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ECRI’s country reports are well known, their quality is generally assessed as good –

–

ECRI’s man

complementing the “interim procedure” introduced to facilitate implementation of recommendations. 

monitoring body established in October 1993. Under its Statute, ECRI is “

law”

The objective of the evaluation was to assess ECRI’s effectiveness, 
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ECRI’s objective is to encourage changes in the CoE member states, but it has no power to 

“Implementability” of recommendations could be enhanced by reducing their number per country 

There is no conclusive evidence to suggest that the products of ECRI’s work are used 

operation activities help to raise awareness of ECRI’s mission and activities; ECRI has 

An “interim procedure” (selection of three top

of the “interim procedure” cannot by itself solve the problems caused by the large

recommendations issued by ECRI. The results of the application of the “interim procedure” 



Evaluation (2012)5   3 

Based on findings, the mandate of ECRI is consistent with the monitoring body’s objective of 

ECRI’s two pillar structure (members and Secretariat) is consistent with the body’s statutory 

proportion of ECRI’s work is

Members of ECRI ‘ ’; ‘

– –

The report remarks that, while the Statute specifies that members “

”, no definition of independence and impartiality is given. This 
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