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Target 16.1 Significantly reduce all forms of violence and related death rates everywhere 

Indicator 16.1.1 Number of victims of intentional homicide per 100,000 population, by sex and age 

Reductions in Homicide Rates Observed in Many Regions Since 2015 

In 2024, Latin America and the Caribbean and Sub‑Saharan Africa, home to slightly less than one‑quarter of the world’s population, accounted for almost two‑thirds 

of all victims of intentional homicide globally. Latin America and the Caribbean, which is more affected by organized crime and gang‑related violence than any other 

region, continued to record the highest homicide rate worldwide, at 19.3 victims per 100,000 population. Sub‑Saharan Africa followed with an estimated 11.7 victims 

per 100,000 population, although limited data availability in several countries introduces uncertainty around this estimate. By contrast, intentional homicide rates in 

other regions were considerably lower, ranging from 0.9 victims per 100,000 population in Eastern and South‑Eastern Asia to 4.9 in Northern Africa and Western 

Asia. 

Global reduction in the rate of intentional homicide in almost regions since the adoption of the 2030 Agenda 

In the decade preceding the adoption of the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development, the global intentional homicide rate remained stable at around 6 victims per 

100,000 population each year. Between 2015 and 2024, however, the rate declined by 14%, falling from 5.9 to 5.1 victims per 100,000 population. If the downward 

trend observed during 2015–2024 were to continue through 2030, the global homicide rate could reach 4.5 victims per 100,000 population, representing an overall 

decline of roughly 25% since 2015. While this would constitute meaningful progress, it still falls well short of the SDG target to “significantly reduce all forms of 

violence and related death rates everywhere” by 2030, which 

can be interpreted as requiring at least a 50% reduction in the 

global homicide rate. 

Women and girls are disproportionately affected by lethal 

violence in the private sphere 

Even though men and boys account for the vast majority of 

homicide victims, women and girls continue to be 

disproportionately affected by lethal violence in the private 

sphere. An estimated 80 per cent of all homicide victims in 

2024 were men while 20 per cent were women, but lethal 

violence within the family takes a much higher toll on women 

than men, with almost 60 per cent of all women who were 

intentionally killed in 2024 being victims of intimate 

partner/family member homicide. Violence in the family 

sphere can target both sexes but just 11 per cent of all male 

homicides in 2024, by contrast, were attributed to killings by 

intimate partners or other family members. In terms of 

regional variations, the largest share of female victims of 

intimate partner/family member homicide in 2024 was 

recorded in Africa (74 per cent), followed by Oceania (67 per 

cent), Asia (55 per cent), Europe (52 per cent) and the 

Americas (45 per cent).1 

  

 

 

 

Additional resources, press releases, data blog/stories, etc. with links: 

• Additional resources 

Storyline author(s)/contributor(s): Contributors 

Custodian agency(ies): UNODC,WHO 

 

 
1 Data on the share of intimate partner/family member homicide out of all homicides is not available for SDG regions. 

Trends in and projections of the global homicide rate (per 100,000 population) by sex, 2000–2030 

 

 
Share of victims of intimate partner/family member homicide among all victims of homicide by region and sex, 2024 

 

 

Rate of intentional homicide per 100,000 population by regions, 2024 

 

 

https://unstats.un.org/sdgs/dataContacts/


Indicator 16.1.2 Conflict-related deaths per 100,000 population, by sex, age and cause 

Civilian conflict-related deaths dropped by 23% in 2025. Still, one civilian death every 14 minutes  

The number of direct documented civilian deaths in armed conflict dropped by 23% from 2024 to 2025. While the year 2024 saw an unprecedented loss of life, with 

at least 48,011 civilian deaths, the highest figure reported since the adoption of the 2030 Agenda, 2025 interrupted three years of consecutive increases (37,163 

deaths2, bringing a cautious sign of hope for the protection of human rights. Data recorded for 20 of the world’s deadliest conflicts shows that the downward trend 

was observed in 15 of them. However, Sudan and the DRC presented dramatic increases in civilian deaths. Western Asia and Northern Africa witnessed 65% of the 

recorded civilian deaths in conflict, followed by Sub-Saharan Africa with 24%. 

Every one hour, a child dies in armed conflict; three boys are killed for every two girls. 

In 2025, 1 in 5 recorded civilian deaths in armed conflict was of a child (20%). Three boys were killed for every two girls. In addition, 1 in 4 deaths was of a female 

(25%). Gaza accounted for 7 out of every 10 children and 6 out of every 10 women killed in conflicts worldwide3. Myanmar presented a high share of female deaths 

within a conflict, with 43% of the total. 

In the 15 conflicts where the cause of civilian death could be identified, heavy weapons and explosive munitions were the most used weapon by perpetrators (41%), 

followed by small arms and light weapons (39%). 

Progress on SDG16 is critical to reducing forced displacement 

The frequency, geographic spread, duration, and intensity of conflicts are among the strongest predictors of the number of people forced to flee each year. Recent UN 

analysis demonstrates that forced displacement rises when peace, justice, and strong institutions, core elements of SDG 16, break down. 

  

 

 

 

Additional resources, press releases, data blog/stories, etc. with links: 

• Global Progress Report on Sustainable Development Goal 16 – page 54 of the PDF for analysis of conflict vs. forced displacement 

https://www.ohchr.org/sites/default/files/documents/issues/hrindicators/2025sdg16reportmedium.pdf  

• StoryMap from last year (update will come in the next months): https://storymaps.arcgis.com/stories/b12adf1ee3a840b7a23d089050c3bd80  

Storyline author(s)/contributor(s): Ana Deveza, OHCHR; Nicolas Fasel, OHCHR 

Custodian agency(ies): OHCHR 

 

 

 

Indicator 16.1.3 Proportion of population subjected to (a) physical violence, (b) psychological violence and/or (c) sexual violence in the previous 12 months 

 

Custodian agency(ies): UNODC 

 

  

 
2 Although the vast majority of the recorded deaths were of civilians, determining the victims’ status is not always possible, especially during intense hostilities. In 2025, it was not possible to 

determine the status of 13,165 victims. Thus, the number of documented civilians deaths could be close to 50,328. 
3 Since 7 October 2023, OHCHR has documented 7,557 deaths in Gaza additional to the ones reported by the Palestinian Ministry of Health. 

Documented conflict-related deaths (civilian + undetermined status): 2015-2025 and percentage change from previous year  

 

 
Documented civilian conflict-related deaths (2025) Breakdown by age and sex (number and percentage) 

 

 

https://www.ohchr.org/sites/default/files/documents/issues/hrindicators/2025sdg16reportmedium.pdf
https://storymaps.arcgis.com/stories/b12adf1ee3a840b7a23d089050c3bd80
https://unstats.un.org/sdgs/dataContacts/
https://unstats.un.org/sdgs/dataContacts/


Indicator 16.1.4 Proportion of population that feel safe walking alone around the area they live after dark 

Two‑Thirds Feel Safe Walking at Night. Yet Regional Differences Remain 

Feeling unsafe in public can have significant implications for both individual well-being and community development. While reducing violence and related deaths is a 

key focus of Target 16.1, these statistics alone provide an incomplete picture of insecurity in daily life. Indicator 16.1.4, which measures perceptions of safety, offers 

a more comprehensive view of safety experiences, acknowledging that perceptions can be influenced by various factors beyond direct experiences of violence. 

Factors like media coverage and public discourse on crime also shape these perceptions. Consequently, feeling unsafe in public not only impacts personal well-being 

by reducing social interactions and trust but also presents a barrier to community engagement and development. 

On a global scale, around 66 per cent of people across different world regions report feeling safe walking alone in their area after dark. This worldwide average has 

remained relatively stable from 2017 to 2025. However, some differences in perceptions of safety are evident between regions. For instance, between 2021 and 

2025, in countries in Latin America and the Caribbean, as well as Sub-Saharan Africa, only around 44 per cent and 63 per cent of the population respectively felt safe 

walking alone after dark, on average. By contrast, in Western Asia and Northern Africa, the corresponding percentage was notably higher at 80 per cent (Figure 1). 

Women generally feel less safe than men across all regions. Globally, among 78 the countries with sex-disaggregated data  from 2021 to 2025, the proportion of 

women reporting feeling safe walking alone in their area at night was, on average, 12 percentage points lower (at 61 per cent) compared to men (at 73 per cent). This 

trend is evident across all regions, with particularly notable disparities Western Asia and Northern Africa (Figure 2). This indicates that, despite women being less 

likely to experience lethal violence compared to men, factors such as non-lethal violence (e.g., rape, robbery, harassment) and sociocultural influences contribute to 

shaping women's perceptions of safety. 

  

 

Custodian agency(ies): UNODC 

 

 

 

Target 16.2 End abuse, exploitation, trafficking and all forms of violence against and torture of children 

Indicator 16.2.1 Proportion of children aged 1–17 years who experienced any physical punishment and/or psychological aggression by caregivers in the 

past month 

 

Custodian agency(ies): UNICEF 

 

Indicator 16.2.2 Number of victims of human trafficking per 100,000 population, by sex, age and form of exploitation 

 

Custodian agency(ies): UNODC 

 

Indicator 16.2.3 Proportion of young women and men aged 18–29 years who experienced sexual violence by age 18 

 

Custodian agency(ies): UNICEF 

  

Proportion of the population that feel safe walking alone at night around the area they live in, by region and period, 2017–2020 and 2021-2025 

 

 
Proportion of the population that feel safe walking alone at night around the area they live in, by region and sex, 2021-2025 

 

 

https://unstats.un.org/sdgs/dataContacts/
https://unstats.un.org/sdgs/dataContacts/
https://unstats.un.org/sdgs/dataContacts/
https://unstats.un.org/sdgs/dataContacts/


Target 16.3 Promote the rule of law at the national and international levels and ensure equal access to justice for all  

Indicator 16.3.1 Proportion of victims of (a) physical, (b) psychological and/or (c) sexual violence in the previous 12 months who reported their victimization 

to competent authorities or other officially recognized conflict resolution mechanisms 

 

Custodian agency(ies): UNODC 

 

 

 

Indicator 16.3.2 Unsentenced detainees as a proportion of overall prison population 

One in three prisoners worldwide is unsentenced, highlighting the need for fair justice and adequate prison resources to ensu re humane 

conditions, support rehabilitation, and reduce reoffending 

The global prison population is still on the rise, but growth is slowing down. According to the latest global UNODC estimates, there were 11.6 million individuals in 

detention worldwide in 2024. This represents approximately 145 prisoners per 100,000 population. Despite an overall increase of the number of prisoners during this 

period from 11.1 to 11.6 million individuals, the growth of the prison population was slower than the world population between 2015 and 2024. As a result, the 

prisoner-to-population rate in 2024 (145 prisoners per 100,000 population) was smaller than in 2015 (150 prisoners per 100,000 population) (Figure 1).  

The prisoner-to-population rate varies across SDG regions and the lowest rate of 51 prisoners per 100,000 population was observed in Central Asia and Southern 

Asia, followed by Sub-Saharan Africa (82 prisoners per 100,000 population). The highest rate of 283 prisoners per 100,000 population was observed in the Latin 

America and the Caribbean Region followed by Europe and Northern America (273 prisoners per 100,000 population).  

Access to justice is a fundamental human right. Monitoring progress towards reducing the number of unsentenced detainees remains critical and little progress has 

been made in recent years. In 2024, nearly a third (3.6 million) of the global prison population was being held in pre-trial detention and their share remained stable 

between 2015 and 2024 (around 30%) (Figure 2). Nevertheless, significant progress can be observedin Latin America and the Caribbean, the proportion of 

incarcerated individuals awaiting trial or sentencing decreased from 41% in 2015 to 31% in 2024. However, in many other SDG regions the opposite trend was 

observed. For instance, in Central Asia and Southern Asia one in two prisoners were unsentenced in 2015 and the situation has deteriorated further during recent 

years: In 2024, almost 60% of prisoners were unsentenced. 

Global prison conditions are falling short of the commitments contained in the United Nations Standard Minimum Rules for the Treatment of Prisoners (the Nelson 

Mandela Rules), which recommend that “Member States continue to endeavour to reduce prison overcrowding and, where appropriate, resort to non-custodial 

measures as alternatives to pretrial detention, to promote increased access to justice and legal defence mechanisms, to reinforce alternatives to imprisonment and to 

support rehabilitation and social reintegration programmes”4. 

Overcrowding in prison is a concern in two-thirds of countries (65%) where prisons are operating at over 100 per cent of intended capacity (Figure 3). The situation is 

particularly concerning in Latin America and the Caribbean, Central and Southern Asia and Sub-Saharan Africa, where more than three fourth of countries are 

reporting overcrowded prison systems. Globally some one in four countries are even operating at over 150 per cent of intended capacity. The adverse effects of 

overcrowding on prisoner health5 and mortality6 in prison have been documented. 

  

 

 
4 UN. 2015. A/RES/70/175. Resolution 70/172. United Nations Standard Minimum Rules for the Treatment of Prisoners (the Nelson Mandela Rules). 
https://documents.un.org/doc/undoc/gen/n15/443/41/pdf/n1544341.pdf?token=nG3BXUJ3l9jtM2FUDY&fe=true 
5 Møller, L., Gatherer, A., & Jürgens, R. 2016. Health in prisons: A WHO guide to the essentials in prison health. World Health Organization Regional Office for Europe. 
https://intranet.euro.who.int/__data/assets/pdf_file/0009/99018/E90174.pdf 
6 Fazel, S., Ramesh, T., Hawton, K. 2017. Suicide in prisons: An international study of prevalence and contributory factors. The Lancet Public Health, 2(3), e120-e126; 
Wolff, N., Jing Shi, J., & Bachman, R. 2008. The impact of prison crowding on inmate violence. Journal of Research in Crime and Delinquency, 45(2), 200-220. 
https://www.thelancet.com/journals/lanpsy/article/PIIS2215-0366(17)30430-3/fulltext 

Number of sentenced and unsentenced detainees per 100.000 population (2015 and 2024) 

 

 
Unsentenced detainees as a proportion of overall prison population (2015 and 2024) 

 

 

https://unstats.un.org/sdgs/dataContacts/
https://documents.un.org/doc/undoc/gen/n15/443/41/pdf/n1544341.pdf?token=nG3BXUJ3l9jtM2FUDY&fe=true
https://intranet.euro.who.int/__data/assets/pdf_file/0009/99018/E90174.pdf
https://www.thelancet.com/journals/lanpsy/article/PIIS2215-0366(17)30430-3/fulltext


 

Storyline author(s)/contributor(s): Contributors 

Custodian agency(ies): UNODC 

 

 

 

Indicator 16.3.3 Proportion of the population who have experienced a dispute in the past two years and who accessed a formal or informal dispute 

resolution mechanism, by type of mechanism 

 

Custodian agency(ies): UNDP, OECD, UNODC 

 

  

Percentage of countries where prisoners outnumber the prison capacity (2024 or latest year available) 

 

 

https://unstats.un.org/sdgs/dataContacts/
https://unstats.un.org/sdgs/dataContacts/


Target 16.4 By 2030, significantly reduce illicit financial and arms flows, strengthen the recovery and return of stolen assets and combat all 

forms of organized crime 

Indicator 16.4.1 Total value of inward and outward illicit financial flows (in current United States dollars) 

 

Custodian agency(ies): UNODC, UNCTAD 

 

Indicator 16.4.2 Proportion of seized, found or surrendered arms whose illicit origin or context has been traced or established by a competent authority in 

line with international instruments 

 

Custodian agency(ies): UNODC, UNODA 

 

  

https://unstats.un.org/sdgs/dataContacts/
https://unstats.un.org/sdgs/dataContacts/


Target 16.5 Substantially reduce corruption and bribery in all their forms 

Indicator 16.5.1 Proportion of persons who had at least one contact with a public official and who paid a bribe to a public official, or were asked for a 

bribe by those public officials, during the previous 12 months 

The prevalence of bribery varies by income level of the country 

Globally, 139 countries and territories have data on population bribery prevalence for 2024 or the latest year available since 2015. These data reveal substantial 

regional differences in the proportion of people who had contact with a public official and who paid a bribe or were asked to pay a bribe in the previous 12 months. 

The median prevalence of bribery among the population in countries of Sub-Saharan Africa and Central and Southern Asia were respectively 24 and 22.5 per cent. By 

contrast, the median prevalence of bribery among the population in countries of Europe and Northern America was 9 per cent. Within each region, however, national 

experiences vary widely. This variability is especially pronounced in Oceania, where national prevalence ranges from 4 to 64 per cent, and in Sub-Saharan Africa, 

where it spans from 5 to 80 per cent.  

The prevalence of bribery also varies by income level of the country 

The differences between regions partially reflects the income levels of countries. As shown in figure 2, there was a marked difference in the median prevalence of 

bribery in low-income countries in 2024 or latest year available since 2015, spanning from a median prevalence 27 per cent in low-income countries to 9 per cent in 

high-income countries. Nevertheless, substantial variation remains within each income group, underscoring that corruption risks are shaped not only by economic 

capacity but also by governance, institutional strength and sector-specific vulnerabilities. 

Experience-based measures support targeted policymaking but do not capture “grand corruption” 

Measuring the prevalence of bribery among the population requires experience-based sample surveys to be conducted.  These surveys avoid the limitations of both 

administrative data on corruption (namely the pervasive undercounting of undetected and unreported cases) and the shortcomings of perception-based corruption 

studies, which reflect opinions rather than the actual experience. Experience-based surveys have direct policy implications: they can guide national authorities on 

where to focus their anti-corruption efforts. For example, in Nigeria, three successive nation-wide corruption surveys, each covering more than 

30,000 households,7  identified which categories of public officials were most frequently involved in bribery when interacting with citizens. Targeting anti-corruption 

interventions toward these officials is therefore likely to directly improve how Nigerians experience corruption in daily life. However, it is also important to note that 

experience-based corruption surveys cannot capture cases of “grand corruption” among political and business elites. Instead, they capture the everyday experiences 

of ordinary citizens when accessing public services. 

  

 

Storyline author(s)/contributor(s): UNODC 

Custodian agency(ies): UNODC 

 

 

 

Indicator 16.5.2 Proportion of businesses that had at least one contact with a public official and that paid a bribe to a public official, or were asked for a 

bribe by those public officials during the previous 12 months 

 

Custodian agency(ies): World Bank, UNODC 

 
7 The Nigeria corruption surveys were implemented in 2016, 2019 and 2023 by the National Bureau of Statistics and the UN Office on Drugs and Crime. See UNODC & 
NBS. 2024. Corruption in Nigeria: Patterns and Trends. Third Survey on Corruption as experienced by the population (Vienna, 2024).  

Proportion of population that experienced bribery when in contact with public officials in the previous 12 months, by region, 2024 or latest year available since 2015 

 

Note: Each dot represents a country. The horizontal black bars show the median prevalence. 

 

 

 

Proportion of population that experienced bribery when in contact with public officials in the previous 12 months, by country income level, 2024 or latest year available since 

2015 

 

Note: Each dot represents a country. The horizontal black bars show the median prevalence. 

https://unstats.un.org/sdgs/dataContacts/
https://unstats.un.org/sdgs/dataContacts/


Target 16.6 Develop effective, accountable and transparent institutions at all levels 

Indicator 16.6.1 Primary government expenditures as a proportion of original approved budget, by sector (or by budget codes or similar) 

Countries are steadily strengthening their budget reliability, with clear improvements in managing expenditure forecasts over  recent years 

The data shows a decline in average absolute budget expenditure deviations, which had spiked to 12.6% in 2020 at the height of the COVID‑19 pandemic. Since then, 

deviations have dropped to 10.2% (Chart1). This downward trend indicates more disciplined and predictable public financial management. Over the past two fiscal 

years, expenditure deviations have consistently remained relatively lower, indicating that governments are becoming increasingly adept at aligning actual spending 

with planned budgets.  

 

Low-income countries deviate more than high income countries  

Budget reliability across different countries’ income groups varies significantly. In terms of average absolute deviation (how much the executed expenditure deviated 

from approved, regardless of over or under), low-income countries have deviated more than 12% between 2019 and 2024, whereas high income and upper-middle 

income countries have deviated less in the same period (Chart 2). 

 

Over the 2021–2024 period, budget deviations varied across income groups. Low-income countries recorded median deviations of around 11.8%, with some countries 

reaching higher. Lower-middle income countries showed similar patterns, with median deviations near 9% and occasional spikes in some cases. High-income and 

upper-middle countries recorded the lowest deviations, with most falling below 7% in the last years. Across all groups, there is a general trend of improving budget 

reliability as income levels rise, reflecting the continued progress countries are making in strengthening their financial management practices. They facilitate 

strengthening institutions contributing to progress on SDG 16.6.1.    

 

Custodian agency(ies): World Bank 

 

 

  

Chart 1:   Global Average Absolute Deviation 

 

 

Chart 2: Average Absolute Deviation by Income (2019-2024)   

 

 

https://unstats.un.org/sdgs/dataContacts/


Indicator 16.6.2 Proportion of population satisfied with their last experience of public services 

People’s experiences of public services vary widely across countries, with persistent gaps reflecting uneven delivery across countries and 

limited progress over time 

In an increasingly complex global context marked by ongoing conflicts, budget constraints, rising military expenditure, and rapid technological change, the ability of 

governments to deliver accessible, reliable, and high-quality public services is under growing strain. At the same time, the digital transformation of public 

administration, including the expanding use of artificial intelligence, is reshaping how services are delivered, bringing both opportunities for greater efficiency and 

new ethical challenges. Across sectors such as healthcare, education, and government services8, the perceived quality of delivery has become a defining feature of 

how individuals experience the state in their daily lives. 

Despite its importance, data on people’s experiences with public services remain uneven across regions and sectors. Only 12 countries report data on satisfaction 

with primary education, compared to 44 for secondary education and 46 for government services, while healthcare remains the most widely covered sector with data 

from 148 countries. While these gaps limit a fully comprehensive global assessment, the available evidence reveals substantial disparities in how services are 

experienced. Across sectors, satisfaction ranges from less than 10 per cent in some countries to over 90 per cent in others. These wide gaps reflect not only uneven 

performance, but in many contexts, also signal public institutions that are failing to deliver essential services that meet people’s expectations and needs. Comparable 

time-series data for 95 countries allows for analysis of trends in satisfaction with the availability of quality healthcare services over the past decade, including 

regional disparities. Regional differences remain pronounced: countries in Eastern and South-Eastern Asia report the highest average satisfaction (88.2 per cent), 

while Sub-Saharan Africa records the lowest (46.4 per cent), a gap of 36.4 percentage points that has changed little over the past decade.  Although some 

improvements are observed, overall progress has been modest, and in many contexts satisfaction levels have remained largely stagnant. 

  

 

 

Storyline author(s)/contributor(s): UNDP Global Policy Centre for Governance 

Custodian agency(ies): UNDP 

 

  

 
8 These include services to obtain government-issued identification documents such as national identity cards, passports, driver’s licenses and voter’s cards, and 
services for the civil registration of life events such as births, marriages and deaths. 

Figure 1: Distribution of satisfaction with public services across countries for quality of healthcare services, primary education services, secondary 

education services, government services, (2025 or latest data available) 

 

Source:  UNDP, Gallup World Poll  

Note: Estimates are based on the latest available survey data between 2015 and 2025 for 148 countries (health services), 12 countries (primary education services), 44 

countries (secondary education services) and 46 countries (government services). Education and government services are primarily based on data from high and middle-

income countries. The line within each box indicates the median level of satisfaction, the X indicates the average, while the box shows the values for the middle 50 per 

cent of countries. Whiskers extend to the lowest and highest values observed with circles showing outliers. The spread of each boxplot highlights the extent of variation 

across countries, with wider ranges reflecting more uneven service delivery outcomes. 

Figure 2: Proportion of the population who say that they are satisfied with the availability of quality healthcare, (2015/2019 and 2020/2025) 

 

Source:  UNDP, Gallup World Poll  

Note: Estimates are based on the earliest available year of survey data between 2015 and 2019 and latest available year of survey data between 2020 and 2025 for 95 

countries (health services). Regional estimates for 16.6.2 are based on the following number of countries respectively: Northern America and Europe (18), Latin America 

and the Caribbean (11), Eastern Asia and South-Eastern Asia (9), Sub-Saharan Africa (31), Western Asia and Northern Africa (15), Central Asia and Southern Asia (11). 

Gallup World Poll asks the question: “In the city or area where you live, are you satisfied or dissatisfied with the availability of quality healthcare? 

 

https://unstats.un.org/sdgs/dataContacts/


Target 16.7 Ensure responsive, inclusive, participatory and representative decision-making at all levels 

Indicator 16.7.1 Proportions of positions in national and local institutions, including (a) the legislatures; (b) the public service; and (c) the judiciary, 

compared to national distributions, by sex, age, persons with disabilities and population groups 

From parliamentary seats to power: Women and youth remain underrepresented  

Parliaments stand at a critical moment in history as climate change, conflict, economic insecurity and technological change reshape political priorities and affect the 

prospects of future generations. Young people are increasingly demanding a voice through civic mobilization, as illustrated by Gen-Z demonstrations across regions. 

Yet parliamentary representation and leadership remain misaligned with these realities. Although 64% of the world’s population is aged 40 and under, and women 

comprise roughly half of the global population, influential roles in parliament remain concentrated among older MPs and men. In 2025, 91% of committee chairs were 

over age 40 and 81% were over age 45, with more than two thirds of all chairs being men. Young MPs (aged 40 and under) chaired only 4–7% of influential 

committees on finance, defence and foreign affairs, and just 18% of youth policy committees. Only 4.1% of Speakers were aged 40 and under. 

These leadership gaps mirror broader stagnation in youth representation. After marginal gains over the past decade, youth representation has stalled at 2.8% for MPs 

aged 30 and under and 19% for those aged 40 and under – unchanged since 2023 and well below the Inter-Parliamentary Union’s targets of 15% and 35%, 

respectively. The proportion of women MPs within these age groups has also declined. 

Women’s parliamentary representation similarly shows stagnating progress, alongside persistent underrepresentation in positions of influence. Globally, in 2025, 

women’s share of Speaker posts fell to 19.9% – a decline of 3.8 percentage points in one year – owing to women accounting for only 16% of new Speaker 

appointments in the year. At the same time, there have been substantive gains in women’s leadership in core policy committees, with the share of chair positions 

held by women rising by 4.1, 3.6 and 2.7 percentage points for foreign affairs, defence and finance committees, respectively, since 2024. However, defence remains 

one of the most gender-segregated leadership areas globally, and women’s leadership continues to be concentrated in social policy areas. Gender equality 

committees are the clearest example, with women chairing 68.5% of such bodies globally.  

Representation varies across regions. In the Americas, women hold 35.6% of parliamentary seats, 28% of Speaker posts and 41.6% of committee chair positions, 

including 35.5% of defence committee chair roles. In contrast, in the Middle East and North Africa, all 24 Speaker positions and all 18 finance committee chair posts 

are held by men. Youth representation among MPs aged 40 or under is also highest in the Americas (23.5% of seats, 14.3% of chairs, 7.4% of Speakers), while in the 

Middle East and North Africa, young MPs hold only 2.3% of committee posts and no Speaker roles – a pattern also observed in the Pacific region and in sub-Saharan 

Africa.  

Overall, progress for women and youth is likely to remain slow and fragile without deliberate reforms to expand leadership opportunities, including quotas, lower 

candidacy ages, and stronger support for committee and bureau roles.  

These gaps matter because Speakers and committee chairs shape agendas, hearings and oversight, and ultimately influence what advances. Creating more 

opportunities for women and young people to take on these agenda-setting roles will help parliaments to deliver transformative, equitable, innovative and 

coordinated sustainable policies. 

Additional resources, press releases, data blog/stories, etc. with links: 

• IPU (2026), Parline database on national parliaments, https://data.ipu.org 

• IPU (2026), Women in Parliament 2025,  https://www.ipu.org/resources/publications/reports/2026-02/women-in-parliament-in-2025  

• IPU (2026), Women’s Representation in Parliament sees sluggish gains, https://www.ipu.org/news/press-releases/2026-03/womens-representation-in-

parliament-sees-sluggish-gains  

• IPU (2026), Youth Participation in National Parliaments: 2026,  https://www.ipu.org/impact/youth-participation   

• IPU (2024), Amendments to the IPU Statutes and Rules, https://www.ipu.org/file/19961/download 

Storyline author(s)/contributor(s): Addie Erwin, Inter-Parliamentary Union 

Custodian agency(ies): IPU, UNDP 

 
 

 

There are more women in public institutions and the judiciary, but not in positions of power 

Efforts to increase women’s representation across public service and the judiciary have yielded measurable progress across many countries in the world. Yet, a closer 

look at the data reveals a more complex reality where the overall number of women in those institutions has increased, but this progress has not consistently 

translated in equal representation in positions where decisions are made. 

Despite significant efforts, globally, women remain underrepresented across both public service and the judiciary, with representation ratios of 0.80 and 0.88, 

respectively, still short of parity (1.00). Progress is uneven across regions. While Europe and North America, as well as Latin America and the Caribbean, have 

reached or in some cases exceeded parity, regions such as Central, Southern and Western Asia and Northern Africa report markedly low levels of representation. 

Disparities are also reflected across income groups, with gender parity largely achieved in high-income countries, while middle- and low-income countries lag behind. 

Trend data available for a subset of 86 countries between 2015 and 2025 confirms gradual but steady progress. In these countries, the representation ratio in public 

service increased from 0.75 to 0.79 over the decade, an improvement of 5.3 per cent. While encouraging, this progress remains insufficient to close the gap by 2030. 

Further insights from disaggregated data available for a more limited group of primarily high- and middle-income countries highlight how these gaps are structured 

within institutions. Women are often well represented, or even overrepresented, in entry-level and administrative roles, as well as in lower-level courts. However, 

their presence declines at higher levels of decision-making, including senior government official positions and supreme or constitutional courts. The evidence is clear 

that achieving inclusive governance requires more than improving overall representation. It requires addressing how power is distributed within institutions, ensuring 

that gains in overall representation are matched by equal access to leadership and decision-making. 

https://data.ipu.org/
https://data.ipu.org/
https://ipu.org/knowledge
https://www.ipu.org/resources/publications/reports/2026-02/women-in-parliament-in-2025
https://www.ipu.org/news/press-releases/2026-03/womens-representation-in-parliament-sees-sluggish-gains
https://www.ipu.org/news/press-releases/2026-03/womens-representation-in-parliament-sees-sluggish-gains
https://www.ipu.org/resources/publications/reference/2016-07/plan-action-gender-sensitive-parliaments
https://www.ipu.org/impact/youth-participation
https://unstats.un.org/sdgs/dataContacts/


  

 

 

 

Figure 3: Ratio of women’s representation in public service and the judiciary relative to their share of the working age population, by region (2025 or latest data available) 

 

Source:  UNDP, Women in the Judiciary Global Dashboard 

Note: SDG indicator 16.7.1 is based on the ratio between the share of a specific population group in parliament (a), public service (b), and judiciary (c), and the share of the same group in the 

working population. A value of 1 indicates parity, while a value under 1 indicates underrepresentation and over 1 indicates overrepresentation. Estimates are derived based on 155 countries 

and territories for the public service institutions and 131 countries and territories for the judiciary using the latest available data in the period 2015-2025. Previously published estimates were 

based on 155 countries for public service and 106 countries for the judiciary. Regional estimates for 16.7.1b and  16.7.1c are based on the following number of countries respectively: 

Northern America and Europe (43 and 45), Latin America and the Caribbean (19 and 19), Eastern Asia and South-Eastern Asia (15 and 5), Sub-Saharan Africa (36 and 24), Oceania 

including Australia and New Zealand (14 and 10), Western Asia and Northern Africa (16 and 20), Central Asia and Southern Asia (12 and 7). 

 
Figure 4: Ratio of women’s representation in public service and the judiciary relative to their share of the working age population, by income (2025 or latest data available) 

 

Source:  UNDP, Women in the Judiciary Global Dashboard 

Note: SDG indicator 16.7.1 is based on the ratio between the share of a specific population group in parliament (a), public service (b), and judiciary (c), and the share of the same group in the 

working population. A value of 1 indicates parity, while a value under 1 indicates underrepresentation and over 1 indicates overrepresentation. Estimates are derived based on 155 countries 

and territories for the public service institutions and 131 countries and territories for the judiciary using the latest available data in the period 2015-2025. Previously published estimates were 

based on 155 countries for public service and 105 countries for judiciary. Estimates by country’s income level for 16.7.1b and 16.7.1c are based on the following number of countries 

respectively: High income (54 and 61), Upper middle income (39 and 34), Lower middle income (40 and 25), Low income (26 and 11). 

 
Figure 5: Change in women’s representation in public service relative to their share of the working-age population (earliest 2015–2019 vs. latest 2020–2025) 

 

Source:  UNDP 

Note: SDG indicator 16.7.1 is based on the ratio between the share of a specific population group in parliament (a), public service (b), and judiciary (c), and the share of the same group in the 

working population. A value of 1 indicates parity, while a value under 1 indicates underrepresentation and over 1 indicates overrepresentation. Estimates are based on 86 countries and 

territories with available trend data between 2015 and 2025, using the earliest observation from 2015–2019 and the most recent observation from 2020–2025. 

 
Figure 6: Ratio of women’s representation in public service relative to their share of the working age population, by occupation (2025 or latest data available) 

 

Source:  UNDP 

Note: SDG indicator 16.7.1 is based on the ratio between the share of a specific population group in parliament (a), public service (b), and judiciary (c), and the share of the same group in the 

working population. A value of 1 indicates parity, while a value under 1 indicates underrepresentation and over 1 indicates overrepresentation. Estimates are derived based on General and 

Keyboard Clerks (31 countries), Administration Professionals (31 countries), Business, Administration, Associate Professionals (30 countries), Other Managers (36 countries), Senior 

Government Officials (39 countries) using the latest available data in the period 2015-2025. Data are mainly from high and upper-middle income countries. 

 



 

 

Additional resources, press releases, data blog/stories, etc. with links: 

• Women’s Representation in the Judiciary – UNDP Women in Judiciary Global Dashboard - https://womeninjudiciary.undp.org/  

Storyline author(s)/contributor(s): UNDP Global Policy Centre for Governance 

Custodian agency(ies): IPU, UNDP 

 

  

Figure 5: Ratio of women’s representation in the judiciary relative to their share of the working age population, by level of court (2025 or latest data available) 

 

Source:  UNDP, Women in the Judiciary Global Dashboard 

Note: SDG indicator 16.7.1 is based on the ratio between the share of a specific population group in parliament (a), public service (b), and judiciary (c), and the share of the same group in the 

population. A value of 1 indicates parity, while a value under 1 indicates underrepresentation and over 1 indicates overrepresentation. Global estimates are based on 117 countries and 

territories for constitutional/Supreme courts and 96 countries and territories for high-level and 83 countries and territories for low-level courts using the latest available data in the period 

2015-2025. The vast majority of data is from high and upper-middle income countries. 

https://womeninjudiciary.undp.org/
https://unstats.un.org/sdgs/dataContacts/


Indicator 16.7.2 Proportion of population who believe decision-making is inclusive and responsive, by sex, age, disability and population group 

Even if people are participating in public life, the majority feel they have little influence over government decisions  

A central aspect of inclusive governance is not only whether people can participate, but whether they feel they have a meaningful say and influence over the 

decisions that shape their lives.9 Globally, less than half of people believe they have a say in what their government does, revealing a significant gap between 

participation in public life and perceived influence over actual decision-making processes.  

Contrary to common assumptions, this gap is not confined to low-income or lower- institutional capacity settings. High-income regions such as North America and 

Europe report some of the lowest levels of perceived influence, with only a third of people believing they can shape government decisions. This suggests that more 

developed institutional contexts do not necessarily translate into stronger perceptions of inclusiveness by the population. 

Differences across regions are substantial with gaps of up to 40 percentage points between those reporting the highest and lowest levels of perceived influence. 

Gender disparities can further widen these gaps. Data from 37 high-income countries, for example, shows that only 27.3 per cent of women report having a say in 

government decisions, compared with 32.6 per cent of men - a gap of 5.3 percentage points. These patterns highlight that  perceptions of influence in government 

decision-making are not equally distributed, and that gender inequalities continue to shape how individuals perceive their influence in decision-making processes. 

Taken together, the findings reveal that strengthening inclusive governance requires more than expanding opportunities for participation. It also requires ensuring 

that people’s voices are not only expressed but are also heard and reflected in decision-making processes. 

 

  

 

 

Storyline author(s)/contributor(s): UNDP Global Policy Centre for Governance 

Custodian agency(ies): UNDP 

 

  

 
9 This is known as “external political efficacy”. It refers to people’s feeling of having a say in what their government does. This concept is used to measure beliefs regarding 
system’s responsiveness to people’s demands.” Internal political efficacy instead refers to confidence of the individual in his or her own abilities to understand politics 
and to act politically. 

Figure 7: Proportion of the population who believe decision-making is inclusive, by region (2025 or latest data available) 

 

Source:  UNDP 

Note: The question asked is: “How much would you say the political system in your country allows people like you to have a say in what the government does?”. These estimates are 

derived from data covering 83 countries, using the latest available information from 2015 to 2025. 

Figure 8: Proportion of the population who believe decision-making is inclusive, by sex (2025 or latest data available). 37 high-income countries with available sex-

disaggregated data 

 

Source:  UNDP 

Note: The question asked is: “How much would you say the political system in your country allows people like you to have a say in what the government does?”. These estimates are 

derived from data covering a total of 37 high-income countries using the latest available information from 2015 to 2025. 

 

https://unstats.un.org/sdgs/dataContacts/


Target 16.8 Broaden and strengthen the participation of developing countries in the institutions of global governance 

Indicator 10.6.1/16.8.1 Proportion of members and voting rights of developing countries in international organizations 

 

Custodian agency(ies): DESA/FFDO 

 

 

 

Target 16.9 By 2030, provide legal identity for all, including birth registration 

Indicator 16.9.1 Proportion of children under 5 years of age whose births have been registered with a civil authority, by age 

 

Custodian agency(ies): UNSD, UNICEF 

 

  

https://unstats.un.org/sdgs/dataContacts/
https://unstats.un.org/sdgs/dataContacts/


Target 16.10 Ensure public access to information and protect fundamental freedoms, in accordance with national legislation and international 

agreements 

Indicator 16.10.1 Number of verified cases of killing, kidnapping, enforced disappearance, arbitrary detention and torture of journalists, associated media 

personnel, trade unionists and human rights advocates in the previous 12 months 

One Defender Lost Every 10 Hours: A Decade of Rising Violence With No End in Sight 

No Region Spared: A Decade of Rising Violence Against Human Rights Defenders 

For the first time, statistical evidence confirms that since 2015, verified killings of human rights defenders, journalists, and trade unionists have risen globally and 

across every region. The data tells an unambiguous story: the world is moving further from the zero target, not closer.  

A decade of deterioration 

At least 5,307 defenders have been killed since 2015 — a 61% increase over the decade, with the annual pace surging by up to 25% since 2021. On average, thirty 

more defenders are killed each year than the year before.  

The rising trend is universal: across all regions, killings have increased since 201510. In more than half of all UN Member States — 115 countries — at least one 

defender has been killed since 2015. This is not a regional crisis. It is a global tragedy. 

Latin American and the Caribbean remain the deadliest region, accounting for around 60% of all killings over the past decade. Alarmingly, Western Asia and Northern 

Africa are rising fast – their share of global killings has nearly doubled, reaching 25% in 2025.  

There is no sign of reversal 

Preliminary data for 2025 shows at least 550 defenders were killed and 120 disappeared. These figures are incomplete and will rise as documentation and reporting 

catch up. Based on historical patterns in human rights violation discovery and recording, the projected totals for 2025 are 740 killed and 190 disappeared. The upward 

trend continues, holding at a dangerously high level.  

Violence is accelerating—the clock is ticking faster 

The latest data for 2024 records the highest number of killings and disappearances ever documented: 880 defenders lost. That is one defender, journalist, or trade 

unionist is killed or disappeared every 10 hours—compared to every 19 hours in 2015.  

Who bears the heaviest burden 

The violence is not distributed equally. In 2025, of every 10 defenders killed or disappeared: 3 were working on environmental or land issues; 3 were from an 

indigenous or minority group; 1 was a woman. Sitting at the intersection of these threats, indigenous and minority women defending the environment and land are in 

especially acute danger. Globally, 1 in 7 women defenders killed or disappeared faced this triple, compounded risk. 

Regional patterns deepen the concern. Environmental and land defenders, and indigenous and minority defenders, are most endangered in Latin America and the 

Caribbean, where they represent 52% and 45% of those killed or disappeared — far exceeding global averages of 31% and 29%. Youth defenders11 face 

disproportionate risk in Northern America and Europe, accounting for 31% of cases — triple the global average of 10%. 

The 2030 Agenda demands a response 

Achieving the 2030 Agenda requires the active participation of those who defend the rights it promotes. Yet the people advancing fundamental freedoms — 

environmental defenders, indigenous leaders, community advocates — are being killed in rising numbers, with impunity. Progress toward 2030 depends on reversing 

this trend. The data makes the direction clear. What remains is the will to act. 

 

  

 

 

Storyline author(s)/contributor(s): Yekaterina Spassova, OHCHR; Nicolas Fasel, OHCHR 

Custodian agency(ies): OHCHR 

 

 
10 Where data is available. This excludes the SDG region Oceania. 
11 Aged 18–32 

Killings of Human Rights Defenders, Journalists, and Trade Unionists, 2015–2025 (number of verified cases; world; 2025 figures projected) 

 

 
Share of Women, Environmental and Land, Indigenous and Minority, and Youth Defenders Among Those Killed or Disappeared, by Region, 2025 (percentage of total 

killed or disappeared) 

 

 

https://unstats.un.org/sdgs/dataContacts/


Indicator 16.10.2 Number of countries that adopt and implement constitutional, statutory and/or policy guarantees for public access to information 

Bridging the Implementation Gap in Access to Information 

Access to information is a cornerstone of transparent, accountable and inclusive societies, as reflected in Sustainable Development Goal 16.10.2, which measures 

the number of countries that adopt and implement constitutional, statutory or policy guarantees for public access to information. As custodian agency for this 

indicator, UNESCO monitors global progress through its annual survey on access to information, launched in 2019. The survey collects data from 198 Member States 

and territories on national access to information frameworks, with participation increasing steadily from 43 respondents in 2019 to 123 in 2025. 

The 2025 report, currently being finalized, draws on data submitted by participating Member States and territories. It examines the existence of access to information 

laws, implementation practices, oversight mechanisms and reporting on information requests, providing an evidence base to assess progress, identify gaps and 

highlight areas for improvement. 

As of 2026, 141 UN Member States have adopted statutory guarantees for public access to information, with Cuba and Senegal among the most recent adopters. 

Regionally, this includes 51 countries in Europe and North America, 27 in Latin America and the Caribbean, 27 in Asia and the Pacific, 27 in Africa, and 9 in the Arab 

States. 

The latest survey results show an average score of 6.12 out of 9 across 123 respondents, with 101 confirming that their legal framework provides for a dedicated 

oversight institution. However, scores vary widely: 26 countries and territories scored below 4.5, while 41 scored above 8, reflecting different levels of legal 

robustness. 

Most respondents (105) reported that access to information is guaranteed through primary legislation, while 62 rely on secondary legislation or regulations, which 

typically complement primary laws through implementing decrees, guidelines or policy instruments. In addition, 31 respondents indicated that environmental 

protection is explicitly included among permissible ATI exemptions. For example, the Dominican Republic integrates digital tools to track special waste, while Kenya 

mandates proactive disclosure of environmental information under Section 5 of the Access to Information Act, 2016. 

Despite these advances, challenges remain. In 2025, 5,872,073 ATI requests were recorded according to 49 of 123 respondents, yet several countries continue to face 

gaps in implementation, including the absence of record-keeping systems, limited enforcement of ATI laws, lack of designated ATI bodies or institutional roles, 

insufficient data on legally mandated record keeping, and the absence of independent oversight authorities. 

These challenges are further illustrated by an ATI Testing Report conducted by the Centre for Law and Democracy with UNESCO support. This first large-scale global 

stress test of the right to information submitted identical ATI requests across 76 countries. The findings showed that 38% of requests received no substantive 

response (“mute refusals”), leaving the right to information effectively existing only on paper. While 54% of requests yielded some information, only 42% resulted in 

full disclosure. 

To address some of these implementation challenges, UNESCO commissioned the Model Law on Access to Information for Small Island Developing States (SIDS), 

prepared by the Centre for Law and Democracy. The Model Law provides a human rights–based framework aligned with international standards while reflecting the 

governance realities and administrative capacities of small island states. In 2025, seven SIDS participated in the SDG 16.10.2 survey, supported by UNESCO through 

this initiative and dedicated webinars aimed at strengthening understanding of the survey methodology and encouraging greater participation. 

 

  

 

Custodian agency(ies): UNESCO-UIS 

 

  

Roles of ATI oversight institutions as mandated by the legal guarantees 

 2022 2023 2024 2025 

Oversight (legal responsibility to ensure implementation of the ATI 

guarantees) 

91 (88%) 84 (82%) 85 (72%) 84 (67%) 

Monitoring of ATI implementation 91 (88%) 91 (88%) 95 (80%) 93 (81%) 

Review of the appeals 80 (78%) 82 (80%) 78 (66%) 77 (67%) 

Enforcement of compliance with the ATI guarantees 80 (78%) 84 (82%) 79 (67%) 71 (62%) 

Mediation 43 (42%) 46 (45%) 42 (35%) 46 (40%) 

 

https://unstats.un.org/sdgs/dataContacts/


Target 16.a Strengthen relevant national institutions, including through international cooperation, for building capacity at all levels, in 

particular in developing countries, to prevent violence and combat terrorism and crime 

Indicator 16.a.1 Existence of independent national human rights institutions in compliance with the Paris Principles 

Global progress on independent human rights institutions halts in 2025, putting 2030 targets  at risk 

Global progress in establishing independent National Human Rights Institutions (NHRIs) has stalled in 2025.  

In 2025, 89 countries had NHRIs fully compliant with the Paris Principles (A status), representing 46 per cent of UN Member States and observers and covering 55 per 

cent of the world’s population. This marks an increase from 70 countries in 2015, but no overall change compared to 2024, as increases in some regions were offset 

by decreases in others. An additional 26 countries had institutions partially compliant with the Paris Principles (B status), bringing the total number of countries with 

accredited NHRIs to 115.  

Regional patterns highlight both progress and persistent gaps. Northern America and Europe continue to lead, with nearly 6 out of 10 countries in this region hosting 

fully compliant institutions. Sub-Saharan Africa has recorded the most significant gains since 2015 and now more than half of its countries have fully compliant 

institutions. In contrast, Central and Southern Asia and Oceania remain at lower levels of full compliance, while Eastern and South-Eastern Asia has shown little 

change since 2015. In 2025, Latin America and the Caribbean recorded a slight increase, while Western Asia and Northern Africa recorded a decrease.  

Differences across country groups remain pronounced. Least Developed Countries and Landlocked Developing Countries have seen increases in compliance since 

2015, reaching around 43 to 44 per cent. Small Island Developing States remain at lower levels, with approximately 11 per cent of countries hosting fully compliant 

institutions, highlighting persistent gaps in coverage.  

Since 2015, growth in fully compliant institutions has remained steady but slow, at an average of 2 new fully compliant institutions every year. At this pace, full 

compliance with the Paris Principles would not be reached globally by 2030. 

  

 

 

 

Storyline author(s)/contributor(s): Predrag Savic, OHCHR 

Custodian agency(ies): OHCHR 

 

Number of countries with fully and partially compliant NHRIs, 2000 - 2025  

 

 
Proportion of countries with fully compliant NHRIs 2000 - 2030, per region 

 

 
Proportion of countries with fully and partially compliant NHRIs in 2025 (A and B status), per region 
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Target 16.b Promote and enforce non-discriminatory laws and policies for sustainable development 

Indicator 10.3.1/16.b.1 Proportion of population reporting having personally felt discriminated against or harassed in the previous 12 months on the basis 

of a ground of discrimination prohibited under international human rights law 

More data, same reality: discrimination remains widespread, structured, and under-measured 

Nearly one in five people globally report having experienced discrimination in the past 12 months. New evidence shows that this pattern persists despite expanded 

data coverage. Overall, race, colour, ethnicity, and socio-economic status are the most commonly reported reasons for discrimination.   

Across regions, certain groups face systematically higher levels of discrimination. Persons with disabilities report among the highest levels of discrimination, with 

nearly one in three affected. Disaparities persist across income and education levels, with poorer and less educated populations consistently reporting higher rates 

than their more advantaged counterparts. Respondents in least developed countries report slightly higher rates on average. 

Differences are also observed across gender. Women report higher levels of gender-based discrimination. 

For the first time, data disaggregated by sexual orientation and gender identity introduce a critical and still under-measured dimension. Although available for a very 

limited number of countries, the evidence reveals some of the highest levels of sexual orientation and gender identity discrimination recorded. Individuals identifying 

as sexual minorities report discrimination rates that are two to three times higher than those of the population as a whole. 

Data on gender identity show even sharper disparities, with transgender and other gender-diverse individuals frequently reporting the highest levels observed, often 

exceeding 60 per cent. 

Important data gaps remain. Fewer than half of countries provide data disaggregated by income, education, or migration status, and only a few report data 

disaggregated by sexual 

orientation and/or gender 

identity. The highest disparities 

are often found where data are 

most limited. In addition, 

relatively few countries regularly 

conduct repeated surveys, 

constraining the ability to assess 

trends over time. 

Closing these gaps is essential 

to fully understand the scale and 

nature of discrimination and to 

design effective, targeted 

responses. Without better data, 

discrimination remains only 

partially visible. Without 

visibility, it cannot be effectively 

addressed — and the 

commitment to leave no one 

behind will remain out of reach. 

  

Storyline author(s)/contributor(s): Predrag Savic, OHCHR 

Custodian agency(ies): OHCHR 

 

On average, sexual and gender minorities report up to 2.6 times higher discrimination rates 
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