
GLOBAL REPORT HIGHLIGHTS LINK BETWEEN CORRUPTION, VIOLENCE
  By Kirsten Grieshaber  |  The Associated Press  

Most of the world continues to fail to fight 
corruption with 95 % of countries having 
made little to no progress since 2017, a closely 
watched study by an anti-graft organization 
found Tuesday.

Transparency International's 2022 Corrup-
tion Perceptions Index, which measures the 
perception of public sector corruption accord-
ing to experts and businesspeople, also found 
that governments hampered by corruption lack 
the capacity to protect the people, while public 
discontent is more likely to turn into violence.

"Corruption has made our world a more dan-
gerous place. As governments have collectively 
failed to make progress against it, they fuel 
the current rise in violence and conflict – and 
endanger people everywhere," said Delia Fer-
reira Rubio, the chairperson of Transparency 
International.

"The only way out is for states to do the hard 
work, rooting out corruption at all levels to 
ensure governments work for all people, not 
just an elite few," she added.

The report ranks countries on a scale from 
a "highly corrupt" 0 to a "very clean" 100. Den-
mark is seen as the least corrupt this year with 
90 points, and Finland and New Zealand both 
follow closely at 87. Strong democratic institu-
tions and regard for human rights also make 
these countries some of the most peaceful in 
the world, the report said.

However, the report also shows that while 

western Europe remains the top-scoring region, 
some of its countries are showing worrying 
signs of decline.

The United Kingdom dropped five points 
to 73 — its lowest ever score. The report said 
a number of scandals from public spending to 
lobbying, as well as revelations of ministerial 
misconduct, have highlighted woeful inadequa-
cies in the country's political integrity systems. 
Public trust in politics is also worryingly low, 
it said.

Countries like Switzerland, at 82, and the 
Netherlands, which scored 80 points, are show-
ing signs of decline amidst concerns over 
weak integrity and lobbying regulations — even 
though their scores remain high in comparison 
to the rest of the world.

In eastern Europe corruption is seen as 
remaining rampant as many countries reached 
historic lows.

Russia in particular was highlighted as a glar-
ing example of corruption's impact on peace 
and stability.

The country's invasion of Ukraine almost 
a year ago was a stark reminder of the threat 
that corruption and the absence of government 
accountability pose for global peace and secu-
rity, the report said. It added that kleptocrats 
in Russia, which is at 28 points, have amassed 
great fortunes by pledging loyalty to President 
Vladimir Putin in exchange for profitable gov-
ernment contracts and protection of their 

economic interests.
"The absence of any checks on Putin's power 

allowed him to pursue his geopolitical ambi-
tions with impunity," the report concluded. 
"This attack destabilized the European conti-
nent, threatening democracy, and has killed 
tens of thousands."

Before the invasion, Ukraine, which scored 
33 points, had a low score but was undertak-
ing important reforms and steadily improving. 
Even after the outbreak of the war, the country 
continued to prioritize anti-corruption reforms. 
However, wars disrupt normal processes and 
exacerbate risks, the report pointed out, allow-
ing corrupt actors to pocket funds meant 
for recovery. Earlier this month investigations 
exposed alleged war profiteering by several 
senior officials.

The index rated 180 countries and territo-
ries. Somalia was at the bottom with 12 points; 
South Sudan tied with Syria for second-to-last 
with 13.

Only eight countries improved last year, 
among them Ireland with 77 points, South 
Korea with 63, Armenia at 46, and Angola at 
33.

The report also pointed out how after 
decades of conflict, South Sudan is in a major 
humanitarian crisis with more than half of the 
population facing acute food insecurity — and 
corruption is exacerbating the situation.

In Yemen, at 16, where complaints of corrup-

tion helped spark civil war eight years ago, the 
report said that the state has collapsed, leaving 
two-thirds of the population without sufficient 
food in what has become one of the worst 
humanitarian crises in the world.

Compiled since 1995, the index is calculated 
using 13 different data sources that provide 
perceptions of public sector corruption from 
businesspeople and country experts. Sources 
include the World Bank, the World Economic 
Forum and private risk and consulting com-
panies.
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CHILD WELFARE ALGORITHM FACES 
JUSTICE DEPARTMENT SCRUTINY
  By Sally Ho & Garance Burke  |  The Associated Press    

The Justice Department has been scrutinizing a controversial 
artificial intelligence tool used by a Pittsburgh-area child protec-
tive services agency following concerns that it could result in 
discrimination against families with disabilities, The Associated 
Press has learned.

The interest from federal civil rights attorneys comes after an 
AP investigation revealed potential bias and transparency issues 
about the opaque algorithm that is designed to assess a family's 
risk level when they are reported for child welfare concerns in 
Allegheny County.

Several civil rights complaints were filed in the fall about the 
Allegheny Family Screening Tool, which is used to help social 
workers decide which families to investigate, AP has learned.

Two sources said that attorneys in the Justice Department's 
Civil Rights Division cited the AP investigation when urging 
them to submit formal complaints detailing their concerns 
about how the algorithm could harden bias against people with 
disabilities, including families with mental health issues.

A third person told AP that the same group of federal civil 
rights attorneys also spoke with them in November as part of a 
broad conversation about how algorithmic tools could poten-
tially exacerbate disparities, including for people with disabili-
ties. That conversation explored the design and construction of 
Allegheny's influential algorithm, though the full scope of the 
Justice Department's interest is unknown.

All three sources spoke to AP on the condition of anonymity, 
saying the Justice Department asked them not to discuss the 
confidential conversations, and two said they also feared profes-
sional retaliation.

Wyn Hornbuckle, a Justice Department spokesman, declined 
to comment.

Algorithms use pools of information to turn data points into 
predictions, whether that's for online shopping, identifying 
crime hot spots or hiring workers. Many child welfare agencies 
in the U.S. are considering adopting such tools as part of their 
work with children and families.

Though there's been widespread debate over the moral 
consequences of using artificial intelligence in child protective 
services, the Justice Department's interest in the pioneering 
Allegheny algorithm marks a significant turn toward possible 
legal implications.

Supporters see algorithms as a promising way to make a 
strained child protective services system both more thorough 

and efficient, saying child welfare officials should use all tools 
at their disposal to make sure children aren't maltreated. But 
critics worry that including data points collected largely from 
people who are poor can automate discrimination against 
families based on race, income, disabilities or other external 
characteristics.

Robin Frank, a veteran family law attorney in Pittsburgh 
and vocal critic of the Allegheny algorithm, said she also filed 
a complaint with the Justice Department in October on behalf 
of a client with an intellectual disability who is fighting to get 
his daughter back from foster care. The AP obtained a copy of 
the complaint, which raised concerns about how the Allegheny 
Family Screening Tool assesses a family's risk.

"I think it's important for people to be aware of what their 
rights are and to the extent that we don't have a lot of infor-
mation when there seemingly are valid questions about the 
algorithm, it's important to have some oversight," Frank said.

Mark Bertolet, spokesman for the Allegheny County Depart-
ment of Human Services, said by email that the agency had not 
heard from the Justice Department and declined interview 
requests.

"We are not aware of any concerns about the inclusion of 
these variables from research groups' past evaluation or com-
munity feedback on the (Allegheny Family Screening Tool)," the 
county said, describing previous studies and outreach regarding 
the tool.

Allegheny County said its algorithm has used data points 
tied to disabilities in children, parents and other members of 
local households because they can help predict the risk that a 
child will be removed from their home after a maltreatment 
report. The county added that it has updated its algorithm 
several times and has sometimes removed disabilities-related 
data points.

The Allegheny Family Screening Tool was specifically 
designed to predict the risk that a child will be placed in foster 
care in the two years after the family is investigated. It has used 
a trove of detailed personal data collected from child welfare 
history, as well as birth, Medicaid, substance abuse, mental 
health, jail and probation records, among other government 
data sets. When the algorithm calculates a risk score of 1 to 
20, the higher the number, the greater the risk. The risk score 
alone doesn't determine what happens in the case.

The AP first revealed racial bias and transparency concerns 

in a story last April that focused on the Allegheny tool and how 
its statistical calculations help social workers decide which fami-
lies should be investigated for neglect – a nuanced term that can 
include everything from inadequate housing to poor hygiene, 
but is a different category from physical or sexual abuse, which 
is investigated separately in Pennsylvania and is not subject to 
the algorithm.

A child welfare investigation can result in vulnerable families 
receiving more support and services, but it can also lead to the 
removal of children for foster care and ultimately, the termina-
tion of parental rights.

The county has said that hotline workers determine what 
happens with a family's case and can always override the tool's 
recommendations. It has also underscored that the tool is only 
applied to the beginning of a family's potential involvement 
with the child welfare process. A different social worker who 
later conducts the investigations, as well as families and their 
attorneys, aren't allowed to know the scores.

Allegheny's algorithm, in use since 2016, has at times drawn 
from data related to Supplemental Security Income, a Social 
Security Administration program that provides monthly pay-
ments to adults and children with a disability; as well as diagno-
ses for mental, behavioral and neurodevelopmental disorders, 
including schizophrenia or mood disorders, AP found.

The county said that when the disabilities data is included, 
it "is predictive of the outcomes" and "it should come as no 
surprise that parents with disabilities … may also have a need 
for additional supports and services." The county added that 
there are other risk assessment programs that use data about 
mental health and other conditions that may affect a parent's 
ability to care for a child.

The AP obtained records showing hundreds of specific vari-
ables that are used to calculate the risk scores for families who 
are reported to child protective services, including the public 
data that powers the Allegheny algorithm and similar tools 
deployed in child welfare systems elsewhere in the U.S.

The AP's analysis of Allegheny's algorithm and those inspired 
by it in Los Angeles County, California, Douglas County, Colo-
rado, and in Oregon reveals a range of controversial data points 
that have measured people with low incomes and other disad-
vantaged demographics, at times measuring families on race, zip 
code, disabilities and their use of public welfare benefits.

Since the AP's investigation published, Oregon dropped its 

algorithm due to racial equity concerns and the White House Office 
of Science and Technology Policy emphasized that parents and social 
workers needed more transparency about how government agencies 
were deploying algorithms as part of the nation's first "AI Bill of Rights."

The Justice Department has shown a broad interest in investigating 
algorithms in recent years, said Christy Lopez, a Georgetown University 
law professor who previously led some of the Justice Department's civil 
rights division litigation and investigations.

In a keynote about a year ago, Assistant Attorney General Kristen 
Clarke warned that AI technologies had "serious implications for the 
rights of people with disabilities," and her division more recently issued 
guidance to employers saying using AI tools in hiring could violate the 
Americans with Disabilities Act.

"They are doing their jobs as civil rights investigators to get to the bot-
tom of what's going on," Lopez said of the Justice Department scrutiny of 
Allegheny's tool. "It appears to me that this is a priority for the division, 
investigating the extent to which algorithms are perpetuating discrimina-
tory practices."

Traci LaLiberte, a University of Minnesota expert on child welfare 
and disabilities, said the Justice Department's inquiry stood out to her, 
as federal authorities have largely deferred to local child welfare agencies.

"The Department of Justice is pretty far afield from child welfare," LaL-
iberte said. "It really has to rise to the level of pretty significant concern 

to dedicate time and get involved."
Emily Putnam-Hornstein and Rhema Vaithianathan, the two develop-

ers of Allegheny's algorithm and other tools like it, deferred to Allegheny 
County's answers about the algorithm's inner workings. They said in an 
email that they were unaware of any Justice Department scrutiny relating 
to the algorithm.

Researchers and community members have long raised concerns that 
some of the data powering child welfare algorithms may heighten histori-
cal biases against marginalized people within children protective services. 
That includes parents with disabilities, a community that is a protected 
class under federal civil rights law.

The Americans with Disabilities Act prohibits discrimination on the 
basis of disability, which can include a wide spectrum of conditions, 
from diabetes, cancer and hearing loss to intellectual disabilities and 
mental and behavioral health diagnosis like ADHD, depression and 
schizophrenia.

LaLiberte has published research detailing how parents with dis-
abilities are disproportionately affected by the child welfare system. She 
challenged the idea of using data points related to disabilities in any 
algorithm because, she said, that assesses characteristics people can't 
change, rather than their behavior.

"If it isn't part of the behavior, then having it in the (algorithm) biases 
it," LaLiberte said.

A weekly section to spur conversation


