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ABOUT TRANSPARENCY INTERNATIONAL AUSTRALIA 

TI Australia (TIA) is part of a global coalition to fight corruption and promote transparency, integrity and accountability 

at all levels and across all sectors of society, including in government. TIA was launched in March 1995 to raise 

awareness of corruption in Australia and to initiate moves to combat it. TIA believes that corruption is one of the 

greatest challenges of the contemporary world. Corruption undermines good government, distorts public policy, leads 

to the misallocation of resources, harms private and public sector development and particularly hurts the poor. It 

drives economic inequality and is a major barrier in poverty eradication. Tackling corruption is only possible with the 

cooperation of a wide range of stakeholders. We engage with the private sector, government and civil society to 

build coalitions against corruption. Coalitions against corruption will help shape a world in which government, politics, 

business, civil society and the daily lives of people are free of corruption. 

TI Australia is the national chapter of Transparency International (TI), the global coalition against corruption, with a 

presence in over 100 countries. TIA fully supports TI’s Vision, Objectives and Guiding Principles and Mission and 

Strategy. 

TI Australia is registered with the Australian Charities and Not‐for‐Profits Commission (ACNC). 

INTRODUCTION 

Transparency International Australia (TIA) welcomes the opportunity to make the following points with reference to 

the inquiry into the United Nations Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs), with particular reference (among others) 

to: 

a) Understanding and awareness of the SDGs across the Australian Government and in the wider Australian 

community 

b) Potential costs, benefits and opportunities for Australia in the domestic implementation of the SDGs 

This submission from TIA focuses on SDG 16 (peace, justice and strong institutions) and SDG 17 (partnership for the 

goals). Effective, accountable and transparent institutions and integrity systems at a national, regional and global level 

http://www.transparency.org.au/
mailto:info@transparency.org.au
http://www.transparency.org/
http://transparency.org.au/tia/vision-guiding-principles/
http://transparency.org.au/tia/mission-statement/
http://transparency.org.au/tia/mission-statement/
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are critical to combat corruption and bribery in all forms including illicit financial flows, money laundering, and tax 

evasion.  

The 2030 Agenda for sustainable development recognises the corrosive effects of corruption. In its introduction to 

Goal 16, the UN notes that corruption, bribery, tax evasion and related illicit financial flows deprive developing 

countries of around US$1.26 trillion per year.  

Reducing corruption is a crucial component of the sustainable development agenda that all state parties have an 

obligation to address. To ensure targets are reached, Australia must actively contribute to the identification of 

corruption’s causes and mitigation of its effects in both developed and developing countries, and ensure that where 

appropriate, ‘stolen assets’ are recovered and repatriated.  

To achieve this, effective, accountable and transparent integrity systems are needed.  Inclusive, participatory and 

representative decision-making is essential, and strategic partnerships between governments, businesses and civil 

society at a national, regional and global level will assist in meeting the SDG targets. 

TI AUSTRALIA POSITION 

a) Understanding and awareness of the SDG across the Australian Government and in the wider 
Australian community 

It is the view of TIA that awareness of the SDGs among the Australian public is very low. This is exacerbated by: 

• Lack of a strategic national SDG implementation plan 

• Lack of SDG champions within the highest tiers of government 

• Lack of designated resources to develop a national SDG action plan and promote the SDGs 

The lack of an integrated approach to implementing SDGs greatly diminishes the potential of the overarching goals 

16 and 17. This is all the more regrettable as achieving these goals would strengthen endeavours towards achieving 

the other SDGs. 

While knowledge of the SDGs ‘flies under the radar’ of the wider Australian public, the same cannot be said for the 

public’s understanding of corruption and bribery risks.  

Transparency International’s 2017 Corruption Perceptions Index shows a worrying trend in the perception of 

corruption in Australia.  

Australia’s score has continued to slip, falling eight points in six years (from 85 to 77) and is no longer a top 10 country. 

By comparison, the UK has risen eight points in six years (from 74-82).  

New Zealand topped the Index with a score of 89. One possible explanation for the UK’s rise is its robust Anti-Bribery 

Act and the introduction of Adequate Procedures to guide private enterprises on how to avoid falling foul of the Act. 

In addition, in 2016, then Prime Minister David Cameron hosted a landmark international anti-corruption summit in 

London, culminating in the first ever global declaration against corruption. Further, the recent enactment of the law on 

Unexplained Wealth Order marks another landmark in the UKs fight against corruption, particularly in terms of 

stopping the flow of illicit finances to the country and asset recovery. These efforts represent a more integrated 

approach to Goal 16 than is the case in Australia. 

https://www.un.org/sustainabledevelopment/peace-justice/
http://transparency.org.au/2017-corruption-perceptions-index/
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b) Potential costs, benefits and opportunities for Australia in the domestic implementation of the 
SDG 

Corruption is a significant impediment to achieving the SDG targets. Strengthening existing and establishing new 

integrity systems would both support SDG implementation and help restore public trust in government. 

Currently, the Australian financial system is vulnerable to money laundering and decisive action is necessary to 

achieve goal 16.4 (significantly reduce illicit financial flows).  

Transparency International’s report, Doors Wide Open confirms that the Australian property market is an easy ‘go-to’ 

destination for money laundering (see here and here). This is an issue of growing public and media concern.  

Concrete steps, such as establishing a public register of beneficial ownership and ensuring lawyers, real estate 

agents and accountants are subject to anti-money laundering rules, including the requirement to submit 

suspicious transaction reports, are needed. This would strengthen Australian financial integrity systems and 

simultaneously reduce the risks of exporting corruption to Australia.  

Achieving goal 16.5 (substantially reduce corruption and bribery in all their forms) is equally important in enhancing 

the capabilities to achieve other SDGs.  

Recent TIA research – Combatting Corruption in Mining Approvals (2017) identified a high potential for industry 

influence and state and policy capture in the awarding of mining approvals and related infrastructure projects in 

Australia. The research found: 

• inadequate due diligence into the integrity, character and track record of mining project proponents, including 

disclosure of beneficial owners 

• inadequate regulation of political donations, lobbyists and industry influence, and the movement of staff 

between government and industry – a ‘culture of mateship’ and revolving doors 

• inadequate and inconsistent transparency of State Agreement negotiations and contract terms and 

opportunities for community consultation and feedback prior to execution. 

Addressing these issues (and others) would help reduce corruption risks in the mining approvals process. At the same 

time, it would support the achievement of other SDGs such as creating resilient infrastructure (SDG goal 9). 

Similarly, effective whistleblower protection in both the public and private sector, and the establishment of an 

appropriate independent whistleblower protection authority would provide safeguards for the integrity of SDG 

implementation at home and abroad. 

Besides the obvious social and environmental benefits of achieving SDGs domestically, their effective implementation 

would strengthen Australia’s reputation as an important middle power country - leading by example, particularly in the 

Asia Pacific region and African countries in which Australia has a strong business presence. Further, an integrated 

SDG implementation plan buttressed by goals 16 and 17 would help Australia to further align with donor policies 

based on global commitments made at the G-20 and UK Anti-Corruption Summit (2016), thereby creating an enabling 

environment for regional and global SDG implementation. 

c) What governance structures and accountability measures are required at the national, state 
and local levels of government to ensure an integrated approach to implementing the SDG 
that is both meaningful and achieves real outcomes? 

As incorporated in SDG target 16.6, transparent and accountable institutions are key to ensure that policies and 

practices do not enable corruption to go undetected.  

https://www.transparency.org/whatwedo/publication/doors_wide_open_corruption_and_real_estate_in_four_key_markets
http://transparency.org.au/30-march-2017-doors-wide-open-corruption-and-real-estate-in-four-key-markets/
https://www.transparency.org/whatwedo/publication/doors_wide_open_corruption_and_real_estate_in_four_key_markets
http://transparency.org.au/podcast-stash-pad-criminals-laundering-dirty-cash-australian-real-estate/
http://transparency.org.au/our-work/mining-for-sustainable-development/mining-in-australia/
http://transparency.org.au/our-work/mining-for-sustainable-development/mining-in-australia/
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Australia does not have a national, independent broad-based anti-corruption agency to both investigate 

allegations of bribery and corruption and to help prevent and deter bribery and corruption in all its forms. 

There is strong public support for such an institution.  TIA has been calling for a federal integrity agency for many 

years and has provided suggestions for its possible design (see here). This work is continuing through the National 

Integrity Systems Assessment, which will be concluded in 2019. 

Australia must develop an integrated SDG implementation plan, developed as part of a wide consultative process and 

including a broad set of indicators relevant to goal 16 and 17 targets.  

TIA welcomes the Australian Government’s decision to report on national progress towards the 2030 Agenda at the 

2018 SDG High Level Political Forum. However, the public should know in advance which targets the government 

intends to report on, opportunities for stakeholder engagement and how regularly reports will be produced. The 

Attorney-General’s Department should have adequate resources to monitor Australia’s progress on achieving the 

SDG anti-corruption targets and encourage the public to send corruption complaints relating to the implementation of 

the SDGs. 

Given the wide-ranging nature of SDG targets, producing and collecting data to measure all aspects of SDG targets 

should be an inclusive and participatory process.  Civil society organisations and the private sector should be given 

space, resources and encouragement to contribute to the development of supplementary corruption indicators at 

national level to complement the limited global indicator set. Beyond this, the Australian government should consider 

including governance data from non-state actors such as TIA in the official Voluntary National Review. 

d) How can performance against the SDGs be monitored and communicated in a way that 
engages government, businesses and the public, and allows effective review of Australia’s 
performance by civil society? 

Improving anti-corruption and governance measures in a country is essential to achieving the SDG targets. Given this 

significance, Transparency International chapters review and measure their governments’ performance on a number 

of key anti-corruption targets under goal 16 (16.4, 16.5 and 16.10) across three dimensions. (Click here for the full 

methodology and here for the methodology note developed by TI).    

Legal and institutional framework: availability or non-availability of legal/policy framework relating to the SDG anti-

corruption target, its adequacy to meet national demand and compliance with international standards and/or 

recommendations by international organisations.  

For example, government performance on SDG target 16.4 is assessed in terms of the existence and quality of laws 

relating to anti-money laundering, beneficial ownership transparency and recovery of stolen assets.   

Indices: Each policy areas is also assessed based on a number of established indices and ratings produced by civil 

society organisations and/or international organisations. In addition, such indices can also be used to monitor a 

country’s performance over time. For example, government performance of anti-money laundering under target 16.4 

is considered in light of three indices: the Basel Institute on Governance’s Basel Anti-Money Laundering Index, the 

Tax Justice Network’s Financial Secrecy Index; and estimates of illicit financial outflows by Global Financial Integrity.   

Implementation: Through publicly available data such as statistics on enforcement, relevant cases, reforms and 

recent changes that have occurred, each policy areas is qualitatively assessed in terms of implementation and 

compliance.  

We recommend that each priority area of the SDGs be assessed based on comprehensively developed criteria and 

a methodology. The results of such assessments should publicly be available and presented through non-technical 

language using infographics to improve comprehension for the general public.  

http://transparency.org.au/17-march-2017-a-federal-anti-corruption-agency-for-australia-discussion-paper-released/
http://transparency.org.au/national-integrity-systems-assessment/
http://transparency.org.au/national-integrity-systems-assessment/
https://www.transparency.org/whatwedo/publication/corruption_and_sustainable_development_goals_shadow_reporting_questionnaire
https://www.transparency.org/whatwedo/publication/methodological_note_for_sdg_shadow_reporting_questionnaire
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Given the complicities in measuring the progress of some of the SDGs, the private sector and the civil society 

organisations who work in relation to such SDG areas should be encouraged to provide data. The methodologies 

used in the production of such data should be publicly available to enhance data credibility.  

e) What SDG are currently being addressed by Australia’s Official Development Assistance 
(ODA) program? 

The Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade (DFAT) Aid Policy focuses on governance acknowledging fighting 

corruption as an investment priority.  

DFAT has been a long-term supporter for TI’s anti-corruption work particularly in the Asia Pacific Region. The present 

support funds the anti-corruption work of ODA countries led by TI chapters in the Asia Pacific region, which falls 

largely within the purview of SDG target 16.5.  

The present programme is clustered under four components – social accountability, enactment of anti-corruption laws 

and strengthening their implementation, strengthening anti-corruption mechanisms and improving business integrity. 

As such, it addresses targets 16.4 (reducing illicit flows of finances), 16.5, (reducing bribery and corruption), 16.6 

(effective, accountable and transparent institutions), 16.7 (public participation in the decision making process) and 

16.10 (right to information).    

f) Which of the SDG is Australia best suited to achieving through our ODA program, and should 
Australia’s ODA be consolidated to focus on achieving core SDG? 

Goal 17 includes targets on the contribution by developed countries to the achievement of the SDGs in terms of 

financial commitments, resources and capacity development on technology and data production. Australia has 

pledged the continuation of its DA programme as one of its goal 17 commitments.  

The priorities set within the programme should address corruption as an overarching risk in achieving any SDG target. 

This is because corruption affects all SDG sectors, undermining development outcomes and severely compromising 

efforts to achieve health, education, gender equality, climate action and other goals. Therefore, Australia’s ODA 

programme should:  

• continue its support for overall improvement of anti-corruption infrastructure of a country including enacting 
and/or improving legislation and its implementation; 

• support the establishment and/or improvement of existing anti-corruption complaint mechanisms, including 
strengthening the capacity of anti-corruption agencies to receive complaints on SDG implementation; 

• analyse the corruption risks of any ODA supported SDG thematic area and support mitigation measures;  

• Support civil society organisations to monitor and report progress on the implementation of the SDGs.        

g) How countries in the Indo-Pacific are responding to implementing the SDG, and which of the 
SDGs have been prioritised by countries receiving Australia’s ODA, and how these priorities 
could be incorporated into Australia’s ODA program? 

Countries in the Asia Pacific region have adopted methods and processes of varying degrees to implement and 

measure the progress of SDGs. However, across the board there is clear inadequacy in reporting on goal 16 and its 

anti-corruption targets. Under the Voluntary National Review system, the following countries have reported at the UN 

High Level Political Forum (HLPF): 

http://dfat.gov.au/aid/topics/investment-priorities/effective-governance/governance/Pages/governance.aspx
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2016 – Philippines, Samoa     

2017 – Afghanistan, Bangladesh, Indonesia, Maldives, Nepal,  

The following countries have already committed to report in 2018: Bhutan, Kiribati, Lao Republic, Sri Lanka and 

Vietnam.   

So far, countries have reported primarily on the goals that are the subject of the thematic focus of each year’s HLPF 

and have not produced a comprehensive report addressing any of the corruption-related targets.  

Based on the methodology developed by the Transparency International Secretariat, TI chapters in Bangladesh and 

Maldives prepared SDG Civil Society Organisation (CSO) reports as their governments reported at the HLPF 

assessing national progress on corruption-related targets. Given the absence of a chapter in Afghanistan, the 

Secretariat compiled the CSO report for that country. Currently TI Sri Lanka is compiling a CSO report.  

Goal 16 will be a thematic focus of the HLPF in 2019. This is a significant year for goal 16 stakeholders to measure 

the overall progress and its impact on other SDGs bringing attention to regional and global players. We expect 

international donors to mobilise resource to support the reviews of SDG 16. 

h) Examples of best practice in how other countries are implementing the SDG from which 
Australia could learn 

The UK government’s policy paper Open aid, open societies; A vision for a transparent world is a good example of a 

government’s commitment on transparency and integrity particularly in achieving and extending support for SDGs.   

The government of Germany has adopted a comprehensive Sustainable Development Strategy covering all the 

priority areas for the country. To further assure its integration at national, regional and international level, the 

government has established an international review process of the strategy comprising national, regional and 

international government agencies, private sector and civil society organisations. The outcome of this international 

review process will be presented to the public on 4 June 2018.   

 

We hope that this submission will prove to be of benefit to the important work of your committee. 

For further information please contact: 

 

 

_________________________ 

 

Serena Lillywhite  

Chief Executive Officer 

Transparency International Australia 

serenalillywhite@transparency.org.au  

0403 436 896 

 

END 

https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/682143/Open-Aid-Open-Societies.pdf
https://www.bundesregierung.de/Content/DE/_Anlagen/2017/02/2017-02-27-nachhaltigkeit-neuauflage-engl.pdf?__blob=publicationFile&v=1

