
INDEPENDENT 
REPORTING MECHANISM

Participating since: 2011
Number of action plans: 3
Number of commitments to date: 100

NOTEWORTHY COMMITMENTS

Co-Creation and Decision Making
The level of collaboration between government and civil society has improved over time. There is also a greater diversity 
of CSOs and government institutions that participate in OGP, including all three branches of government, as well as 
state and municipal governments. Another important development is the establishment of a civil society working group. 
The figures below show who was involved in the development of the third action plan (2016-2018), as well as the levels 
of public influence during the first two plans.

The diversity of OGP participants in Brazil and the level of collaboration between government and civil 
society have improved significantly over time. While some commitments have led to major improvements 
in open government, there is a need for more ambitious commitments that address national priorities 
such as anti-corruption.      

WHO WAS INVOLVED?

SOCIAL PARTICIPATION 
Develop the Participa.br portal to 
improve opportunities for social 
participation and facilitate dialogue 
between government and citizens. 

BETTER LAND GOVERNANCE 
Publish georeferenced land data 
for both public and private lands 
through the Land Management 
System (SIGEF).  

TRANSPARENT BRAZIL
Support the implementation of 
the Access to Information Law at 
the local level through a regional 
transparency index, technical 
support, and trainings. 

LEVEL OF PUBLIC INFLUENCE?

COLLABORATEINVOLVECONSULTINFORMNO CONSULTATION

During development

During implementation
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No/little civil society involvement

Narrow / little inter- 
governmental consultation

Primarily agencies that  
serve other agencies

Significant involvement of 
line agencies / ministries

GOVERNMENT

✗



Commitment Performance
Brazil has achieved high rates of implementation, and some commitments have significantly improved social participation, 
corporate transparency, and consumer protection. However, most commitments have not been transformative. The third 
action plan is a step forward because it includes fewer, more ambitious commitments, in new areas such as the penitentiary 
system, the courts, and the environment. The figures below show the levels of completion and ambition of the first two 
action plans, as well as how they compare to the regional average of the latest round of plans.
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ACTION PLAN 2✪ STARRED 
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Recommendations
1

NEW METHOD FOR 
CONSULTATIONS  

Increase the time 
for deliberations to 

incentivize more ambitious 
commitments.

2
ADDRESS  

KEY TOPICS

Address key areas on  
the public agenda, such 

as political party financing 
and public-private sector 

corruption.  

3
PRIVATE SECTOR 
ENGAGEMENT

Further engage businesses 
to raise awareness of open 

business models  
and promote open 

government principles in 
the private sector.  

4
DIVERSITY OF GOVERNMENT 

PARTICIPATION

Include more non-
federal branches of the 

government (such as the 
Public Prosecutor’s Office), 
as well as cities and other 

subnational entities.
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