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The VNRs: In 2015, the Member States of the United Nations 

announced their commitment to the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable 

Development, which include 17 Sustainable Development Goals 

(“SDGs”) and 169 targets.  The Member States committed 

themselves not only to take action on these critical issues, but also 

to engage in voluntary, transparent, and rigorous follow-ups and 

reviews.  The results of these reviews are published through the 

Voluntary National Reports (“VNRs”).  The VNRs use a set of global 

indicators to evaluate the progress and challenges of implementing 

the SDGs by each Member State. 

SDG 16 – Promotion of Peaceful, Just, and Inclusive Societies: SDG 

16 calls to “[p]romote peaceful and inclusive societies for 

sustainable development, provide access to justice for all, and build 

effective, accountable, and inclusive institutions at all levels.”  In 

order to ensure effective reporting and understand how SDG 16 is 

interlinked with other SDGs, the Global Alliance for Reporting 

Progress on Peaceful, Just, and Inclusive Societies (the “Global 

Alliance”) was established.  At the request of Global Alliance, White 

& Case LLP examined the 22 VNRs submitted in 2016, the 43 VNRs 

submitted in 2017, and the 45 VNRs submitted in 2018 to assess 

whether, and to what extent, member states reported on the 

implementation of SDG 16 and the 24 related targets (the SDG16 

targets together with the 24 targets hereinafter “SDG16+Targets”).1 

Review Criteria: In a process similar to that performed by White & 

Case with respect to the 2016 and 2017 VNR reports, White & Case 

has reviewed the 45 VNRs submitted in 2018 and analyzed 

(i) whether the countries reported on SDG 16 and related targets; (ii) the extent of the reporting done 

on these targets; (iii) whether the report was a product of an inclusive, participatory process; (iv) 

whether the private sector was involved in implementation and reporting, and (v) whether sources of 

data were provided.   

                                                           
1 The 24 related targets are the following: 4.7 on a culture of peace, non violence and global citizenship; 5.2 on violence against women and 
girls; 5.3 on child marriage and female genital mutilation; 8.7 on child labour and soldiers; 10.7 on safe migration; 8.7 on forced and modern 
slavery and human trafficking; 11.7, 11.1, 11.2, 8.8 and 4a on safe public spaces, housing, transport, workplaces and education facilities; 8.5 on 
equal pay for equal work; 8.8 on labour rights; 10.3 on equal opportunities, laws, policies and practices; 10.4 on policies for greater equality; 5c 
on policies and legislation for gender equality; 5.1 on discrimination against women and girls; 4.5 on all forms of discrimination in education; 1b 
on institutions and policies for poverty reduction; 17.3 on tax collection; 11.3 on inclusive urbanisation; 10.7 on migration policies; 10.5 and 
10.6 on global financial and economic institutions; 17.10 on an equitable trade system; 10.2 on political, social and economic inclusion; and 5.5 
on women’s participation and leadership. 

The Global Alliance supports 
positive, people-focused and 
analytically robust reporting 
which includes official and 
unofficial statistics and is 
undertaken through an inclusive 
process which itself generates 
important results, including: 
 

• Improved coordination 
among line ministries and 
local government. 

• Dialogue and understanding 
among diverse social groups. 

• Information to enable the 
development of evidence 
based, nationally-owned 
projects, programmes, 
policies, and reform 
processes. 

• A vision of a peaceful and 
just society which promotes 
the well-being of all people 
and the planet. 

• Clarity on how all people—in 
government, civil society, 
and private sector—can help 
to realize that vision, and 
commitment to take the 
action needed to do so. 
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Detailed Findings: A detailed chart of the overall findings is attached hereto as Annex I.  Below is a 

cursory summary of the number of VNRs that reported on SDG16+Targets:2 

NUMBER OF COUNTRIES THAT REPORTED ON THE SDG16+ TARGETS 

SDG Indicator Total 

1.B Institutions and policies for poverty reduction 39 

4.5 All forms of discrimination in education 39 

4.7 Culture of peace, non violence and global citizenship 22 

4.A Safe education facilities 24 
5.1 Discrimination against women and girls 39 

5.2 Violence against women and girls 38 

5.3 Child marriage and female genital mutilation 23 

5.5 Women’s participation and leadership 38 

5.C Policies and legislation for gender equality 38 
8.5 Equal pay for equal work 34 

8.7 Child labour and soldiers; forced labor and modern slavery and human trafficking 25 

8.8 Labour rights; safe workplaces 22 

10.2 Political, social, and economic inclusion 35 

10.3 Equal opportunities, laws, policies and practices 29 

10.4 Policies for greater equality 36 
10.5 Regulation of global financial markets and institutions 8 

10.6 Representation in global economic markets and institutions 11 

10.7 Safe migration 20 

11.1 Safe housing 37 

11.2 Safe transport 37 

11.3 Inclusive urbanisation 36 
11.7 Safe public spaces 30 

16.1 Reduce violence 28 

16.2 End child abuse, exploitation, and violence 30 

16.3 Equal access to justice 34 

16.4 Reduce illicit financial and arms flows 20 

16.5 Reduce corruption and bribery 37 
16.6 Accountable transparent institutions 33 

16.7 Representative decision-making 21 

16.8 Participation of developing countries in global governance 12 

16.9 Legal identity for all 20 

16.10 Access to information and fundamental freedoms 24 

16.A Strengthen national institutions to prevent violence, terrorism, and crime 25 
16.B Promote non-discriminatory laws and policies 24 

17.10 Equitable trade system 23 

17.3 Tax collection 26 

  

                                                           
2 The level of reporting varied among the VNRs.  The total number listed reflects the number of countries that made reference to a relevant 
substantive topic, even if supporting data or detailed information was not provided or the indicator itself was not mentioned.  The detailed 
chart in Annex I differentiates between the mention of a particular topic and the citation of data supporting that reporting. 
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Overall Findings:  

Multi-Stakeholder Involvement in the Reporting Process Was Nearly Universal 

Of the 45 VNRs reviewed, 43 member states reported that their VNR was the product of an inclusive and 

participatory process.3  The level of detail provided on the VNR process varied across countries.  Most 

member states reported that the VNRs were prepared after multi-stakeholder consultation, including 

with the public sector, civil society, academia, private sector and other interest groups, though few 

provided any names of the individual groups or actors that participated in the consultations.  Australia’s 

Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade coordinated the VNR and received contributions from 

consultations with the private sector, academia, individuals, and marginalized communities.  Cabo Verde 

reported that the National Directorate for Planning, which prepared the report, held meetings with 

stakeholders from the central and local government, civil society, private sector, development partners 

and parliamentarians prior to drafting to determine the VNR’s scope and structure and, after drafting, 

held a Socialization and Validation Workshop to solicit additional comments and amendments before 

submitting the final version to the Government for approval.  Lao PDR reported that the National SDGs 

Secretariat organized a series of consultations in 2017 and 2018 with stakeholders from the government, 

National Assembly, private sector, academia, civil society organization, INGOs, UN agencies, and youth 

and volunteer groups.  Loa PDR also stated 30 participants from 28 civil society organizations discussed 

the draft VNR at a two-day workshop.  Lebanon reported collecting information through extensive 

consultation with key ministries, Parliament, and other state entities as well as from 23 individual 

stakeholder interviews and a questionnaire sent to all relevant public-sector administrations.  

Paraguay’s report was prepared under the supervision of the Paraguay 2030 Coordination SDG 

Commission with support of government authorities, civil society organizations and private sector 

organizations.  Togo stated that the VNR was prepared not only in a participatory and inclusive fashion, 

but also involved all development stakeholders at all stages of its formulation.  Togo’s VNR process 

included updating its data collection questionnaire, holding preparatory kick-off workshops, data 

collection, drafting of the preliminary report, validation of the report, and editing and dissemination. 

Albania’s Technical Working Group on SDGs coordinated its VNR with inputs from the main government 

institutions leading the reform in each priority area and UN agencies in Albania, and the main findings 

were validated through a consultative process with local government, academia, civil society and the 

business community.  Albania also reported that it has disseminated its VNR to the public for 

consultation and has built on the feedback it received.  Armenia reported that the VNR process, which 

took around 6 months, included varying methods of consultative formats, including (i) individual talks 

with representatives from government agencies, community authorities, business, civil society 

organizations and households, (ii) multi-stakeholder roundtable discussions, and (iii) circulation and 

discussions of the draft report with interested stakeholders. Vietnam’s formulation process involved 

                                                           
3 Senegal and Switzerland are the only two 2018 VNRs that did not state the report was drafted as part of an 
inclusive and participatory process.  Switzerland reports that its VNR is based on the Swiss federal government’s 
comprehensive baseline assessment.  However, Switzerland reported that its private sector, NGOs, and scientific 
community are committed to sustainable development and that an advisory group, composed of interested non-
state actors, has identified what it considers to be Switzerland’s priority challenges, and provides a platform for 
further dialogue with the federal government and for partnerships for implementing the 2030 Agenda.    
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extensive participation from the National Assembly, ministries and agencies, socio-political 

organizations such as Women and Youth Unions, socio-professional organizations, UN agencies in 

Vietnam, development partners, NGOs, representatives from the business community, research 

institutes, scientists, and vulnerable groups.  Vietnam also notes that it held a VNR kick-off workshop to 

involve all stakeholders in the formulation process and gathered comments after the VNR was drafted 

through consultation workshops, documents and emails.  Slovakia reported it devised a process where 

“all segments of society” were involved, including NGO, private sector, academia, interest groups, 

regions, municipalities and the public, and that its priority-setting process, which was overviewed by the 

Government Council of the Slovak Republic for the 2030 Agenda, met the criteria of inclusiveness and 

transparency.  Spain created a new High Commissioner for the 2030 Agenda to oversee and coordinate 

the reporting efforts of the president of government, governments of Autonomous Regions, local 

governments, trade unions, and large companies.  Spain has also resolved to create a virtual platform to 

raise awareness and encourage transparency by acting as a complete information source about the 2030 

Agenda and recording the commitment of all citizens and stakeholders.  Sri Lanka involved government, 

private sector, academia, development partners and civil society organizations in its VNR process.  Sri 

Lanka’s VNR Task Force held multi-stakeholder consulting workshops, developed an online platform to 

engage stakeholders, and formed a Stakeholder Engagement Plan with five levels of public participation 

– inform, consult, involve, collaborate, empower.  Ecuador notes that the VNR was a process involving 

more than 250 participants during 5 different workshops hosted in various cities in Ecuador. In Latvia, 

the Informal Advisory working group (established by the Cross Sectoral Coordination Centre) provided 

and reviewed information before approval by the Cabinet Ministers.  The working group included 

representatives of the Latvian Association of Local and Regional Governments, the Free Trade Union 

Confederation of Latvia, the Employers’ Confederation of Latvia, UNESCO Latvian National Committee, 

World Health Organization, NGOs delegated by the Council.  In Egypt, the review process included 

consultations with the governmental entities, the active contribution of NGOs, and the contribution 

from experts.  Jamaica’s methodology was an “engagement of all stakeholders including NGOs, CSOs, 

private sector, academia, philanthropic organizations, international development partners and all sub-

groups of the population (women, children, youth, older persons, persons with disabilities etc.).” In 

Lithuania, experts were established for drawing up the VNR of 2030 Agenda implementation, which 

involved specialists of various ministries and representatives of NGOs and municipalities in its work. 

Namibia reported collecting data from numerous local development planning instruments resulting 

from diverse stakeholder consultative processes from the highest to grass-root levels through 

stakeholder consultations.  Poland’s report was prepared by a government-appointed Task Force, which 

included representatives of ministries, social organisations, social and economic partners, NGOs, public 

statistics, civil society, academia and youth.  Moreover, Poland reported that its VNR was subject to 

extensive public consultations in accordance with the ‘no one will be left behind’ principle.  Uruguay’s 

process involved several meetings with both public and private sector, civil society, academic 

institutions and international organizations.  Uruguay’s Directorate for Evaluation (AGEV) conducted an 

overview of all actors directly involved in the implementation of each SDG and further organized 

meetings for discussion and information exchange for the purpose of the development of the VNR.  

Canada reported that it will launch a process to develop a national strategy on the 2030 agenda through 

collaboration with all levels of government, Indigenous peoples, civil society and the private sector.  
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There are two parts entitled “Engagement” and “Canada and the world” in almost every SDG of the 

Canadian VNR, which elaborate how Canada engages with relevant stakeholders and civil society 

organizations to achieve the goals in respective areas. 

Nearly All Member States Reported Private Sector Involvement in Advancing the 2030 Agenda  

Of the 45 VNRs, 42 reported collaboration or assistance from the private sector, as compared with only 

roughly 50% reporting such collaboration in 2017.   

Saudi Arabia held workshops attended by several private sector and charity societies and associations, 

including the Saudi Basic Industries Corporation, ACWA Power Corporation, Bunyan’s Women’s 

Charitable Association, the King Khalid Foundation and the Prince Mohammad bin Salman bin Abdulaziz 

Foundation.  In Andorra, the Ministry of Foreign Affairs had meetings and contacts with the private 

sector to share good practices in the implementation of the 2030 Agenda and pave the way for future 

collaborations. Bahrain’s report involved contributions from civil societies, various private sector 

representatives, academics, research centres, educational institutions, media organizations and women 

and youth associations.  The UAE reported that partnerships with leading private sector companies are 

being explored and several pilot projects have been launched to gauge the viability of public-private 

partnerships to produce the rich datasets that SDGs require.  UAE also notes it seeks to leverage its STI 

framework and collaborate with the country’s STI sectors to address data needs.  Benin stated that 

employers’ associations, senior management of companies and other actors of the civil society 

participated in national workshops.  The Royal Government of Bhutan included the private sector, as 

well as the international community, civil society, and the local governments in achieving the 2030 

Agenda for Sustainable Development.  Bhutan also promoted the roles of the community, civil society, 

and the private sector in contributing to national sovereignty, prosperity and sustainability through 

development plans and policies.  Colombia has begun a pilot program specially designed to include the 

private sector and to collect quantitative information from various economic sectors.  In Greece, the 

ministries and other stakeholders, including the ESC, local and regional authorities, academia and 

research institutes, civil society organizations, and the private sector, all contributed to drafting the 

VNR.  Greece’s report also mentions that the Municipality of Athens has built a system for data 

collection with the support of civil society institutions and the private sector.  CSR Hellas and the 

Hellenic Federation of Enterprises (SEV) Business Council for Sustainable Development (SEVBCSD) co-

organised a business conference to launch a dialogue among stakeholders, present good business 

practices, and highlight SDG 17 “Partnership for the Goals”.  SEVBCSD has also completed a study among 

its members on the business perspective of the SDGs, highlighting the prioritization of SDGs by 

businesses in Greece.  Hungary has established a new inter-ministerial coordination mechanism which 

enhances achievement of sustainable development.  Based on this mechanism, a platform has been 

established, involving non-governmental entities, Hungarian Central Statistical Office, CSOs, academia 

and the business sector.  The Irish Department of Communications, Climate Action and Environment—

the department tasked with drafting the report—facilitated a private sector “VRN Stakeholder 

Consultation Workshop” to discuss a draft of the VNR.  Ireland also created a national SDG Stakeholder 

Forum to engage the private sector, NGOs, civil society groups, trade unions, local government, and 

others in the country’s SDG growth.  Malta engaged the private sector in reporting and to identify and 



6 
 

agree upon an “overarching objective” of the National Agricultural Policy for the Maltese Islands 2018-

2028 (to steer agricultural sector into a more sustainable direction) as part of SDG 2- Zero Hunger.  

Malta also highlighted two public-private-civil society partnerships including a November 2017 16-day 

event on domestic violence and a 2018 campaign “Making Malta Green and Clean”.  Senegal reported 

that the private sector is a major actor in its national SDG plan.  Mexico stated that the government is in 

constant dialogue with the private sector and has established different channels of communication with 

the private sector. The Alliance for Sustainability (“AxS”) was created between the Mexican Agency for 

International Development Cooperation and the private sector and has established five committees in 

strategic areas of the 2030 Agenda.  In Palestine, private sector organizations were represented in the 

National SDGs Team, which was formed to support senior governmental leadership in the official review 

process; private sector representatives also participated in numerous deliberations to collect data, 

disseminate goals and targets, and discuss prioritisation and localization of the SDGs.  Qatar stated that 

in implementing the Sustainable Development Agenda, the Ministry of Development Planning and 

Statistics receives support from the private sector as well as other ministries and government agencies, 

universities and research centers, and civil society organizations.  The “Next Steps” section of the 

Qatar’s VNR mentions the need for continued cooperation and solidarity between public and private 

sectors, and civil society organizations to achieve QNV2030 goals and overcome implementation 

challenges.  In the Bahamas, the Chamber of Commerce exchanged information with the private sector 

representatives to determine their engagement with SDGs in their various policies and programs.  The 

Dominican Republic reported an inclusive process of all participants, including private sector.  In 

Singapore, the IMC-SDGs reached out to businesses as part of the process of compiling the Singapore 

VNR.  Sudan VNR stated “the VNR 2018…has engaged all national state and non-state stakeholders: the 

line ministries and public institutions, the private sector, the parliament, the civil society and voluntary 

organizations, and the Sudanese people.” The Sudanese government also shares the implementation of 

its development plans with the private sector in the form of domestic public-private partnerships, and 

foreign partnerships in Sudan.   

Use of Statistics and Data 

Most countries provided detailed statistics for at least some of the SDG16+ indicators in their VNRs.  

Member States often stated that they obtained data from a variety of sources that generally varied 

based on the particular indicator.  Hungary reported that ministries, NGOs, the Hungarian Central 

Statistical Office, the Ombudsman for Future Generations, the Business Council for Sustainable 

Development in Hungary, the Civil Roundtable for Sustainable Development, the Hungarian UN Youth 

Delegate, and National Council for Sustainable Development all contributed data for the report.  Greece 

provided an Annex listing statistical information for all SDGs primarily derived from the Eurostat 

database and produced in collaboration with the Hellenic Statistical Authority (ELSTAT).  ELSTAT 

conducted three rounds to identify data from custodian agencies.  Australia included a section in its VNR 

on its approach towards gathering SDG data, including data sources and methodologies used.  Latvia 

included an Annex to its VNR detailing the methodology used and noting that the data is based on 

indicators provided by Eurostat, Sustainable Development Strategy of Latvia, National Development 

Plans, Central Statistical Bureau and other public databases.  Albania also included a “Statistical Annex” 
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where the statistics and sources for the targets are set out.  Palestine identifies the sources of most of 

its data in endnotes to the VNR; including such sources as the Palestinian Central Bureau of Statistics, 

UNESCO, UNICEF, Ministry of Education and Higher Education, Ministry of National Economy, Office of 

Public Personnel, and Central Statistical Organization, International Peace and Cooperation Centre; UN 

Habitat, police data, UNSD Global Database, among others.  In Sri Lanka, the Sri Lanka Department of 

Census and Statistics (DCS) is responsible for collecting and analysing SDG progress and the DCS has 

statistical units in various key departments and ministries with compiled information from censuses, 

surveys, and administrative data.  Sri Lanka also cites sources including the World Bank, Institute of 

Policy Studies of Sri Lanka, UNICEF, Asian Development Bank and International Labour Organization, UN 

Population Fund, Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development, the Central Bank of Sri 

Lanka, GAN Integrity, World Food Programme, and others.  Spain did not consistently provide the source 

of data for all indicators, but did note sources for many, including from the Report on Financing for 

Development (published by the European Commission), a 2017 Living Conditions Survey, the Gini Index, 

2016 World Bank Report, statistics from the Ministry of Education, studies such as the Programme for 

International Student Assessment, Trends in International Mathematics and Science Study, and Progress 

in International Reading Literacy Study.  Malta set up a Focal Point Network to facilitate the collection of 

data and input and offer a forum for the exchange of information and cooperation among Government 

Ministries.  Canada included a Statistical Annex with detailed data supporting each SDG including a list of 

the data provider, the source of the data, and a link to the underlying data.  Canada reports that, 

Statistics Canada is its national statistical office and legislated coordinator of the national statistical 

system.  The VNR describes Statistics Canada as a trusted producer of high quality, robust, impartial 

statistical information that works in partnership with governmental departments, the private sector, 

NGOs and international organizations to ensure high quality information to assess the 17 SDGs.  In May 

2018, the Canadian Government launched the SDG Data Hub as a one-stop online site for access to 

statistical indicators to help track Canada’s progress in meeting its commitment to the 2030 Agenda.   

Continued Data Challenges 

SDG 16, arguably the most ambitious of the sustainable development goals, still faces challenges with 

measuring and reporting.  Some countries expressly highlighted the lack of data for quantitative 

reporting. Vietnam stated that, because many SDG indicators do not have metadata, it had to collect 

data from unconventional sources and use complicated calculation methods to monitor and evaluate 

implementation of the SDGs.  Vietnam acknowledged its current statistical system and capacity does not 

meet SDG statistical requirements.  Sudan reported that no attempt has been made to quantitatively 

measure progress and that much of the data needed to measure the SDG indicators does not exist.  

Sudan’s VNR specifically calls for the building of capacity of the Central Bureau of Statistics and the 

development of administrative records to address the issue of lack of data.   

Even for those countries with data, countries are reliant on data from a variety of sources with varying 

methodologies in the data collection.  For example, Armenia’s data collection effort, which it reported 

was a challenging exercise, included compiling and analyzing accurate sex, age and diversity-

disaggregated data from various sources, including: national official statistics, sector specific data and 

information from ministries and other authorities, data from sector specific strategy documents which 
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involved specific performance indicators, information from businesses, the World Bank, various agencies 

and organizations and data sources of the United Nations.    

While data collection from a variety of sources often is one driver of multi-stakeholder engagement, it 

also may limit the ability to objectively assess a country’s performance on indicators measuring peace, 

justice and strong institutions.  There is a notable absence of official government data collected 

according to recognized and accepted standards by which to compare different countries and a 

country’s progress over time.  As a result, it is impossible to measure SDG16 in any comparable way 

across member states.    

Reporting Results As Compared with the 2016 and 2017 VNRs 

As compared with the 2016 and 2017 VNRs, the country reports generally are more comprehensive and 

detailed overall.  Nearly all countries reported on SDG16+ indicators to some extent.  There was also an 

increase in the percentage of countries reporting on every SDG 16 indicator (16.1-16.B) as compared 

with 2017.   

The percentage of countries that reported on each of the SDG16+ indicators is detailed below.  Overall, 

as compared to 2016 and 2017, there was an increase in the percentage of countries reporting on forms 

of discrimination in education (4.5), safe education facilities (4.A), discrimination against violence and 

girls (5.1), violence against women and girls (5.2), child marriage and female genital mutilation (5.3), 

equal pay for equal work (8.5), policies and legislation for gender equality (5.C), child labor and human 

trafficking (8.7), political, social, and economic inclusion (10.2), policies for greater equality (10.4), , safe 

housing (11.1), safe transport (11.2), inclusive urbanisation (11.3), safe public spaces (11.7), reduction of 

illicit financial and arms flow (16.4), reduction of corruption and poverty (16.5), accountable transparent 

institutions (16.6), strengthening institutions to prevent violence, terrorism, and crime (16.A), legal 

identity for all (16.9), equitable trade systems (17.10), and tax collection (17.3).  As compared with 2016 

and 2017, there was a decrease in the percentage of countries reporting on regulation of global financial 

markets and institutions (10.5). 

NUMBER OF COUNTRIES THAT REPORTED ON THE SDG16+ TARGETS 

SDG SDG Indicator 2016  
Total 
 

2017  
Total 
 

2018  
Total 

2016 
Percent 

Reported 

2017 
Percent 

Reported 

2018 
Percent 
Reported 

Total 
Percent 
Change 
from 2016  

Total 
Percent 
Chang
e 
from 
2017 1.B Institutions and policies for 

poverty reduction 
19 39 39 86.36% 90.70% 86.67% 0.30% -4.03% 

4.5 All forms of discrimination in 
education 

18 33 39 81.82% 76.74% 86.67% 4.85% 9.92% 

4.7 Culture of peace, non violence 
and global citizenship 

14 18 22 63.64% 41.86% 48.89% -14.75% 7.03% 

4.A Safe education facilities 9 15 24 40.91% 34.88% 53.33% 12.42% 18.45% 

5.1 Discrimination against women 
and girls 

17 37 39 77.27% 86.05% 86.67% 9.39% 0.62% 
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NUMBER OF COUNTRIES THAT REPORTED ON THE SDG16+ TARGETS 

SDG SDG Indicator 2016  
Total 
 

2017  
Total 
 

2018  
Total 

2016 
Percent 

Reported 

2017 
Percent 

Reported 

2018 
Percent 
Reported 

Total 
Percent 
Change 
from 2016  

Total 
Percent 
Chang
e 
from 
2017 5.2 Violence against women and 

girls 
12 34 38 54.55% 79.07% 84.44% 29.90% 5.37% 

5.3 Child marriage and female 
genital mutilation 

6 18 23 27.27% 41.86% 51.11% 23.84% 9.25% 

5.5 Women’s participation and 
leadership 

15 37 38 68.18% 86.05% 84.44% 16.26% -1.60% 

5.C Policies and legislation for 
gender equality 

14 33 38 63.64% 76.74% 84.44% 20.81% 7.70% 

8.5 Equal pay for equal work 13 24 34 59.09% 55.81% 75.56% 16.46% 19.74% 

8.7 Child labour and soldiers; 
forced labor and modern 
slavery and human trafficking 
 
 
 

7 15 25 31.82% 34.88% 55.56% 23.74% 20.67% 

8.8 Labour rights; safe workplaces 11 15 22 50.00% 34.88% 48.89% -1.11% 14.01% 

10.2 Political, social, and economic 
inclusion 

17 23 35 77.27% 53.49% 77.78% 0.51% 24.29% 

10.3 Equal opportunities, laws, 
policies and practices 

16 26 29 72.73% 60.47% 64.44% -8.28% 3.98% 

10.4 Policies for greater equality 13 24 36 59.09% 55.81% 80.00% 20.91% 24.19% 
10.5 Regulation of global financial 

markets and institutions 
4 10 8 18.18% 23.26% 17.78% -0.40% -5.48% 

10.6 Representation in global 
economic markets and 
institutions 

7 9 11 31.82% 20.93% 24.44% -7.37% 3.51% 

10.7 Safe migration 11 12 20 50.00% 27.91% 44.44% -5.56% 16.54% 
11.1 Safe housing 12 21 37 54.55% 48.84% 82.22% 27.68% 33.39% 
11.2 Safe transport 9 21 37 40.91% 48.84% 82.22% 41.31% 33.39% 
11.3 Inclusive urbanisation 15 19 36 68.18% 44.19% 80.00% 11.82% 35.81% 
11.7 Safe public spaces 7 11 30 31.82% 25.58% 66.67% 34.85% 41.09% 
16.1 Reduce violence 9 18 28 40.91% 41.86% 62.22% 21.31% 20.36% 
16.2 End child abuse, exploitation, 

and violence 
10 17 30 45.45% 39.53% 66.67% 21.21% 27.13% 

16.3 Equal access to justice 14 23 34 63.64% 53.49% 75.56% 11.92% 22.07% 
16.4 Reduce illicit financial and 

arms flows 
5 12 20 22.73% 27.91% 44.44% 21.72% 16.54% 

16.5 Reduce corruption and bribery 10 21 37 45.45% 48.84% 82.22% 36.77% 33.39% 
16.6 Accountable transparent 

institutions 
12 18 33 54.55% 41.86% 73.33% 18.79% 31.47% 

16.7 Representative decision-
making 

13 18 21 59.09% 41.86% 46.67% -12.42% 4.81% 

16.8 Participation of developing 
countries in global governance 

10 11 12 45.45% 25.58% 26.67% -18.79% 1.09% 

16.9 Legal identity for all 5 10 20 22.73% 23.26% 44.44% 21.72% 21.19% 
16.10 Access to information and 

fundamental freedoms 
12 20 24 54.55% 46.51% 53.33% -1.21% 6.82% 
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NUMBER OF COUNTRIES THAT REPORTED ON THE SDG16+ TARGETS 

SDG SDG Indicator 2016  
Total 
 

2017  
Total 
 

2018  
Total 

2016 
Percent 

Reported 

2017 
Percent 

Reported 

2018 
Percent 
Reported 

Total 
Percent 
Change 
from 2016  

Total 
Percent 
Chang
e 
from 
2017 16.A Strengthen national 

institutions to prevent 
violence, terrorism, and crime 

10 11 25 45.45% 25.58% 55.56% 10.10% 29.97% 

16.B Promote non-discriminatory 
laws and policies 

14 17 24 63.64% 39.53% 53.33% -10.30% 13.80% 

17.10 Equitable trade system 9 16 23 40.91% 37.21% 51.11% 10.20% 13.90% 
17.3 Tax collection 8 20 26 36.36% 46.51% 57.78% 21.41% 11.27% 

 


