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WHY CSO INVOLVEMENT IN UNCAC REVIEW?

* Enhance accuracy of assessment g

* Help public awareness-raising
about UNCAC obligations

*  Communicate expectations
about performance

www.transparency.org



AREAS FOR NGO INVOLVEMENT

CSO INVOLVEMENT IN UNCAC REVIEW

Process issues
» Transparency
» CSO participation

Content issues
> Access to information

» Implementation of laws and regulations
» Enforcement of laws and regulations

www.transparency.org

NATIONAL-LEVEL STAGES & ENTRY POINTS

FOUR KEY STAGES AND ENTRY POINTS FOR CSO

Self-assessment (input and publish)

\ 4

Country visit or otherwise review team assessment and CSO input

¥

Publication of the review report

\ 4

FOLLOW-UP TO REVIEW REPORT

¢ Transparency & participation are optional
« A proxy measure of the situation in the country
* How the process runs in your country contributes to overall precedents about the

review process

www.transparency.org
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RAISING ISSUES AT THE
NATIONAL LEVEL

www.transparency.org

STAGE ONE

» Government appointment of focal point
» Government self-assessment

Optimal results
e Access to focal point

e Consultation on self-assessment
e Prompt publication of self-assessment

Recommended actions for CSOs

e Inform government that you will publish a report on process
e Advocate access, consultation, prompt publication

e Prepare inputs for self-assessment phase

www.transparency.org
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STAGE TWO

» Peer review and dialogue phase

Optimal results
e Country visit
e (SO & other stakeholder inputs to review team

Recommended actions for CSOs

* Provide information on other governments that allow country
visits and CSO inputs, including in other review systems

e Prepare report on implementation and submit to government
& review team

www.transparency.org

STAGE THREE

» Publication of results of review: executive summary or full report

Optimal results
e Publication of full report

Recommended actions for CSOs e

e Prepare a CSO report on the review process and on country
compliance with UNCAC and publish it online

e Prepare CSO analysis of published review results

www.transparency.org
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TRACKING PROCESS ISSUES

Did the government disclose
information about the country
focal point?
Is the review schedule known?

Was civil society consulted in the
preparation of the self-
assessment?

Was the self-assessment
published on line or provided to
civil society?

Did the government agree to a
country visit by the review team?
Was a country visit undertaken?

Was civil society invited to provide
input to the official reviewers?

Was the private sector invited to
provide input to the official
reviewers?

Has the government committed to
publishing the full country report

Yes/ No

Yes/ No

Yes/ No

If yes, who? (please tick)
Women'’s groups

Access to information groups
Trade unions

Academic networks
Anti-corruption groups

Other (please list)

Yes/ No

Yes/ No

Yes/ No
Yes/ No

Yes/ No

Yes/ No/ Unknown

Transparency of the Government's Undertaking of the Review Pxocess

Comfnents

omments
Please indicate whether the review\is on time
Comments
. Please list the organisations cqnsulted
. Please indicate date of consultation

Comments
Please enter link if applicable and date of publica  tion or
information about when/how the self-asgessment was provided

Comments
Please indicate date of the visit

Comments

Comments
. Please list the organisations invjted
. Please enter the form of input ifvited

Comments
. Please list the firms/organisafions invited
. Please enter the form of inpit invited

Plgase indicate if published by UNODC and/ or count  ry and

www.transparency.org

COMMENTING ON REVIEW RESULTS

e Quality of information and access to information
* Report findings on legal framework and on system for enforcing or applying

rules and policies

- Statistics and cases

- Resourcing, independence and skills of responsible agencies

- Other institutional issues

e Other institutional issues

* Technical assistance needs
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STAGE FOUR

> Follow-up on review recommendations

Optimal results
e Government develops action plan in consultation with
stakeholders; if follow-up committee, include CSOs

e Technical & financial assistance is provided

Recommended actions for CSOs
e Advocate for and contribute to action plan & monitor

e Advocate for transparent technical and financial
assistance

e Provide technical assistance

www.transparency.org

RAISING ISSUES AT THE
INTERNATIONAL LEVEL
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INTERNATIONAL-LEVEL ENTRY POINTS FOR
UNCAC FOLLOW-UP

»Several international UNCAC bodies
Conference of States Parties: every 2 years
Implementation Review Group: 2 x year, briefing
Working Group on Asset Recovery: 1 x year
Working Group on Prevention: 1 x year

» Observer status: two types of
communication
Written submissions
Oral statements
Dispute about status in subsidiary bodies

www.transparency.org

INTERNATIONAL-LEVEL ENTRY POINTS FOR
UNCAC FOLLOW-UP

»Regional forums ?

» Other international forums ?

www.transparency.org
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RAISE ISSUES REQUIRING ATTENTION

* Make oral statements to COSP. Also to
IRG & Working Groups?

* Make written submissions to COSP.
Also to IRG and Working Groups?

Restrictions on:
— Attendance
— Written submissions

www.transparency.org

CONTRIBUTE TO AGGREGATED RESULTS

* Tl Overview Report for first 3 years submitted to Implementation Review
Group (IRG) meeting. Process and substance issues.

* 83 countries surveyed—Coalition NGOs

¢ Focal point public: 43 (+ 8 on request or indirectly)

* Review schedule known: 29

 Consultation in self-assessment: 28

* Self-assessment published: 23 (+ 2 provided to CSO, + 4 planned)
¢ Onsite visit (known to CSOs): 62

* CSO inputs to review team: 44

« Private sector inputs to review team: 23

* Full report published: 11 (+ 8 planned)

www.transparency.org
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IN SUM

www.transparency.org

OPTIONS FOR RAISING ISSUES: PROCESS AND
SUBSTANCE

When?

e During review process
e After review process
Where?

¢ National level: To Government and to wider public
¢ International level: To COSP, to Implementation Review Group,
to Working Groups. Also to other forums.

How?

¢ Monitor ! Check implementation and contribute to review
¢ Join forces! National and international coalitions

www.transparency.org

W\Wiy

¢ Be active! Advocate for the right review process U N CAGO a I itio n
Xy

Soc <
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JOINT

HE UNCAC COALITION

Wi

INCAC Coalition opposes
INESCO's adoption of the

2 March 2012. The UNCAC Cozlcin,
omposed of mare than 300 cvl
acsty organisations commited to
ohting comuption and promoting
wman rights worldie, strongly
Joposes the...

INESCO: Eliminate Obiang Prize
‘ick here to see the letter flom the
INCAC Coaltion addressed to Ms.
Alssandra Cummins, Charpersan of
JNESCO's Executive Board opoosng
he estabishment of the UNESCO -...

UNCAQoalition [N ceimoneat sseutis teamiore Reien
e1es

Be part of the solution. : y Contact Us

mational Ancomypton Cofernce) L
global govemance ager h\

*For organisations and individuals

*Membership mailing list

Follow us on:

BO
*Quarterly Newsletter
What's New *Website, Facebook, Twitter

What happened at o949 Overve
SERAP wants US to establish  £10m house in expensive " :“:w: " lcf; me
process to share London suburb recovered by e Rutinnd . d .
: ConferenceofStatesPartes: *Joint advocacy actions
18 March 2012, Soco-Economc 9 March 2012. Global Winass ik "
e calion opposes s

Rghts and Accountabley Project  wekcomes today's successful TR

o ; adoption of the Equsteria Guines
(SERAP) has sent a request to the  recovery by Libya of a £10 milen .

US Securttes and Exchinge jousl belonging
Commsson (SEC) urging £ to son, Sza0
“estabish 2n eficent... Gadéaf. The Hgh Court...

*Mutual support

toshare compensation for foreign

Alstom debarred by the Civil society submission to

bbery . .
World Bank for bribing G20 anti-corruption working seemsseseaee o|nformation shari ng

and Accountabity.
SHERPA cals on for compensation 8 February 2012
10 be made to Zambe

£10m house in expenive Londen
suburb recovered by Libya

Joe! Salas 9 March 2012, Global Witness welcomes. . . H
e b i e Hedatetnt Ty | o *Coordination committee
company Alstom, who was Policies anc Intemational :
condemned last November in Cooperaton

eInternational Secretariat

tp://lwww.uncaccoaliti
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