of VNSOs and shaming of both the 

state and VNSO perpetrators to observe whether shaming that mentions these non-state actors 

affects state behavior.  

One main difference noted in the reports between the two regions is that in the African 
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region, many times VNSO violence occurs along with rebel group violence. At times when the 

legitimacy of the state is contested through civil war, violent organizations take the opportunity 

to escalate violence to pursue illicit activities. This was the case in a few reports on Somalia and 

the Democratic Republic of Congo. Nonetheless, there are reports that do mention VNSO 

violence separately and rebel groups are not mentioned. For example, a 2006 UNHRC report on 

Nigeria stated that “The Nigerian police force is at the same time seriously under-resourced and 

confronted with a high rate of violent crime. As a result, abuses including corruption, 

arbitrariness, torture, excessive use of force and executions are common,” (UNHRC 2006).  

The two dependent variables observed in this study capture changes in military personnel 

and police personnel. To measure military personnel, I use the Basic file of the Quality of 

Governance dataset, which measures the total number of armed forces personnel (Dahlberg, 

Holmberg, Rothstein, Khomenko, and Svensson 2016). To measure changes in military 

personnel, I subtract the number of military personnel in the current year from the previous year. 

Thus, a number greater than 0 indicates an increase in military personnel, and a number below 0 

indicates a decrease in military personnel. I then convert the variable measuring changes in 

military personnel to a percentage. Measuring the percentage change provides a clearer 

demonstration of larger changes in military personnel. Next, I observe the standard deviation of 

the percentage change in military personnel and divide this number by half, which is 13.5%. To 

observe direction of the changes in military personnel I create an ordered variable. A -1 means 

that a country had a decrease of less than -13.5% in their military personnel, a 0 means that the 

change in military personnel was more than -13.5% or less than 13.5%, and a 1 means that the 

percentage increase in military personnel was greater than 13.5%. One binary variable captures 

an increase in military personnel.  
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For police personnel, I use the United Nations Office of Drugs and Crime database, 

(UNODC Dataset). To observe changes in police personnel, I use the same approach used to 

code changes in military personnel. I subtract the number of police personnel in the current year 

from the previous year for each country. I convert the difference in police personnel into a 

percentage to measure a percentage change of the year observed to the previous year. Here too, I 

observe the standard deviation of the percentage change and divide this percentage by 2, which is 

5.5%. I then develop an ordinal variable to measure changes in police personnel. A -1 means the 

difference in percentage is less than -5.5%, a 0 means that the change was greater than -4% or 

less than 4%, and a 1 means that the percentage change is over 5.5%.  

 

2.4.3 Control Variables  

Since national income, potential of engaging in militarized dispute, and political 

participation have been argued to influence military spending I control for GDP growth, presence 

of an internal conflict, and level of political participation (Nordhaus et al. 2012; Goldsmith 2003; 

Conrad et al. 2013). GDP growth and population growth are measured as annual percentage 

gathered from the World Bank (World Bank Dataset). I use the UCDP Armed Conflict Dataset 

(Gleditsch et al. 2002; Pettersson, Wallensteen 2015) to measure civil war occurrence.  

The Political Terror Scale (PTS) measures the levels of political violence and terror that a 

country experiences using a compiling index gathered from Amnesty International, U.S. State 

Department, and Human Rights Watch. While the CIRI dataset and PTS use similar sources, 

CIRI provides a detailed specification of the type of physical integrity rights that states violate. I 

use the PTS measure because I seek to control for overall human rights violations in a state 

rather than certain physical integrity rights violations. A 1 in the PTS measure indicates 
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“countries are under secure rule of law, people are not imprisoned for their views, and torture is 

rare or exceptional,” and a 5 means “terror has expanded to the whole population,” (PTS).  

I also control for extra-government violence since these events affect the initial presence 

of military surveillance in some states. I use the Social Conflict Analysis Dataset (SCAD), which 

includes social conflict in Latin America and Africa (Salehyan et al. 2012). Extra-government 

violence is measured as a binary variable. Extra-government violence is “a distinct violent event 

waged by members of an alleged oppositional group or movement... where the government is not 

the actor or target” (Salehyan and Hendrix 2016: 4). I use the Varieties of Democracy Dataset to 

control for corruption, free and fair elections, and civil society participation (Coppedge et al 

2016).   

Lastly, I control for whether the state has military troops patrolling the streets, including 

gendarmerie troops. Information for troops patrolling the streets was gathered from various news 

sources (see Table 2.1). Although the types of shaming reports show collinearity with one 

another, tests of collinearity –with the dependent and control variables– did not reveal any cause 

of concern; the correlation matrix is included in the supplementary files.  

 

2.4.4 Methodology  

Considering that I am interested in the direction in which states change their security 

forces and my dependent variables are measured as ordered variables, I employ ordered logit and 

cluster by country as my method of statistical analysis to test my hypotheses. I also note the 

relationship between predicted probabilities of the outcome variables to examine the interaction 

variables in the models.  
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Table 2.1: Variable Descriptions   

Variable Indicator Sources Min Max Mean 

Change in Military 
Personnel 

Half the standard deviation of the percent difference of armed 
forced personnel compared to the previous year.  
X = 1 if percent change is greater than 6%   
X = 0 if percent change is less than 6% or greater than -6%  
X = -1 if percent change is less than -6% 

Quality of 
Governance Dataset -1 1 .027 

Change in Police 
Personnel   

Half the standard deviation of the percent difference of police 
personnel compared to the previous year.  
X = 1 if percent change is greater than 4%   
X = 0 if percent change is less than 4% or greater than -4%  
X = -1 if percent change is less than -4%   

UNODC Dataset   -1 1 .277 

Shaming Abuses from 
State Perpetrators (t-1) 

Did the UNHRC shame the country over   physical integrity 
violations perpetrated by state agents?   
1 = Yes   
0 = No   

UNHRC Reports 
(20062013)   0 1 .103 

Shaming Abuses from 
VNSOs  and the State 
(t-1)   

Did the UNHRC shame the country over physical integrity 
violations that involved VNSOs?   
1 =Yes   
0 = No   

UNHRC Reports 
(20062013)   0 1 .085 

Presence of Policing by 
Military Force    

Does the state have presence of Policing   
by Military Force?   
1 = Yes   
0 = No   

News Sourcesi   0 1 .505 

VNSO Violence Social conflict targeted towards other non-state organizations. SCAD Dataset 0 186 2.236 

GDP Growth Annual percentage of GDP growth 
-∞ < x < ∞ World Bank Dataset -62.07 104.48 4.122 

Population Growth Annual percentage of population growth  
-∞ < x < ∞ World Bank Dataset -2.62 4.18 1.88 

  (table continues) 
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Variable Indicator Sources Min Max Mean 

Political Corruption 

Cumulative measure of corruption including executive, legislative, 
and judicial 
0 < x < 1 
0 = No corruption 
1 = Rampant corruption 

V-Dem .03 .93 .60 

Free and Fair Elections 

To what extent are elections free and fair? 
0 < x < 1   
0 = No elections   
1 = Free and fair elections 

V-Dem 0 .98 .52 

Civil Society 
Participation 

Measures civil society autonomy from the state 
0 < x < 1   
0 = No Civil Society   
1 = Civil society participates without government infringement   

V-Dem .07 .96 .69 

Armed Conflict 

Use of armed force that results into 25 battle-related deaths per 
year and per dyad.   
X = 1 if armed conflict is present   
X = 0 if armed conflict is not present 

UCDP Dataset 0 1 .062 

PTS Score 

Level of Political Violence and Terror that a Country Experiences 
(U.S. State Department).  
 1 ≤ x ≤ 5   
1 = Countries under secure rule of law   
5 = Terror has expanded to the whole population 

PTS Dataset (Dept. 
of State) 1 5 2.802 
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2.5 Results  

The tables below present the results of the ordered logit models examining changes in 

military and police personnel. For my first hypothesis, presented in Table 2.2, I argued that 

naming and shaming states where VNSOs are mentioned as perpetrators of physical integrity 

abuses will result in an increase in military personnel if the military personnel are used to patrol 

the streets. I developed 3 statistical models to test the expected effects of changes in military 

personnel. The models contain different independent variables, which are the lagged naming and 

shaming variables.   

Model 1 demonstrates that shaming states over VNSO violence, without the interactive 

effect, has no statistical significance on changes in military personnel. In this model, repression 

is positively related to changes in military personnel. A one unit increase in state political 

violence increases the odds that a state increases its military personnel. This finding is significant 

in the next 3 models in Table 2.2. Model 2 finds no statistical significance in the interactive 

effect of shaming abuses that include VNSOs and the presence of military surveillance and 

changes in military personnel. Thus, naming and shaming might not pressure states to increase 

their military personnel even when states are shamed over violations from VNSO perpetrators. 

This may result due to one of two reasons. One, the state may decide to continue with the current 

status quo regardless of the consequences such as the direct and indirect costs that accompany 

continued naming and shaming. Second, it is difficult to observe the precise change in military 

personnel patrolling the streets. The measure used in this study, may also be capturing military 

that is in the barracks and that does not police the streets daily. 
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Table 2.2: Changes in Military Personnel: Ordered Logit Models  

Explanatory Variables (Model 1) (Model 2) (Model 3) (Model 4) 

Military Presence  -0.130  
(0.390)  

-0.167  
(0.414)  

-0.146  
(0.393)  

-0.204  
(0.467)  

Shaming VNSOs(t-1)  -0.007  
(0.529)  

-0.455  
(0.392)  - - 

Shaming VNSOs(t-1) * Military 
Presence  - 0.571  

(0.664)  - - 

Shaming State(t-1)  - - 0.329  
(0.397)  

0.132  
(0.605)  

Shaming State(t-1)* Military 
Presence  - - - 0.338  

(0.834)  

Free and Fair Elections  0.127  
(0.919)  

0.069  
(0.928)  

0.146  
(0.911)  

0.118  
(0.904)  

Extra-government Violence  -0.012  
(0.012)  

-0.012  
(0.012)  

-0.013  
(0.011)  

-0.012  
(0.012)  

Armed Conflict  0.031  
(0.450)  

-0.005  
(0.470)  

0.025  
(0.390)  

0.021  
(0.391)  

Political Terror Scale  0.556*  
(0.299)  

-0.542*  
(0.305)  

0.534*  
(0.288)  

0.529*  
(0.288)  

Corruption  0.022  
(1.419)  

0.016  
(1.415)  

0.059  
(1.406)  

0.099  
(1.432)  

Population Growth  -0.393  
(0.267)  

-0.396  
(0.266)  

-0.382  
(0.257)  

-0.383  
(0.256)  

GDP Growth  0.027  
(0.040)  

0.027  
(0.040)  

0.024  
(0.040)  

0.024  
(0.040)  

Civil Society Participation  0.495  
(0.927)  

0.544  
(0.920)  

0.409  
(0.909)  

0.420  
(0.902)  

Constant cut1  -2.149  
(1.371)  

-2.217  
(1.397)  

-2.202*  
(1.309)  

-2.232* 
(1.308)  

Constant cut2  4.436*** 
(1.489) 

4.372*** 
(1.510) 

4.395*** 
(1.414) 

4.368***   
(1.411) 

Observations 445 445 445 445 

Log pseudo likelihood  -145.49  -145.41  -145.27  -145.21  

Wald chi2  10.37  10.75  10.91  11.24  

Pseudo R2  .03  .03  .03  .03  

Robust standard errors in parentheses.*** p>0.01, ** p>0.05, * p>0.1  
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Model 3 tests the effect that the shaming of state perpetrators has on the changes in the 

size of the military personnel without including the interactive variable that adds the presence of 

military surveillance to the shaming variable. The model shows no statistical significance 

between shaming abuses from state perpetrators and the expansion of the size of military 

personnel. Model 4 shows the interactive effect between shaming state perpetrators and the 

presence of a military patrolling the street, which is not significant.  

Nonetheless, changes in state behavior may be driven by social conflict, and states may 

be shamed over violations from state perpetrators because they are mitigating violence from 

VNSOs. To analyze for possible endogeneity, I examine whether all states shamed over the 

behavior from their own security are shamed due to VNSO violence. The results indicate no 

significant relationship between shaming states over abuses from state perpetrators and 

extragovernment violence (see Table A.2.2 in supplementary files).  

Table 2.3 presents my analyses for my second hypothesis. Due to the limited information 

on the number of police personnel in the regions of African and Latin America the number of 

observations in Table 2.3 dropped to 128. I argued that states would be reluctant to increase 

police personnel in states with military surveillance since the state may perceive its police to 

have limited training necessary to mitigate VNSO violence. Models 5 to 8 present the results for 

this argument. Model 5 shows the relationship between shaming abuses from VNSO perpetrators 

and the change in police force. The results are shown negatively related and statistically 

significant. States that are shamed over violations from VNSO perpetrators have a higher 

likelihood of decreasing their police force. Countries with military presence are more likely to 

increase police personnel. Model 6 presents the interaction between shaming VNSO perpetrators 

and the presence of a military policing the streets. While shaming the state over abuses that 
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include VNSOs is not shown to be statistically significant, military surveillance is shown as 

positive and statistically significant. To best observe the effect that the interaction has on 

changes in police force I observe the predicted probability of the different types of shaming and 

the presence of a military police.  

Figure 2.2 shows the predicted probability that a state will increase its police force given 

different factors, where 0 means there is no chance the state will increase its police force and 1 

means there is an absolute change the state will increase its police force. When a state does not 

have a military surveilling their streets and have not experienced shaming over VNSO violence 

the previous year, these states have a 29% probability of increasing their police force. States that 

have a military patrolling their streets but did not experience shaming the previous year have a 

31% probability of increasing their police personnel. Moreover, a state that does not have a 

military doing police work but have experienced shaming over VNSO violence the previous year 

have a 28% probability of increasing their police force. This probability decreases once I include 

the presence of military personnel patrolling the street. A state with military personnel policing 

their streets that experienced shaming the previous year over VNSO violence has a 15% 

probability of increasing their police personnel.  

Model 6 shows that the presence of a military force patrolling the streets is likely to 

increase the police force. This may suggest that the state focuses on more law enforcement on 

the streets as a solution, irrespective of capacity or training. However, as expected by my second 

hypothesis, the state decreases these agents after the state receives international attention. This 

finding supports previous literature that suggest states evaluate the capacity and training of 

police personnel in their effort to mitigate criminal violence and human rights violations. 

Nonetheless, the findings suggest that changes in such efforts depend on how the state perceives 
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the threat of the VNSOs, and that perception can be influenced by external attention. 

Additionally, model 6 also shows the presence of armed conflict increases the odds that the state 

raises its police force. This finding supports some of the literature stating that there is a 

relationship between conflict and military expenditure (Henderson and Singer 2000; Batchelor et 

al. 2002). Models 5 and 6 show that a one unit increase in corruption increases the likelihood that 

the state increases its police personnel. Here, an increase in political terror decreases the 

probability that states raise their police personnel.  

Model 7 shows that shaming the state over violations from state perpetrators increases the 

likelihood that a state will decrease its police personnel. Model 8 demonstrates the interaction 

between naming and shaming a state over abuses from state agents and the presence of military 

surveillance. The findings do not show this interaction to be statistically significant. Yet, to best 

examine the effects of the interaction I create a model examining the predictive probability of 

different points in the interaction. Figure 2.3 shows states have a 21% probability of increasing 

their police force when a state does not have military surveillance and has not been shamed. The 

presence of military agents patrolling the neighborhoods increases the probability that states will 

increase their police force, at 38% (reflecting the findings in the previous interaction model). On 

the other hand, when states are shamed over violations from state perpetrators but do not have 

military forces in the streets, states have a 7% probability of increasing their police force. 

Additionally, states that have experienced this type of shaming and have a military force 

surveilling have a 24% probability of increasing their police personnel.  

Different from when a state is shamed over VNSOs and there is no military surveillance, 

states solely shamed for abuses from state officials are less likely to increase police personnel. 

These findings may suggest that states affected by VNSO spotlight with no military surveillance 
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may find it costly to substantially decrease their police agents.  

Table 2.3: Changes in Police Personnel: Ordered Logit Models  

Variables (Model 5) (Model 6) (Model 7) (Model 8) 

Military Presence  0.956*** 
(0.321)  

1.121*** 
(0.323)  

0.896** 
(0.401)  

0.788*  
(0.443)  

Shaming VNSOs(t-1)  -1.262** 
(0.574)  

-0.032  
(0.434)  - - 

Shaming VNSOs(t-1)* 
Military Presence  - -0.509  

(0.729)  - - 

Shaming State(t-1)  - - -0.845*  
(0.431)  

-1.214  
(0.793)  

Shaming State(t-1)* Military 
Presence  - - - 0.130  

(0.509)  

Free and Fair Elections  1.219  
(1.025)  

1.771  
(1.205)  

1.778  
(1.227)  

1.759  
(1.218)  

Extra-government 
Violence(t-1)  

-0.0002  
(0.006)  

0.002  
(0.009)  

-0.007  
(0.006)  

-0.007  
(0.006)  

Armed Conflict(t-1)  0.692  
(0.431)  

0.828*  
(0.448)  

0.177  
(0.456)  

0.235  
(0.483)  

Political Terror Scale  -0.688*** 
(0.230)  

-0.686*** 
(0.231)  

-0.708*** 
(0.192)  

-0.761*** 
(0.252)  

Corruption  4.622*** 
(1.508)  

5.03*** 
(1.413)  

4.194**  
(1.811)  

4.316**  
(1.803)  

Population  0.087  
(0.255)  

0.123  
(0.244)  

0.241  
(0.264)  

0.259  
(0.276)  

GDP Growth  0.007  
(0.039)  

0.004  
(0.040)  

-0.003  
(0.041)  

-0.009  
(0.044)  

Civil Society Participation  0.465  
(0.986)  

0.278  
(1.063)  

-0.403  
(1.072)  

-0.199  
(1.230)  

Constant cut1  0.147  
(1.180)  

0.699  
(1.328)  

-0.281  
(1.555)  

-0.262  
(1.522)  

Constant cut2  3.219*** 
(1.217)  

3.793*** 
(1.287)  

2.749  
(1.676)  

2.770*  
(1.650)  

Observations 128 128 128 128 

Log pseudo likelihood  -112.238  -111.456  -113.383  -113.229  

Wald chi2  112.86  99.69  34.59  34.88  

Pseudo R2  0.08  0.08  0.07  0.07  

Robust standard errors in parentheses.*** p>0.01, ** p>0.05, * p>0.1  
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Figure 2.2: Predicted Probability of an Increase in Police Personnel and VNSO Shaming   

  

  
Figure 2.3: Predicted Probability of an Increase in Police Personnel and State Shaming  

  

2.6 Discussion  

While my findings do not support my first hypothesis, that placing states in international 

spotlight increases the number of military personnel in countries using military surveillance, my 

findings do support my second hypothesis. Naming and Shaming a country over VNSO 

violations has a higher probability of a decrease in police agents in countries with military 

presence. Moreover, it is also difficult to fully predict how many military forces are in the 

barracks or other military duties, and how many are policing the streets. Nonetheless, this study 
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initiates the examination of how negative international spotlight can affect changes in security 

forces.  

The examinations for changes in police personnel appear to have more robust results. 

Unlike military personnel, police’s main duty is to patrol neighborhoods. My findings show that 

states shamed over physical integrity abuses are more likely to decrease percentages of police 

personnel. States use the military to supervise the streets when they believe that their law 

enforcement does not have the sufficient capacity to mitigate violence from VNSOs. States are 

likely to decrease the number of police personnel after they are shamed over VNSO violations 

and have the military policing the streets. Moreover, the effect that shaming VNSOs has on the 

rates of police personnel are substantially different from countries that are shamed for abuses 

from state agents. The findings are different when there is no military presence. States under 

international spotlight for VNSO violations have marginally higher percentages of predicted 

increase in police personnel than states who are under the spotlight for abuses from state agents: 

however, this changes when there is military surveillance.  

The findings suggest that states react differently than expected in the existing literature. 

Previous literature implied that states ought to interpret all human rights shaming similarly and 

therefore expected states to change human rights practices in a similar manner (Murdie and 

Davis 2012; Franklin 2008; HafnerBurton 2008). The results in this analysis demonstrate that 

shaming from the UNHRC may result in states reacting to a particular spotlight, spotlight that 

includes VNSO perpetrators. Nonetheless, whether the decrease in police force improves human 

rights is not observed in this study and should be examined in future studies.  

The results support some of the expanding concern that states may contribute to the 

escalation of criminal violence by extending the legal limits of the use of legitimate force (Cruz 
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2016). The decrease in police personnel and lack of change in military personnel may be a sign 

of the ability for the international community to create “unintended consequences” when it 

comes to the decrease in the personnel that is trained to apply a lower use of force and 

investigation of crimes. The analyses show that the international community can have an indirect 

influence on a state’s changes in law enforcement security. Supporting and expanding on what 

previous literature has suggested, that the state uses the military for a temporary substitution, to 

combat criminal violence when the violence has escalated to a capacity surpassing the police’s 

capacity (Zaverucha 2007 and Diamint 2015), I find that the state decreases police personnel in 

times where there is external pressure to mitigate violence.  

The results indicate that the international spotlight on VNSOs does not encourage states 

to boost their security forces. Naming and shaming that includes other actors does not create 

detrimental consequences for the state shamed in terms of increasing military and police forces. 

There may be one of two possibilities for this choice. One, the state may not have sufficient 

funds to increase its military and police forces. Future studies ought to examine whether these 

states are likely to receive external funding since this information is shared with the international 

community. Second, even though the states’ own forces may be sharing the spotlight with 

VNSOs, states may use caution with the timing of expanding their armed personnel.   

Nevertheless, the implications of these findings should be further observed given that this 

may either mitigate the violence from both types of perpetrators or it may exacerbate the 

problem. Although Weiss (2013) compared military personnel with police by stating that police 

are trained to use softer methods of coercion, police are nonetheless capable of committing 

physical integrity abuses. In 2008, Amnesty International reported Guatemala to have a grave 

public security situation with “no visible progress …in improving the quality of investigations 
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and prosecutions of crime and police accountability remained virtually negligible,” (Amnesty 

International 2008). A Freedom House Report stated that Guatemala had 6,292 homicide victims 

in 2008, and some of the violence had been related to the drug trafficking and drug cartels that 

had spilled from the Mexican border into Guatemala (Freedom House 2009). By 2013, 

Guatemala had hired 10,000 new agents for the National Civilian Police (PNC) to reduce violent 

crime (Bevan 2013). When Amnesty International placed Guatemala in the international 

spotlight the organization also noted that police, in addition to non-state actors, were involved in 

extrajudicial killings. Police forces may alleviate or exacerbate the violence depending on the 

norm already in practice by law enforcement.  

 

2.7 Conclusion  

In this paper, I argue that the context of international shaming, which reflects the 

situation of the state, affects how the state reacts. Internal security within the state concerns both 

the UN and the states. While human rights are the top priority of the UNHRC, the organization 

also recognizes other actors that may be undermining the security of the people within a state. 

The UN’s report over abuses from VNSOs does pressure the state to change its security tactic by 

decreasing the number of police personnel when states have a military surveillance in the streets; 

the opposite effect is found for states with no military presence. The evaluation of the direct link 

between naming and shaming and changes in human rights practices is critical and has been 

explored many times in the literature; however, it is also necessary to understand the actions that 

states take to react to naming and shaming that may lead to changes in human rights practices. 

While the results show that states have a higher likelihood of decreasing their police personnel 

when shamed over VNSO violence (in states with military forces patrolling the streets), the 
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changes in security personnel is one of many ways in which the state can react to naming and 

shaming. States that have full command of their armed forces may be able to command its forces 

to stop or continue human rights violations. States may also use militias to avoid responsibility. 

For states interested and with the capacity to mitigate violations, they may choose to open 

investigations of alleged abusers. Thus, changes in security forces is one of several strategies that 

the state may use. Moreover, future studies ought to examine if VNSO shaming affect human 

rights violations to note the full effect of shaming these types of perpetrators.    

Given the domestic and international efforts to enforce criminal accountability (Michel 

and Sikkink 2013), this paper highlights how international pressure over current and past 

accountability affects domestic reaction. Thus, this paper provides several theoretical 

contributions. To begin, I present a new, original data set of the different types of perpetrators 

shamed by the UNHRC. While other studies have argued that the effectiveness of HROs should 

be examined using multiple HROs (Cingranelli and Richards 2001; Murdie and Davis 2012), this 

study aims to open a new approach to examining the effectiveness of the UNHRC by observing 

the different effects that shaming different types of perpetrators has on state behavior.   
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CHAPTER 3 

DOMESTIC PROSECUTIONS OF HUMAN RIGHTS VIOLATIONS: 

CAN NAMING AND SHAMING HELP?   

3.1 Introduction 

Although political institutions are responsible for holding perpetrators accountable, 

victims and family members of victims who take their cases and evidence to domestic human 

rights organizations (HROs), or directly to the courts, are the actors who begin the process of 

accountability (Dancy and Michel 2016). The accountability initiated by victims is largely the 

case in instances where law enforcement officials are part of the investigation process. Civil 

society organizations interested in promoting human rights, have responded by providing 

resources for successful protest activities (Bell, Bhasin, Clay, and Murdie 2013), or counsel 

assistance in human rights trials (Dancy and Michel 2016). However, weak states with low 

accountability records can also face prevalent violence perpetrated by violent non-state 

organizations (VNSOs). This creates a dilemma for human rights activists because their interests 

may descend behind national security supporters when setting the political agenda. Thus, local 

and national HROs reach international organizations, such as the United Nations Human Rights 

Council (UNHRC), which can apply pressure on states to change their behavior.    

Presuming that national non-governmental organizations are an emissary between victims 

and the UNHRC and that international attention can influence and ultimately mobilize people, I 

analyze the influence that naming and shaming reports that mention different types of 

perpetrators, state agents or VNSOs, have on the number of domestic prosecutions of human 

rights violations. I seek to answer the following question: Does the type of perpetrator that is 

shamed influence the amount of charges against military and police officials for human rights 
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violations? I build two main arguments. On the one hand, I argue that shaming states for abuses 

by state perpetrators increases the number of human rights prosecutions. On the other hand, I 

argue that placing the international spotlight on the lack of investigation of violence perpetrated 

by non-state actors can decrease the number of human rights prosecutions. While much of the 

literature has examined the influence that various international institutions have on the 

occurrence of international trials for human rights abusers (de Brito 1997; Skaar 2007; Sikkink 

and Walling 2007), studies have yet to examine how naming and shaming can influence the 

mobilization of individuals to initiate criminal proceedings against perpetrators in the shamed 

country.    

To examine this argument, the paper uses a new dataset that notes the type of perpetrator 

shamed in the UNHRC reports. Using a set of zero-inflated negative binomial models I find that 

naming and shaming from the UNHRC over violence from both state officials and VNSOs is 

likely to increase the predicted number of police prosecutions, particularly if the shaming is over 

extra-judicial killings. Distinctively, shaming state perpetrators for human rights violations has a 

small-scale influence on the number of charges placed against military and police personnel; 

these findings are supported even when state officials also commit violations.  The findings have 

important implications for determining the interconnectedness of information and influence 

between the victims and international organizations in relation to local and national HROs that 

serve as emissaries.   

 

3.2 Accountability Factors and Human Rights Organizations  

Human rights advocates pressure governments to adopt measures of accountability to 

mitigate human rights violations. Holding guilty perpetrators accountable through investigations, 
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criminal charges, fair trials, and sentences not only provides justice for victims but also serves to 

deter others from committing human rights violations in the future (Kim and Sikkink 2010). 

Domestic and international efforts to enforce individual criminal accountability, known as the 

“justice cascade”, have increased over time (Michel and Sikkink 2013; Lutz and Sikkink 2011). 

The “justice cascade” is the international shift after World War II of holding individual state 

officials accountable for human rights violations (Sikkink 2012). The rise of domestic human 

rights prosecutions indicates the accountability efforts from domestic judiciaries, particularly in 

Latin America, and Central and Eastern Europe (Michel and Sikkink 2013). The rise in human 

rights prosecutions has also been linked with the independence of the judiciary (Skaar 2007, 

2011), the type of transition to democracy (Elster 2004; Olsen, Payne, and Reiter 2010), and 

regional diffusion (Dancy and Sikkink 2007; Kim 2012).   

National leaders have little incentive to punish state agents used for national security; 

thus, litigation by victims and human rights lawyers accounts for many domestic trials against 

human rights abusers (Dancy and Michel 2016). The lack of pursuit for accountability by the 

state is most evident when examining the effects of international treaties. International treaties, 

including the Convention Against Torture (CAT), emerged to directly influence courts by 

providing context on why certain behavior violates civil and political rights, used by the 

prosecution, and the legal proceedings to change and create laws against violations of physical 

integrity rights. By signing and ratifying treaties against physical integrity abuses, state leaders 

ought to acknowledge the need to enforce behavior that condemns violations of human rights.  

Yet, some scholars indicate that such treaties are non-binding and have a low success rate 

(Hill 2010; Hafner-Burton and Tsutsui 2007). Nevertheless, when these treaties were followed 

by a right to criminal prosecution for victims, this led to the use of legal resources and services 
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provided by NGOs to open criminal investigations that formulate legal arguments on the basis of 

the international human rights treaties (Michel and Sikkink 2013). Dancy and Michel (2016) 

found that victims and human rights lawyers who are able to utilize their rights to private 

criminal prosecution – by using HROs’ council assistance – influenced the rise in domestic trials 

against human rights perpetrators. The strength of civil society plays a large role for opening 

investigations in criminal cases. “Internal and external political pressure from civil society is an 

indispensable determinant of human rights prosecutions” (Kim 2012; 314).  

In the case of Uruguay, even though the democratic transition had taken place in 1985, 

conservative and military elites obstructed the efforts of victims to engage in criminal 

prosecutions. In 1986 the government passed Ley de Caducidad de la Pretension Punitiva del del 

Estado (Expiry Law of the Punitive Claims of the State), which protected military and police 

officers from accusations of human rights violations (Burt, Amilivia, and Lessa 2013). Over 

time, the demands for truth decreased after an amnesty law was passed and the international 

attention shrunk in comparison to Argentina and Chile (de Brito 1997; Skaar 2011). The judicial 

system faced pressure from the executive and political parties to comply with the status quo. 

Despite delay, persistent demands from civil society groups led to the process of accountability 

of perpetrators during the dictatorship rule.   

In a similar study, Kim (2012) examines a cross-national analysis on prosecutions against 

human rights violations. He found that advocacy networks, formed of domestic and international 

actors and organizations, along with diffusion (adoption of similar policies in neighboring 

states), were key factors in guaranteeing frequent human rights prosecutions. International and 

domestic nongovernmental and intergovernmental organizations, work on specialized issues and 

promote respect for human rights and accountability. While domestic advocacy plays a crucial 
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role in criminal prosecutions in high profile states, international pressure is more effective in 

promoting prosecutions of low profile officials.   Kim (2012) examines international advocacy 

by observing the presence of the United Nations (UN) peacekeeping operations in the country. 

UN peacekeeping was used to measure a considerable commitment from the international 

community since it involves material and personnel enforcement. However, not all conflict or 

repression receives peacekeeping forces. Thus, international institutions have also used cheaper 

strategies to pressure states to reduce human rights violations.  

One of the cheaper strategies that human rights international organizations use is known 

as naming and shaming. Naming and shaming is when international actors – including 

nongovernmental organizations (NGOs), international organizations (IOs), and states – publicize 

information about human rights violations, with the aim of encouraging the state to change its 

behavior. While different HROs can name and shame states, international organizations, like the 

United Nations Human Rights Council (UNHRC), have the ability to make it costly for 

governments to do nothing after receiving international attention over human rights violations. 

The underlying assumption is that states care about their international reputation, do not want the 

international spotlight, and will therefore change their behavior. States that are unconcerned with 

their international reputation face tangible costs (including economic sanctions and decrease in 

arms trade). Thus, states have reason to respond to the international spotlight (Lebovic and 

Voeten 2009; Barry et al. 2013; Peksen and Peterson 2014; Krain 2014).    

While studies have yet to examine the link between naming and shaming and 

prosecutions of human rights violations, studies have examined the link between naming and 

shaming and changes in human rights violations. Although some scholars argued that naming 

and shaming only creates temporary changes in state behavior in the Latin American region 
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(Franklin 2007), and does not create any long-term changes (Hafner-Burton 2008), recent 

scholarship found that naming and shaming does decrease the severity of state-sponsored 

murders (DeMeritt 2012; Krain 2012) and decreases human rights violations when shaming is 

accompanied by NGOs on the ground (Murdie and Davis 2012). Considering that negative 

international attention has been linked to changes in human rights violations, I argue that naming 

and shaming can also serve as an external pressure to increase prosecutions against abusers of 

human rights by changing public attitudes and mobilization.  

Naming and shaming by the UNHRC is usually directed at state leaders. Nonetheless, the 

public may also react to international shaming, which has been previously examined by 

considering changes in public opinion on human rights (Ausderan 2014; McEntire et al. 2015; 

Gulnaz et al. 2016; Krebs Working Paper; Davis, Murdie, and Steinmetz 2012). Using the World 

Values Survey, Davis, Murdie, and Steinmetz (2012) found that increased human rights 

organization (HRO) shaming led to a smaller proportion of people in the shamed country to 

believe their government respected human rights. Similarly, Ausderan (2014) found that citizens 

of the shamed country perceived the human rights conditions in their country more negatively.  

Moreover, survey experiments have indicated that respondents who were informed of the United 

Nations endorsement expressed higher support for policy reforms aimed at improving women’s 

rights and a higher willingness to mobilize to help implement such reforms (Gulnaz et al. 2016), 

and that HROs that use personal framing techniques are more likely to increase an individual’s 

emotional reaction to the campaign against sleep deprivation and participate in a campaign to 

demand its cessation when compared to informational or motivational frames (McEntire et al. 

2015). The literature has also suggested that the mobilization for human rights campaigns may 

depend on whether respondents expressed confidence in the UN and that different frames used 
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by HROs are more effective in creating consensus against sleep deprivation used as a tool for 

interrogation than they are at mobilizing action (Gulnaz et a. 2016; McEntire 2015). While 

informing citizens of a human rights issue increases citizen’s support for the issue, international 

organizations (IOs) have a larger difficulty in mobilizing citizens to act.   

Nevertheless, studies have argued that public opinion plays a crucial role in denouncing 

criminal behavior and reaffirming society’s values (Davies 1993). A U.S. study found that 

scandals of police misconduct increase unfavorable ratings against the police (Jang, Joo, Zhao 

2010). Public opinion can turn into different types of mobilization including human rights 

protests (Franklin 2014) and prosecutions. Prosecutions do not guarantee convictions, yet, to 

have the possibility of finding a perpetrator guilty of a physical integrity abuse, the individual 

must first be charged with abusive behavior. Ultimately, victims and family members of victims 

have an incentive to charge perpetrators to seek justice and avoid revictimization: without their 

effort, it is difficult to prosecute perpetrators. For example, in Argentina constant international 

attention, merged with domestic civil society organizations, seeking justice over forced 

disappearances that took place during the military regime led individuals to continue to take their 

cases to court. Similarly, “the national and global attention of forced disappearances in 

Ayotzinapa led many family members of victims of forced disappearances to take their cases to 

court and domestic HROs,” (Mexican Organization for Forced Disappearances).  

Thus, I expect that an increase in international attention for human rights violations by 

state perpetrators will influence the mobilization of individuals to seek human rights 

prosecutions. Shaming reports can be published several times throughout the year, emphasizing 

the detrimental actions from state officials. Continued international spotlight informs individuals 

that their state has yet to systematically prosecute perpetrators and that the last shaming report 
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was not an isolated incident. Consequently, individuals may mobilize and seek to prosecute 

perpetrators because they no longer see themselves as victims of an isolated crime but rather 

victims of a larger dilemma in their state. Thus, I argue that the repeated condemnation from 

HROs for abuses perpetrated by the state are likely to influence individuals to mobilize.   

Hypothesis 1: An increase in naming and shaming physical integrity violations will lead 
to an increase in the number of criminal charges against military and police personnel.  
 
Studies that have examined prosecutions have mostly considered the prosecutions of 

violations that took place during a period of a repressive dictatorship or that took place during a 

civil war (Burt, Amilivia, and Lessa 2013; Kim 2012), which is one of multiple avenues to 

transitional justice. Countries with repressive histories have struggled with impunity due to the 

adoption of amnesty laws adopted short after their civil war or violent dictatorship. Only recently 

have more countries shifted their policies to overturn amnesty laws. Uruguay passed a law 

opposing amnesty in 2011, and El Salvador’s shift towards accountability for violations during 

the civil war took place in 2016. While the turn towards accountability may create a societal 

transition to decrease the tolerance for impunity and ultimately affect human rights prosecutions, 

the few recent adoptions of policies undermining amnesty laws are recent. Nevertheless, human 

rights violations from the past soon began to overlap with violations that took place after 

institutional transitions towards democracy. Due to the delay in accountability (if at all) many of 

the recent prosecution cases overlap with past events.   

The shift towards developing democratic institutions in Latin America not only changed 

the political culture of states it also changed the type of violence that began to emerge. States 

began to face violent non-state organizations (VNSOs), which include armed groups, criminal 

gangs, drug cartels, and other criminal organizations. These criminal organizations soon began to 

undermine the legitimacy of the institutions with the use of violence against rival groups and 
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citizens who got in their way. While it is difficult to get a precise measure of the number of 

homicides (and torture victims) linked to perpetrators from VNSOs, the issue continues to be a 

concern across many developing countries. According to the United Nations Office on Drugs and 

Crime (Transitional Organized Crime in Central America and the Caribbean 2012), Belize, El 

Salvador, Guatemala, and Honduras were facing the highest murder rates in the world in 2012. 

While often lacking in state capacity, many of the countries facing high levels of violence have 

used their law enforcement to mitigate violence. Given that many civilians without crime 

connections have also been caught in the cross-fire, the UNHRC began to inquire about 

investigating such incidents. These include incidents in which states justify their use of force by 

claiming that the repressed civilians belong to a VNSO, but no investigation is undertaken.   

The UNHRC refers to the Universal Declaration of Human Rights (UDHR) and treaty 

signatures (or the pressure for treaty signatures) to denounce states’ misbehavior. Article 30 

declares “nothing in this Declaration may be interpreted as implying for any State, group, or 

person any right to engage in any activity or to perform any act aimed at the destruction of any of 

the rights and freedoms set forth herein,” (UNHRC, Article 30). Thus, the UNHRC notes that 

while states are responsible for maintaining respect for human rights, they too are responsible for 

investigating violent cases perpetrated by any actor if it took place within their sovereign 

borders.   

Here, I also argue that the information delivered by the UNHRC may affect how 

individuals in the shamed state react. Since states are responsible for the investigation of physical 

integrity rights violations from all perpetrators, the UNHRC also shames states over their lack of 

investigation for violence from VNSOs. When the international attention shifts focus from state 

perpetrators to VNSOs, the perception of the biggest obstacle affecting human rights in the 
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country also shifts for two main reasons. First, the biggest priority of HROs on the ground is to 

hold state perpetrators accountable. When VNSOs are present it is difficult for domestic HROs 

to accuse states of lack of investigation of violations from VNSOs due to fear that VNSOs may 

threaten their domestic HRO personnel. Second, since the presence of high crime rates increases 

individuals’ acceptance of national security as the critical issue facing the country (Stack, Cao, 

and Adamzyck 2007), the emphasis that shaming reports may have on VNSO violence may 

reduce individuals’ likelihood to pressure the government for human rights prosecutions. A 

national survey examining respondents’ attitudes towards support for a military government in 

2010 showed that only 33 percent of Guatemalan nationals would never support a military 

government (Transnational Organized Crime in Central America and the Caribbean 2012), which 

was the lowest percentage when compared to other countries in Central America. Moreover, 

states may claim that the use of repression was designed to combat VNSO violence, and if the 

HRO agenda also concerns VNSO violence, people may avoid or lessen the pressure to charge 

military or police officials for past human rights violations. As a result, also increasing attention 

towards VNSOs in shaming reports may decrease mobilization for justice and therefore decrease 

the amount of criminal prosecutions placed against police and military personnel.   

Figure 3.1 shows the percentage of the types of perpetrators shamed based on the 

different levels of human rights violations in the shamed country. Gathered from the Political 

Terror Scale (PTS), the scale of human rights violations runs from 1 to 5 where the larger 

number reflects a country with rampant human rights abuses. It may well be that HROs focus on 

VNSOs because state officials may no longer be involved in physical abuses, however, Figure 

3.1 shows that most UNHRC shaming reports including VNSO perpetrators take place in 

countries that have experienced high levels of physical integrity abuses from the state the 
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previous year. Therefore, violations from state officials continue to take place when a shaming 

report focuses on (or adds) on VNSOs as perpetrators. The graph also shows that states that 

reach a level 4 in human rights violations, which are countries that have “civil and political rights 

violations [that] expanded to large numbers of the population” (Political Terror Scale) have 

higher percentage of shaming reports that include VNSO perpetrators.   

  
Figure 3.1: Types of Perpetrators Shamed over the Level of Physical Integrity Violations  

 

Alternatively, the public may react to the presence of VNSOs regardless of the type of 

international attention placed on the state. In such cases, states are involved in mitigating the 

violence from VNSOs and legitimizing their actions to the public by pointing to VNSOs as the 

abusers. These leaders may use their own strategies with help of the media or TV to attempt to 

convince the public that VNSOs are merciless actors and therefore their use of force is 

justifiable. Thus, to consider the possibility of reducing mobilization when there are many 

VNSOs violent incidents regardless of shaming, I also examine whether the presence of VNSOs 

affect changes in the number of prosecutions.    

Hypothesis 2: An increase in naming and shaming non-state perpetrators will lead to a 
decrease in the number of criminal charges against police and military personnel.  
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Hypothesis 3: Violence between VNSOs will lead to a decrease in the number of criminal 
charges against police and military personnel.   
 
Additionally, I argue that the public may perceive one type of physical integrity abuse to 

be more serious than others, which may affect the mobilization process. While studies have yet 

to examine whether people are likely to mobilize when they face some abuses over others (i.e. 

extrajudicial killings or homicides over torture), some studies have examined public attitudes 

(from the U.S) towards torture (Conrad et al. Forthcoming). An experimental study on U.S. 

public attitudes found that respondents exposed to international law are less likely to support the 

use of torture even in situations that heighten support for such practices (Wallace 2013). Others 

found that, albeit not dramatically, public tolerance of torture has increased over time (Mayer 

and Armor 2012), yet, a cross-country study found that most people reject the use of torture 

(Miller 2011). Much of the studies examining public opinion on torture have focused on the use 

of torture as a mechanism of punishing or as a reaction from a foreign threat (Lizotte 2015; 

Nincic and Ramos 2011; Mayer and Armor 2011).  Thus, the public support or lack of support 

for torture depends on the threat perception of the targeted person. Since the UNHRC is 

interested in pressuring states to change abusive behavior, the targeted people of the denounced 

violations are perceived (by the UNHRC) as victims of those abuses and not threats. In this study 

I assume that, if the UNHRC shames a state over the lack of investigation of torture incidents 

perpetrated by VNSOs, the public will most likely perceive VNSOs as a threat and their targets 

as victims. The refocus of attention may lead to one or two reactions from victims thinking about 

mobilizing. The refocus of abusive behavior that includes VNSOs may lead the public to 

increase their concern over national security. The public anticipates that national security now 

takes precedence over human rights and, consequently, less support from the international 

community for victims of physical integrity abuses. Thus, the focus on VNSOs and these types 
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of abuses may reduce the public’s mobilization for charging state officials for human rights 

abuses.    

Hypothesis 4: An increase in naming and shaming non-state perpetrators for homicides 
will decrease the number of criminal charges against police and military personnel.  
 
Hypothesis 5: An increase in naming and shaming non-state perpetrators for torture will 
decrease the number of criminal charges against police and military personnel.  
 

3.3 Research Design  

3.3.1 Dependent variables  

To examine the number of human rights prosecutions, I used the qualitative Transitional 

Justice Research Collaborative Dataset (Dancy et al. 2014), which includes all domestic human 

rights prosecutions around the world. The dataset observes “the routine prosecution of police 

abuse of their powers, state efforts to try military forces for egregious acts during prolonged 

internal conflicts, and the prosecution of political crimes that took place during or after the 

process of democratization,” (Dancy and Sikkink 2012; 768). I add missing data by including 

additional years using the Department of State Human Rights Reports. Since I am interested in 

domestic trials, I use the data on domestic criminal trials in the dataset, which reports the number 

of criminal prosecutions per country-year. I also separate the prosecutions of police and military 

personnel. My unit of analysis is country-year and my temporal overview is from 2006- 2011. 

This study is limited in that it does not account whether the charges are against federal or local 

police officials. Currently, this information is not available cross-nationally, but future studies 

may be able to capture these differences.  

 

3.3.2 Independent variables  

I use three different variables, called UNHRC Shaming of state perpetrators, UNHRC 
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Shaming of non-state perpetrators, and UNHRC Shaming all perpetrators that measure the type 

of perpetrator the state is being shamed over for each country-year.  I use an expanded dataset of 

HRO shaming which examines the perpetrators that are mentioned in the reports.5 I collected 

UNHRC reports to observe announced violations committed by violent organized non-state 

actors, state officials, or both. The UNHRC reports are government behavior reports and are 

developed by specialized working groups and rapporteurs who enumerate goals for consideration 

and appropriate action by the General Assembly. These reports are presented to the General 

Assembly as information that may contribute to the development of new resolutions or 

adjustments to previous resolutions. The first variable is a count variable called UNHRC 

Shaming of state perpetrators, where x>1 indicates the number of times that a state is shamed for 

abuses linked to state officials in a given year, and a 0 means there were no observations of 

shaming state officials for that country-year. The second variable UNHRC Shaming of non-state 

perpetrators is a count variable where x>1 indicates that a state is shamed for lack of 

investigation from physical integrity abuses committed by non-state perpetrators, and a 0 means 

otherwise. A third variable observes the number of times a state is named and shamed for 

physical integrity abuses from state perpetrators and its lack of investigation for abuses executed 

by VNSOs, called UNHRC Shaming all perpetrators. The dataset includes Latin America and 

Africa, which are the two regions analyzed in this study.  

Additionally, to examine whether different types of abuses from VNSOs are more likely 

to affect the number of charges against military and police personnel I break down the different 

types of abuses to killings, torture, or disappearances.  I therefore create three count variables 

                                                 
5 These reports do not include charges against human rights abusers; rather, many times they include observations 
from human rights organizations or witnesses themselves collected by the UNHRC rapporteur or working groups.   
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that examine the number of times a state is shamed in a UNHRC report for abuses that include 

VNSO perpetrators for killings, torture, and kidnappings.   

 

3.3.3 Control Variables  

Judicial independence can impact the functionality of political institutions. “A judge is 

independent when she can take decisions based on her own preferences and interpretation of 

law,” (Aydin 2013, 108; Rios-Figueroa and Stanton 2009). Domestically, greater judicial 

independence indicates greater transparency and accountability in the government. Judicial 

strength is exercised both de jure and de facto. De jure independence refers to the formal laws 

implemented that separate the judicial branch from other branches of government and provide 

protection to make decisions that are independent from executive influence. Despite the 

existence of such laws, in many countries the actual practice may differ from the judicial 

independence granted by the law; the practice of transparency and accountability from judges is 

known as de facto judicial independence. The existence of transparency and accountability laws 

alone do not lead to a change in behavior. As a result, it is higher levels of de facto judicial 

independence that increase respect for physical integrity rights (Abourharb, Moyer, and Schmidt 

2013). To control for de facto and de jure judicial independence I use Keith’s (2011) data. For de 

facto judicial independence, a 2 is labeled as fully independent judiciary, a 1 is labeled for a 

somewhat independent judiciary in practice with reports of some pressure from the executive, 

and a 0 is labeled for a non-independent judiciary. The de jure variable is an additive index of 

seven constitutional provisions (Keith 2002, 2011).   

Since I am not interested in the disaggregate measures of human rights violations, where 

other scholars have used Cingranelli, Richards, Clay (2014) to examine different types of human 
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rights abuses, I use the Political Terror Scale to examine the aggregate level of political violence 

and terror that countries experience. To control for internal conflict, I use the UCDP Dataset 

(Allansson, Melander, and Themner 2017), and use a binary variable that measures incidents in 

which armed force that resulted in at least 25 battle-related deaths per year. I also control for 

whether a country ratified the Convention Against Torture (CAT) treaty and another variable 

whether countries ratified the Convention against Enforced Disappearances (CED) treaty 

gathered from the UNHRC webpage. Since states may use the military to mitigate violence from 

VNSOs, I also control for the presence of troops patrolling the streets.6   

I use the Transparency International dataset to control for the perception of corruption: a 

score of 0 means highly corrupt, a score of 100 means very clean. I add a variable that controls 

for the region called Latin America, where a 1 means that the country is in the Latin American 

Region and a 0 indicates that the country is in the African region. I also control for population 

size for each country by using the World Development Indicators Dataset, which is logged 

                                                 
6 I account for states with gendarmerie troops and troops patrolling the streets gathered from various news sources:  

• El Heraldo. 2014. Fuerza Policial de Honduras es la mas débil de Centroamérica. El Heraldo. Retrieved 
from: http://www.elheraldo.hn/csp/mediapool/sites/ElHeraldo/AlFrente/story.csp?cid=565101&sid=30 
0&fid=209  

• Kinosian, S. 2013. Militarized Public Security in Latin America in Venezuela. Sustainable Security. 
Retrieved from: http://sustainablesecurity.org/2013/11/12/militarisation-of-publicsecurity-in-venezuela/  

• Ramsey, G. 2012. Ecuador to Expand Military’s Role in Fighting Crime. InSight Crime. Retrieved from:  
http://www.insightcrime.org/news-analysis/ecuador-to-expand-militarys-rolein-fighting-crime  

• Caselli, I. 2011. Ecuador Crime Fears see Soldiers used for Police Duties. BBC News. Retrieved from: 
http://www.bbc.com/news/world-latin-america-15073277  

• Cawley, M. 2013. Dominican Military Patrol Streets to Fight Crime. InSight Crime. Retrieved from: 
http://www.insightcrime.org/news-briefs/dominican-military-patrol-streets-to-fight-crime   

• Ramsey. G. 2012. Peru Seeks to Increase Military’s Role in Fighting Drug Trafficking. Insight Crime. 
Retrieved from: http://www.insightcrime.org/news-briefs/peru-military-role-drugtrafficking   

• Archibold, R. 2012. Guatemala Shooting Raises Concerns about Military’s Expanded Role. The New York 
Times. Retrieved from: http://www.nytimes.com/2012/10/21/world/americas/guatemala-shooting-raises-
concerns-aboutmilitarys-expanded-role.html?_r=1  

• Conroy, B. 2013. US Training of Mexican Troops has Escalated in Step with Mexican Murder Rate 
http://narcosphere.narconews.com/notebook/bill-conroy/2013/02/us-training-mexicantroops-has-escalated-
step-mexico-s-murder-rate       

• Information on the security personnel of Africa was gathered from: http://www.interpol.int/Member-
countries/Africa/Angola     

http://www.elheraldo.hn/csp/mediapool/sites/ElHeraldo/AlFrente/story.csp?cid=565101&sid=300&fid=209
http://www.elheraldo.hn/csp/mediapool/sites/ElHeraldo/AlFrente/story.csp?cid=565101&sid=300&fid=209
http://www.elheraldo.hn/csp/mediapool/sites/ElHeraldo/AlFrente/story.csp?cid=565101&sid=300&fid=209
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because the variable has a right skew (see Table A.1 in appendix). To observe the incidence of 

violent non-state organizations, I use the Social Conflict Analysis Database (SCAD; Salehyan, 

Hendrix, Hamner, Case, Linebarger, Stull, and Williams 2012), particularly the variable that 

counts the number of violent cases from VNSOs.  

 

3.3.4 Methodology  

The distribution of charges for human rights abuses suggests that zeros should be 

considered, after all, over 81% of the observations for military personnel had zero charges 

(shown in Table A.3 in appendix) and over 62% of observations for police personnel had zero 

charges (Table A.4 in appendix). Police personnel charges range from 1 to a high of 59, and for 

military personnel the charges range from 1 to 69. The likelihood ratio test for overdispersion is 

significant, which suggests that my data is overdispersed and that a negative binomial model is a   

more appropriate model.   

Evidence for overdispersion is supported with a standard deviation greater than the mean 

for both of my dependent variables (Long 1997). A set of Vuong tests for non-nested models are 

positive and statistically significant, supporting the addition of the ‘inflate’ variables (z=2.19, 

one-sided p=.014). Furthermore, AIC statistics prefer zero-inflated negative binomial models to 

simpler negative binomial models and all Poisson models. Zeroinflated count models have two 

parts; it combines a logit model of the presence of human rights charges (zero-counts) with a 

negative binomial model of the count of human rights charges (nonzero counts).    

Some zero cases are cases in which states can have a prosecution, but one is not 

observed, while other zero cases are cases in which the likelihood that a state would have a 

prosecution is very low or non-existent; thus, I account for this difference. In the first part of the 
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model, the logit analysis, I account for factors that affect the absence of human rights trials 

(including the zeros and non-zeros). These certain zero cases predict whether or not a country 

can have at least one human rights prosecution. In this model, I include the levels of de facto and 

de jure judicial independence and the lagged effect of physical integrity violations. Judicial 

institutions are the primary institutions that may hold perpetrators accountable; those that are 

more independent are likely to increase citizens’ confidence in their courts and therefore more 

likely to use their institutions (Cakir and Sekercioglu 2016; Gibson and Caldeira 1992, 2011; 

Salzman and Ramsey 2013). Additionally, charges against military and police personnel for 

human rights violations ought to occur only if the state has previously violated human rights. For 

this reason, I include the level of physical integrity violations of the previous year in the logit 

model. The second part of the model, which accounts for the counts of criminal charges, I 

include my main independent variables, types of naming and shaming, judicial independence and 

levels of physical integrity violations the previous year, along with the control variables. Given 

that my theory argues that naming and shaming may affect the mobilization of people to bring 

charges against state personnel for human rights violations, naming and shaming is more likely 

going to affect the count of criminal charges rather than the mere presence of criminal charges.   

 

3.4 Results and Discussion  

In the first hypothesis, I argue that the more attention, naming and shaming, international 

organizations provide towards physical integrity abuses the more likely individuals and HROs 

are to take their cases against state officials for physical integrity abuses to court. The finding for 

this hypothesis is listed in Table 3.1, which lists 6 zero-inflated binomial models with robust 

standard errors. The models differ by the type of perpetrator shamed and by whether the criminal 
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charges are against military or police personnel. In all models, the number of observations is 

around 284.    

The first three models examine the effect of the UNHRC shaming VNSOs, state officials, 

and both perpetrators on the number of military charges. I find support for the second hypothesis, 

an increase in shaming that includes VNSOs decreases the number of military prosecutions. On 

the other hand, I do not find support for the first hypothesis; UNHRC shaming for violations 

from state perpetrators does not affect the number of criminal charges against military personnel. 

States with a larger population face a higher number of trials against military personnel. In the 

bottom ‘inflate’ section, the coefficient is the change in the log-odds of having no military 

charges. Across the first three models, de jure judicial independence is shown as negative and 

statistically significant. Meaning that countries with higher de jure judicial independence are 

more likely to experience criminal charges against military personnel (non-zero group).   

The last three models presented in Table 3.1 examine whether shaming different types of 

perpetrators affects the number of criminal charges against police personnel. Here, the results 

vary from those examining military prosecutions. While naming and shaming state perpetrators 

has no significant effect on the number of charges against police personnel, I do find that 

shaming VNSOs or both types of perpetrators have a positive and significant effect on the 

predicted number of accusations for human rights violations against police personnel. An 

increase in shaming that accounts violence from VNSOs increases the number of prosecutions 

observed. The model does not support the second hypothesis, yet, reveals an unexpected finding. 

To examine the complete effect of shaming reports that include VNSO violence, I examine the 

effect of shaming on the predicted number of prosecutions against military agents. Figure 3.2 

indicates that the change in military charges after shaming that includes VNSOs is miniscule. 
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This may be due to either fear of the military’s extensive use of force or the government’s 

protection for military personnel which can discourage people from charging military 

perpetrators.   

  
Figure 3.2: Effect of Shaming VNSO Perpetrators on Predicted Number of Criminal Charges 
against Military Officials  

 

Increasing the number of reports shaming state officials for human rights abuses does not 

significantly affect charges against military and police agents. There are two important 

components to naming and shaming reports. The first is to pressure states to mitigate human 

rights violations; second, is to pressure states to hold perpetrators accountable. Given that this 

study finds no support for the initial mobilization of the latter, this study suggests that the 

UNHRC has a limited ability to mobilize victims to pursue accountability. The goal for 

accountability may be a strategy left to local NGOs, who educate and mobilize victims to press 

charges against their abusers as previous studies have found.    

Nevertheless, the findings for my second hypothesis suggest that the UNHRC may be 

productive in pursuing accountability in other countries when these countries face VNSO 
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violence. An increase in reports shaming VNSO violence and the state’s absence of investigation 

for this type of violence will lead to an increase in charges for human rights violations against 

law enforcement (see Figures 3.3 and 3.4). Opposite from my argument, I found that this type of 

shaming does not decrease charges, but rather increase charges against police personnel.  

Including VNSOs in the shaming report increases the number of police agents taken to 

court. The results suggest the UNHRC does impact the mobilization against perpetrators when 

the domestic HROs may be at risk due to violence between multiple perpetrators. In such 

situations, the domestic HROs must be vigilant about their status on the ground. While they may 

continue to solely focus on the state to mitigate human rights and challenge impunity, 

governments with violent groups may use the violent groups to cover up their abuses. Local 

NGOs may face risks if they mobilize during times of high levels of violence from VNSOs. 

Victims and domestic NGOs may feel exposed if they attempt to request accountability, for state 

repression, on their own. For this reason, attention from the international community is 

imperative when states face violence from VNSOs. Since IOs like the UNHRC have 

international legitimacy to accuse states for abuses from both the state and request investigations 

from violent organizations, support from this organization leads victims and local NGOs to 

pursue measures of accountability. Victims and domestic NGOs can use the international 

attention as an opportunity to go to the courts since the state may find it more difficult to hide 

their repressive tactics using VNSOs as a justification. The non-significant findings for the 

relationship between the presence of VNSOs and police and military prosecutions suggest that 

these violent actors do not lead to the mobilization against impunity.   
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Figure 3.3: Effect of Shaming VNSO Perpetrators on Predicted Number of Criminal Charges 
Against Police Officials 

 

  
Figure 3.4: Effect of Shaming Both Perpetrators on Predicted Number of Criminal Charges 
Against Police Officials 

 

It is also possible that states with higher levels of repression will experience more 

prosecutions due to the high number of violations taking place. However, Figure 3.5 shows that 

this is not the case. While the predicted number of prosecutions against police personnel are low, 

the predicted number of prosecutions is highest when the level of repression at a country is at a 
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level 2 (using the Political Terror Scale). The figure suggests that higher levels of repression do 

not equate to higher numbers of prosecutions.   

  
Figure 3.5: Effect of Level of Repression on Predicted Number of Criminal Charges Against Police 
Officials  

 

Moreover, different from the first three models, the models examining the effects on 

police charges show de jure judicial independence to have a positive and significant effect.  A 

one unit increase in de jure judicial independence increases the number of police taken to court. 

High levels of de jure judicial independence affect the predicted number of military or police 

prosecutions. Intuitively, judicial independence is the component of institutions that is 

particularly effective for the presence or absence and the count of human rights trials.  The 

results show that de jure independence is statistically significant in the inflated models 

examining prosecutions against military personnel. High levels of de jure independence increase 

the likelihood of having prosecutions against military agents, however, this type of judicial 

independence does not affect the amount of cases that take place. Conversely, de jure judicial 
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independence has no effect on the mere presence of prosecutions against police agents, yet, has a 

has a statistically significant effect on the amount of police charges. One explanation for these 

results may be that the mere implementation of laws that claim court independence from other 

government branches is most effective to press charges against military personnel, who may 

have had prior protection from the state compared to police officials.   

The presence of civil war negatively affects the number of police prosecutions. Countries 

with high levels of repression will experience less charges against police agents. States that sign 

the Convention Against Torture have less prosecutions against police abusers. These findings 

support the literature claiming that the non-binding treaties have low success rates. Additionally, 

the presence of gendarmerie troops and the military patrolling the streets mitigates the number of 

prosecutions observed against police forces. The bottom ‘inflate’ section also shows that 

countries that experience more human rights violations are more likely to experience police 

charges, and de jure judicial independence has no effect on this outcome.  

I argued that victims and domestic HROs may be less likely to take their cases to court 

when there is international attention over killings and torture cases used by VNSOs. The 

argument is that this attention can shift the public’s attention towards national security. However, 

I found mixed results for this argument. Table 3.2 presents the findings. To avoid collinearity, I 

run separate models for each type of violation shamed. The first three models demonstrate the 

effects that shaming states over the lack of investigation of different types of abuses perpetrated 

by VNSOs on the number of military charges. I found support for Hypothesis 4 when examining 

military charges; increasing the international attention of VNSO killings decreases the number of 

predicted military criminal charges the following year. However, Hypothesis 5, increasing 

international attention for VNSO perpetrators using torture, is not supported.    
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Table 3.1: Zero-Inflated Negative Binomial Models on the Effects that Shaming Different Types of Perpetrators have on the Predicted 
Number of Military and Police Charges 

 Military 
Charged 

Military 
Charged 

Military 
Charged 

Police 
Charged 

Police 
Charged 

Police 
Charged 

Both Shamed (t-1)   -0.225 
(0.170) 

0.612*** 
(0.221)   

State Perpetrators (t-1)  -0.045 
(0.344)   0.201 

(0.218)  

VNSO Perpetrators  (t-1) -0.442*** 
(0.167)     0.497** 

(0.206) 

De Jure JI -0.045 
(0.046) 

-0.062 
(0.041) 

-0.050 
(0.047) 

0.141*** 
(0.032) 

0.160*** 
(0.031) 

0.137*** 
(0.033) 

De Facto JI 0.734 
(0.498) 

0.816 
(0.544) 

0.837 
(0.523) 

0.130 
(0.274) 

0.105 
(0.273) 

0.0625 
(0.275) 

Civil Conflict 0.022 
(0.333) 

-0.008 
(0.368) 

0.028 
(0.350) 

-0.757** 
(0.355) 

-0.721** 
(0.341) 

-0.654* 
(0.371) 

VNSO Violence 0.003 
(0.007) 

0.004 
(0.008) 

0.005 
(0.007) 

0.006 
(0.012) 

0.015 
(0.016) 

0.008 
(0.013) 

Human Rights Violations (t-1) 0.216 
(0.248) 

0.251 
(0.251) 

0.278 
(0.256) 

-0.357** 
(0.152) 

-0.360** 
(0.165) 

-0.431*** 
(0.164) 

Log Population 0.692*** 
(0.171) 

0.646*** 
(0.176) 

0.673*** 
(0.174) 

0.411*** 
(0.105) 

0.430*** 
(0.104) 

0.432*** 
(0.107) 

CED Ratification -0.189 
(0.540) 

0.079 
(0.514) 

-0.089 
(0.538) 

0.789* 
(0.440) 

0.322 
(0.357) 

0.703 
(0.440) 

CAT Ratification 0.473 
(0.450) 

0.455 
(0.456) 

0.391 
(0.447) 

-0.555* 
(0.311) 

-0.639** 
(0.314) 

-0.682** 
(0.325) 

Perception of Corruption -0.006 
(0.018) 

-0.008 
(0.019) 

-0.009 
(0.019) 

-0.018 
(0.018) 

-0.019 
(0.018) 

-0.019 
(0.018) 

    (table continues) 
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 Military 
Charged 

Military 
Charged 

Military 
Charged 

Police 
Charged 

Police 
Charged 

Police 
Charged 

Latin America 0.432 
(0.532) 

0.298 
(0.487) 

0.584 
(0.407) 

0.692** 
(0.306) 

0.807** 
(0.318) 

0.711** 
(0.316) 

Troops Policing 0.658 
(0.424) 

0.545 
(0.413) 

0.443 
(0.461) 

-2.000*** 
(0.277) 

-1.819*** 
(0.268) 

-1.927*** 
(0.273) 

Constant -11.27*** 
(3.001) 

-10.48*** 
(3.256) 

-11.02*** 
(3.210) 

-4.386*** 
(1.489) 

-4.705*** 
(1.513) 

-4.253*** 
(1.510) 

Inflate 

De Jure JI -0.137*** 
(0.047) 

-0.144*** 
(0.049) 

-0.141*** 
(0.047) 

0.015 
(0.084) 

0.020 
 (0.071) 

0.002 
(0.077) 

De Facto JI 0.482 
(0.488) 

0.569 
(0.571) 

0.550 
(0.534) 

-1.526 
(1.118) 

-1.541 
(1.124) 

-1.532 
(1.012) 

Human Rights Violations (t-1) -0.267 
(0.302) 

-0.235 
(0.338) 

-0.226 
(0.324) 

-1.625*** 
(0.625) 

-1.523*** 
(0.562) 

-1.630*** 
(0.568) 

Constant 2.497* 
(1.517) 

2.304 
(1.755) 

2.305 
(1.658) 

3.173* 
(1.799) 

3.014* 
(1.634) 

3.443** 
(1.612) 

Wald test (𝑋𝑋2) 49.29 50.82 62.40 95.38 102.23 92.28 

Non-zero obs. 66 66 66 115 115 115 

Zero obs. 220 220 220 169 169 169 

Observations 286 286 286 284 284 284 

Robust standard errors in parentheses. *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1 
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I argued that victims and domestic HROs may be less likely to take their cases to court 

when there is international attention over killings and torture cases used by VNSOs. The 

argument is that this attention can shift the public’s attention towards national security. However, 

I found mixed results for this argument. Table 3.2 presents the findings. To avoid collinearity, I 

run separate models for each type of violation shamed. The first three models demonstrate the 

effects that shaming states over the lack of investigation of different types of abuses perpetrated 

by VNSOs on the number of military charges. I found support for Hypothesis 4 when examining 

military charges; increasing the international attention of VNSO killings decreases the number of 

predicted military criminal charges the following year. However, Hypothesis 5, increasing 

international attention for VNSO perpetrators using torture, is not supported.   

Even though these findings support the argument that the type of physical integrity abuse 

affects the number of cases taken to court, the direction of the findings is similar to those found 

in the first table. An increase in shaming reports that include homicides involving VNSOs 

decreased the number of charges against military perpetrators, and an increase in this type of 

shaming reports increased the number of charges against police perpetrators. Figures 3.6 and 3.7 

illustrate the effects of that shaming including VNSOs as the possible perpetrators of homicides 

on the predicted number of prosecutions against the military and police agents for committing 

human rights abuses. Figure 3.6 shows that this type of shaming has a small-scale effect on 

prosecutions against the military. Previous studies have found that domestic advocacy plays a 

crucial role in criminal prosecutions of “high-ranking” state officials (Kim 2012). On that same 

note, it may well be that the protection for officials involved in repression in past decades may 

have resulted to a government culture encouraging impunity.   
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The presence of VNSO violence is not statistically significant on the number of military 

charges, which means that the alternative explanation for changes in prosecutions is not 

supported. The ‘inflate’ section delineates de jure judicial independence as negative and 

statistically significant for the models examining military charges.  

Opposite from the fourth hypothesis, I found that an increase in shaming reports for 

VNSO killings has a positive and significant effect on the predicted number of criminal charges 

against police personnel. Figure 3.7 shows that an increase in shaming that includes homicides 

from VNSOs increases the predicted number of prosecutions against police personnel. Even 

though this study captures international advocacy different from Kim (2012), my findings are 

similar and suggest that “international pressure is more effective in promoting prosecutions of 

low-profile officials,” (Kim 2012, 309). Furthermore, after noting that the type of shaming 

affects the number of prosecutions observed, this type of shaming is driving much of the 

statistical significance when observing shaming reports including VNSOs.  These findings 

provoke a few questions; why do some violations from VNSOs create different results? Are 

some violations more difficult to take to court than others or does the public react different to 

each physical integrity abuse? Future studies may focus on answering these questions. Studies 

examining the mobilization of people have only examined whether the public will likely 

mobilize after being informed about torture practices from the state (i.e. sleep deprivation). Yet, 

this study suggests that the public may mobilize depending on the type of abuse.   
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Figure 3.6: Effect of Shaming VNSOs for Killings on the Predicted Number of Criminal Charges 
Against Military Officials  

  

 
Figure 3.7: Effect of Shaming VNSOs for Killings on the Predicted Number of Criminal Charges 
Against Police Officials  
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Table 3.2: Zero-Inflated Negative Binomial Models Examining the Effects that Shaming Types of VNSO Violations have on the Predicted 
Number of Military and Police Charges 

  Military 
Charged  

Military 
Charged  

Military 
Charged  Police Charged  Police Charged  Police Charged  

VNSO Killings (t1)  -0.517**  
(0.202)      0.673***  

(0.236)      

VNSO Disappearances (t1)    0.015  
(0.268)      0.317  

(0.321)    

VNSO Torture (t-1)      -0.174  
(0.132)      0.007  

(0.214)  

De Jure JI   -0.044  
(0.044)  

-0.059  
(0.047)  

-0.056  
(0.046)  

0.153***  
(0.030)  

0.159***  
(0.031)  

0.159***  
(0.031)  

De Facto JI   0.826  
(0.512)  

0.829  
(0.541)  

0.806  
(0.526)  

0.098  
(0.270)  

0.149  
(0.274)  

0.122  
(0.275)  

Civil Conflict   0.081  
(0.331)  

-0.019  
(0.403)  

0.049  
(0.356)  

-0.978***  
(0.340)  

-0.712*  
(0.389)  

-0.691*  
(0.368)  

VNSO Violence   0.004  
(0.007)  

0.005  
(0.007)  

0.004  
(0.007)  

0.013  
(0.012)  

0.013  
(0.017)  

0.016  
(0.016)  

Human Rights Violations (t-
1)  

0.325  
(0.247)  

0.245  
(0.262)  

0.277  
(0.262)  

-0.360** 
(0.156)  -0.302* (0.162)  -0.366** 

(0.165)  

Log Population   0.740***  
(0.175)  

0.642***  
(0.176)  

0.652***  
(0.174)  

0.379***  
(0.105)  

0.431***  
(0.104)  

0.447***  
(0.104)  

CED Ratification   -0.193  
(0.520)  

0.059  
(0.527)  

0.0225  
(0.528)  

0.691  
(0.427)  

0.481  
(0.400)  

0.424  
(0.398)  

CAT Ratification   0.492  
(0.421)  

0.453  
(0.460)  

0.385  
(0.441)  

-0.569*  
(0.301)  

-0.603*  
(0.315)  

-0.642**  
(0.315)  

Perception of Corruption  -0.008  
(0.019)  

-0.009  
(0.019)  

-0.008  
(0.019)  

-0.017  
(0.018)  

-0.018  
(0.018)  

-0.019  
(0.018)  

    (table continues) 
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  Military 
Charged  

Military 
Charged  

Military 
Charged  Police Charged  Police Charged  Police Charged  

Troops Policing   0.490  
(0.404)  

0.550  
(0.411)  

0.549  
(0.403)  

-1.932***  
(0.273)  

-1.843***  
(0.268)  

-1.816***  
(0.266)  

Constant   -12.25*** 
(3.150)  

-10.40*** 
(3.316)  

-10.64*** 
(3.236)  

-3.990*** 
(1.518)  

-4.954*** 
(1.512)  

-4.932*** 
(1.504)  

Inflate 

De Jure JI  -0.136***  
(0.047)  

-0.144***  
(0.048)  

-0.142***  
(0.047)  

0.021  
(0.079)  

0.021  
(0.076)  

0.017  
(0.071)  

De Facto JI   0.510  
(0.486)  

0.571  
(0.576)  

0.548  
(0.541)  

-1.501  
(1.101)  

-1.518  
(1.187)  

-1.511  
(1.105)  

Human Rights Violations (t-
1)  

-0.215  
(0.307)  

-0.235  
(0.341)  

-0.235  
(0.326)  

-1.584*** 
(0.574)  

-1.513** 
(0.597)  

-1.531*** 
(0.565)  

Constant   2.305  
(1.542)  

2.295  
(1.753)  

2.346  
(1.673)  

3.074*  
(1.665)  

2.899*  
(1.750)  

3.041*  
(1.643)  

Wald test (𝑋𝑋2)  55.68  49.36  48.02  94.64  100.50  100.26  

Non-zero obs. 66 66 66 115 115 115 

Zero obs. 220 220 220 169 169 169 

Observations 286 286 286 284 284 284 

Robust standard errors in parentheses. *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1  
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A one-unit increase in de jure judicial independence is associated with a greater 

likelihood of having military and police charges. Countries that experience civil war experience 

less police charges. The presence of troops patrolling the streets has a negative and statistically 

significant effect on police charges. The ‘inflate’ section shows human rights violations to be 

negative and statistically significant, indicating that countries with rampant human rights 

violations are less likely to have charges against police agents.   

 

3.5 Conclusion  

In this study, I argue that naming and shaming may have the ability to influence 

individuals to mobilize by seeking prosecutions of state officials abusing physical integrity 

rights. If the information provided by the international community concerns abuses over VNSO 

perpetrators, this information may shift individuals’ concern to go from human rights to national 

security. Thus, individuals will be more likely to mobilize by increasing the number of 

prosecutions if the international attention is over state perpetrators and be less likely to mobilize 

by decreasing the number of prosecutions if the international attention is over VNSO 

perpetrators. While I do not find support for the first argument, I do find that shaming that 

includes VNSOs increases the predicted number of charges against police personnel for physical 

integrity abuses.   

International HROs have two main foci when using naming and shaming. The first is to 

pressure states to mitigate human rights violations, which has been examined many times in the 

literature. The second is to pressure the states to pursue accountability against state perpetrators 

that have been accused of physical integrity abuses. Previous studies examining the second 

component of HROs have argued that both domestic politics and international judicial 



76 
 

institutions -like the Inter-American Court of Human Rights- play a large role in facilitating 

domestic litigation (Simmons 2009; Dancy and Sikkink 2010). These studies have been 

particularly concerned about treaty compliance. This study is concerned with the second 

component of HROs, particularly the UNHRC. It examines how international pressure affects 

domestic mobilization for prosecutions against military and police officials. Using a different 

approach to examine international advocacy the findings in this study support Kim’s (2012) 

study claiming international advocacy is most effective with lower-ranking officials, which in his 

study includes police officers and prison guards.   

Additionally, this study acknowledges the complexity of the internal affairs of some 

states facing violence from VNSOs. These violent organizations affect domestic advocacy for 

accountability when states use the presence of these actors to justify their repressive tactics. The 

acknowledgment of this violence, or simply the fact that the international community is paying 

attention to states with VNSO violence encourages domestic human rights advocates to continue 

to pursue measures of accountability. Thus, while international advocacy may do little to 

generally mobilize the public to accuse state agents that have committed physical integrity 

abuses, providing international attention to states undergoing VNSO violence may increase 

legitimacy to the advocates on the ground.     

Due to data limitations, the study does not account for whether the charges are against 

federal or police officials. Since these two law enforcement forces are trained differently and 

respond to different chains of command, this may affect whether victims decide to press charges.  

Similar to the military, federal officials have closer ties with the executive branch of 

government and, consequentially, may have more protection by the government. Currently, this 



77 
 

information is not available cross-nationally, but future studies may be able to capture these 

differences.   

Additionally, future studies should account for the type of abuse perpetrators are 

prosecuted for. While all physical integrity rights are important, the factors that lead to the 

prosecution of each type of violation may differ from one to another. For example, forced 

disappearances many times require the cooperation of state officials like in the case of Argentina. 

The domestic mobilization of civil society may be limited in its ability to hold those possibly 

connected to forced disappearances accountable. A future examination of the type of violations 

that state officials are being prosecuted for may provide a more developed understanding of what 

type of violations are likely to go to courts and the influence that VNSOs have on the 

prosecution of different types of violations.   
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CHAPTER 4 

COERCIVE STATE CAPACITY AND ITS EFFECT ON VIOLENT NON-STATE 

ORGANIZATIONS AND HUMAN RIGHTS  

4.1 Introduction 

The conventional approach to mitigating violence from non-state actors has been to 

increase police and military surveillance, also referred to as coercive state capacity. While some 

political actors may realize that this approach may not improve – and may even worsen – human 

rights violations by the state, their expectation is that this approach will mitigate violence from 

violent non-state organizations (VNSOs). In this study I examine how the increase in coercive 

state capacity affects physical integrity violations and violence from violent non-state actors. I 

seek to answer the following questions: Does increasing state capacity lead to a decrease in the 

number of violent events from VNSOs? How do changes in various sources of coercive state 

capacity affect physical integrity rights? I argue that because states may turn to coercive 

strategies after facing violence from violent non-state organizations (VNSOs), which may both 

affect the states’ human rights violations and do little to mitigate threats from VNSOs. Given 

their focus on national security, states use immediate strategies such as increasing police 

personnel after facing the international spotlight. However, we have yet to discover whether 

changes in coercive capacity, both local and international, affect the state’s level of VNSO 

violence and physical integrity violence.   

This paper is organized as follows. In the next section, I discuss the literature examining 

the effectiveness that state capacity has on human rights violations and VNSO violence. In the 

second section, I argue that countries that increase their coercive state capacity are more likely to 

experience an increase in human rights abuses and VNSO violence if the country experienced 
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high levels of state repression the previous year. I also argue that using foreign military 

assistance from the United States will result in increasing human rights abuses and violence from 

VNSOs. The results suggest that increasing military expenditure can result in collateral damage 

if the country has previously experienced physical integrity violations. This approach increases 

the predicted number of violent episodes from VNSOs and worsens human rights abuses if the 

country experienced extrajudicial killings, torture, or forced disappearances the previous year.  

Increasing coercive state capacity can improve the state’s security and human rights 

practices if the state does not have a recent history of human rights violations.  

 

4.2 Human Rights Trends and State Capacity  

While some scholars have found that states have increased their adherence to human 

rights around the world (Fariss 2014), others have found that human rights have worsened (Clark 

2014). Fariss (2014) explains that this discrepancy is due to the change in the interpretation of 

human rights violations by international organizations, which has become more meticulous over 

time. States’ adherence to human rights practices can be influenced by several national and 

international factors. According to Poe and Tate (1994), the level of democracy, the level of 

economic development and its growth rate, population size and its growth rate, the prevalence of 

a military or leftist regime, British cultural influence, and experience with international or civil 

war affect states’ human rights practices. Scholars have also recognized that internal threats can 

influence state repression (Moore 2000; Gartner and Regan 1996). Repressive tactics including 

forced imprisonment, torture, and extrajudicial killings are used when a government feels 

threatened (Poe and Tate 1994; Young 2012). Repressive tactics are used to quiet dissent and 

discourage others from publicly opposing the regime. Weak and transitioning regimes, where 



80 
 

political policies and laws face constant modification, are more likely to face opposition and 

challenges towards the regime and therefore more likely to experience repression (Fein 1995).     

Moreover, after many countries experienced the third wave of democratization 

(Huntington 1991), they began to experience changes in internal threats. Whereas some countries 

continue to struggle with challenges towards current policies or leadership, other countries face 

violence from illicit groups. Internal threats may include high levels of criminal violence and 

political oppositions, often discussed separately even though both affect state behavior and 

human rights. Illicit goods can incite social violence and affect government behavior.  For 

example, violence in Mexico is centered on the control of drug routes and strategic warehouses 

(Williams 2009). Although it is difficult for states to be completely free of violence from illicit 

organizations, a high level of violence from these organizations can undermine the state’s 

political legitimacy. The states that are most likely to struggle with social violence are those 

institutions that find themselves struggling with political oppositions that take up arms. A study 

recently found that factors that explain civil conflict onset can also explain the outbreak of social 

violence (Rivera 2015). Youth bulges, female work force, and post-conflict states are positively 

associated with social violence measured as homicide rates. Hybrid regimes experience higher 

rates of social violence than strong autocratic or democratic regimes (Fox and Hoelscher 2012). 

Systematic violence is more likely to take place in highly competitive political platforms, where 

political actors face credible challenges (Hoelscher 2015). These challenges, with political or 

criminal goals, are able to thrive in countries with low state capacity due to the inability to police 

effectively. Weak states experience prevalent human rights violations and social violence 

(Englehart 2009; Bell, Cingranelli, Murdie, Caglayan 2013; Fox and Hoelscher 2012; Young 

2012). In addition to the inability to police effectively in countries with weak state capacity, at 
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times, leaders also lose control of their agents. In the principal-agent dynamic –where 

governments work as principals– governments have the authority to provide orders to their 

agents. However, agents themselves ultimately chose whether to comply (Englehart 2009). 

Police and military who are poorly paid have fewer incentives to comply and may also be highly 

receptive to bribes from non-state actors. This creates agency loss, which takes place when the 

police and military decide to not comply with orders from state leaders either openly or 

discretely (Way and Levitsky 2006; Englehart 2009).  Thus, it has been found that some 

countries fail to abide by human rights treaties because they do not have sufficient state capacity 

in order to compel agents to comply (Cole 2015).   

 Even though state capacity is derived from different components including bureaucracy, 

infrastructure, institutions, and law enforcement, the literature has found that autocracies and 

democracies differ on the type of state capacity that they rely on for their internal stability.  On 

the one hand, bureaucratic quality has been found to be a strong predictor of democratic survival 

(Andersen, Moller, Robaek, and Skaaning 2014). Cole (2015) found that bureaucratic efficacy 

promotes compliance with civil, political, and physical integrity rights provisions. High levels of 

bureaucratic capacity equip states to logistically implement political decisions including those 

involving compliance with human rights treaties. Administrative capacity “[enhances] the 

transparency and accountability of administrative systems, curbing corruption, institutionalizing 

oversight of administrative operations, strengthening the rule of law…deepening democracy, 

[and] empowering civil society,” (Drori, Jang, and Meyer 2006, 208). In a second study Cole 

(2016) found that an increase in bureaucratic state capacity increased physical integrity rights 

independently of democracy.   
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On the other hand, according to Albertus and Menaldo (2012), coercive state capacity is 

negatively correlated with the level of democracy. Coercive state capacity takes many forms and 

may include the use of physical aggression or weapons used for such aggression, which can be 

presented in different forms (Anderson 2000). Autocratic states with higher levels of coercive 

force have a lower likelihood of democratization and, for countries that are less autocratic, 

coercive force has a negative impact on a country’s level of democracy.  Yet, autocracies that 

have high levels of state capacity –that is coercive state capacity– are not known to have high 

levels of repression because these institutions used coercive measures in the past to deter others 

from publicly opposing or interfering with the government’s political goals. Thus, coercive 

capacity has been previously found to not be associated with physical integrity rights (Cole 

2015). In these fully autocratic countries, the fear of excessive repression is a strong deterrent to 

form an opposition, which means that even though the state has the means to repress, it does not 

have the need to do so because there are low levels of opposition. Additionally, strong agency or 

cohesion, which is the level of compliance within state agents, is essential to autocratic stability 

(Way and Levitsky 2006).   

Noting that democratic and autocratic regimes have different levels and types of capacity, 

I provide an overview of the differences in security capacity between different regimes. Using 

the Polity IV democracy-autocracy scale –in which more democratic governments have higher 

scores– and the World Bank database, Figure 4.1 shows that countries with higher levels of 

democracy have higher numbers of police personnel from 2006-2012. Although the type of 

police and police training varies by state, police forces are the legal enforcers of domestic 

dilemmas in sovereign states. Democracies invest in their police force to maintain stability in 

neighborhoods across the country as a way to manage their population. On the other hand, Figure 
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4.1 also illustrates that there is no clear trend between the level of democracy and military 

personnel from 2006-2012.   

 Police Personnel & Level of Democracy Military Expenditure and Level of Democracy 

 
Figure 4.1: Police Personnel & Level of Democracy  

 

Studies examining autocratic coercion after the Cold War have included different levels 

of coercion (Way and Levitsky 2006). States that use high levels of coercion are those that use 

highly visible acts of abusive behavior which may include mass killings of demonstrators, 

targeted assassinations of well-known leaders, or violent suppression of democratic institutions. 

Low intensity coercion involves less visible actions of abusive behavior that are used to monitor 

and suppress opposition. Abusive behavior connected to low intensity coercion may involve 

short-term detainment by police, harassment of opposition leaders and media, beatings of 

opposition activists by informal thugs tied to the incumbent, and restrictions of employment and 

other career opportunities for those connected to the opposition (D’Anieri 2003). Lower intensity 

coercion is less likely to attract considerable outside attention (Levitsky and Way 2006). 

Additionally, certain actions such as violence instigated by corrupt officials may be difficult to 

trace back to those in power. Governments with extensive intelligence networks, specialized 

police, and paramilitary units throughout their sovereign territory, can maintain low levels of 

coercion without having to engage in high intensity coercion.   
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4.3 States’ Reaction to Non-State Actor Violence  

Low intensity violence can also be pursued by hybrid-regimes. The literature has found 

that these regimes are more likely to use repressive tactics (Fein 1995; Blankenship 2018). Since 

these regimes have limited capability to control and monitor their population, they use low 

intensity violence either strategically or unintentionally as a strategy to keep their opposition 

low. Additionally, these countries may also have violent non-state organizations within their 

territory. In many cases these are more than thugs (as described by Levistky and Way 2006). Due 

to the lack of territorial oversight, these groups can become highly organized and more than one 

group can emerge depending on where states lack oversight. Agency loss –when the state no 

longer has full authority over police– is likely to increase once violence from these organized 

non-state actors increases due to fear or bribes. As a reaction to the presence of these groups, 

states have turned to coercive measures to mitigate violence by using militarized officials to 

patrol the streets.  

For example, after El Salvador’s civil war, the country began to experience violence 

perpetrated by criminal gangs. By 2015, violence had escalated and reached a rate of 104 

murders per 100,000 people (Ellis 2015). This led the government to create a policy shift to 

address the violence. The new policy was called “Plan Secure Salvador,” in which the 

government invested 2.1 billion dollars financed by a new tax and cable television. The aim of 

the plan was to recover the territory controlled by criminal gangs. The plan was developed in 

three phases (Ellis 2015). In the first phase, the government began to go after key gang leaders. 

The second phase, the government increased the police and military forces to reduce criminal 

activity. In the third phase, the government aimed to establish a long-term community police 

presence in municipalities that experience high levels of gang violence. While much of the law 
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enforcement justified their use of force with the threat of VNSOs, some journalists claimed that 

there were also victims of extrajudicial killings (Guerrero 2015; Lopez 2015).  

El Salvador was able to increase its coercive state capacity but was not successful at 

mitigating violence and received attention from human rights advocates for its human rights 

violations. This case calls into question whether the initiative to increase coercive state capacity 

addresses the goals of the state, which are to mitigate VNSO violence and avoid international 

spotlight. Weak state capacity limits the ability of states to adequately enforce laws. Despite 

multiple avenues to increase state capacity, when states consider the rise of violence from 

VNSOs they often turn to the use of coercive state capacity by using the military to patrol the 

streets (Diamint 2015; Zaverucha 2007).  Since violence has already escalated, states are 

confronted with an urgent need to expand their coercive capacity.   

 

4.4 State Capacity and VNSO Violence   

The use of coercive state capacity to mitigate violence from non-state actors may be 

detrimental for citizens’ security for two reasons. First, the literature has found that police and 

military who have opportunities for hidden actions are more likely to use torture (Bohara, 

Mitchell, Nepal and Raheem 2008). Hidden opportunities are more likely to emerge in countries 

where there is low monitoring of agents. The government may be aware of its agents’ repressive 

actions, but it may have limited sources for oversight and proper training. Instead, governments 

shift responsibility regarding human rights violations when militias are present (Mitchell, Carey, 

and Butler 2014). This shift in responsibility for violations may also take place with the presence 

of VNSOs. Increasing coercive capacity does not fix the agents’ opportunities for hidden actions 

if these new agents are trained by agents that are engaging in human rights violations. In these 
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cases, new agents learn about the shift in responsibility. The use of coercive state capacity does 

not mitigate the opportunities for hidden actions.   

Second, there are multiple actors who can take part in coercive state capacity: some are 

more violent than others. Police, for example, lookout for neighborhood crime and are usually 

equipped with less lethal weaponry relative to military personnel. Increasing funding or officials 

using lethal weaponry may facilitate the ability to use coercive measures against VNSOs and 

ordinary citizens that are caught in between. Nevertheless, even though military personnel are 

the forces equipped with lethal weaponry, differences in the use of force also exist between 

police personnel. In the Philippines, President Rodrigo Duterte carried out a “war on drugs” that 

led to thousands of killings in less than two years, which have been attributed to the Philippine 

National Police (Human Rights Watch 2017).  By increasing police personnel to alleviate 

violence, President Duterte increased the frequency of repressive tactics.  Consequently, 

increasing the amount of security forces in these countries can continue or exacerbate the level of 

human rights violations in the country.    

Since the end of Guatemala’s civil war in 1996, the country has struggled with high rates 

of criminal violence and corruption.  Even though many were accused of human rights violations 

committed during the civil war, the struggle with impunity, which followed the conflict, 

continued. Consequently, the country was confronted with international attention. In 2006, a 

United Nations Human Rights Council Report stated “The High Commissioner urges the 

Government to guarantee the life, physical integrity and security of persons. To this end, it urged 

the promotion of comprehensive government policies on the security of the citizen, with a 

preventive focus,” (UNHRC-Guatemala, 2006). Due to the inability to mitigate violence and 

international pressure to alleviate the violent situation, in 2007 the Guatemalan Congress 
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approved an agreement with the United Nations to create the International Commission against 

Impunity in Guatemala (CICIG) (Brands 2010). The government gave permission to the UN to 

investigate past human rights abuses and on-going criminal activity. Yet, in addition to the 

implementation of the commission, the President of Guatemala, Oscar Berger, took the stance of 

“zero tolerance” towards organized crime by hiring 3,000 army veterans (Brands 2010). These 

3,000 soldiers were used to replace the 2,500 police officers who were dismissed in 2005 due to 

their involvement in corrupt activities, (Freedom House 2009).   

Yet, the government’s changes in security personnel did little to alleviate the situation 

and the violence continued. In the years that followed, including 2007 and 2009, the council 

reported that in addition to the criminal violence that was taking place the council was deeply 

concerned about the deterioration of the environment in which human rights defenders operate.  

The homicide rate in 2009 was 46.36 per 100,000 people, an increase from 43.32 in 2007. In one 

of former President Alvaro Colom’s final speeches, he stated that during his presidency he was 

able to fight drug trade organizations by capturing 14 leaders of these illicit organizations. He 

also highlighted that one of his biggest achievements at the international level was Guatemala’s 

cooperation with the CICIG. Alvaro Colom focused his presidency on the national security of the 

state and paid no attention to the levels of human rights abuses in the state, which illustrates how 

leaders’ concerns with national security often override concerns for human rights violations 

within their borders. The presence of VNSOs is used as a cover to continue the use of abusive 

behavior by police and military personnel.   

The sheer presence of police or military personnel, however, is not a good indicator of 

repressive behavior. Nor is the absolute amount of police personnel a direct representation of the 

physical integrity rights abuses in a country. To show distribution of police personnel and 
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physical integrity abuses in a country I use the CIRI dataset. The CIRI score is composed of a 

scale from 0 to 8; a 0 indicates physical integrity rights were not observed and an 8 indicates 

there were rampant physical integrity abuses. Figure 4.2 shows that countries with a higher 

amount of police personnel also have lower levels of physical integrity abuses. Nevertheless, 

there is no clear trend between military expenditure and physical integrity rights violations.  

Absolute numbers of military or police does not help explain abusive behavior by these 

officials. Rather, when states dramatically increase their police forces as a reaction to VNSOs 

without allocating sufficient time to train its forces, this may be detrimental to physical integrity 

rights. Thus, I expect to see an accelerated increase in physical integrity rights after a state 

increases its police personnel at a high rate.   

 
Figure 4.2: Police & Military Forces & Human Rights Violations 

 

States often opt to use military personnel and training to mitigate violence from VNSOs 

after the expansion of illicit activity and violence surpasses the police’s capacity to alleviate 

violence (Diamint and Tedesco 2009; Zaverucha 2007; Arzt 2012). States that increase military 

and police personnel are likely to continue the use of repressive actions if they continue to 

believe that they have a strong opposition.  States in which VNSOs are present and that use their 

military personnel to patrol their streets may decide to increase their military expenditure. These 

are forces that are trained to use high levels of force and use lethal weapons even if they are 
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patrolling their own borders. States may increase their security expenditures for the sole purpose 

of mitigating violence from VNSOs and provide little to no attention to the human rights 

violations that may follow from such policies. Although studies examining the effect of 

repression on dissent have had mixed findings (Gurr and Moore 1997; Francisco 1996; Mueller 

and Weede 1990), studies examining repression and insurgency outcomes have agreed that 

abuses of physical integrity rights promote terrorism and insurgency (Joes 2004; Walsh and 

Piazza 2010). Hashim (2006) indicated that in order to delegitimize, and disarm violent 

nongovernment groups, states needed to create and support legitimate coercive state efforts. 

These legitimate coercive sources are those that respect the rule of law and proper treatment of 

civilians. The execution of legitimate coercive force, however, may be difficult to pursue in 

states that do not have sufficient resources but continue to feel threatened.  

States interested in preserving their political freedoms –including states that are 

democratizing– may seek to hide their abuses under the claim that VNSOs are the violent actors. 

Yet, if the objective for these state officials has been to mitigate violence, studies on terrorism 

and insurgency have found that such a strategy results to little or no success. Counterinsurgency 

resulted in increased insurgency when state and military officials used harsh repression on 

civilians when compared to counterinsurgency efforts where officials did not employ repressive 

treatment (Joes 2004).  Violations of physical integrity rights increase the likelihood that states 

experience an increase in insurgency or terrorist events.   

I argue that the collateral damage from the expansion of coercive state capacity will also 

lead to an increase in violence between the states and VNSOs. The rationality behind expanding 

military and police budgets is to increase monitoring and surveillance on VNSOs; however, this 

approach may be accompanied with expanding physical integrity abuses if these abuses have 
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been used in the past. Even though state officials may be aware of the bodily harm that their 

agents are placing on their population, their concern over their political and national security is 

greater than their concern for the abusive behavior. Thus, they expand their military forces, using 

limited training and lethal weapons, to mitigate VNSOs. By expanding personnel with limited 

training and not addressing the recent physical integrity abuses from security forces, the state is 

likely to experience an increase in VNSO violence. The use of physical integrity abuses will lead 

VNSOs to respond to the state using similar tactics because they are interested in keeping their 

organizations intact.    

Hypothesis 1: The proportional expansion of police forces relative to the previous year 
after abusing physical integrity rights increases human rights abuses.   
 
Hypothesis 2: The proportional expansion of military expenditure relative to the previous 
year after abusing physical integrity rights increases the number of violent episodes 
between VNSOs and the state.   
 
Furthermore, external actors have provided military aid to states with limited or weak 

coercive state capacity. For example, the United States has been engaged in providing military 

aid to many developing countries to address their political instability. U.S. government funds 

include the U.S. counternarcotic aid in the Americas, foreign military financing from the U.S., 

and the International Military Education and Training program (IMET). Yet, scholars have found 

that US drug enforcement policies and sponsorship of the drug war created unintended 

consequences by increasing property and violent crime (Bartilow and Eom 2009).   

The unintended consequences from the U.S. sponsorship of the drug war have also been 

found to affect physical integrity violations in the targeted country. According to Bartilow 

(2014), counternarcotic aid increases violations of physical integrity rights including forced 

disappearances, political imprisonment, and extrajudicial killings. These findings stand to 

contradict US human rights law. “The Leahy Amendment (or Leahy’s Law), passed by Congress 
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in 1997, prohibits US funding of security or drug enforcement forces whose members have been 

credibly implicated in human rights violations,” (Bartilow 2014, 25; U.S. Congress 1997).   

U.S. counternarcotic aid is not the only aid that is used to assist foreign countries. IMET 

provides funds to foreign militaries by providing classes that are meant to improve military 

professionalism and equip these militaries with democratic values (Kurlantzick 2016). This is 

intended as a strategy to equip the state with the appropriate tools to mitigate VNSO violence on 

their own. However, a recent report by the Government Accountability Office (GAO) found that 

the curriculum of the classes provided by IMET does not include material on human rights and 

democracy. This challenges the effectiveness the military training aid provided by the U.S., 

which claims to hold values of democracy and human rights; the military aid may have collateral 

damage with the absence of these values. Regimes with weak state capacity are likely to receive 

external funding that expands their coercive capacity. Limited focus on democratic and human 

rights values or accountability efforts can reinforce the state’s abusive behavior. Although not 

intentional, aid on military training may create unintended consequences, including increasing 

physical integrity abuses.   

Hypothesis 3: An increase in the proportion of U.S. military aid relative to the previous 
year  increases the number of VNSO violent episodes.  
 
Hypothesis 4: An increase in the proportion of U.S. military aid relative to the previous 
year increases physical integrity violations.  
 

4.5 Research Design   

4.5.1 Operationalization of Key Variables   

There are two dependent variables in my analysis, human rights violations and criminal 

violence. To test my first and fourth hypotheses, which examine how the changes in coercive 

state capacity affect human rights violations, I use the CIRI dataset because it accounts for a 
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detailed description of the type of physical integrity rights that states violate for each countryyear 

(Cingranelli, Richards, and Clay 2014). The CIRI dataset disaggregates physical integrity rights 

violations into 4 variables including torture, extrajudicial killings, forced incarcerations, and 

forced disappearances. Each variable is observed on a 0 to 2 scale, where a 0 indicates the 

specified physical integrity violation was practiced frequently, and a 2 indicates the specified 

physical integrity violation was not practiced or was not reported. The accumulation of the 4 

physical integrity scores provide the total score for human rights violations. The higher numbers 

mean fewer human rights violations. I lag the variables accounting for physical integrity rights 

because my theory suggests that the behavior from the past will affect the current year’s 

outcome.  Since I predict that the effect of changes in police personnel will be dependent on the 

behavior of the police in the past, I create an interaction between percent change of police and 

the lagged violation of physical integrity rights.   

 To examine how changes in different types of coercive state capacity affect the level of 

violence between VNSOs and the state –my second and third hypotheses– I use the Social 

Conflict Analysis Dataset (SCAD) (Salehyan et al. 2012). SCAD lists anti-government violence 

which is “distinct violent event waged primarily by a non-state group against government 

authorities or symbols of government authorities…the anti-government actor must have a 

semipermanent or permanent militant wing or organization,” (Salehyan et al. 2012). This dataset 

includes criminal and drug organizations.     

Since my theory suggests that the proportional change is likely to affect the repressive 

and violent outcomes observed in the country, I account for the change in police force by 

creating a variable that examines the percent change in police force. To create this measure, I 

first use the percentage of police personnel based on labor force for each country-year. This 
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police personnel variable is gathered from the United Nations Office of Drugs and Crime 

Database (UNODC Dataset). To obtain the percent change I subtract the percentage of the 

current year from the previous year and divide by the previous year.   

Next, I use the Stockholm International Peace Research Institute (SIPRI) to measure 

military expenditure. Military expenditure is measured as a share of GDP per capita for each 

country-year. The next independent variable measures foreign assistance for coercive state 

capacity. Here, I use the U.S. Security Assistance Database and measure military assistance by 

using the Foreign Military Financing variable, which reflects the actual dollars listed in the U.S. 

government report, without adjusting for inflation (Security Assistance Monitor). I also measure 

funding for the International Military Education and Training (IMET) program, which is also 

gathered from the U.S. Security Assistance Database. Not all countries have a military patrolling 

their streets. Since my theory on the effect of this aid depends on whether the state allows a 

military to patrol the streets, I create a binary variable that examines countries that have military 

troops or gendarmerie troops patrolling the streets (El Heraldo 2014; Kinosian 2013; Ramsey 

2012a; Caselli 2011; Cawley 2013; Ramsay 2012b; Archibold 2012; Conroy 2013).7     

 

4.5.2 Control Variables  

Since there are other factors that may affect changes in human rights violations and 

changes in the number of violent episodes that include VNSOs, I include a few control variables. 

I control for population and GDP growth using cross-national data from the World Bank and 

include a logged population variable and a GDP growth variable. I use the Transparency 

International dataset to control for the perception of corruption: a score of 0 means highly 

corrupt, a score of 100 means very clean. Additionally, countries that are more democratic are 
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likely to have more oversight over their police forces and therefore changes in police personnel 

may have a different effect, thus, I control for levels of democracy by using the Polity IV 

database (Marshall, Gurr, and Jaggers 2016). I also include a lagged variable for VNSO violent 

cases to examine time dependency. Lastly, I control for whether the state experienced internal 

conflict by using the Uppsala Conflict Dataset Program, where 1 indicates a civil war took place 

at the observed country-year, and 0 means otherwise (Allansson, Melander, and Themner 2017).   

 

4.5.3 Methodology  

In this study, I examine country-years as my unit of analysis. To assess the effect of 

changes in police and military forces, I estimate a series of regression models using the CIRI and 

PTS scores. To examine the number of violent incidents between VNSOs and the state I use 

SCAD. The two dependent variables have different types of measures; the measure for human 

rights violations is an ordered variable, and number of violent incidents is a count variable. Thus, 

to examine human rights violations I use a set of fixed-effects regression models with robust 

standard errors. For violence of non-state actors, I use a count model. Since the data is measured 

as the counts of violent events from VNSOs. All values take the form of a zero (no observed  

VNSO violence for that country-year) or a positive integer (some violent events that 

included VNSOs for each country-year). The observed standard deviation is greater than the 

mean, known as overdispersion, where the VNSO violent events range from 0 to 119, with a 

mean and standard deviation values of 2.25 and 9.81 (Long 1997).  Since the VNSO violent 

incidents are dominated by counts of zero, including 77% of the overall sample, I use the zero-

inflated negative binomial regression models. The Vuong (1989) tests have been used to confirm 

that a zero-inflated negative binomial model is a better fit than the standard negative binomial.  
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The zero-inflated negative binomial model has been previously used in studies examining 

political violence (Findley and Young 2011; Santifort-Jordan and Sandler 2014; Bezerra and 

Braithwaite 2016). Zero-inflated count models combine a logit model (zero-counts) with a 

negative binomial model (non-zero counts).  Some zero cases are cases in which states can have 

an anti-government event, but one is not observed, while other zero cases are cases in which the 

likelihood that a state would have an anti-government event is non-existent; thus, I account for 

these two distinct populations. In the first part of the model, the logit analysis, I account for 

factors that affect the likelihood that a country can have an anti-government event (even if it does 

not in a given country-year). This first stage, in other words, predicts whether or not a country 

can have at least one anti-government violent event. In this model, I include a lagged variable 

that accounts for the anti-government violent events. If a country experienced one event in the 

previous year, then it is likely to face an event or more than one event in the following year. The 

second part of the model, which accounts for the counts of anti-government violence, I include 

my main independent variables, the interaction between lagged physical integrity violations and 

changes in police force, logged population, corruption, the level of democracy, whether countries 

have a military policing the country, and the control variables.   

 

4.6 Results  

Table 4.1 examines the first hypothesis, which argues that an increase in security 

enforcement after the state has engaged in physical integrity abuses will increase human rights 

abuses the following year. Model 1 reports random-effects regressions examining the 

relationship between changes in military expenditure and the likelihood of physical integrity 

abuses the following year by accounting for extrajudicial killings experienced the previous year. 



96 
 

Lagged extrajudicial killings is positive and statistically significant; however, changes in military 

expenditure is not significant. To best examine the interactive effect between these two factors I 

review the marginal effects (see Figure 4.3). A lower score indicates high physical integrity 

abuses. While increasing military expenditure does not substantially worsen physical integrity 

rights after a country has experienced prevalent extrajudicial killings the year before, the figure 

does indicate that physical integrity rights are likely to improve after increasing military 

expenditure if the state did not experience extrajudicial killings the previous year. In this case, 

changes in military expenditure do not have hazardous consequences after a state has engaged in 

extrajudicial killings the previous year. This may be because these types of abuses are already 

relatively high, with a score of around 4. Population is statistically significant and negatively 

related to physical integrity abuses. An increase in population increases the probability of having 

worse human rights scores. A one unit increase in GDP growth improves human rights. The 

presence of civil conflict and an increase in the level of democracy cause a decrease in human 

rights violations.  

Model 2 tests the interaction between military expenditure and past record of torture. 

Here, torture is positive and statistically significant and military expenditure is shown as 

nonsignificant. A country that has not experienced torture (or it is a rare event) and increases its 

military expenditure is likely to experience less human rights violations the following year (see 

Figure 4.3). This finding is not accounted for in the first hypothesis; however, it also does not 

contradict the argument. Increasing military expenditure is not detrimental to human rights 

abuses if the country has not experienced extrajudicial killings and torture. Similar to the effects 

of extrajudicial killings, changes in military expenditure do not have substantial effects on 

physical integrity abuses.   
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Differently, the results are different for previous experience with forced disappearances 

and changes in military expenditure. Figure 4.3 supports my first hypothesis, an increase in 

military expenditure worsens human rights violations if the country experienced forced 

disappearances in the previous year. Moreover, for countries that experienced forced 

disappearances the previous year, countries that made no changes to their military personnel 

experienced lower levels of physical integrity abuses compared to those countries that had the 

highest percent increase in military expenditure.   

Model 4 presents lagged political imprisonment as statistically significant and positively 

related to physical integrity rights violations. However, the marginal effects present an 

unexpected finding (see Figure 4.3). An increase in military expenditure worsens human rights if 

the government did not experience prevalent political imprisonment violations the prior year. 

This may be due to the type of actors that are attributed to these type of physical integrity 

violations. Political imprisonment violations have previously been argued to be actions reflecting 

the interests of political or high-ranking officials. Political imprisonment may require the      

cooperation of courts or other government agents; torture and extrajudicial killings are within the 

agents’ control (Mitchel, Carey, and Butler 2014). Thus, factors associated with the military 

forces, may not provide the adequate information to understand the incentives behind political 

imprisonment which affect the physical integrity violations in the country overall.   
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Table 4.1: Fixed-Effects Models Examining Military Expenditure and Human Rights Abuses 

 Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4 

Military Expenditure -0.07 
(0.158) 

-0.137 
(0.146) 

-0.992** 
(0.454) 

0.139 
(0.188) 

Extrajudicial Killings(t-1) 0.423*** 
(0.128)    

Torture(t-1)  0.440*** 
(0.160)   

Forced Disappearances(t-1)   0.611*** 
(0.187)  

Political Imprisonment(t-1)    0.496*** 
(0.144) 

Military Expenditure * 
Extrajudicial Killings(t-1) 

0.146 
(0.236)    

Military Expenditure * 
Torture(t-1)  0.570** 

(0.253)   

Military Expenditure * 
Forced Disappearances(t-1)   0.644** 

(0.273)  

Military Expenditure * 
Political Imprisonment(t-1)    -0.291* 

(0.177) 

Troops Patrolling 0.176 
(0.252) 

0.160 
(0.264) 

0.374 
(0.238) 

0.352 
(0.238) 

Population(log) -0.544*** 
(0.099) 

-0.566*** 
(0.104) 

-0.600*** 
(0.098) 

-0.557*** 
(0.091) 

GDP Growth 0.037* 
(0.019) 

0.04** 
(0.018) 

0.041** 
(0.019) 

0.049** 
(0.02) 

Civil conflict -0.625* 
(0.343) 

-0.689** 
(0.322) 

-0.413 
(0.322) 

-0.638* 
(0.344) 

Level of Democracy 0.10*** 
(0.025) 

0.075*** 
(0.028) 

0.084*** 
(0.024) 

0.061** 
(0.0260) 

Perception of Corruption 0.011 
(0.013) 

0.010 
(0.013) 

0.017 
(0.011) 

0.016 
(0.012) 

Anti-government 
violence(t-1) 

-0.010 
(0.006) 

-0.005 
(0.007) 

-0.002 
(0.007) 

-0.012* 
(0.006) 

Constant 11.77*** 
(1.598) 

12.44*** 
(1.788) 

11.71*** 
(1.614) 

11.78*** 
(1.544) 

Observations 244 244 244 243 

Number of Countries 55 55 55 55 

Robust standard errors in parentheses. *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1 
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Figure 4.3: Marginal Effects of Military Expenditure on  Changes in Human Rights Violations  

 

Table 4.2 reflects the findings for the first hypothesis by analyzing a different type of 

state security, police personnel. A high level of extrajudicial killings in the state experienced the 

previous year followed by an increase in police personnel is likely to worsen human rights 

violations. An increase in police personnel improves human rights if the state did not experience 

extrajudicial killings or torture the previous year (see Figure 4.4). While not statistically 

significant, similar results are found for torture.   

Previous cases of forced disappearances accompanied with changes in police personnel 

do not show substantial significance on violations of physical integrity rights (Figure 4.4). 

Counterintuitively, an increase in police personnel after the country has experienced prevalent 

imprisonment abuses the previous year is likely to improve human rights violations the following 

year (Figure 4.4).  Similar to the findings in the previous table, the findings for forced 
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imprisonment may not be explained without examining political incentives, which are not 

examined in this study.   

The different effects that police and military have on human rights raise concerns over 

whether different types personnel are more likely to engage in certain types of physical integrity 

violations. Increases in police personnel worsen human rights violations if the state has 

experienced many extrajudicial killings the prior year, while boosts in military expenditure 

worsen human rights violations if the state has experienced high numbers of forced 

disappearances in the previous year. Noting that military personnel have closer ties to state 

leaders, it may be the case that the military’s attempt to hide their abuses from the media to cover 

these state leader’s political incentives. This was the case in Chile during the military junta and 

could be the case behind forced disappearances in other places.   

Table 4.3 provides the results for the fourth hypothesis. I argued that an increase in 

military aid will increase physical integrity violations if the country has previously experienced 

physical integrity violations. Table 4.3 examines the lagged effects of respect for physical 

integrity rights and U.S. military education and training. Models 9 to 12 show no statistical 

significance across the main independent variables. Figure 4.5 illustrates that an increase in U.S. 

military education and training worsens physical integrity rights if the country did not experience 

frequent violations of torture. While the findings do not reflect the fourth hypothesis, the results 

suggest that this type of aid may not achieve its ostensible target, which is to promote democracy 

and human rights, and might need to be reevaluated.   
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Table 4.2: Fixed-Effects Models Examining Changes in Police Personnel and Human Rights Abuses 

 Model 5 Model 6 Model 7 Model 8 

Police Personnel -2.638 
(2.551) 

-2.184 
(2.051) 

1.004 
(9.289) 

9.207** 
(3.888) 

Extrajudicial Killings(t-1) 0.510** 
(0.203)    

Torture(t-1)  0.221 
(0.326)   

Forced Disappearances(t-1)   0.989** 
(0.408)  

Political Imprisonment(t-1)    0.248 
(0.307) 

Police Personnel * 
Extrajudicial Killings(t-1) 

4.064* 
(2.455)    

Police Personnel * 
Torture(t-1)  7.786** 

(3.100)   

Police Personnel * Forced 
Disappearances(t-1)   0.213 

(3.622)  

Police Personnel * Political 
Imprisonment(t-1)    -4.626** 

(2.242) 

Troops Patrolling 0.506 
(0.344) 

0.548 
(0.389) 

0.755** 
(0.313) 

0.707** 
(0.307) 

Population(log) -0.521*** 
(0.097) 

-0.643*** 
(0.115) 

-0.636*** 
(0.109) 

-0.658*** 
(0.099) 

GDP Growth 0.077*** 
(0.028) 

0.0775*** 
(0.028) 

0.0619** 
(0.031) 

0.0832*** 
(0.028) 

Civil conflict -0.641 
(0.836) 

-0.729 
(0.904) 

-0.357 
(0.696) 

-0.831 
(0.898) 

Level of Democracy 0.176*** 
(0.058) 

0.177*** 
(0.065) 

0.149*** 
(0.052) 

0.155** 
(0.075) 

Perception of Corruption -0.002 
(0.015) 

-0.002 
(0.015) 

0.006 
(0.011) 

0.001 
(0.013) 

Anti-government 
violence(t-1) 

-0.029*** 
(0.006) 

-0.024*** 
(0.007) 

-0.011 
(0.007) 

-0.023*** 
(0.006) 

Constant 11.11*** 
(1.563) 

13.45*** 
(1.889) 

-7.674 
(8.939) 

13.46*** 
(1.661) 

Observations 95 95 95 95 

Number of Countries 28 28 28 28 

Robust standard errors in parentheses. *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1 
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Figure 4.4: Marginal Effects of Police Personnel and Training on Changes in Human Rights 

Violations  
 

Table 4.3: Fixed-Effects Models Examining Changes in U.S. Military and Training Aid and Human 
Rights Abuses  

 Model 9 Model 10 Model 11 Model 12 

U.S. Military Training  -0.154  
(0.137)   

-0.08  
(0.104)   

-0.196  
(0.300)  

-0.124  
(0.193)  

Extrajudicial Killings(t-1)  0.081  
(1.389)      

Torture(t-1)     1.394  
(1.385)        

Forced Disappearances(t-1)      -0.160  
(1.932)    

Political Imprisonment(t-1)       -0.004  
(1.739)  

U.S. Military Training * 
Extrajudicial Killings(t-1)  

0.021  
(0.110)          

  (table continues) 
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 Model 9 Model 10 Model 11 Model 12 

U.S. Military Training * 
Torture (t-1)    -0.077 

 (0.108)  
    

U.S. Military Training * 
Forced Disappearances(t-1)      0.047 

 (0.156)   
  

U.S. Military Training * 
Political Imprisonment(t-1)       0.027  

(0.135)   

Troops Patrolling   0.214  
(0.214)   

0.218  
(0.223)  

0.372*  
(0.213)  

0.373*  
(0.204)  

Population(log)   -0.511*** 
(0.091)    

-0.534***  
(0.09)  

-0.590***  
(0.092)  

-0.554*** 
(0.083)  

GDP Growth   0.034*  
(0.019)  

0.04**  
(0.019)  

0.037*  
(0.02)  

0.043**  
(0.019)  

Civil conflict   -0.890***  
(0.311)  

-0.919***  
(0.287)  

-0.763**  
(0.304)  

-0.890***  
(0.296)  

Level of Democracy  0.086***  
(0.024)  

0.071***  
(0.027)  

0.081*** 
 (0.024)  

0.069*** 
(0.025)  

Perception of Corruption  0.02*  
(0.012)  

0.02*  
(0.012)  

0.023**  
(0.011)  

0.02*  
(0.011)  

Anti-government violence(t-
1)  

-0.01 
 (0.007)   

-0.006  
(0.007)  

-0.011  
(0.007)  

-0.01 
 (0.006)   

Constant   13.12***  
(2.169)  

12.72***  
(1.912)  

14.28***  
(4.104)  

13.35***  
(2.854)  

Observations  290 290 290 290 

Number of Countries  61 61 61 61 

Robust standard errors in parentheses *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1  
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Figure 4.5: Marginal Effects of U.S. Military Education and Training on Changes in Human Rights 
Violations  

 

Table 4.4 also examines the argument for the fourth hypothesis; however, here I examine 

effect of U.S. financial military aid. The results show that each of the physical integrity 

violations examined –extrajudicial killings, torture, forced disappearances, and political 

imprisonment– are positive and statistically significant. However, the marginal effects for the 

interaction variables illustrate that an increase in U.S. military aid had no statistically significant 

effect on physical integrity abuses (see Figure 4.6).   

Table 4.4: Fixed-Effects Models Examining Changes in U.S. Military Aid and Human Rights 
Abuses 

 Model 13 Model 14 Model 15 Model 16 

U.S. Military Aid 0.016 
(0.022) 

0.014 
(0.012) 

-0.01 
(0.044) 

0.013 
(0.019) 

Extrajudicial Killings(t-1) 0.371** 
(0.147)    

Torture(t-1)  0.546*** 
(0.178)   

Forced Disappearances(t-1)   0.556*** 
(0.212)  

Political Imprisonment(t-1)    0.456*** 
(0.154) 

U.S. Military Aid * Extrajudicial 
Killings(t-1) 

-0.014 
(0.018)    

 
  (table continues) 
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 Model 13 Model 14 Model 15 Model 16 

U.S. Military Aid * Torture(t-1)  -0.02 
(0.017)   

U.S. Military Aid * Forced 
Disappearances(t-1)   0.006 

(0.023)  

U.S. Military Aid * Political 
Imprisonment(t-1)    -0.01 

(0.014) 

Troops Patrolling 0.133 
(0.241) 

0.088 
(0.243) 

0.314 
(0.208) 

0.226 
(0.219) 

Population(log) -0.569*** 
(0.094) 

-0.569*** 
(0.094) 

-0.602*** 
(0.085) 

-0.567*** 
(0.086) 

GDP Growth 0.044*** 
(0.007) 

0.04*** 
(0.007) 

0.042*** 
(0.007) 

0.041*** 
(0.007) 

Civil conflict -0.748*** 
(0.265) 

-0.793*** 
(0.236) 

-0.591** 
(0.275) 

-0.747*** 
(0.252) 

Level of Democracy 0.102*** 
(0.025) 

0.081*** 
(0.027) 

0.099*** 
(0.023) 

0.078*** 
(0.024) 

Perception of Corruption 0.021* 
(0.012) 

0.02* 
(0.012) 

0.026*** 
(0.009) 

0.021* 
(0.011) 

Anti-government violence(t-1) -0.012 
(0.008) 

-0.009 
(0.008) 

-0.005 
(0.009) 

-0.012* 
(0.007) 

Constant 11.82*** 
(1.548) 

12.08*** 
(1.606) 

11.54*** 
(1.466) 

11.76*** 
(1.462) 

Observations 318 318 318 318 

Number of Countries 64 64 64 64 

Robust standard errors in parentheses. *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1 
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Figure 4.6: Marginal Effects of U.S. Military Aid on Changes in Human Rights Violations 

 

Tables 4.5 and 4.6 present the results of the zero-inflated negative binomial models, 

which examine the second hypothesis. I argued that increasing the percentage of police and 

military security after the state has abused physical integrity rights will increase VNSO violence. 

The upper panel reports the results of the count portion of the model, which is the number of 

violent incidents between VNSOs and state officials. The lower panel summarizes the results for 

the inflate portion of the model, which examines the likelihood of being in the “all zeroes” group 

versus the group that can experience a violent VNSO event. The lower panel provides 

information on the determinants that lead to observing no VNSO incidents because there is low 

or no likelihood of such incidents.  This study follows the example of Findley and Young (2011) 

and Bezerra and Braithwaite (2016) by specifying the same set of covariates for the inflate and 

count panel of the zero-inflated negative binomial models.   

There are 294 observations. Before observing the interaction between changes in military 

expenditure and the level of extra-judicial killings that the country experienced a year prior, the 

independent effects of each variable are observed (Model 17). Countries that rarely experienced 

extra-judicial killings are likely to experience more VNSO violent events; yet, this is not 

statistically significant. Military expenditure is positive and statistically significant. A oneunit 
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increase in military expenditure causes an increase in the number of violent events. Shown 

together, Figure 4.7 shows that countries that experienced prevalent extra-judicial killings the 

previous year are likely to experience four violent VNSO incidents when the country slightly 

increases its military expenditure. States are not likely to experience VNSO violence when they 

increase military expenditure at the highest level shown in Figure 4.7. This supports previous 

literature that argues that countries with high coercive capacity are less likely to face a strong 

opposition. The findings support my second hypothesis.   

Population is statistically significant and positively related to an increase in the number 

of violent events. GDP growth is negative and statistically significant. A one unit increase in the 

level of democracy increases the number of violent incidents experienced. This reflects the 

findings in previous literature that argue countries that allow for freedom of the press face 

opponents who voice their dissatisfaction with the government. Additionally, a government with 

past experience with violent episodes are likely to experience an increase in the number of 

violent events.   

The inflate outcome indicates events in the “certain zero” group. If countries increase 

military expenditure, the odds that the country would not have a violent event would increase. 

Additionally, countries with less experiences of extrajudicial killings have higher odds of not 

experiencing a violent event. A country that is experiencing civil conflict has a higher likelihood 

of not experiencing a violent episode between VNSOs and the state. This may reflect the dataset 

used to capture these violent incidents. SCAD dataset uses the news to capture these incidents for 

more detail; this may also indicate that there is little reporting taking place in places undergoing 

civil war due to the high risks involved. A country with a higher democracy score is likely to not 
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experience a violent episode between the VNSO and the state. A one-year lag for 

antigovernment violence is negative and statistically significant.   

Torture experienced a prior year is significant and positively related to an increase in the 

predicted number of violent events (Model 18). Figure 4.7 examines the interaction between the 

level of torture and changes in military expenditure. If a country experienced prevalent torture, 

the country is likely to experience a higher number of violent events after increasing military 

expenditure.  Nevertheless, if a country did not experience or did not observe torture the previous 

year, it is likely to experience a higher number of violent events after decreasing military 

expenditure.     

The regression in Model 19 and 20 examine the predicted number of violent VNSO 

events after accounting for forced disappearance and political imprisonment and changes in 

military expenditure.  The marginal effects show that these results are not statistically significant 

(see Figure 4.7).   

Table 4.5: Zero-Inflated Negative Binomial Regression Examining the Effect of Military 
Expenditure on Violence Between VNSOs and State Officials 

 Model 17 Model 18 Model 19 Model 20 

Military Expenditure(log) 3.030*** 
(1.109) 

3.556*** 
(1.180) 

3.748** 
(1.650) 

0.008 
(0.431) 

Extrajudicial Killings(t-1) -0.533 
(0.396)    

Torture(t-1)  0.628* 
(0.378)   

Forced Disappearances(t-1)   -0.196 
(0.257)  

Political Imprisonment(t-1)    -0.533** 
(0.230) 

Military Expenditure(log)* 
Extrajudicial Killings(t-1) 

-2.876** 
(1.162)    

Military Expenditure(log)* Torture(t-
1)  -3.542*** 

(1.223)   

  (table continues) 



109 
 

 Model 17 Model 18 Model 19 Model 20 
Military Expenditure(log)* Forced 
Disappearances(t-1)   -1.484 

(1.163)  

Military Expenditure(log)* Political 
Imprisonment(t-1)    1.200* 

(0.719) 

Troops Policing 0.530 
(0.366) 

-0.0685 
(0.346) 

0.110 
(0.403) 

0.497 
(0.311) 

Population(log) 0.723*** 
(0.139) 

0.834*** 
(0.163) 

0.700*** 
(0.155) 

0.755*** 
(0.139) 

GDP Growth -0.146*** 
(0.049) 

-0.174*** 
(0.066) 

-0.171*** 
(0.0659) 

-0.213*** 
(0.056) 

Civil conflict 0.461 
(0.309) 

0.365 
(0.383) 

0.389 
(0.299) 

0.187 
(0.356) 

Level of Democracy 0.088*** 
(0.034) 

0.09** 
(0.035) 

0.105** 
(0.0457) 

0.159*** 
(0.033) 

Perception of Corruption -0.005 
(0.028) 

-0.029 
(0.033) 

-0.0392 
(0.0384) 

-0.082*** 
(0.02) 

Anti-government violence(t-1) 0.039*** 
(0.010) 

0.042*** 
(0.012) 

0.0342*** 
(0.0113) 

0.035*** 
(0.009) 

Constant -11.56*** 
(2.536) 

-12.98*** 
(3.027) 

-9.852*** 
(2.981) 

-9.841*** 
(2.533) 

Inflate 

Military Expenditure(log) 25.25* 
(13.90) 

8.589 
(5.661) 

19.53 
(18.11) 

-1.708 
(7.387) 

Military Expenditure(log)* 
Extrajudicial Killings(t-1) 

25.25* 
(13.90)    

Military Expenditure(log)* Torture(t-
1)  -9.143 

(6.391)   

Military Expenditure(log)* Forced 
Disappearances(t-1)   -10.17 

(10.11)  

Military Expenditure(log)* Political 
Imprisonment(t-1)    3.244 

(4.183) 

Extrajudicial Killings(t-1) 4.544** 
(2.286)    

Torture(t-1)  1.081 
(0.963)   

Forced Disappearances(t-1)   1.246* 
(0.747)  

Political Imprisonment(t-1)    -2.254* 
(1.223) 

Troops Policing -2.880 
(1.758) 

-2.720 
(2.239) 

-2.038 
(1.473) 

-3.573*** 
(1.295) 

  (table continues) 
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 Model 17 Model 18 Model 19 Model 20 

Population(log) 1.620 
(1.012) 

0.925 
(1.092) 

0.616 
(0.800) 

2.696** 
(1.155) 

GDP Growth 0.039 
(0.129) 

0.115 
(0.144) 

0.144 
(0.104) 

0.411** 
(0.191) 

Civil conflict 4.184** 
(1.881) 

3.266* 
(1.878) 

4.111 
(3.230) 

15.24** 
(6.436) 

Level of Democracy 0.460** 
(0.180) 

0.334** 
(0.169) 

0.395 
(0.604) 

2.998** 
(1.223) 

Perception of Corruption 0.158 
(0.109) 

0.0737 
(0.0834) 

0.0575 
(0.0820) 

-0.569** 
(0.257) 

Anti-government violence(t-1) -3.884** 
(1.726) 

-3.601 
(2.989) 

-2.972* 
(1.726) 

-16.22*** 
(5.211) 

Constant -36.84* 
(21.38) 

-22.48 
(14.75) 

-15.68 
(16.01) 

-45.30** 
(19.23) 

Observations 294 294 294 293 

Robust standard errors in parentheses. *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1 
  

 
 

 
Figure 4.7: Marginal Effects of Military Expenditure on Violent Events between VNSOs and the 

state  
  



111 
 

Table 4.6 examines the relationship between changes in police personnel and 

antigovernment violence. Given the limited data available for police personnel, the number of 

observations is 115. A one unit increase in police personnel decreases the number of violent 

events. Population and previous occurrence of violent episodes are positive and statistically 

significant. For the inflate model, a higher democratic score increases the odds that the country 

will not experience a violent event. The interaction between the level of extrajudicial killings and 

changes in police personnel on the predicted number of violent events is not statistically 

significant (see Figure 4.8). Model 22 and 23 examine the effects that the use of torture and 

forced disappearances have on the predicted number of events after accounting for changes in 

police personnel. Figure 4.8 indicates that the marginal outcomes are not statistically significant. 

However, countries that experienced concerningly high levels of political imprisonment and a 

decrease in police personnel are likely to experience a higher number in violent events (Figure 

4.8).7   

Tables 4.7and 4.8 provide the regression outcomes for the third hypothesis. In this 

hypothesis I argue that higher amounts of military aid are expected to increase VNSO violence. 

Table 4.7 observes the effects of U.S. military education and training while Table 4.8 examines 

the financial military aid, which may have different uses. Higher amounts of U.S. military 

training and education increases the predicted number of events for countries that did experience 

extrajudicial killings the previous year (Figure 4.9).  

  

                                                 
7 The models in Table 4 do not have a control for the presence of military personnel patrolling the streets because it 
was highly correlated with the dependent variable. This suggests that much of the influence for the predicted events 
is related to the presence of military personnel. Additional studies should further examine how the presence of the 
military affect the behavior of police personnel, which may result to be detrimental to the political and social 
stability of the country.   



112 
 

Table 4.6: Zero-Inflated Negative Binomial Regression Examining the Effect of Changes in police 
Personnel on Violence Between VNSOs and State Officials 

 Model 21 Model 22 Model 23 Model 24 

Police Personnel -18.03* 
(10.47) 

-9.567 
(7.643) 

5.805 
(9.676) 

-25.39*** 
(8.499) 

Extrajudicial Killings(t-1) 0.136 
(0.704)    

Torture(t-1)  0.564 
(0.535)   

Forced Disappearances(t-1)   0.658* 
(0.348)  

Political Imprisonment(t-1)    0.444 
(0.325) 

Police Personnel *Extrajudicial 
Killings(t-1) 

14.32 
(10.91)    

Police Personnel * Torture(t-1)  -3.785 
(9.323)   

Police Personnel * Forced 
Disappearances(t-1)   -8.825 

(7.163)  

Police Personnel * Political 
Imprisonment(t-1)    14.00** 

(5.767) 

Population(log) 1.123*** 
(0.424) 

1.311*** 
(0.238) 

0.849*** 
(0.316) 

1.080*** 
(0.252) 

GDP Growth -0.053 
(0.0333) 

-0.0894* 
(0.0473) 

-0.114*** 
(0.0431) 

-0.0709** 
(0.0324) 

Civil conflict 0.714 
(0.619) 

0.627 
(0.715) 

0.832* 
(0.502) 

1.187** 
(0.468) 

Level of Democracy 0.0518 
(0.0533) 

0.0972** 
(0.0455) 

0.0612 
(0.0620) 

0.117*** 
(0.0397) 

Anti-government violence(t-1) 0.0241* 
(0.0146) 

0.0276*** 
(0.00859) 

0.0448*** 
(0.0105) 

0.0281*** 
(0.00942) 

Constant -18.89*** 
(7.331) 

-21.95*** 
(4.019) 

-15.14*** 
(5.335) 

-18.24*** 
(4.282) 

Inflate 

Police Personnel 6.092 
(60.90) 

79.82* 
(46.08) 

40.03 
(43.83) 

17.86 
(22.03) 

Police Personnel *Extrajudicial 
Killings(t-1) 

67.68 
(53.87)    

  (table continues) 
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 Model 21 Model 22 Model 23 Model 24 

Police Personnel * Torture(t-1)  -96.65* 
(53.67)   

Police Personnel * Forced 
Disappearances(t-1)   -13.12 

(22.49)  

Police Personnel * Political 
Imprisonment(t-1)    -0.964 

(19.71) 

Extrajudicial Killings(t-1) 0.356 
(1.520)    

Torture(t-1)  -1.373 
(2.128)   

Forced Disappearances(t-1)   -0.662 
(0.830)  

Political Imprisonment(t-1)    1.261* 
(0.700) 

Population(log) 1.736 
(1.845) 

1.545 
(1.090) 

0.437 
(0.541) 

0.754 
(0.522) 

GDP Growth 0.860 
(0.602) 

0.153 
(0.112) 

0.192 
(0.117) 

0.116 
(0.0899) 

Civil conflict -0.0843 
(1.816) 

0.809 
(1.448) 

0.424 
(1.461) 

1.475 
(1.497) 

Level of Democracy 0.613** 
(0.248) 

0.158* 
(0.0827) 

0.471** 
(0.194) 

0.138 
(0.110) 

Perception of Corruption - 0.0725 
(0.0651) - 0.0307 

(0.0325) 

Anti-government violence(t-1) -30.18*** 
(3.941) 

-16.49*** 
(6.165) 

-22.81*** 
(1.372) 

-16.20*** 
(0.925) 

Constant -34.51 
(35.70) 

-24.27 
(18.33) 

-7.674 
(8.939) 

-13.32 
(9.329) 

Observations 115 128 115 128 

Robust standard errors in parentheses. *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1 
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Adjusted Predictions with 95% CIs 

 
Figure 4.8: Marginal Effects of Police Personnel on VNSO violent events  

 

Similarly, Figure 4.9 shows that countries that experienced extensive torture cases are 

likely to experience a higher number of violent episodes as the U.S. military aid for education 

and training increases. However, the predicted number slightly decreases after reaching the 

midrange of aid in the sample, which is about $500,000 constant U.S. dollars. In addition, a one 

unit increase in the perception of corruption decrease the predicted number of events. 

Nevertheless, neither the individual nor the interactive effects between forced disappearances,  

political imprisonment, and U.S. military education and training were statistically significant.  
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Table 4.7: Zero-Inflated Negative Binomial Regression Examining the Effect of U.S. Military 
Education and Training on Violence Between VNSOs and State Officials 

 Model 25 Model 26 Model 27 Model 28 

U.S. Military Education & 
Training(log) 

0.211 
(0.238) 

-0.307 
(0.196) 

-0.456 
(0.754) 

-0.114 
(0.210) 

Extrajudicial Killings(t-1) 0.267 
(3.888)    

Torture(t-1)  -14.16*** 
(4.041)   

Forced Disappearances(t-1)   -4.247 
(6.229)  

Political Imprisonment(t-1)    -2.898 
(3.555) 

U.S. Military Education & 
Training(log)* Extrajudicial 
Killings(t-1) 

-0.091 
(0.297)    

U.S. Military Education & 
Training(log)* Torture(t-1)  1.051*** 

(0.305)   

U.S. Military Education & 
Training(log)* Forced 
Disappearances(t-1) 

  0.305 
(0.456)  

U.S. Military Education & 
Training(log)* Political 
Imprisonment(t-1) 

   0.192 
(0.268) 

Troops Policing 0.842** 
(0.393) 

0.167 
(0.348) 

0.051 
(0.408) 

-0.049 
(0.386) 

Population(log) 0.523*** 
(0.150) 

0.531*** 
(0.155) 

0.425** 
(0.216) 

0.351* 
(0.201) 

GDP Growth 0.004 
(0.006) 

0.004 
(0.007) 

-0.003 
(0.015) 

0.003 
(0.008) 

Civil conflict 0.248 
(0.372) 

0.399 
(0.337) 

0.368 
(0.347) 

0.530 
(0.342) 

Level of Democracy 0.103** 
(0.04) 

0.119*** 
(0.032) 

0.074* 
(0.045) 

0.087** 
(0.042) 

Perception of Corruption -0.026 
(0.025) 

-0.045** 
(0.021) 

-0.049* 
(0.026) 

-0.031 
(0.021) 

Anti-government violence(t-
1) 

0.041*** 
(0.012) 

0.045*** 
(0.011) 

0.05*** 
(0.014) 

0.05*** 
(0.012) 

Constant -10.64** 
(4.757) 

-3.594 
(4.002) 

0.897 
(13.63) 

-2.979 
(5.437) 

  (table continues) 
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 Model 25 Model 26 Model 27 Model 28 

Inflate 

U.S. Military Education & 
Training(log) 

-0.531 
(0.458) 

-1.348** 
(0.572) 

0.243 
(0.883) 

-0.254 
(0.575) 

U.S. Military Education & 
Training(log)* 
Extrajudicial Killings(t-1) 

-0.021 
(0.626)    

U.S. Military Education & 
Training(log)* Torture(t-1)  1.474* 

(0.853)   

U.S. Military Education & 
Training(log)* Forced 
Disappearances(t-1) 

  -0.476 
(0.548)  

U.S. Military Education & 
Training(log)* Political 
Imprisonment(t-1) 

   -0.229 
(0.487) 

Extrajudicial Killings(t-1) 0.888 
(8.078)    

Torture(t-1)  -20.71* 
(11.58)   

Forced Disappearances(t-1)   6.082 
(7.445)  

Political Imprisonment(t-1)    3.101 
(6.602) 

Troops Policing -0.918 
(0.853) 

-0.783 
(0.749) 

-0.963 
(0.604) 

-1.052* 
(0.562) 

Population(log) 0.503 
(0.449) 

0.113 
(0.398) 

0.036 
(0.227) 

0.015 
(0.250) 

GDP Growth 0.065* 
(0.036) 

0.062*** 
(0.021) 

0.049* 
(0.027) 

0.049** 
(0.022) 

Civil conflict 2.195* 
(1.303) 

1.849 
(1.159) 

1.621 
(1.002) 

1.997* 
(1.040) 

Level of Democracy 0.201 
(0.162) 

0.210** 
(0.094) 

0.102 
(0.086) 

0.099 
(0.074) 

Perception of Corruption 0.03 
(0.038) 

0.04 
(0.037) 

0.018 
(0.035) 

0.026 
(0.03) 

Anti-government violence(t-
1) 

-3.266*** 
(1.079) 

-4.322*** 
(1.105) 

-3.094*** 
(0.598) 

-2.932*** 
(0.642) 

Constant -2.698 
(11.79) 

15.54* 
(9.412) 

-2.941 
(14.13) 

3.296 
(8.536) 

Observations 347 347 346 346 

Robust standard errors in parentheses.*** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1 
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Figure 4.9: Marginal Effects of U.S. Military Training & Education on Violent Events between 
VNSOs and the state  

 

Table 4.8 examines U.S. military aid and its effect on the predicted number of violent 

episodes. The results suggest mixed findings for the third hypothesis. While financial military 

aid does not affect the predicted number of violent VNSO episodes against the state, military aid 

for education and training does affect the predicted number of events depending on the past 

behavior of the state (Figure 4.10). This finding may indicate that the foreign education and 

training goes directly to the security officials and therefore has a direct effect on their behavior 

which affects the reaction of VNSOs. Conversely, military aid may be used for different 

purposes which may or may not include funding for the security officials. Moreover, a one unit 

increase in GDP growth, as provided in the inflate models, increases the likelihood that the 

country will not experience a violent VNSO incident.  



118 
 

Table 4.8: Zero-Inflated Negative Binomial Regression Examining the Effect of Violence Between 
VNSOs and State Officials 

 Model 29 Model 30 Model 31 Model 32 

U.S. Military Aid -0.047 
(0.137) 

-0.066 
(0.041) 

0.011 
(0.049) 

-0.016 
(0.028) 

Extrajudicial Killings(t-1) -0.935 
(0.940)    

Torture(t-1)  -0.930 
(0.624)   

Forced Disappearances(t-1)   0.293 
(0.354)  

Political Imprisonment(t-1)    0.122 
(0.358) 

U.S. Military Aid* Extrajudicial 
Killings(t-1) 

0.018 
(0.034)    

U.S. Military Aid* Torture(t-1)  0.062 
(0.047)   

U.S. Military Aid* Forced 
Disappearances(t-1)   -0.035 

(0.032)  

U.S. Military Aid* Political 
Imprisonment(t-1)    -0.036 

(0.038) 

Population(log) 0.387* 
(0.206) 

0.480*** 
(0.154) 

0.421*** 
(0.146) 

0.339** 
(0.151) 

GDP Growth -0.005 
(0.01) 

0.002 
(0.005) 

0.005 
(0.007) 

0.002 
(0.005) 

Civil conflict 0.352 
(1.138) 

0.442 
(0.326) 

0.475 
(0.334) 

0.442 
(0.308) 

Level of Democracy 0.094 
(0.188) 

0.097** 
(0.046) 

0.098*** 
(0.036) 

0.117*** 
(0.04) 

Perception of Corruption -0.038 
(0.061) 

-0.016 
(0.04) 

-0.042* 
(0.024) 

-0.049** 
(0.021) 

Anti-government violence(t-1) 0.063 
(0.041) 

0.056*** 
(0.013) 

0.057*** 
(0.015) 

0.061*** 
(0.011) 

Constant -4.511* 
(2.486) 

-6.771** 
(2.778) 

-5.873** 
(2.701) 

-3.997 
(2.521) 

Inflate 

U.S. Military Aid -0.066 
(0.563) 

-0.044 
(0.077) 

0.196 
(0.171) 

0.161* 
(0.09) 

  (table continues) 
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 Model 29 Model 30 Model 31 Model 32 

U.S. Military Aid* 
Extrajudicial Killings(t-1) 

0.044 
(0.118)    

U.S. Military Aid* Torture(t-1)  0.014 
(0.085)   

U.S. Military Aid* Forced 
Disappearances(t-1)   -0.134 

(0.095)  

U.S. Military Aid* Political 
Imprisonment(t-1)    -0.181** 

(0.075) 

Extrajudicial Killings(t-1) -0.203 
(3.656)    

Torture(t-1)  -1.443 
(0.891)   

Forced Disappearances(t-1)   1.126 
(1.110)  

Political Imprisonment(t-1)    1.571** 
(0.751) 

Population(log) -0.011 
(1.508) 

-0.232 
(0.266) 

-0.136 
(0.202) 

-0.106 
(0.232) 

GDP Growth 0.224 
(0.617) 

0.049** 
(0.025) 

0.061** 
(0.026) 

0.061*** 
(0.022) 

Civil conflict 1.896 
(7.539) 

1.455 
(0.904) 

1.604 
(1.213) 

1.515 
(1.024) 

Level of Democracy 0.282 
(1.465) 

0.158* 
(0.083) 

0.134* 
(0.07) 

0.138 
(0.110) 

Perception of Corruption 0.023 
(0.212) 

0.073 
(0.065) 

0.041 
(0.039) 

0.031 
(0.033) 

Anti-government violence(t-1) -17.59 
(46.39) 

-2.826* 
(1.462) 

-2.563*** 
(0.737) 

-2.820*** 
(0.651) 

Constant -1.762 
(11.31) 

2.764 
(4.448) 

-0.449 
(4.868) 

-0.274 
(3.977) 

Observations 381 381 381 381 

Robust standard errors in parentheses. *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1 
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Figure 4.10: Marginal Effects of U.S. Military Aid on VNSO violent events 

 

4.7 Discussion  

The results suggest that increasing military and police expenditure by the country itself 

can result in collateral damage if the country has previously experienced physical integrity 

violations. This approach increases the predicted number of violent episodes from VNSOs and 

worsens human rights abuses if the country experienced extrajudicial killings, torture, or forced 

disappearances the previous year. These abuses are agent-centered violations (Mitchell, Carey, 

and Butler 2014). These results support the first hypothesis; increasing military personnel after 

setting a recent record of physical integrity abuses may result to create collateral damage. While 

in some cases state leaders may lack oversight over their own security forces, the results suggest 
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that making changes in coercive capacity does affect human rights violations and violence 

initiated by VNSOs. Thus, leaders can make changes in their state capacity that may 

unintentionally exacerbate the violence.    

 Moreover, states use coercive capacity to mitigate their political threat that they perceive 

to undermine their political legitimacy. States opt to use a coercive approach to mitigate 

violations from VNSO actors. However, the results suggest that not only does this approach 

result in worse human rights practices after the state has experienced forced disappearances, but 

the state faces a higher possibility of having a higher number of predicted violent events. When a 

country already has a reputation of violating physical integrity rights, increasing personnel may 

result to expanding such practices to other parts of the country and to new military personnel.   

Nevertheless, states may also be reacting to past violence from VNSOs. As illustrated in 

Figure 4.11, the number of violent incidents experienced the previous year does not affect 

respect for physical integrity rights after accounting for changes in military expenditure.  

Additionally, institutions largely affect the behavior of police and military forces the role 

of police in autocracies is alienated from citizens and rely on repression to enforce the law and 

maintain order (Alemika 2003). Police behavior mirrors the broader problem of lack of 

accountability of authoritarian regimes. Liberal democracies on the other hand are based on 

selfregulation and “gives priority to individualism over collectivism and recognizes a plurality of 

values that must be balanced to create a consensual basis for governance,” (Alemika 2003; 64). 

Thus, I examine effect of the level of democracy on human rights violations; changes in military 

expenditure do not have a significant effect on physical integrity rights (see Figure 4.12).   
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Adjusted Predictions with 95% CIs 

 
Figure 4.11: Marginal Effects of Military Expenditure on Violent Events between VNSOs and the 
state  

  
Adjusted Predictions with 95% CIs 

 
Figure 4.12: Marginal Effects of Military Expenditure on Violent Events between VNSOs and the 
state  

 

The findings in this study also provide counterintuitive results for countries that 

previously experienced political imprisonment abuses. While increasing police personnel after a 

country has experienced high levels of political imprisonment abuses improves human rights, 

increasing military expenditure results in worsening human rights when the country had little to 

no record of such abuses. Given that the literature has argued that political incarcerations are 

violations attributed to state leaders, the results suggest that there are factors that may be 

unaccounted for in this study that may be attributed to the leaders’ incentives to use this type of 
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violation. Changes in police and military capacity may not help explain how past cases of 

political incarceration affect countries’ physical integrity abuses since these may be more 

dependent on political incentives of state officials and political actors in office.   

In the fourth hypothesis I argued that adding coercive capacity in the form of foreign aid 

may also result to be detrimental to human rights and violence if the state has experienced recent 

violations of human rights abuses. The results support this hypothesis. Increasing U.S. military 

education and training aid after the state engaged in extrajudicial killings and torture increases 

the predicted number of VNSO events and increases the level of human rights abuses in a 

country. While the aid on training and education is meant to professionalize the recipient 

military, previous reports have mentioned the lack of focus on democratic values and adherence 

to human rights practices. This collateral damage may result in a bad reputation for the U.S. 

military training and education aid and undermine the identity of the U.S. in the international 

community as an actor that supports human rights.   

Some of the foreign policy decisions of the U.S. have involved providing humanitarian 

action and supporting others in their pursuit of democracy and human rights adherence by the 

government. If the main goal of providing support in terms of education and training has been to 

mitigate violations from VNSOs, the results suggest this strategy has been counterproductive.  

Thus, the use of aid to enhance the recipient state’s coercive capacity ought to be 

reexamined. Coercive capacity does little to improve human rights practices in countries that 

have experienced past human rights abuses and increases the predicted number of violent 

episodes from VNSOs. Countries alienate the public by placing little to no attention on human 

rights perpetrators. Increasing the number of personnel that are trained by those who participated 

with abusive behavior may signal indifference for abuses.   
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The external aid to increase the coercive capacity, from a state with a human rights 

mandate, does not mitigate the behavior of abusive routines because it does little to create 

accountability against abusive perpetrators. Instead by aiding the agencies that routinize abusive 

behavior, military aid only emboldens the abusive actors. If agents engage in torture due to high 

levels of opportunities for hidden actions (Bohara et. al 2008), the national and international 

oversight of the behavior of these actors becomes critical. However, this oversight on human 

rights violations is usually practiced by domestic and international organizations with an interest 

in protecting the rights of others.  

Given the shift in internal conflict in countries that have moved beyond civil war, this 

study examines how internal coercive capacity and external aid that adds to that capacity can 

affect human rights. States have used different approaches including law enforcement reforms to 

respond to VNSO violence. Oftentimes, both donors of military aid and the recipient of such aid 

assume that adding coercive capacity will solve the issue. The findings suggest that states ought 

to consider other forms of state capacity to mitigate VNSO violence while abiding human rights. 

Yet, attention to improve the quality of the security forces should not be ignored. Solely 

increasing the quantity of military and police forces will have detrimental results if the influence 

of VNSOs remains relatively high. Some have argued that a morally corrupt regime is sustained 

through a variety of interests of power at lower levels rather than a centralized state apparatus 

(Brogden and Nijhar 1998). Others have argued that corruption and deviance can take place at all 

levels of the police organization, as in the case of Nigeria (Agbiboa 2015).   

Prior use of torture, extra-judicial killings, and forced disappearances accompanied with 

increases in military and police personnel affect the levels of human rights violations the 

following year. Countries that experienced agent-centered violations and did not make changes 
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to their coercive capacity had lower levels of human rights violations compared to countries that 

increased their coercive capacity. The current behavior of the police and military can affect the 

routine behavior of agents and the behavior of new personnel that enter into a system where 

repression becomes a standard tool. “As perpetrators engage in more abuse -aided by their ability 

to rationalize their actions and avoid responsibility- actions become routines,” (Hafner Burton 

2013, 35). For this reason, accountability efforts are crucial to enforce good human rights 

practices and mitigate VNSO violence.  

Moreover, the results highlight the need for continued international spotlight on state 

agents because this creates less opportunities for hidden actions, such as abusive behavior.  

Nongovernmental organizations (NGOs) anticipating an increase in police personnel or U.S. 

military aid in education and training can provide more attention to these countries to lessen the 

opportunities for hidden actions and address the need for accountability. Spotlight that includes 

violence from VNSOs and the state can also lessen the ability for states to cover up their abuses 

by blaming VNSOs.    

 

4.8 Conclusion  

States with higher human rights violations are also those facing challenges in social 

violence that includes VNSOs. Oftentimes, states have reacted by increasing their coercive state 

capacity, which includes their military and police officials. The findings in this paper illustrate 

that these coercive measures increase VNSO violence and worsen human rights violations if the 

state has previously engaged in physical integrity violations. External actors including the United 

States have aided countries that have struggled to mitigate violence from VNSOs by providing 

them with military aid. The U.S. created the Leahy Amendment which prohibits US funding for 
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members that have been credibly implicated in human rights violations. However, the results 

show that U.S. military education and training aid has no effect on the human rights practices in 

the recipient country.   

Military assistance may be acquired to amplify the coercive capacity of the state, in 

relation to violent non-state actors and as a temporary remedy to mitigate violence from these 

illicit organizations. The findings do support this calculation from the donors and the weak 

states. However, the adherence to human rights violations remains unchanged. Thus, the 

assistance does little to change police and military behavior. This assistance does not involve 

military troops from the United States, thus, this implies that military assistance to foreign 

countries may be limited in their ability to implement human rights practices even when such 

assistance is conditional. The aid examined is both targeted and flexible where financial 

assistance can be used for equipment. Nevertheless, future studies ought to examine equipment 

funds that may make the police and military deadlier.   

Much of the literature has examined why states commit human rights violations. This 

study examines the influence that coercive behavior has on VNSOs and how this relationship can 

have detrimental results for human rights. Creating measures of accountability can help alleviate 

violence; accountability can serve as a deterrence. Placing a spotlight on all abuses, even those in 

which the state claims that VNSOs are responsible can be a helpful measure to initiate a process 

for accountability by providing evidence. Given that local NGOs may already face danger from 

the state, such spotlight may best be provided from those afar, like international organizations.   

States with high levels of violence from VNSOs can lead states to focus on their coercive 

state capacity and international assistance simply works to strengthen that coercive capacity. 

Nevertheless, state capacity is multidimensional; there exist other avenues for pursuing state 
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capacity. For example, provisional welfare services and avenues for meaningful political 

participation. While these factors have been analyzed separately (Boulding, 1989; Czempiel, 

1981; Milliken and Krause, 2002), there has been limited focus on how this type of state capacity 

affects human rights adherence. Provided that other states, such as the United States, are 

interested in mitigating violence (in states affecting their own national security) and adhering to 

human rights practices, additional analysis on how aiding in other types of state capacity ought to 

also be considered.   

This paper aims to bring light to the complexity of a situation faced by many states with 

high levels of human rights violations. By considering additional violent actors that are involved 

in physical integrity abuses, gives a clearer picture on the dilemma that many of the victims of 

abuses face. States have used the presence of the VNSOs to use violence or other coercive 

strategies. One strategy has been to simply increase its security personnel. Additionally, states 

have used their military to patrol their streets to increase vigilance and legitimacy in their attempt 

to mitigate violence form organized illicit non-state actors. States can use the VNSOs to cover 

their own violent actions and do little to mitigate human rights violations.  For this reason, 

including violence from VNSOs in human rights studies can clarify why states face a recurring 

cycle of human rights violations.   
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CHAPTER 5 

CONCLUSION 

5.1 Conclusion 

This dissertation has examined the effects of coercive responses to organized violence on 

the human rights performance of states and, specifically, the changes in these responses when 

countries are placed in the international spotlight. The focus of the empirical analysis has been 

on the Latin American and African regions. The different experiences with conflict in the two 

regions provides a contrast of how countries respond to criminal and political violence. The 

study identified the different coercive policies that states use if provided with the capability and 

opportunity to use these to fight against VNSOs. Additionally, this study also indirectly 

examines the public’s reaction to holding state perpetrators accountable during a time where the 

state considers national security a salient issue.   

This research has yielded two main insights. The first is that coercive state capacity is 

detrimental to the country’s level of violence and respect for physical integrity rights if the state 

has previously engaged in human rights violations. This is especially true if those violations were 

agent-centered, such as extra-judicial killings, forced disappearances, and torture. The second 

insight is that naming and shaming by the UNHRC for human rights violations that include not 

only state but also VNSO perpetrators does not encourage the country to expand coercive state 

capacity, nor does it undermine the mobilization of activists and victims seeking accountability 

for abuses from state perpetrators.   

Even though I expected detrimental results from naming and shaming, the findings 

indicate that this is not the case. This suggests that while the UNHRC may have the resources 

and ability to shame other actors, countries that are shamed may seek to avoid any type of 
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international spotlight altogether and use proper mechanisms to mitigate VNSO violence, 

including police forces. Moreover, the lack of international law involving VNSOs may lead 

governments to place less attention to this type of spotlight.   

Nevertheless, shaming VNSOs did affect public mobilization towards accountability: 

suggesting that also acknowledging additional obstacles –violence from VNSOs– does not have 

a negative impact on the development against impunity. The mobilization of victims and family 

members of victims against abuses from state perpetrators after countries have been shamed for 

VNSO violations suggests that even though VNSOs are at a spotlight, physical integrity abuses 

are still under investigation. Thus, suggesting that the country faces physical integrity abuses 

from both types of perpetrators. While the government may not be increasing its coercive 

capacity after this type of shaming, it may be using other strategies to capture and eliminate 

VNSOs.   

 

5.2 Summary of the Argument and Main Findings  

Countries facing the highest levels of human rights violations are also those that face high 

levels of social and political violence. One reason why countries abuse human rights is that the 

government perceives a group to be a political threat or sees it as undermining the legitimacy of 

the state. VNSOs can expand and increase their capability in many of these countries because of 

the lack of oversight or the lack of accountability for illicit behavior. Because the lack of 

oversight led to the strength of VNSOs, countries respond by incrementally increasing their 

coercive capacity with little to no regard for the country’s recent human rights abuses. 

Corruption promotes the expansion of VNSOs. Once the country determines that these 

organizations are a political threat or are undermining the stability of the regime, the country 
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adopts coercive strategies, such as deploying the military to patrol the streets. At this point, 

human rights violations begin to escalate as the state adopts repressive measures to eliminate the 

organization/s. However, as a result of these actions, countries that violate human rights can end 

up in the international spotlight. This international spotlight can be costly to a state’s reputation, 

and it can also have tangible consequences if other states decide to reduce arms trade or foreign 

direct investment.   

The largest international organization with a branch focused on human rights is the 

United Nations Human Rights Council (UNHRC). Given the organization’s international 

reputation and resources, it has been able to report violations from state perpetrators and the lack 

of investigation of violence from VNSOs with the help of different sources on the ground. The 

inclusion of these non-state actors provides a more complete evaluation of the sources of human 

rights violations. As an intergovernmental organization, the UNHRC is able to obtain 

information from different sources concerned with human rights violations in the state and create 

a dialogue with the perpetrators and states within the organization that are willing to impose 

pressure and costs on the abusive state. Yet, the inclusion of violence from non-state 

organizations may also turn out to be a costly approach since this type of spotlight may deviate 

focus from human rights abuses that local, national, and international human rights activists are 

attempting to protect.   

I argued that an increase in coercive state capacity –considering the previous abusive 

behavior of the state– is not only detrimental to the state’s human rights performance, but it is 

also counterproductive as it increases VNSO violence. This implies that the notion that states 

ought to use a coercive strategy to regain legitimacy and stability in the country is not useful to 

achieve this goal in the time-period examined.  Since the inclusion of VNSOs in reports 
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examining human rights abuses may encourage the continuation of these tactics or the increase in 

coercive capacity, I examine the relationship of international spotlight including VNSOs and its 

effect in the use of coercive state capacity. I then argued that including violence from VNSOs in 

the UNHRC reports can undermine human rights in the shamed country since the state may use 

these reports as a justification to increase coercive state capacity. Yet, the effect of the inclusion 

of VNSOs in shaming reports may not only affect state behavior but the behavior and the 

resilience of victims and human rights organizations on the ground to pursue accountability 

against human rights perpetrators at a time when there is an increase attention for national 

security. I argued that the shaming for human rights violations that includes actions perpetrated 

by VNSOs will also affect the mobilization of human rights activists and victims of repression 

by focusing on national security concerns. Adding violence from these perpetrators into the 

UNHRC reports may shift the state from a concern with accountability for human rights to a 

preoccupation with national security issues.    

To test the first argument, I examined the changes in funds and personnel for the military 

and police and its effect on human rights violations and VNSO violence. I focus on different 

types of coercive capacity, including military and police, since each type of security personnel 

has different training and the military is usually used as temporary actors to fight against violent 

organized non-state actors.  To examine the second argument, I created a new dataset, coding the 

type of perpetrator reported in United Nations Human Rights Council reports. The years 

examined in this study are from 2006-2012.   

I find that increases in coercive capacity, measured in terms of military expenditure, 

increase the predicted number of violent episodes from VNSOs and worsens human rights 

abuses if the country experienced extrajudicial killings, torture or forced disappearances the 
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previous year (Chapter 4). Increases in police personnel are not statistically significant when 

examining their effect on the predicted number of violent events between VNSOs and the state. 

However, changes in police personnel do worsen human rights abuses if the country experienced 

extrajudicial killings the prior year.   

Furthermore, the international reaction from the United States, which is a government 

that claims to adhere to human rights practices when deciding where to provide aid during the 

period of investigation, has been to help strengthen coercive capacity of states experiencing high 

levels of VNSO violence. The condition for receiving this aid has traditionally been that the 

government has not abused human rights. Yet, the Government Accountability Office (GAO) has 

claimed that there is little instruction on democratic and human rights values that accompanies 

U.S. military training and education aid. The findings show that the receipt of this type of aid 

does not affect the physical integrity violations of a country, an increase in aid for military 

training and education from the United States does increase VNSO violence.  

For my second argument, regarding naming and shaming reports that include VNSO 

actors and changes in coercive state capacity, I find that shaming over abuses that include the 

state and VNSOs as perpetrators decreases the likelihood that states expand their police force. 

Changes in military capacity will not affect the state’s domestic levels of human rights violations 

if the country does not use a military force to patrol the streets. Countries that use soldiers to 

mitigate violence have been those that have high levels of violence and believe their police 

personnel do not have the sufficient capacity or training to deal with extensively violent nonstate 

organizations. I argue that while the international spotlight for the lack of investigations against 

VNSO violence may not affect the initial use of military personnel, this type of shaming may 

affect the changes in military capacity for countries that already have these personnel patrolling 
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the streets. I find that this type of shaming does not appear to affect the state’s coercive use of 

military personnel to address VNSO violence (Chapter 2). Additionally, I find that while states 

are likely to increase their police personnel after the naming and shaming that includes VNSOs, 

the presence of a military personnel decreases the likelihood of states expanding their police 

force. One explanation may be that once the state provides less focus on police personnel once it 

has decided to adopt higher coercive capacity – military personnel. At the same time, the absence 

of changes in military personnel may also mean that the state is taking precautions to avoid 

continued negative spotlight.   

For my third argument, I found that shaming from the UNHRC over violence perpetrated 

by both the state and VNSOs is likely to increase the predicted number of police prosecutions, 

particularly if the shaming targets extrajudicial killings. However, the findings are different when 

reports shame state officials only. These reports only have a scaled-down influence on the 

number of charges placed against military and police personnel.    

 

5.3 Theoretical Implications  

The dissertation provides theoretical implications and contributions to the literature on 

human rights. By examining how violent non-state actors affect state and public behavior, this 

study presents the current dilemma that states face when deciding their policy agenda regarding 

human rights. The presence of illicit and violent groups alone does not affect state behavior. 

However, high levels of violence or the perception of VNSO threat affects the behavior of the 

state. This leads countries to be placed in the international spotlight for human rights abuses. Yet, 

most of the literature that examines naming and shaming has focused primarily on efforts that 

seek to change the behavior of the states – and has generally assumed that the offenses against 
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human rights are perpetrated by the state. This study demonstrates that reports extend beyond 

shaming state perpetrators.   Naming and shaming reports can also include criticism of the state 

for the lack of investigation of human rights abuses or lack of action to curb violence perpetrated 

by non-state actors. I have argued that states react differently to reports exposing human rights 

abuses by VNSOs as compared to their own human rights violations. In fact, reports of abuses by 

VNSOs may worsen the state’s own human rights performance.   

This additional information in the shaming reports has often been overlooked, because 

the focus of human rights organizations has primarily been on abuses by state officials. However, 

international organizations like the UNHRC have acknowledged that the presence of violent 

organizations can serve to deteriorate the respect of physical integrity rights. Governments have 

attempted to justify their abuses by claiming that the perpetrators were the VNSOs or that the 

victims were VNSOs without much evidence. Thus, the investigation of killings and torture from 

VNSOs is a necessary component to hold states accountable not only for cases where the state is 

clearly the perpetrator but also in cases where there is little evidence regarding who the 

perpetrator was.   

Moreover, the literature has examined how bureaucratic state capacity is positively 

related to democratic regime, and coercive state capacity, including military expenditure, is 

positively related to autocratic regimes. The presence of VNSOs leads countries to use coercive 

capacity as a way to resolve the violence, assuming that this strategy is independent of the 

effectiveness of the institutions, particularly governments seeking to democratize, such as 

Mexico, Honduras, and Nigeria. For countries that have fully democratized, like the United 

States, and seek to educate foreign forces as a strategy to resolve the violence and mitigate 

human rights violations in the recipient government, have fallen short from achieving these 
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goals. While the education and training that acknowledges the respect for human rights may 

resolve the violence and human rights abuses experienced in the country that receives military 

aid, until such education is fully applied it is difficult to determine whether the investment of 

coercive state capacity from the United States – as it currently stands—is able to mitigate 

violence.   

Lastly, this study examines the extended concern that the international community has 

with VNSOs and their ability to shape the states’ abusive behavior. International law has been 

used as a resource for human rights activists to pinpoint human rights abuses and broken 

promises from the states. The indirect application of international law on high levels of violence 

that involve VNSOs given the two different compositions –one in which the state is involved and 

another in which the states has not protected victims of torture or ill-treatment (McGregor 

2014)—has been used to create international spotlight by the UNHRC. The analysis of this 

spotlight and changes in state behavior demonstrates that the UNHRC evolves to provide more 

extensive information even when it is not specifically stated in international law.   

 

5.4 Limitations   

This study focuses on the effect that reports from the United Nations Human Rights 

Council have on state and public behavior. International costs for international shaming may 

vary between non-governmental international organizations and inter-governmental international 

organizations.  For one, the UNHRC can be involved in dialogue with the governments accused 

of abusing human rights organizations. This may help or hinder the relationship that the accused 

government has not only with other branches within the United Nations but also with other 

international organizations that have close ties with the United Nations.   
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Additionally, the dialogues with government leaders can also politicize the human rights 

agenda, meaning that states pursue their own political goals (Carraro 2017; Lyons et al. 1977). 

On other hand, non-governmental organizations with a human rights agenda, including Amnesty 

International and Human Rights Watch do not pursue dialogue with the accused government.  

These organizations are instead focused on simply shedding light on the abuses. Because 

NGOs and the UNHRC have different relationships with the accused government, it is not clear 

whether my findings generalize to naming and shaming by NGOs. Future studies could examine 

whether the impact of naming and shaming of states and VNSOs by NGOs is similar to or 

different from the UNHRC. For these reasons, the theory and findings in this study cannot be 

generalized to include non-governmental organizations.    

 

5.5 Policy Implications  

Considering that I examine observable policy changes as a reaction to VNSOs and 

naming and shaming that includes VNSO violence, there are a few policy implications that can 

be drawn from this study. To begin, increasing military funds to enhance the state’s coercive 

capacity domestically has been shown to increase VNSO violence and human rights violations if 

states have a history of human rights abuses. While states may need additional help in restoring 

their political and social stability, using the military to enhance coercive state capacity may not 

be effective. Thus, states and external actors ought to seek alternative mechanisms to decrease 

both VNSO violence and physical integrity abuses, which lead to the state being shamed.   

The inclusion of violence from other perpetrators in naming and shaming reports does not 

undermine human rights in the shamed country. Quite to the contrary, international attention to 

violence that may or may not involve state perpetrators does not stop victims or human rights 
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activists from seeking accountability for past and recent human rights abuses. The inclusion of 

other abuses, however, should remain with international organizations like the UNHRC for a 

couple of reasons. Human rights activists on the ground already face risks of repression from 

state officials: adding additional perpetrators may only place them in a more dangerous situation. 

And the UNHRC helps to frame the abuses so that cases involving VNSOs remain focused and 

within context of the international law. The international spotlight legitimizes the victims’ 

experiences, which can ultimately lead them to mobilize. Human rights organizations face risks 

when the state is abusing human rights, and they face even higher risks when there are multiple 

actors using violent tactics to pursue their goals. For this reason, international attention by the 

human rights organizations can help maintain the pressure on states to pursue investigations of 

human rights violations even when VNSOs are present.  

 

5.6 Future Research   

There are a few avenues of future research that can be followed from this study. To 

begin, since states can blame VNSOs for violence and human rights violations, it may be useful 

to distinguish the identity of victims. For example, states may be more interested in targeting 

journalists who may expose the government’s ties to illicit organizations or lack of governance 

or people perceived to be connected to the political opposition. Identifying the victims of 

repression can also be useful to help explain the possible motivations for repressive actions. This 

information can be particularly useful in cases where repression takes place outside of protests 

and demonstrations. Human rights violations outside of protests and demonstrations requires the 

involvement of intelligence officials and at times it can serve a strategic purpose.   
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Congruently, future research can also examine the violations that military and police 

officials are charged with. This would expand our knowledge on whether the charges against 

military and police officials reflect those that are included in the naming and shaming reports. 

Additionally, there may be differences in the mobilization process for different types of human 

rights abuses.   

From the emergence of the United Nations Commission on Human Rights, there have 

been reforms on the way that this branch operates to improve its structure and legitimacy. While 

this study primarily examines the effect of the UNHRC, it should be noted that the root of the 

theory can be expanded to additional international organizations. Thus, future research could 

examine whether other international organizations including Amnesty International and Human 

Rights Watch also include VNSO violence in their reports. Moreover, this study includes the 

regions of Latin America and Africa. Additional work on the effects of VNSOs and human rights 

can include the Asian region as they have recently faced similar dilemmas with repression and 

drug trafficking organizations.   

 

5.7 Final Remarks  

By examining VNSOs and their place in the international spotlight, this study expands 

our understanding of the complexity of human rights adherence. The presence of these actors has 

a large impact on the behavior of states and without addressing this additional state interest, our 

understanding for the domestic and international perception of abuses would remain unclear. 

After the Cold War, new challenges emerged for countries attempting to democratize including 

the emergence and expansion of illicit and violent organizations. This dissertation aimed to 

include these challenges as they largely affect human rights practices.  
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Table A.1 Countries Observed  

Country Military /Gendarmerie Country Military /Gendarmerie 
Argentina X Niger  
Bahamas  Cote d'Ivoire  

Cuba  Guinea  
Dominican Republic  Burkina Faso  

Mexico X Liberia  
Guatemala X Sierra Leone  
Honduras X Ghana  

El Salvador  Togo  
Colombia X Cameroon  
Venezuela X Nigeria  
Ecuador  Gabon X 

Peru X Central African Republic X 
Brazil X Chad X 
Haiti X Congo  

Jamaica  Democratic Republic Congo X 
Belize  Uganda  

Nicaragua  Kenya  
Costa Rica  Tanzania  

Panama  Burundi X 
Guyana  Rwanda X 

Suriname  Somalia  
Bolivia  Djibouti X 

Paraguay  Ethiopia X 
Chile X Eritrea X 

Uruguay  Angola X 
Maldives  Mozambique  

Antigua and Barbuda  Zambia  
Cape Verde  Zimbabwe X 

Sao Tome and Principe  Malawi  
Guinea-Bissau X South Africa  

Equatorial Guinea X Namibia  
Gambia  Lesotho  

Mali X Botswana  
Senegal  Swaziland  
Benin X Madagascar X 

Mauritania X Comoros X 
Niger X Mauritius  

Cote d'Ivoire X Seychelles  
Guinea X Morocco X 

Burkina Faso X Algeria X 
Liberia  Tunisia X 

Sierra Leone X Libya X 
Ghana  Sudan X 
Togo X South Sudan  

Cameroon X Egypt X 
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Table A.3: Effect of VNSO Violence on State Shaming  

Variables State Shaming 

Presence of Military Force  0.100 
(0.314) 

Extra-government Violence  0.002 
(0.008) 

Armed Conflict  0.074 
(0.427) 

Human Rights Violations  0.423 
(0.177)** 

GDP Growth  0.011 
(0.014) 

Population Growth  -0.104 
(0.119) 

Corruption  -0.846 
(0.816) 

Constant  -2.613 
(0.471)*** 

Observations  563 

Log pseudo likelihood  -209.23 

Wald chi2  8.45 

Pseudo R2  .02 

Robust standard errors in parentheses. *** p>0.01, ** p>0.05, * p>0.1  
  

Table A.4. Variable Descriptions  

Variable   Indicator  Sources  

All Human Rights 
Trials  

All human rights trials including all 
types of perpetrators charged  

The Transitional Justice Research  
Collaborative: Bridging the 
Qualitative Quantitative Divide 
with New Data  

Shaming Abuses of 
State Perpetrators (t1)  

Number of times the UNHRC shame the 
country over physical integrity 
violations perpetrated by state agents.  
X>=0  

UNHRC Reports (2006-2013)  

UNHRC Shaming of 
Non-State 
Perpetrators  (t-1)  

Number of times the UNHRC shame the 
country over physical integrity 
violations perpetrated by non-state 
perpetrators.  
X>=0  

UNHRC Reports (2006-2013)  

  (table continues) 
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Variable   Indicator  Sources  

UNHRC Shaming of 
All Perpetrators (t-1)  

Number of times the UNHRC shame the 
country over physical integrity 
violations perpetrated by all 
perpetrators.  
X>=0  

UNHRC Reports (2006-2013)  

Level of Democracy  
(t-1)  

Computed by subtracting the autocratic 
score from the democratic score, where 
10 is most autocratic and 10 is most 
democratic  

Polity IV  

De Facto Judicial 
Independence (t-1)  

Scale of Independence:  
0= Non-independent judiciary  
1= Somewhat independent judiciary in 
practice  
2= Fully independent judiciary  

Political Repression: Courts and 
the Law by Linda Camp Keith 
(2011)  

De Jure Judicial 
Independence (t-1)  

Additive Index of the seven constitution 
provisions (Keith 2011)  

Political Repression: Courts and 
the Law by Linda Camp Keith 
(2011)  

PTS Score (t-1)  

Level of Political Violence and Terror 
that a Country Experiences (U.S. State 
Department).   
1≤x≤5  
1 =Countries under secure rule of law 5= 
Terror has expanded to the whole 
population  

PTS Dataset  

Internal Conflict  (t-1)  

Use of armed force that results into 25 
battle-related deaths per year and per 
dyad.   
X=1 if armed conflict is present  
X=0 if armed conflict is not present  

UCDP Dataset  

Log GDP per capita  Logged GDP per capita  World Bank Indicators  
Log Population  Logged Population  World Bank Indicators  
VNSO Perpetrators  Cases of extra government violence   Social Conflict Analysis Database  

  
  
Table A.5 Summary Statistics          

 N Mean Standard 
Deviation Min Max 

Police Charged  466 2.442 5.807 0 51 
Military Charged  467 1.49 5.823 0 69 
VNSO Perpetrators (t-1)  140 .1 .324 0 2 
   (table continues) 
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 N Mean Standard 
Deviation Min Max 

Both Shamed (t-1)  140 .5 .948 0 6 
State Perpetrators (t-1)  140 .579 .647 0 2 
VNSO Killings (t-1)  140 .5 .948 0 7 
VNSO Disappearances (t-
1)  140 `.2 .614 0 5 

VNSO Torture (t-1)  140 .471 .893 0 4 
Human Rights Violations 
(t-1)  470 2.823 .984 1 5 

Log Population  696 15.449 1.917 10.804 19.135 
Log GDP per capita  474 7.639 1.282 5.111 10.098 
VNSO Presence  486 .193 .395 0 1 
Civil War  486 .080 .272 0 1 
De Facto JI  405 .721 .838 0 2 
De Jure JI  391 9.355 4.766 0 18 
Level of Democracy     415 3.896 5.222 -9 10 

   

Table A.6 Frequency of Charges Against Military Personnel  
  

Mil_Charged 
2 Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

0 379       81.16       81.16 
1 20        4.28       85.44 
2 11        2.36       87.79 
3 8        1.71       89.51 
4 7        1.50       91.01 
5 9        1.93       92.93 
6 2        0.43       93.36 
7 2        0.43       93.79 
8 4        0.86       94.65 
9 3        0.64       95.29 
10 4        0.86       96.15 
11 1        0.21       96.36 
12 4        0.86       97.22 
13 3        0.64       97.86 
16 1        0.21       98.07 
18 1        0.21       98.29 
20 2        0.43       98.72 
25 2        0.43       99.14 
43 1        0.21       99.36 
44 1        0.21       99.57 
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54 1        0.21       99.79 
69 1        0.21      100.00 

Total 467      100.00 
  

 Table A.7 Frequency of Charges Against Police Personnel  
Pol_Charged 

2 Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

0 289       62.02       62.02 
1 31        6.65       68.67 
2 35        7.51       76.18 
3 26        5.58       81.76 
4 8        1.72       83.48 
5 11        2.36       85.84 
6 7        1.50       87.34 
7 14        3.00       90.34 
8 7        1.50       91.85 
9 7        1.50       93.35 
10 4        0.86       94.21 
11 2        0.43       94.64 
12 3        0.64       95.28 
13 1        0.21       95.49 
14 6        1.29       96.78 
15 3        0.64       97.42 
17 1        0.21       97.64 
21 2        0.43       98.07 
24 1        0.21       98.28 
30 1        0.21       98.50 
31 2        0.43       98.93 
33 1        0.21       99.14 
35 1        0.21       99.36 
39 1        0.21       99.57 
40 1        0.21       99.79 
51 1        0.21      100.00 

Total 466      100.00 
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