Box 1. UNCAC, Article 5
“UNCAC Article 5 requires State Parties to
carry out coordinated anti-corruption
policies ‘that promote participation of
society and reflect the principles of the rule
of law, proper management of public affairs
and public property, integrity, transparency
and accountability’; State Parties are called
to regularly assess the impact and adequacy
of these policies.”
UNDP, “Mainstreaming Anti-Corruption in
Development,” Anti-Corruption Practice Note,
December 2008.

“When it comes to higher education, youth in particular
highlighted the level of formal and informal payments,
which makes access to higher education prohibitively
expensive for the poor. They also complained of lack of
transparency in admission to higher education
institutions and the way in which students are selected
for bursaries and special programmes.” (p.10)
“Corruption at all levels of the education system was
mentioned by youth and civil society representatives.
This is related to obtaining higher grades for exams and
securing a place in a particular educational
establishment, particularly in higher education.”
—Tajikistan, report of post-2015 national consultations,
p. 12

“Corruption is widely perceived as one of the major problems in Serbian society. Although the legal and institutional
framework is in place (an anti-corruption agency, a special prosecutor for corruption and organised crime, etc.), major
breakthroughs have not been achieved.
The problem of weak institutions was often labelled as ‘bureaucratization’, corrupted institutions, or ineffective
institutions. This simply means that at the end they do not provide the services they are meant to do, and people do not
have use of these institutions in their efforts to complete the tasks. This includes a wide range of examples, from
providing basic ID documents, to realizing certain rights or accessing some programmes and support measures. In
many cases due to the perceived weaknesses of many institutions, stakeholders claimed that the whole system is weak
and dysfunctional.”
—Serbia, report of post-2015 national consultations in Serbia, pp.62-63

“For the majority of people, their most direct experience of ‘governance’ is at
local level through interaction with local extension agents, local agro-dealers,
forest guards, fisheries officers, public health services, agricultural, social and
education services. Even the best designed natural resource, social and
economic policies will be ineffective in the absence of effective systems for
service delivery, regulation, control of corruption and protection of rights.
Inequalities in access to natural resources (rights to access land or water
resources) and/or to inputs and services such as seeds, fertilizers or credit
strongly limit agricultural productivity. Lack of transparency and information
about social protection programmes, lack of awareness among possible
beneficiaries, and wide ‘administrative discretion’ lead to the failure of such
programmes to reach many of those in greatest need.
While there is not a direct correlation between the two issues, it can be observed
that many states with low food and nutrition security lack the capacity to create
enabling and coherent policy and legal framework, to be transparent and
accountable to relevant stakeholders, and to enforce the rule of law and
encourage gender equality. This is often accompanied by a lack of capacity and
of opportunity, for the people, to take an active part in decision-making
processes and hold governments to account.
—Contribution to the e-consultation on hunger, food and nutrition security, p. 287.

“Many government and civil initiatives were designed appropriately for addressing issues such as poverty and
environmental degradation. Many of them saw huge investments from public sources and announcement of public
policy to strengthen the implementation. However, these initiatives yielded sub-optimal results due to two broad
categories of problems. The first is the poor capacity of implementing agencies, particularly state departments, to
understand and appreciate issues related to poverty and environmental degradation. To make matters worse there
were no accountability mechanisms to ensure quality results. Micro watershed development programme was cited as
one good example of this challenge. The second overarching problem is that these initiatives require convergence of
multiple institutions such as training agencies, finance institutions and markets. Very few programmes provided for
such convergence from these resource institutions.”
—India, report of post-2015 national consultations, p.53

“Stakeholders do point out, however, that the low level of
rights awareness amongst the population is an obstacle to
active citizenship. When people are not fully aware of their
rights and entitlements, it is difficult for them to claim them, or
indeed to hold government officials accountable in case of
wrongdoing. Many suggestions were raised, therefore, to boost
rights awareness and build accountability mechanisms. There
were calls to strengthen the rights awareness of youth, women,
people with disabilities, ethnic minorities, employees and
labour migrants in particular.”
—Tajikistan, report of post-2015 national consultations, p. 24

It is very important to establish good governance, accountability and also political commitment in achieving food and
nutrition security. Because in a country like Bangladesh, corruption is the main hurdle for eradicating poverty. Corruption is
everywhere. The victims are the poor people, those who need help and those who seek services. From health care to the job
sector, you have to bribe the authority. It becomes an open secret matter. Everyone knows but no one can do anything. Civil
society is shouting but the government itself is corrupted. The security, law and order, police everyone is corrupted. […] So
political will, accountability and governance should be improved in the country. There should be a goal in the next agenda
that corruption level should be declined by more than 50 percent by next five years.”
—Contribution to the e-consultation on hunger, food and nutrition security, p. 256
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Figure 2. Integrating Transparency, accountability and anti-corruption as development enablers
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Figure 3. A comprehensive approach
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Take advantage of local/national control over
indicator selection and data collection so as to
generate ‘national ownership’
Employ a mix of objective and perception-based
data and in the case of the latter give preference
to locally informed expert perspectives
Give preference to data sources that allow for
disaggregation by gender, race, income group
and region
Employ a mix of quantitative and qualitative data
Take advantage of information and
communication technologies (ICTs) to enhance
data-collection methods

Table 3. Suggested indicators for anti-corruption, including reducing illicit financial flows and recovering stolen assets
Suggested
indicator

Possible data source

Type of data

Main strengths

Input /output data

Citation/source/pro
posed by

Global or national
Transparent
operations of
extractive
industries

Extractive Industries
Transparency
Initiative (EITI)

Objective,

Output

National;
global

Resource Governance
Index from National
Revenue Watch
Institute

Subjective,

Output

National

Extent to which
national laws for
detecting and
preventing illicit
financial flows are
compliant with
UNCAC

UNCAC gap analysis
and self-assessment
report

Objective,

Input

National;
some
aspects
can be
globally
compared

National ownership; selfassessment;
implementation mechanism
in place and enjoys political
support; enjoys broad
participation of civil society
groups; input-based
indicator

Global Integrity

Volume of illicit
financial flows
measured in terms
of trade misinvoicing and
transfer pricing

Global Financial
Integrity

Objective

Output

National,
global

Although not perfect, the
amount of illicit financial
flows could be estimated
for each country using the
global data set

Global Financial
Integrity; IMF
dataset

Percentage of the
anti-money
laundering global
recommendations
implemented

Basel Institute on
Governance

Objective

Input;
output

Global;
national

Asssess the effectiveness of
implemenatiom of
international standards and
regulations.

DFID

Extent to which
national anticorruption laws
are compliant with
UNCAC

UNCAC gap analysis
and self-assessment
report

Objective

Input

National;
some
aspects
can be
globally
compared

National ownership; selfassessment;
implementation mechanism
in place and enjoys political
support; enjoys broad
participation of civil society
groups; input-based
indicator

UNDP (2012); UNTT
(2013);
Transparency
International

Number of
individuals who
report paying a
bribe when
interacting with
government
officials

International Crime
Victim's Survey

Survey,
subjective

Output

National;
global

Transparency
International Global
Bribery Barometer

Survey,
subjective

Output

National,
global

Regional public
opinion surveys

Survey,
subjective

Output

National;
regional

self-reported

Applicable to other sectorspecific goals and targets

OHCHR/UNDP
(2012);
UNDP,UNICEF and
PBSO (2013); UNTT
(2013)
UNTT (2013)

experts
survey

selfassessment

Financial Task Action
Force

National ownserhip because
both sources utilize national
surveys and local experts;
tracks actual (fact-based)
experience with corruption
as opposed to perception;
applicable to other sectorspecific goal and targest,

Global Witness

HLP report; Foresti
et al.; UNTT (2013);
Global Integrity;
CIGI (2012)
UNDP, UNICEF and
PBSO(2013);
UNTT(2013)
HLP report; Foresti
et al.; UNTT(2013);
Global Integrity;
CIGI(2012)

Number of firms
reporting that
informal gifts or
payments were
needed to obtain
services

Business
Environment and
Enterprise Survey
(BEEPS)

Survey,
subjective

Output

National

Survey of private firms that
can be disaggregated into
sectors and has relatively
consistent coverage over
time
and
countries;
measures
fact-based
outcomes; applicable to
other sector-specific goals
and targets.

UNDP(2008)

Reported level of
public perception
of corruption

Transparency
International Global
Corruption
Barometer

Survey,
subjective

Output

National;
global

Measures perception based
outcome at firm level;
based on original data and
can disaggregated by sector
to provide additional
actionable items; TI survey
is run by national
organizations and local
experts; possible to
disaggregate by class and
gender

CIGI (2012); UNTT
(2013); UNDP
(2008)

Number of firms
that expect
informal gifts or
payments needed
to obtain services

World Bank
Enterprise Survey.

Firm-level
survey,
subjective

Output

National;
global

Survey of private firms, can
be combined in a “basket”
with fact-based indicators
of corruption to provide a
complete sense of incidence
and perception of
corruption.

Olken and Pande;
UNTT (2013)

Table 4. Suggested indicators for transparency and open data

Main strengths

Type of data
Suggested indicator

Possible
source

data

Input /output data
Global or national

Main strengths

Citation/source/pr
oposed by

Table 5. Suggested indicators for accountability
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