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Drafting Parallel Reports for the UNCAC Review: Guidelines and Report Template
This document is intended to assist civil society organisations (CSOs) in preparing parallel reports for the UN Convention against Corruption (UNCAC) review. It includes: 

· A set of guidelines, with six sections addressing key issues 

· A proposed report template with guidance at the end of each section
Guidelines
1. Background 
The CSO parallel reports on the UNCAC review aim to contribute to national and international dialogue and advocacy on UNCAC implementation, in order to improve the quality of anti-corruption efforts worldwide. The reports provide input into the UNCAC review process, which checks country-level implementation of the Convention. They should complement government reports by providing supplementary information, filling gaps and taking a more critical perspective on implementation. However, CSOs often lack information about what governments have reported and thus may need to cover some of the same ground.
The reports can be used in two main ways: (1) for advocacy work at the national level to push governments to fully implement the UNCAC into domestic law and practice: (2) to exert pressure on national governments in the international forum of the Conference of States Parties (COSP) to the UNCAC, as well as its subsidiary body, the Implementation Review Group (IRG), which was created by the COSP to oversee the review process. In this context it is important to bear in mind the different audiences the reports will need to address. 

2. Qualifications of the person preparing the report
The researcher preparing the report should have the following qualifications:
· Knowledge about criminal law and practice in the country covered. This could be as a practising lawyer or an academic.  

· Proven expertise in political-institutional analysis, with particularly strong knowledge of the country’s judicial system.

· Familiarity with transparency, accountability and the anti-corruption discourse.

· Ability to write succinctly and for a non-academic audience.

· Proven commitment to practical policy reform and evidence-based advocacy in the field of anti-corruption and good governance.
3. General approach in preparing the report 
The reports should provide an assessment of whether or not implementation of UNCAC in a certain area (i.e. legislation, enforcement, international cooperation etc.) is considered satisfactory. The report should be comprehensive enough on the articles covered to allow sound conclusions to be drawn, taking into account statistical and other data and information. It should clearly explain the reasons for any conclusions and recommendations.
All data and information should be presented clearly in a concise and user-friendly manner, including graphical presentation where appropriate (i.e. tables, graphs). The information should be properly referenced: written sources should be quoted either in the text itself or in footnotes.
4. Executive summary
The executive summary highlights the most significant findings and recommendations. It should enable the reader to understand the main issues without reading the entire study: policy-makers and journalists will focus on this part of the report. 
All conclusions should be based on material in the main body of the report and recommendations are likely to have more impact if they are limited to the most important rather than including a diverse laundry list. 
The executive summary can and should be submitted to the UNCAC Conference of States Parties.
5. Libel issues and referencing sources of information
Qualified lawyers should conduct a libel check in the final stage of production of the report, but in order to reduce the risk of libellous material the following standards should be observed when drafting of the report: 

· The study should be balanced, written in neutral language and all statements should be substantiated.

· Statements containing allegations of misconduct by any individual or organisation should be supported by references to reliable sources. The reference sources should be crosschecked as far as possible, and in case of any doubt, allegations should be omitted. 

· Language about allegations should be toned down appropriately, qualifying statements with words such as “allegedly” and “reportedly”. 

· When discussing in particular (criminal) cases, mentioning the names of implicated persons should be avoided unless a reliable open source reference can be provided. Authors should be careful to reflect the status of cases at the time of writing: whether there have been allegations only, or whether investigation or prosecution by authorities has begun or has resulted in a judgement and whether it is final or subject to appeal. This distinction is important to assess the reliability of the information and the libel risk posed by using the case.
· All sources of data/information included as text or tables/diagrams should be fully referenced and identified as either “official” or “unofficial”. 

· If data/information is available online, provide the Internet addresses (including the date accessed). 

· Where data are available in both English and the national language, please provide the English source and its Internet address as well.
· When citing interviews, it is best practice to agree in advance with the interviewee the title you will use (e.g. District Court Judge or Senior Official Department of Justice) when making any reference to the interview in the report.
· Where an interviewee wishes to remain anonymous, citations should give relevant information about the interviewee, the place and date of the interview and the absence of names should be explained. Example: Interview of District Court Judge with author, Colombo, 8 December 2009 (name withheld by request).
· Legal concepts and terms should be provided in the footnotes in the national language next to the English translation.
6. Length and style
The study should be about 6000 - 8000 long. Statistical tables and other data, including presentation of case law, should be included in the body of the report, unless they take several pages, in which case the most important information should be included in the text and the rest in an annex. 
When drafting the report, the author is asked to use a “scientific journalism style”, which presents valid analysis and arguments about technical matters in a language that is also accessible to non-experts. The following guidelines should be taken into account: 
· Use clear and concise language.
· Avoid highly technical terms/language.
· Substantiate any assertion with references, using footnotes. 

· Be balanced (highlight strengths as well as weaknesses in the performance).
· Use topic sentences to structure paragraphs. A topic sentence is “a sentence whose main idea or claim controls the rest of the paragraph; the body of a paragraph then explains, develops or supports with evidence the topic sentence's main idea or claim”.
 
7. Steps in preparing the report 
When drafting the report, use the template provided below. The data collection process involves a range of different methods, with emphasis on a desk review of existing legislation, cases and investigations, and key informant interviews. In terms of covering specific events or time-bound data sources, the UNCAC review report time period usually covers the 24 months prior to the start of the analysis.
 Below each data collection method is outlined, but more detailed information for the specific data required for each UNCAC article under review can be found below (Report guidelines and template).
· Information on legislation: Tools and Resources for Anti-Corruption Knowledge (TRACK) is a useful resource developed by the United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime (UNODC). The TRACK legal library contains laws and jurisprudence and information on anti-corruption authorities from over 175 States worldwide, indexed and searchable according to each provision of the UNCAC.

· Information on cases and investigations: There should be a thorough search for any available online information about cases or investigations.
 For each case or investigation mentioned, a citation should be supplied in a footnote, preferably including a web link and this may be a news report, where the publication is reputable. The most recent statistical data from the government should also be provided, including any available links. If this information is not available online it may take some time to obtain and the source should be indicated.
· Consultations with well-informed persons: The report should include information from consultations with law enforcement officials and other well-informed persons, in order to enhance its validity. It should include a list of all those consulted, unless a request to anonymity has been made, in which case the person’s position and institution should be included. 
· Consultation with government: Government feedback should be obtained on a near-final draft of the report from appropriate officials in the Justice or Interior Ministry or the Anti-Corruption Agency, as well as from one of the government’s official delegates to the previous UNCAC Conference of States Parties.
 This helps to avoid errors and to build a dialogue about the issues covered in the report. These inputs should be taken into account, but the final product should be independent and reflect an objective judgment of the evidence collected. Appointments should be made well in advance of any meetings about the report, and the draft should be provided to enable adequate time for meaningful feedback.
· Explanations: Several questions provide space for explanations of the response. An explanation of the response is very important as it greatly enhances the credibility and persuasiveness of the report by providing the factual basis and reasoning behind the answers. 
Transparency International CSO Parallel UNCAC review report template ©

Specific instructions and guidance are provided for each section in blue italics.
Introduction
Please use the following structure: 
(Country name) signed the United Nations Convention against Corruption (UNCAC) on (date) and ratified it on (date).
This report reviews (Country name)’s implementation and enforcement of selected articles in chapters III (Criminalisation and Law Enforcement) and IV (International Cooperation) of the United Nations Convention against Corruption (UNCAC). The report is intended as a contribution to the UNCAC implementation review process currently under way covering those two chapters. (Country name) was selected by the UNCAC Implementation Review Group in July 2010 by a drawing of lots for review in the (first/second/third/fourth) year of the process. A draft of this report was provided to the government of (Country name).
Scope. The UNCAC articles that receive particular attention in this report are those covering bribery (Article 15), foreign bribery (Article 16), embezzlement (Article 17), money laundering (Article 23), liability of legal persons (Article 26), witness protection (Article 32), protection of reporting persons (Article 33), compensation for damage (Article 35) and mutual legal assistance (Article 46).

Structure. Section I of the report is an executive summary, with the condensed findings, conclusions and recommendations about the review process and the availability of information; as well as about implementation and enforcement of selected UNCAC articles. Section II covers in more detail the findings of the review process in (Country name) as well as access to information issues. Section III reviews implementation and enforcement of the convention, including key issues related to the legal framework and to the enforcement system, with examples of good and bad practice. Section IV covers recent developments and section V elaborates on recommended priority actions.

Methodology. The report was prepared by (Name of the CSO) with funding from (name where appropriate). The group made efforts to obtain information for the reports from government offices and to engage in dialogue with government officials. As part of this dialogue, a draft of the report was made available to them.

The report was prepared using guidelines and a report template designed by Transparency International for use by CSOs. These tools reflected but simplified the United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime (UNODC) checklist and called for relatively short assessments as compared with the detailed official checklist self-assessments. The report template asked a set of questions about the review process and, in the section on implementation and enforcement, asked for examples of good practice and areas in need of improvement in selected areas, namely with respect to UNCAC Articles 15, 16, 17, 20, 23, 26, 32, 33, 35 and 46(9)(b) and (c). 

In preparing this report, the authors took into account the recent review of (Country name) carried out by (refer to other review mechanisms).
I. Executive summary (maximum 2,000 words)
Include here a few highlights about process and overall compliance, including significant deficiencies and successes. The structure should as much as possible follow the structure of the report. Please bear in mind that while the whole report will be published, only the executive summary will be submitted to the Conference o States Parties (COSP) as an official contribution to the review process.
Conduct of process 
 TABLE 1: Transparency and CSO participation in the review process

	

	Did the government make public the contact details of the country focal point?
	Yes/No

	Was civil society consulted in the preparation of the self-assessment?
	Yes/No

	Was the self-assessment published online or provided to CSOs?
	Yes/No

	Did the government agree to a country visit?
	Yes/No

	Was a country visit undertaken?
	Yes/No

	Was civil society invited to provide input to the official reviewers? 
	Yes/No

	Has the government committed to publishing the full country report?
	Yes/No


Availability of information (1 paragraph)
Overall assessment of existence and access to the information required for the report, and quick description of institutions approached to get the information. Please indicate whether requests were made under access to information legislation.
Implementation into law and enforcement 

Elaborate on key points of implementation and enforcement, including challenges and areas of concern (include reference to any noteworthy case law). 
TABLE 2: Implementation and enforcement summary table
	UNCAC ARTICLE
	STATUS OF IMPLEMENTATION
(IS THE ARTICLE FULLY / PARTIALLY / NOT IMPLEMENTED?)
	HOW ARE THESE PROVISIONS ENFORCED IN PRACTICE?
(GOOD/ MODERATE/ POOR)

	Art. 15 (bribery)
	Fully / Partially / Not implemented
	Good/ Moderate/ Poor

	Art. 16 (foreign bribery)
	Fully / Partially / Not implemented
	Good/ Moderate/ Poor

	Art. 17 (embezzlement)
	Fully / Partially / Not implemented
	Good/ Moderate/ Poor

	Art. 20 (illicit enrichment)
	Fully / Partially / Not implemented
	Good/ Moderate/ Poor

	Art. 23 (Money laundering)
	Fully / Partially / Not implemented
	Good/ Moderate/ Poor

	Art. 26 (Liability of legal persons)
	Fully / Partially / Not implemented
	Good/ Moderate/ Poor

	Art. 32 and 33 (protection of witnesses, and whistleblowers)
	Fully / Partially / Not implemented
	Good/ Moderate/ Poor

	Art. 35 (compensation for damage)
	Fully / Partially / Not implemented
	Good/ Moderate/ Poor

	Art. 46(9)(b) & (c) (mutual legal assistance)
	Fully / Partially / Not implemented
	Good/ Moderate/ Poor


In evaluating whether an UNCAC article has been fully or partly implemented into law an assessment should be made; not simply stating that there is a law in place but indicating whether the law has any gaps or inconsistencies. If these are relatively minor, then the article may still be considered implemented. If they are major gaps or inconsistencies or if there is no law, then the article may be considered not implemented. There is also specific guidance below on evaluating implementation into law of various articles.
In evaluating whether enforcement is good, moderate or poor, account should be taken of whether relevant legal provisions are applied in practice, whether there are obstacles to their practical application and what kinds of outcomes there are when relevant provisions are applied. 

Recommendations for priority actions
Key recommendations, to cover, as appropriate:

1. Government interaction with NGOs

2. Access to information

3. Implementation

4. Enforcement
II. Assessment of Review Process for [country name] (approx. 1–2 pages)
This part asks for an assessment of the transparency of the government’s review process.

A. Report on the review process 

Please complete Table 3 providing details of the transparency, country visits and civil society participation in your government’s UNCAC review process.

The review process may extend over a period of as much as a year with a possible country visit only six months or more after the start of the process. Thus depending on when a CSO starts to work on this report it may or may not be possible to complete this table for some time. 

Concerning publication of contact information of the focal point, if this was done, please indicate whether this was done online or by other means.

With regard to the questions about civil society consultation on the self-assessment and civil society input to the official reviewers, please reference in the comments section whether the invitation was a broad one or whether only a select group was invited and if possible how this selection was made. 

TABLE 3: Transparency of the government’s UNCAC review process
	TRANSPARENCY OF THE GOVERNMENT’S UNDERTAKING OF THE REVIEW PROCESS

	Did the government disclose information about the country focal point?
	Yes/ No
	Comments

	Was the review schedule known?
	Yes/ No
	Comments

Please indicate whether the review was on time

	Was civil society consulted in the preparation of the self-assessment?
	Yes/ No

If yes, who was consulted? (Please tick)

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Access to information groups 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Academic networks 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Anti-corruption groups 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Trade unions 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Women’s groups 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Other (please list)
	Comments

	Was the self-assessment published online or provided to civil society?
	Yes/ No
	Comments
Please enter link if applicable and date of publication or information about when/how the self-assessment was provided

	Did the government agree to a country visit?
	Yes/ No
	Comments

	Was a country visit undertaken?
	Yes/ No
	Comments

	Was civil society invited to provide input to the official reviewers? 
	Yes/ No

If yes, who was invited? (Please tick)

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Access to information groups 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Academic networks 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Anti-corruption groups 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Trade unions 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Women’s groups 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Other (please list)
	Comments

· Please list the organisations invited

· Please enter the form of input invited

	Was the private sector invited to provide input to the official reviewers? 
	Yes/ No
	Comments

· Please list the firms/organisations invited

· Please enter the form of input invited

	Has the government committed to publishing the full country report?

	Yes/ No/ Unknown
	Comments
Please indicate if published by UNODC and/ or country and enter a link if applicable.


B. Access to information

This part should reflect information on the ease with which the public can access information concerning the implementation and enforcement of UNCAC at national level, in particular whether there is any access to information legislation facilitating this process.

Please provide comments on the availability of information (e.g. statistics, details of prosecutions and judgments) for preparing this report. For example:
1. Please describe the steps that the expert took in order to obtain the information required to prepare the report: which government entities or other bodies did you contact? Is there a specific government body that deals with anti-corruption policy? If so when was it created, what are its objectives and achievements?

2. Did the expert try to make a formal access to information request based on access to information or other legislation? Is so, please specify the relevant legislation.

3. Did the expert rely on other sources to obtain relevant information (e.g. media, civil society reports)?  Please specify.

4. What obstacles did you encounter in obtaining the necessary information? Did the obstacles relate to lack of government compilation, legal barriers or simple government unwillingness to allow access to the information required? Is the information on numbers of cases accessible? Is information on case details accessible?
Note that access to information may be different according to different categories of information. It may be relatively easy to access copies of laws and regulations, although in some countries this may not be the case. It is often more difficult to obtain statistical information about enforcement, although in some countries this is published online. It is frequently the most difficult to obtain details about cases currently prosecuted or concluded. These three categories of information should be distinguished in the response to this question.

III. Implementation and enforcement of the Convention (approx. 4–5 pages)
A. Key issues related to the legal framework and enforcement of laws 
This part focuses on certain articles of UNCAC and asks to what extent these articles have been implemented into law, and what further actions are needed to ensure compliance.

Article 15: Bribery of national public officials and

Article 16: Bribery of foreign public officials

The offence of bribery of national public officials should include both active bribery (offering bribes) and passive bribery (accepting or soliciting bribes). The definition of bribery should be broad, covering instances where no tangible item is offered, and where the advantage is promised or given either directly or indirectly through an intermediary. The definition of public official should be broad, and should include any person who performs a public function or provides a public service. 

Note: Please ensure reference to both active and passive bribery components.

Key weaknesses may include:

· Narrow definition of bribe

· Narrow definition of prohibited conduct 

· Narrow definition of object of bribery e.g. types of advantages covered 

· Failure to include bribes for benefit of third parties or bribes through intermediaries 

· High standard of evidence required to prove corruption agreement 

· Requirements as to the intentional element of the offence 

· Immunities (see also Article 30 (2)) 

· Jurisdictional limitations (see also Article 42) e.g. restrictions on application of nationality or territoriality jurisdiction 

· Inappropriate defences e.g. effective regret 

· Low sanctions 

Article 17: Embezzlement, misappropriation or other diversion of property by a public official

Legislation on embezzlement, misappropriation or other diversion of property by a public official should be included in criminal law, not only civil or administrative law. The offence should cover acts that are for the benefit of the public officials or for another person or entity. A broad definition of property is necessary to capture the full range of assets that are embezzled. 
Note: Does the burden of proof shift to the defendant to prove that the funds in question were legally obtained?
Key weaknesses may include narrow definition of property.

Article 20: Illicit enrichment

For the purposes of this article illicit enrichment refers to a significant increase in the assets of a public official that he or she cannot reasonably explain in relation to his or her lawful income.

Note: Does the burden of proof shift to the defendant to prove that the enrichment in question was legally obtained?

Article 23: Laundering of the proceeds of crime

Legislation should specifically recognise the link between corrupt practices and money laundering. The offence of money laundering should include 1) conversion or transfer of the proceeds of crime; 2) concealment or disguise of the proceeds of crime; 3) acquisition, possession or use of the proceeds of crime; and 4) participation in, association with or conspiracy to commit, attempts to commit and aiding, abetting, facilitating and counselling the commission of any of the foregoing offences.

When determining that property is the proceeds of crime, there should not be a requirement that a person be convicted of a predicate offence. The definition of predicate offences on money laundering should be broad, and should list corruption-related offences specifically. Further, predicate offences should include acts that took place in another country if that act would constitute a predicate offence had it occurred domestically. 

Note: Does the list of predicate offences for money laundering include corruption offences? Please state whether corruption offences are listed specifically, or are covered within a broad category of predicate offences such as “all offences”.
Key weaknesses may include:

· Narrow definition of money laundering

· Requirement that the person be first convicted of a predicate offence

· Narrow list of predicate offences

· Legal persons are not subject to criminal liability for money laundering or inadequate sanctions under civil or administrative law

· Jurisdictional limitations (see also Article 42) e.g. restrictions on conduct that took place in another jurisdiction

· Requirements as to intentional element of offence 

· Low sanctions

Article 26: Liability of legal persons

Legislation needs to be introduced to enable legal persons to be held liable for corruption-related offences, ideally under criminal law, but if not under civil or administrative law with sufficient sanctions provided. The liability of legal persons should not depend on criminal liability of a natural person who has committed the offence. Monetary or other sanctions for corruption-related offences must be serious enough that they are an effective, proportionate and dissuasive deterrent. An example of non-dissuasive sanctions is monetary sanctions so low that the potential benefits of bribery outweigh the potential costs.

Note: Please explain whether legal persons are liable under criminal, civil or administrative law. How many companies have received sanctions under criminal, civil and administrative law for corruption-related offences in the past three years?

Are the sanctions for legal persons committing corruption-related offences effective, proportionate and dissuasive?

Key weaknesses may include:

· Lack of criminal liability for legal persons for corruption-related offences
· Liability is dependent on the criminal liability of a natural person

· Low sanctions

Article 32: Protection of witnesses, experts and victims and 

Article 33: Protection of reporting persons

Protection for witnesses, experts, victims and reporting persons should be as comprehensive as possible, subject to the means of the state, and should include protection for families and associates. Protection should also be provided for persons who report offences, assist with investigations and/or cooperate with cases, in addition to those who actually testify. Victims should also be provided with an appropriate and secure opportunity to present their views and concerns during criminal proceedings.

Note: Please indicate whether it is adequate for both men and women. 

Key weaknesses may include:

· Lack of an easily accessible, anonymous complaints mechanism

· Lack of protection from employer reprisals in the workplace

Article 46 (9): Mutual legal assistance in the absence of dual criminality

In line with the spirit of the UNCAC, dual criminality should not pose a barrier to the effective provision of mutual legal assistance (MLA). The scope for MLA to be rendered should be very wide to enable the provision of MLA to the maximum extent possible, even in the absence of dual criminality. This is particularly in cases involving non-coercive measures, where dual criminality should not be required for MLA to be rendered.

Note: Is there a legal provision in the legislation of the country allowing the provision of MLA in the absence of dual criminality? Has your country confronted any obstacles in providing or obtaining mutual legal assistance? If possible, please indicate the countries with which the mutual legal assistance problems have occurred.

Key weaknesses may include:

· Requirement of dual criminality, including for non-coercive MLA

· Lack of centralised system for providing MLA

1. Areas showing good practice:
Indicate the UNCAC article, then indicate the relevant national legislation and explain the good practice.

Please provide examples of good practice. References to domestic legislation should include reference to the date when the law was promulgated and the specific articles/provisions being discussed, etc.  
This section should include references to laws that are particularly thorough in implementing UNCAC or examples of particularly effective enforcement. It should reference all the items in the table above where an UNCAC article is listed as “fully implemented” and where enforcement is “good”.
 2. Areas with deficiencies:
Indicate the relevant UNCAC article, then indicate the relevant national legislation (if any) and explain the deficiencies.

Please provide examples of deficiencies. References to domestic legislation should include reference to the date when the law was promulgated and the specific articles/provisions being discussed, etc. 

This section should cover all the items from the box above that are in the bottom category i.e. “Not implemented” into law or “Poor” enforcement in practice. In addition, it should include the worst cases where an article is implemented only “in part” or “moderately” enforced.

3. Recommendations:
Please set out your recommendations for priority actions to improve implementation of UNCAC.

B. Key issues related to enforcement system
Some of the main areas of concern are:

· Existence of cases or investigations and adequate sanctions imposed: In the absence of cases and investigations or of cases concluded with adequate sanctions, there is reason to inquire whether there are deficiencies in the enforcement system. Likewise, if there are reasons to believe that only minor cases are pursued or some major cases are not pursued, there is also reason to inquire about the effectiveness of the enforcement system.

· Independence of public prosecutors and other enforcement agencies and of the judiciary: Effective and independent enforcement bodies are essential for dissuading individuals from engaging in corrupt acts, and providing redress for the victims of corruption. Likewise an independent judiciary is essential for law enforcement against corruption.

· Priority given to corruption cases: Whether the enforcement system creates incentives or deterrents to pursuing corruption, cases may affect enforcement. Because pursuit of corruption cases is often difficult and resource intensive and may affect career development of law enforcement officials, this may affect the priority given to corruption cases. 
· Organisation of enforcement: Corruption cases are complex and require significant expertise. Prosecutors may be reluctant to bring corruption-related cases because they have limited staff and a large backlog of domestic cases. The reluctance to bring these cases will be even greater where responsibility for investigation and prosecution is left to regional or local offices.  
· Coordination between investigation and prosecution: Lack of coordination between investigative agencies and prosecution services may result in promising cases being dropped or delayed.
· Overlapping agency responsibilities: This may be a problem if it causes officials to work at cross-purposes or results in one agency refraining in the expectation that another will act.

· Specialised units in the prosecutors’ offices (Article 36): To overcome the obstacles to prosecuting corruption-related offences, in many countries responsibility for corruption-related cases has been assigned to a specialised office. Where responsibility for enforcing corruption is not centralised, another option for governments is to take steps to supervise and coordinate enforcement by decentralised offices.
· Adequate resources: Corruption cases are complex, time-consuming and labour-intensive and thus adequate material resources and trained staff are critical. Prosecutors may be reluctant to bring corruption-related cases because they have limited staff and a large backlog of domestic cases. 
· Capacity of enforcement authorities: The complexity and technicality of corruption cases means they require particular expertise, including trained lawyers, investigators and forensic accountants. 
· Opportunities for procedural delays: If procedures allow for unreasonable delays this is likely to undermine enforcement efforts and raise their costs.
· Complaint mechanism: One of the best ways of uncovering evidence of corruption is through reports or complaints made to law enforcement authorities by persons with inside knowledge of such practices. For this to occur, there must be channels for reporting that are relatively easy to use for those with information, that protect their anonymity, and deliver the information to government authorities able to process it. 

· Public awareness-raising: To enhance the impact of the laws and their enforcement, it is important that the government provide information to the public sector, the private sector and the wider public about law enforcement with regard to corruption. 
1. Statistics:
Please provide figures of the number of cases prosecuted in relation to each UNCAC article considered. Indicate in the footnotes all sources of information, including website links where available. If no information is available provide a short explanation of efforts undertaken to contact responsible authorities and the responses received. Include the information in the table below. At the end of the table, provide a short analysis of the data and what it says about enforcement in the country.
TABLE 4: Cases statistics
	
	TRIALS (ON-GOING AND FINALISED)
	CONVICTIONS
	SETTLEMENTS
	ACQUITTALS
	PENDING CASES

	Art. 15 (a) Bribery of national public officials (active) 
	
	
	
	
	

	(Art. 15(b)) Bribery of national public officials (passive) 
	
	
	
	
	

	(Art. 16) Bribery of foreign public officials
	
	
	
	
	

	(Art 17.) Embezzlement, misappropriation or other diversion of property by a public official 
	
	
	
	
	

	(Art. 20) Illicit Enrichment 
	
	
	
	
	

	(Art. 23) Money laundering linked to corruption
	
	
	
	
	


2. Information on cases and investigations:
Please provide the following information about any major prosecutions and civil and administrative actions in each category of cases:
1. Name of the case, including parties

2. Date when prosecution was brought

3. Summary of principal charges

4. Penalties or other sanctions sought

5. Status of case, including expected trial date or appeal date

6. To your knowledge any obstacles holding up the case

In determining whether a case is major, consider for example whether the case involves a large multi-national corporation or a senior government official, the amount of capital involved and the seriousness of the case. If there are many cases please select 10 of the most important. Please indicate in footnotes all sources of information, including website links where available.

3. Examples of good practice or progress in enforcement

Please provide a short explanation of these good practices, referring as appropriate to the relevant UNCAC article. For example:  
1. Law enforcement pursuing major corruption cases or making improvement

2. Evidence of independence of investigators, prosecution and judiciary

3. Evidence of appropriate and proportionate sanctions being imposed in relation to corrupt acts and practices

4. Adequate or increasing resources or training

5. Good or increasing coordination
4. Significant inadequacies in the enforcement system for UNCAC-related offences

Please provide a short explanation of the main inadequacies in the enforcement system, referring as appropriate to the relevant UNCAC article. For example:
1. Lack of priority given to corruption cases in law enforcement

2. Lack of independence of investigators, prosecution or judiciary
3. Lack of skills and training to investigate corruption cases
4. Lack of specialised anti-corruption units
5. Inadequate resources
6. Opportunities for procedural delays in processes and proceedings
7. Overlapping agency responsibilities leading to confusion
8. Lack of coordination between investigation and prosecution
9. Lack of public awareness-raising 
5. Recommendations
Please set out your recommendations for priority actions to improve the enforcement system.
IV Recent developments (approx. ½ page) 

Please describe recent developments in the areas covered in this parallel report or any other areas that you feel are relevant to the implementation of Chapters III and IV of the UNCAC, e.g. new legislation, new bills and institutional changes in the last three years.

Appendix

List of persons consulted (with affiliation):

Acknowledgements 
� For more information see: � HYPERLINK "http://grammar.ccc.commnet.edu/grammar/paragraphs.htm" ��http://grammar.ccc.commnet.edu/grammar/paragraphs.htm�.


� CSOs can adjust this time period, if there are reasons for using a slightly different time horizon. This needs to be indicated in the report. Also, information about earlier events might provide relevant historical background.


� See: http://www.track.unodc.org/LegalLibrary/Pages/home.aspx.


� The annual Country Reports on Human Rights Practices produced by the US State Department have a section on “Official Corruption and Government Transparency” which contains information on cases and investigations: http://www.state.gov/j/drl/rls/hrrpt/index.htm.


� A list of participants to previous COSP can be found on UNODC website.
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