Z&m% World Justice

gl Project
“Corruption and the Rule of Law:

Insights from the 2019 WJP.Rule

”
of Law Index
22“"I May 2019 | 7th ICAC Symposmm Hong Kong

S e wee® X
e




Overview

About Us: The World Justice Project (WJP)
WIJP Rule of Law Index
Global Insights from 2019 WIJP Rule of Law Index
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The World Justice Project g = World Justice

Our goal:

A world made up-of rule of law communities
delivering justice, opportunity, and.peace.
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WIJP Premise #1

The rule of law is the foundation for

communities of justice, opportunity, and
peace.

WIJP Premise #2

Multidisciplinary collaboration is the most
effective way to advance the rule of law.
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The World Justice Project g = World Justice

Without a generally accepted definition of the “rule of

law”, progress would be impossible
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Historical Roots of the Rule of Law

350 BCE 80 BCE 1215 1775 2012
Aristotle Cicero Magna Carta John Adams Ban Ki-moon
(Athens) (Greece) (England) (United States) (U.N.)

139 BCE 640 AD 1748 1939
Han Dynasty Umar ibn Al-Khattab Montesquieu Albert Einstein
(China) (Saudi Arabia) (France) (United States)
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Our Definition

The rule of law is a durable system of laws, institutions, and community
commitment that delivers four universal principles:

O

Accountability

The government as well
as private actors are
accountable under the
law.

Just Laws

The laws are clear,
publicized, and stable;
are applied evenly; and
protect fundamental
rights, including the
security of persons,
contract, property and
human rights.
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Open Government

The processes by which
the laws are enacted,
administered, and
enforced are accessible,
fair, and efficient.

Accessible & Impartial
Dispute Resolution

Justice is delivered timely by
competent, ethical, and
independent representatives
and neutrals who are
accessible, have adequate
resources, and reflect the
makeup of the communities
they serve.
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World Justice Project Approach

RULE OF LAW
DATA

Scholars assess
Index content &
methodology

Index reveals
opportunities
for reform

Index reveals
opportunities
for scholarship

Participants
test Index

Participants suggest topics for scholarly analysis
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RESEARCH &
< SCHOLARSHIP

A\ 4

ENGAGEMENT

Scholars identify project approaches and priorities

Rule of Law Data

«  WJP Rule of Law Index

«  Country-specific Studies

e Access to Justice Assessments
« Open Government Report

Research and Scholarship
« Rule of Law Research

Engagement

« Country meetings

« Regional meetings

«  World Justice Forum

« Resource Hub (online directory)
« Practical, locally-led programs
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Research and Scholarship

Consortium of more than 60 leading scholars
studying rule of law from multiple fields: law,
economics, political science, sociology, and
anthropology

Three meetings: University of Chicago
(2014); Stanford University (2016); Duke Law
School (2018)

If we can raise the visibility and prove the
importance of the rule of law within the
academy, it will inform students as well as
the broader community
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' Engagement
e Building and connecting an active global
network

e Organising and leading strategic
convenings

* Inspiring, incubating, and accelerating
practical, locally led programmes
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ENGAGEMENT
Strategic Convenings
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Single Country Regional World Justice

Engagements Conferences Forum

Convening a diverse group of Staging meetings of 75-100 Premier international event for
rule of law advocates to share rule of law leaders from the rule of law. Top

our country-specific data and approximately 20 countries organizations and individuals
encourage the design of and 30 disciplines. from our network share insights,
pragmatic solutions to local explore strategies, and develop

rule of law challenges. rule of law solutions.




WIJP Rule of Law Index

e Measures how the rule of law is experienced
and perceived by people in 126 countries

L .
World Justice
'5‘:." Project

e 1,000 surveys of randomly selected
households in each country (in local

World Justice Project la ngu agES)
Rule of S ) .
Law Index urveys ot In-country experts to aevelop

scores of rule of law adherence
» Validate data against 3" party sources

e Virtually all original data
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Eight factors of the WJP Rule of Law Index, derived from the four universal

principles
Constraints on Absence of Open Fundamental
Government Powers Corruption Government Rights
D
o
Order and Regulatory . : . .
Security Enforcement Civil Justice Criminal Justice
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44 Sub-Factors, Derived from Eight Factors

& 2.1 Government officials in the executive branch do not use public office for private gain
ﬁ 2.2 Government officials in the judicial branch do not use public office for private gain
2.3 Government officials in the police & the military do not use public office for private gain

Absence of
S 24 Government officials n the legislative branch do not use public office for private gain

15 Sub-factors can be found on page 10 of the printed report



WIJP RULE OF LAW INDEX

Sample Questions

In the last 3 years, have you or someone in your
household been subjected to physical abuse by the
police or the military?

Did you have to pay a bribe to receive medical
attention at any public hospital or clinic?

If you have a dispute with your neighbor or
someone in your work, where would you go for
resolution?
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sehold survey in Thailand
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Administration of the household survey in Myanmar




Scores & Rankings

See pages 16—17 for global rule of law scores
and rankings
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Compare Data

data.worldjusticeproject.org

« WJP Rule of Law Index

Regionw ncome group « Sort order
Afghanistan Albania
Score: 0.33 Score:0.51
Australia Austria
Score: 0.8 Score:
Belgium Belize
Score: 0.79 Score: 0.48

<

Algeria
Score:0.51

Bahamas

Score: 0.61

%

Benin
Score: 0.5

%

7

Angola

Score: 0.41

A

Bangladesh

Score: .41

¥

Bolivia

Score: 0.38

R

A

Antigua and Barbuda Argentina
Score: 0.63 Score: 0.58
Barbados Belarus
Score: 0.65 Score: 0.52

Bosnia and Herzegovina Botswana
Score: 0.33 Score: 0.59
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Factor Scores & Rankings

Constraints on Government Powers @ Fundamental Rights "
Factor 1 measures the axtent to which thase who govern sew bound by law. 1t comprises the means, both constituticeal and Factor 4 recognizes that a system of positive law that fails to respect core human rights estoblished under international law s at
Irstituticnal, by which the powers of the government and its officials and agents are limited and held accountable under the law, best “rule by law," and does not deserve to be called 2 rule of law system, Since there are many ather indices that address human
1% ales inchades ehecks on the s power, such as 3 free and independent oress. For a further rights, and a5 it would be impossible for the Index to assess adherence to the full range of rights, this factor focuses on a relatively
breakdown of Constraints on Government Powers by sub-factar, please refer 1o page 11 modest menu of rights that are firmly established under the Universal Declaration of Human Rights and are most closely related
to rule of law concerns. For @ further breakdawn of Fundsmental Rights by sub-factor. please refer to page 12.
frinee foctor  Facter foctar  Facter Lo Factor Factor Laclar Factor
Cowmnthristioton S Rak Connibesficios  Smee BW Caniyheedcton oot Rk Country ecicton Sowt Rk Countryiirisdician Scont  Rank  Counuryikitsdiction St Fanic
pras— orn 1 [l s s [ ama o Finknd ssz 1 | soumatia oss sz [ e 0 e
Hory crn 3 [l oweas EY T Macadzeds, P12 w Denmark 0z 2 | Gews (R [ 09 86
s FITRENET P s dn . s @ Narumy wo 2 | s nsa g s a7
Swwten e Grwnnsa [ - Eeuster 48w Smeden ves 4 [ pen o 46 [ ese 0ss 55
Wetheaeh [ 5 1 Viecens tihe P 7 Vs s W Austrla 65 5 | Pnam os2 47 [l matana 0d8 &
Gormy cEs s T B s m Germany res 6 Georgla [EEEN [ 0 a0
S Zaalant # Vintrars ws ow Beium aa 7 | weania nst s [ e 0
ot nss m
i ' | PR S et av o [l e U — v
Senngal PEPI
s | | BT o5 M Conaan wee v [ eugm P var 93
Conura LT
(e e | | FYT Estonls ves a0 [0 Seneaal oer sz [ e 0ar s
Goorrla o @
Uired Kingorn oM n : e Bomls kHwnapeina D45 %6 Unftad Klngriom 6ez 1 [ BoadHorseina 033 55 M Keskdsan 046 35
pa——" [T R : L“ & [rm— e W Neaw Zesland pan 1z [ Tiolded & Tobago o5 s [ cote dole s 3
Eetghern [ R W :'4 = T a3 Austalin are [ vk nr 55 [ Vistam nag w7
et o k et . Porugs! 6 1e | Hngary ose s [ UntdAmsEmices 048 s
atamd 134
Cowta s om | Caoch Rasuillc 67s 15 [ Moraolia ose 57 [ Neerla [
ki s o u
Urapanr es 1 g | Span 075 1 [0 Bormans nseon [ Meeeeo s
[ S T
Fennca, ean 7 | Jngan a7 [ Burdna Faso nr s [l ke nas
5l Lok @
Py Pt . i ot P — P v o [l o
Gunenata LT
Uit Stites ol g - = Cota e Unguay wie 1 [ Bewn [P uos 1
o e oan £ b Upura France 6 20 | DewnicanRepublic oz sz [ s 055 104
e il [ % Sorti Barbados ozt [ e 056 65 [ Philopines 02 103
Higer IR
epabic of Kores i | & | an i Repuslic ofKores n7a 7z [ Tk 06 s [ Mosambique 0z s
[rve— 8 &
e o oa o iy e i = ENEEEES T T
Famana o3
ay on o . FE Chle 7 2 [ cwemals st s [l merensn 0 102
Do wa &
B Ghaes e T [— s i taiy 6re 25 [ sutname 0p 67 [l vz 0w 103
wen £
|- [P R - - [ a: 1 St it & Mo 6z 2 | e osi oo [ crmeroen EE
— P i | v A . T o b | e @ | [ o
Colembia [ ]
1 arsitia os8 28 e [ {1 13 [ argerting wo w0 stk os o [l Mauitania a1z
Tvippine s
e el o [ o o oo @ | e = B | oo T o
|- was 3 el | £ B [ stcanore wt a0 [ Ml os4 7z [l Pekdnen 0w 114
B sy vomgsan Chims G453 - o o om e [ Antiswa & Baronds wis 3 [ Ve [N [T 0m 15
B s cas om su'-: i i am l it At wie w0 colombin o 7 [ congsoemonen 0w e
1 s b v LR Wibobistan e i [ s bas v
Sutre [EURE 1 [ HongKengSAR.China  Gat B
[ segsrtns cer o @ 1 [ Bsslvador o5 4 [ Zmbabwe LECITH
Reedany [T [ Bonsmas ves s
| arab [P R Congs, Deew B [ 1= 1 Raends wm 77 Banglackesh 0m 13
= T | slda [T
[ ents car e o [r—, e i B ] thera o [l vensnueh [
Abala ey Greeze wes oG
Wi i i w m [ P D | e >
Fambia om  m [ N ves  ur
[ cét o Tabay o [ cunea usz e [l ey LRI )
Algwts oan B [ pound 0gs 3
B sacip i Barbta caow Cambocts on 1w ] wesanon w2 s [ e 0z 1
il PR i oy e a7 s [ & v os2 ez [ oo 0z 124
a seun a < 5 Hlosla :
[ N L Ll [ ah. o Il vrns oo © D | o w o
o % i 4 M Fr 4 g | Dominics @ | oran g u e ’
Tuniia ean e [r— [ Imn 02n 16
i Sabacor [P = w2 e
P G
[ [ I N —
B B moReE R ABhe  AL-S0 S-# fL T80 Edde
S e L s o e R — gy 3 9 i i e e s 19 e detne paces weter

World Justice Project | Rule of Law IngeWAEZ)lQAC



Global Decline in Rule of Law

23 countries’ rule of law performance improved by

1% or more in the last year, with Zimbabwe,
Guatemala, Ethiopia, and Malaysia seeing the

greatest improvement.
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Percentage change in countries’ rule of law score since last year.
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31 countries’ rule of law performance declined by

1% or more in the last year, with Nicaragua, Iran,
Jordan, and Venezuela seeing the largest drop.

*Countries with a change in score of less than 1% or those which are new to the Index in 2019 are not shown.



Factors of the Rule of Law Over Time

Percentage of countries whose score has improved
or declined for each of the eight factors of the
WJP Rule of Law Index.
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A Sign of Rising Authoritarianism?

Changes in score for Factor 1,

“Constraints on Government Powers,” since

2015.

More Constraints on Government Powers

+—® Less Constraints on Government Powers

Factor 1, “Constraints on

Government Powers,” declined in
more countries than any other factor

worldwide in the last year.

60% of countries saw a decline in

Factor 1 since 2015.

*Countries that do not have four years of data are not shown.
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Opportunities for progress

National level - Opportunities for change should be seized quickly

e Regional level - Relatively positive trends in Africa

* Global level - More countries have improved in Factor 2 “Absence of
Corruption” than declined for the second year in a row

Overall Rule of Law Score Changes

Figure 2: Percentage change in countries’ rule of law score since last year. Countries with a change in score of less than 1% i Twenty-three countries’ rule of law performance improved by 1%

or those which are new to the Index in 2019 are not shown. 1 or more in the last year, with Zimbabwe, Guatemala, Ethiopia, and
i Malaysia seeing the greatest improvement.
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3 In the last year, 31 countries' rule of law performance
1 declined by 1% or more, with Nicaragua, Iran, Jordan,
i and Venezuela seeing the largest drop.

WIP Rule of Law Index 2019 Insights



Corruption in the World

Corruption is still prevalent around the world, particularly in developing countries.

ption as measured in Factor 2 of the WJP Rule of Law Index 2019

More corruption » Less corruption

#WIJP7ICAC



Significant Improvements in Corruption

A few countries at different levels of development have shown significant improvements in scores for Absence of Corruption, including
Argentina, Burkina Faso, and Italy.

Italy ﬁ

~

Burkina Faso

Argentina
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The Path Forward: Suggestions for Sustained Progress

e Strengthening the global normative framework
* Increasing enforcement of anti-corruption norms

e Supporting civil society efforts to combat corruption
e Harnessing anti-corruption technology

e Strengthening all dimensions of rule of law

28 #WIJP7ICAC
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