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The presentsubmission is a shortened version ofan upcoming reportby Transparency Interna-
tional which assesses transparencyand civil society participation in international and regional anti-
corruption review mechanisms.

Theseinclude:

e The UN Convention againstCorruption (UNCAC) Review Mechanism

e The OECD Working Group on Bribery (OECD WGB) for the OECD Anti-Bribery Conven-
tion and otherinstruments

e The Financial Action Task Force (FATF), which reviews member state compliance with its
recommendations

e The Group of States againstCorruption (GRECO) for the Council of Europe instruments

e The Mechanism for Follow-Up (MESICIC) on Implementation ofthe Inter-American Con-
vention against Corruption ofthe Organization of American States (OAS) and its Commit-
tee of Experts

e The OECD/ACN Istanbul Action Plan sub-regional peer review programme

Our findings and recommendations cover the basic framework, which should allow civil societyto
actively and meaningfully participate in anti-corruption discussions in the international meetings of
anti-corruption review mechanisms, namely (1) rules aboutaccess to information and civil society
participation; (2) proactive disclosure ofinformation; and (3) on-site access to information and par-
ticipation in meetings.

International standards

The mostimponantstandards to consider in assessing the performance of international review
mechanisms are international human rights standards, including the rights of access to information
and participation. Likewise, relevantinternational anti-corruption standards, such as UNCAC Arti-
cle 13, should be consideredto govern the anti-corruption review mechanisms and their secretari-
ats.

Human rights review mechanisms, such as ofthe UN Human Rights Council, provide for high
standards oftransparencyand civil society participation and there is noreason —basedon either
complexityor sensitivity— why anti-corruption review mechanisms shouldnotachieve the same
level of standards.

1 Submission prepared by Gillian Dell (gdell@transparency.org) and Adam Foldes (afoldes@transparency.org)



Publication of access to information and participation rules

Ovwerall there is a lack of information aboutrules on access to information and patrticipation in the
international meetings ofreview mechanisms and in some cases there are no detailed rules atall.

The OECD/ACN Istanbul Action Plan has clearaccess to information rules for civil societyorgan-
isations participating in its monitoring processes, including at its international meetings, butitdoes
not have rules foranyone else notparticipating in the process.

For GRECO the generalrules on access to information ofthe Council of Europe apply. General
OAS rules applyto MESICIC and its constituting documentalso has some referencesto access to
information. For both the rules are publiclyaccessible.

The three remaining review mechanisms —the UNCAC, OECD WGB and FATF — do not publish
any access to information rules concerning their international meetings. This means thatinterested
citizens and civil societyorganisations cannotrelyon any available normsto assistthem in ac-
cessing the details ofthese meetings.

With regard to participation rules, several ofthe review mechanisms publish rules online about at-
tending meetings or side meetings of the mechanism, although in some cases thisinformation is
hard to find. For example, the Istanbul Action Plan refers to suchrules inits review methodology,
which is a highly technical documentand noteasilyaccessible to citizens .2 (See further information
in the Annex.)

Proactive online disclosure of information

Our survey found importantgaps in proactive disclosure ofinformation in relation to international
meetings. This included deficiencies in accessto timetables and agendas, lists of participants and
meeting documents. The UNCAC review mechanism has the bestonline accesstoinformation
aboutits meetings.

Timetables

Each mechanism publishes timetables of theirinternational meetings for the current calendar.
These are useful to provide at leasta minimal level ofinformation on the work of these meetings.

Agendas

The full provisional agenda is available for the UNCAC review mechanism’s Implementation Re-
view Group sessions as wellas ofthe Conference of States Parties. The full agenda s also availa-
ble for MESICIC international meetings.

The OECD/ACN Istanbul Action Plan reports thatinformation aboutits monitoring meetings are
published on-line in advance ofthe meeting.3 The provisional agendaofthe OECD WGB and
GRECO meetings are partiallyaccessible; the review schedule indicates which countryreports will
be discussed attheir meetings.

The FATF does notpublish aprovisional agenda ahead ofits review meetings.

? Istanbul Anti-Corruption Action Plan Methodology for the 4™ monitoring round,
www.oecd.org/corruption/acn/Methodology-4th%20Round-Istanbul-Action-Plan-ENG pdf

® For example, information on the latest meeting, www.oecd.org/corruption/acn/anti-
corruptionnetworkforeasterneuropeandcentralasiaseptember2016meetings.htm. The list of meetingsand relevant
materialsare available, www.oecd.org/corruption/acn/istanbulactionplan/



Lists of participants

None of the mechanisms publish a preliminarylist of participants before their meetings, which pre-
vents civil societyfrom initiating anydiscussions in advance with representatives due to attend.
This maybe because states parties do not provide this informationto the secretariat ofthe review
mechanism until the lastminute.

Only the UNCAC, the GRECO and MESICIC review mechanisms publish the final list of partici-
pants after their meetings.

Meeting documents

The UNCAC and the MESICIC mechanisms also publish the listofdocuments tabledatthe meet-
ing and the documents themselves. The other mechanisms do notdo this, which prevents the pub-
lic and civil societyfrom accessing concrete information aboutthe contentof these meetings.

For those mechanisms thatadoptresolutions, decisions or statements, these are available online.
Summaries or minutes ofthe meetings are also posted online byall the mechanisms exceptthe
OECD WGB.

Civil societysubmissions

Fostering participation in public discussions means that review mechanisms should enable a wide
range of opinions and facts to be made available in the public onlinespacethatthey create. It
should be possible to easilyfind there official reports, CSO reports and records oftheir discussions
(consultations) taking place on- or offline.

The MESICIC has the bestpractice of displaying all the documents of a country’s review on a
country page, including civil societysubmissions. Notonly that, but the MESICIC review timetable
includes suggested timing for civil societyinputs.

It was notpossible to find any civil societysubmissions aboutcountrycompliance on the websites
of the other mechanisms exceptfor the web pages ofthe UNCAC CoSP which oversees the UN-
CAC review mechanism. Such submissions are sometimes made in the case ofthe OECD WGB,
GRECO and OECD/ACN Istanbul Action Plan mechanisms, although civil societysubmissions
aboutcountry compliance are scarce in anyof the mechanisms apartfrom the MESICIC. The
OECD WGB occasionallyorganises consultations on cross-cuttingtopics, receives and publishes
submissions from civil society.

With regard to the UNCAC review mechanism, shortsubmissions bynon-governmental organisa-
tions (1000 or 1500 words) thatdo not make reference to specific countrysituations are posted by
the UNODC on the designated web pages for meetings ofthe Implementation Review Group and
the CoSP. Non-governmental organisationsubmissions thatreporton the UNCAC compliance ofa
particular countrymay not be posted on the IRG web pages but can be posted onthe CoSP web
pages.

Onsite access to information and participation

The studyof the sixreview mechanisms found importantgaps in the approaches offive of them in
relation to on-site access to information and more active forms of participation.

Most importantly, civil societyrepresentatives maynot participate in the formal plenarymeetings of
any of the review mechanism bodies, whether as active participants or observers, exceptin the
OECD/ACN Istanbul Action Plan.

In the case of the UNCAC, civil societyis excluded from participating as observers in meetings of
the UNCAC Implementation Review Group even though participation is foreseen bythe Rules of



Procedure ofthe UNCAC Conference of States Parties *and even though the former does not
carry outany review work.

The beststandard in this areais established bythe OECD/ACN Istanbul Action Plan review
mechanism, covering countries in Eastern Europe and Central Asia. This mechanism allows civil
societyrepresentatives to attend its plenarymeetings as more than obseners;theyare active par-
ticipants. As the review manual for the Istanbul Action Plan process says:

Participation of civil society is promoted through contribution to the preparation of the
monitoring report, participation in the on-site visits and in the plenary meetings. The
civil society may also contribute to the monitoring by preparing “shadow ” reports

w hich will be taken into account in the country assessment. Public participation, trans-
parency of the monitoring process and the publication of the reports remains an im-
portant advantage and outstanding feature of Istanbul Action Plan.®

Further, inits practical guide for civil society, the Istanbul Action Plan states that:

Representatives of the civil society can take part in the plenary meeting, including pre-
senting their opinions and proposing amendments to the draft monitoring report.®

As to the other systems, despite the fact that UNCAC’ and the MESICIC? review mechanisms ex-
plicitly recognisethe importance of civil society participation, representatives of civil societyare ex-
cluded from theirinternational meetings. At bestsome ofthe mechanisms, such as GRECO, allow
an invited civil societyrepresentative to enter the room, to make a statement, possiblyrespond to
guestions or comments and then leave.

FATF holds formal meetings with the private sector, but not with civil society. It appears to have
plans to include civil societyin workshops in discussions atfuture Experts Meetings but to our
knowledge, this has notyet materialised.®

Summary of findings and recommendations

Anti-corruption review mechanisms and their processes seek to determine national compliance
with international anti-corruption standards and to formulate policies and priorities. However, the

* Rulesof Procedure forthe Conference of StatesPartiesto the United Nations Convention against Corruption, Rule
17, www.unodc.org/pdf/crime/convention_corruption/cosp/07-80230_Ebooke.pdf

® Istanbul Action Plan, “Manual for Monitoring Experts’, www.oecd.org/corruption/acn/IAP-Manual-Monitoring-
Experts-EN.pdf; see also the “Work Programme 2013 -2015”,
www.oecd.org/corruption/acn/ACNWorkProgramme2013-2015_EN.pdf

® Istanbul Action Plan, “Practical Guide: How to Conduct Monitoring by Civil Society”, 2014,
www.oecd.org/corruption/acn/ACN-Civil-Society-Monitoring-Practical-Guide-ENG.pdf

7“3, The Mechanism shall:(a) Be transparent, efficient, non-intrusive, inclusive and impartial’, Terms of Reference of
the Mechanism forthe Review of Implementation forthe UN Conventionagainst Corruption, p.4,
www.unodc.org/documents/treatiessUNCAC/Publications/ReviewMechanism-
BasicDocuments/Mechanism_for_the_Review_of Implementation_- Basic_Documents - E.pdf;see also, Article 13
of the UN Convention against Corruption.

8 “Continue to facilitate the participation and contributions of civil society organizationsin the activities of the
MESICIC Committee of Expertsand Conference of StatesParties, in accordance with their corresponding Rulesof
Procedure, and, when applicable,in processesrelating to the implementation of the recommendationsin each of the
StatesParties, in accordance with theirdomestic legislation.” Inter-American Program of Cooperation to Fight
Corruption, Mechanism for Follow-up on the Implementation of the Inter-American Convention against Corruption
(MESICIC), Second Meeting of the Conference of StatesParties, November20-21,2006, Washington DC,
OEA/Ser.L/XXIl.2.2. MESICIC/CEP-ll/doc.5/06 rev. 2, 21 November 2006,
www.oas.org/juridico/english/mesicic_conf_est_parte_Il_prog_intam_en.pdf; see also ChapterV of MESICIC Rules
of Procedure, www.oas.org/juridico/PDFs/mesicic4_rules_en.pdf

° FATF, “Annual Report 2013-2014”, www.fatf-
gafi.org/media/fatf/documents/brochuresannualre ports/FAT F%20Annual%20report%202013-2014.pdf



mechanisms are themselves performing badlywhenitcomes to respectforinternational human
rights standards on access to information and civil society participation.

The findings ofthis studyindicate that civil societyorganisations are notwelcome atthe table at
international meetings when governments discuss the anti-corruption performance oftheir peers,
with only one exception — the OECD/ACN Istanbul Action Plan.

This is bad news because excludingcivil societydiminishes the effectiveness ofreview mecha-
nisms. If they were more respectful ofinternational human rights standards on transparencyand
participation, theywould yield better results with the benefits of civil societyexpertise, experience
andincreased abilityto reach citizens.

All the review mechanisms need improvementand mosthave a considerable distance to go to
meetinternational standards for transparencyand participation.

e Overall thereis a lack of information aboutrules on access to information and participaton
in the international review mechanisms.
Recommendation 1: All review mechanisms should publish rules on accesstoin-
formation and civil society participation in international meetings.

e Importantgaps in accesstoinformation existforinternational anti-corruption meetings,
including accessto timetables and agendas, lists of participants and meeting documents.
Recommendation 2: All review mechanisms should publish all information required
for an understanding of and potential participation in the meetings without prior re-
quest.

¢ Importantgaps remainin five review mechanismsin relation to on-site accessto infor-
mation and more active forms of participation. The OECD/ACN Istanbul Action Plan
showed best practice ofthe six.
Recommendation 3: All review mechanisms should allow on-site access to infor-
mation and participation in the international meetings.

TransparencyInternational calls on the states parties and secretariats in charge ofthese anti-cor-
ruption mechanisms to seta better example of how to complywith international obligations. Ac-
cording to international standards, trans parencyand civil society participation are among the fun-
daments of anti-corruption efforts. Pertinentreview mechanisms should build on instead of forgo-
ing these.



Annex?°

UNCAC COSP UNCAC IRG OECDWGB FATF GRECO MESICIC ISTANBUL
ACTIONPLAN

On-site access to information and participation

Rules on civil society Yes: on NGOs and many No No Yes: NGO Yes Yes
participation are published UNODC experts take the view Participatory

websiteunder  thatthe COSP Rules rules forthe

“Informationfor of Procedure cover Council of

participants”®  IRG attendance but Europe.1®

andon the some countries

host-country's  dispute this.

website.

There are published
rules forthe
meetings NGO
briefings on the
margins ofthe IRG
sessions’in
Resolution4/6, but
they are not entirely
clearand arguably
contradictory.

Formal meetings'* are open Yes: Plenary No No No No No Yes16

to any CSO® sessions ofthe
Conference are
accessible to
NGOs in
consultative
status with
ECOSOC and
also “other
relevant
NGOs”.

Formal meetings include Yes,CSOscan No.Butsee#5 No No No No Yes
discussions with CSO make below.
participants statementsin

plenary. And

discussions at

Special Events.

Formal meetings areopen  No: Media No No No No No No
to the media Representative
s are invited to
attend the
Press
Conference
only.
Review body holds N/A Yes: briefings onthe  Yes: periodic Yes in Yes: periodic Yes. Before the N/A
meetings'’ with CSOs side-lines ofthe consultations.  principlebut consultations.’® official meeting
separate from formal IRG*® (Resolution if sothe starts and onlyfor  Since CSOs
meetings. 4/6). formatin those CSOs that  mayattend
which it have responded  the formal
takes place to the meeting, no
Only for NGOs that is not clear. questionnaire. separate
attended the meetingis
previous COSP. required.
No
Meetings referred to in No No No No No N/A
previous pointare open to
the media
The Secretariatof the Yes. Yes No No No Yes. Theyreach Yes
meeting activelyreaches out to civil society
outinorderto make registered under
possible broad CSO the OAS.
presence

° African Union Advisory Board on Corruption, the ADB/OECD Anti-Corruption Initiative for Asia and the Pacific and the SADC Protocol against Corruption have o functioning review mechanisms
that'swhy these are Notincludedin the table.

" www.unodc.org/documents/treatiesy UNCAC/COSP/session6/V1504782e .pdf

E www.unodc.org/unodc/en/treaties/ CAC/CAC-COSP-session4-resolutions.html

https://wcd.coe.int/ViewDoc.jsp?p=&Ref=Res(2003)8&Language=lanEnglish&Ver=original&Site=CM&BackColorinternet=DBDCF2&BackColorintranet=FDC 864&BackColorLogged=FDC864 &direct=
true

* Formal meetingsare Conference of the StatesPartiesto the United Nations Convention against Corruption; Meetingsof the Implementation Review Group of the United Nations Convention
against Corruption; Meetings of the OECD Working Group on Bribery in International Business Transactions; Plenary meeting of the FATF; Plenary meeting of the GRECO; Meetings of the
Committee of Expertsof the Mechanism for Follow-up on Implementation of the Inter-American Convention Against Corruption; Istanbul Anti-Corruption Action Plan Meetings.

 “Any CSO” meansas a result of a fair selection processa manageable numberof CSOscan participate.

' www.oecd.org/corruption/acn/ACN-Civil-Society-Monitoring-Practical-Guide-ENG pdf (page 10)

" Thisrefers to meetingson international level. An example isthe UNCAC IRG’s civil society briefing. http//uncaccoalition.org/en_US/uncac-bodies/implementation-review-group-irg/7 th-irg/#fifth-irg
s www.unodc.org/documents/treatiess UNCAC/Working Grou ps/ImplementationReviewGroup/18-22June2012/V1254390e.pdf

¥ There are meetingsorganised ad hoc with CSOs, typically at the launching or closure of an evaluationround. The four evaluation rounds were launched 01.01.2000, 01.01.2003, 01.01.2007,
01.01.2012 respectively, so these meetingstake place every fouryearson average. These meetingstake the form of an “exchange of views”. The only example available on GRECO’swebsite was
in 2010 (http://www.coe.int/t/dghl/monitoring/greco/news/index_en.asp#2010). In March 2017 the High-Level Launch of the Fifth Evaluation Roundincluded a debate with civil society participation
(https://www.coe.int/eniveb/greco/conferences/high-level-launch-fifth-evaluation-round).


http://www.unodc.org/documents/treaties/UNCAC/COSP/session6/V1504782e.pdf
https://www.unodc.org/unodc/en/treaties/CAC/CAC-COSP-session4-resolutions.html
https://wcd.coe.int/ViewDoc.jsp?p=&Ref=Res(2003)8&Language=lanEnglish&Ver=original&Site=CM&BackColorInternet=DBDCF2&BackColorIntranet=FDC864&BackColorLogged=FDC864&direct=true
https://wcd.coe.int/ViewDoc.jsp?p=&Ref=Res(2003)8&Language=lanEnglish&Ver=original&Site=CM&BackColorInternet=DBDCF2&BackColorIntranet=FDC864&BackColorLogged=FDC864&direct=true
http://www.unodc.org/documents/treaties/UNCAC/WorkingGroups/ImplementationReviewGroup/18-22June2012/V1254390e.pdf

CSOs candeliver oral Yes? No. No No. Yes, No Yes
statements atthe formal occasionally
meetings
Opportunities for CSO Yes butonlyin  Yes to those NGOs Yes butonly No No Yes Yes
submissions are announced Rules of thatregister. when thereis a
Procedure.? public
consultation.
CSOs can submitwritten
statements to the meeting Yes butcountry-
that are distributed to the Yes specificsubmissions ~ Yes selected No No Yes CSOs can Yes
participants not permitted.? CSOs can submittheir
submit responsesto the
documentsand questionnaire.
requestthat
they be
circulated.
CSOs have on-siteaccess  \ery limited. No No No No No Yes
to draft documents ofthe Only one setof
formal meeting documents for
allNGOs
present.
Increasing
efforts to
preventany
NGO access to
draft
documents
previously
granted.
CSOs have on-siteaccess  \ery limited. No No No No Hard copies are Yes
to hard copies ofall final Only one setof not distributed at
documents ofthe formal documents for the meeting to
meeting alINGOs anyone, butthese
present. documentsare

available online.

Proactive online disclosure of information

(alsoforthose who are not presentatthe event)

UNCAC COSP UNCAC IRG OECDWGB FATF GRECO MESICIC ISTANBUL
...... ACTIONPLAN
Rules on accessto No No No No Yes, general Yes, general OAS  Partly: rules
information are published rules ofthe CoE rules applyto for NGOs
applyto MESICIC andits participating in
GRECO.= constituting the monitoring
documentalso are available,
has some but not for
references to those not
access to participating in
information.? the process.?
Timetable ofthe meetings ~ Yes:on Yes:on UNODC Yes, but the Yes?® Yes® Yes3! Yes 32
for the currentcalendar UNODC website?’ under exact dates are
year is published website®under Upcoming 2016 notindicated
Upcoming 2016 Events. anditcan be
Events. deduced from
the Monitoring
Schedule
only.8
Provisional agendais Yes: on Yes: on UNODC Partiallyinthat No Partiallyinthat  Yes:in the Yes ¥’
published before the UNODC website.3 the countries to the countriesto  general OAS
meeting website.® be reviewed be reviewed are calendar.%®
arelistedin listedin
advance. advance.®

20http://uncaccoaIition.org/enfUS/uncac-bodies/com‘erence-of-states,-parties/si xth-cosp-st-petersburg/#coalition-oral-statements
! www.unodc.org/unodc/en/treatiessy CAC/CAC-COSP-session6.html
*2 www.unodc.org/unodc/en/treatiess CAC/IRG-session6.html
= www.coe.int/en/web/documents-records-archives-information/rules-and-procedures
* AG/RES. 1784 (XXXI-0/01) Report of BuenosAireson the Mechanism for Follow-Up of Implementation of the Inter-American Convention Against Corruption, Sections3d and 7a,
www.oas.org/juridico/english/ag-res_1784_2001.pdf
* www.oecd.org/corruption/acn/Methodology-4th%20Round-Istanbul-Action-Plan-ENG.pdf
% www.unodc.org/unodc/en/corruption/index. html ?ref=menuside
Z www.unodc.org/unodc/en/corruption/index. html ?ref=menuside
 www.oecd.org/daf/anti-bribery/Phase-4-Evaluation-Schedule-2016-2024.pdf

* www.fatf-gafi.org/calendar/eventscalendar/?hf=10&b=0&s=asc(fatf_date1)

¥ www.coe.int/t/dghl/monitoring/gre co/meetings/Greco(2016)2%20Dates%2020 16..pdf
# www.oas.org/juridico/PDFs/mesicic5_schedule pdf

32

www.oecd.org/corruption/acn/istanbulactionplan/

* www.unodc.org/documents/treatiessst UNCAC/COSP/session6/V 1505911 e.pdf
# www.unodc.org/documents/treatiess UNCAC/Working Groups/Implementation ReviewGroup/1 -5June20 15N/ 150 1966e pdf

* www.coe.int/t/dghl/monitoring/gre co/meetings/Greco%282016%292 %20 Dates%202016.pdf

% www.apps.oas.org/oasmeetings/default.aspx?Lang=EN
¥ www.oecd.org/daf/anti-bribery/ACN-Plenary-Meeting-October-2015-Agenda-ENG.pdf


https://www.unodc.org/unodc/en/treaties/CAC/CAC-COSP-session6.html
http://www.unodc.org/unodc/en/treaties/CAC/IRG-session6.html
http://www.unodc.org/unodc/en/corruption/index.html?ref=menuside
http://www.unodc.org/unodc/en/corruption/index.html?ref=menuside
http://www.fatf-gafi.org/calendar/eventscalendar/?hf=10&b=0&s=asc(fatf_date1)
http://www.coe.int/t/dghl/monitoring/greco/meetings/Greco(2016)2%20Dates%202016.pdf
http://www.oecd.org/corruption/acn/istanbulactionplan/
http://www.unodc.org/documents/treaties/UNCAC/COSP/session6/V1505911e.pdf
http://www.unodc.org/documents/treaties/UNCAC/WorkingGroups/ImplementationReviewGroup/1-5June2015/V1501966e.pdf

Final agendais published Yes, as partof  Yes, as partofthe No No, though  Yes, as part of Yes, linkedtothe  Yes*
after the meeting the conference  conference report. itcan be the plenary meeting
report.3® partially meeting minutes.*
deduced summary
from the report.*°
outcomes.®
Preliminarylistof No No No No No No No
participants is published
before the meeting
Final listof participants is
published afterthe meeting  Yes® Yes* No No Yes® Yes 46 No
The listof documentstabled Yes# Yes No No No Yes No
atthe meetingis published
The documents tabled at Yes,® although Yes No No No Yes Yes
the meeting are published the draft
(Yes/partly/Not) resolutions are
not published
on UNODC
website and it
is very
challenging to
find them on
the UNOVDC
site after the
meeting.
Resolutions, decisions or Yes® N/A, IRG does not N/A, OECD Yes Yes®0 Yes N/A, Istanbul
statements ofthe meeting generallyadopt WGB does not Action Plan
are published resolutions. adopt does not
resolutions, but adopt
issue press resolutions,
releases. butissue
press
releases.
Yes: the Yes, in the Final
Summaryofthe meetingis  UNODC final Report>3 No Yes> Yes> on Yes Yes
published (Yes/partly/Not) reporton GRECO website
COSP 651 a summaryof
contains a the Plenary
summaryofthe meetings.
COSP overall
ina
mainstreamed
language, side
events>?are
summarised
very succinctly
in avery short
way about4
lines.
CSO submissions are Yes:on Yes®’ Yes,onsome  No No Yes®® Partly, they
published UNODC occasions are published
website under when they are in some
‘NGO invited to cases.
documents”.% submit
statements.%®
Plenary/sessions ofthe Yes No No No No No, onlythe CSO No
meeting is onlinestreamed part.
and no registration or other
screeningis need
Plenary of the meetingis Yes, recorded, No No No No No,onlythe CSO No

video recorded andremain  butitisupto part.
online for at leastuntil the the host
consecutive meeting country how

longthese

remain

accessible®

* www.unodc.org/documents/treatiesst UNCAC/COSP/session6/V 150864 6e.pdf

* www.fatf-gafi.org/publications/fatfgeneral/documents/plenary-outcomes-june-2016 html

“> www.coe.int/t/dghl/monitoring/greco/documents/2016/Greco%282016 %298 _Summary%20Report GREC0%2071_EN.pdf
“ www.oas.org/juridico/PDFs/mesicic5_acta_xxvi_en.pdf

2 www.oecd.org/daf/anti-bribery/ACN-Plenary-Meeting-October-2015-Agenda-ENG.pdf

“ www.unodc.org/documents/treatiesst UNCAC/COSP/session6/FINAL_LOP_COSP_6.pdf

“ www.unodc.org/documents/treatiess UNCAC/Working Groups/ImplementationReviewGroup/1 -5June2015/Final_List_of Participants.pdf
** www.coe.int/t/dghl/monitoring/greco/documents/2016/Greco%282016 %298 _Summary%20Report GREC0%2071_EN.pdf
“® www.oas.org/juridico/PDFs/mesicic5_acta_xxvi_en.pdf

“" www.unodc.org/documents/treatiesst UNCAC/COSP/session6/V1508646e.pdf (Annex Il)

“ www.unodc.org/unodc/en/treaties' CAC/CAC-COSP-session6.html

“ www.unodc.org/unodc/en/treaties/ CAC/CAC-COSP-session6-resolutions.htmi

% www.coe.int/t/dghl/monitoring/greco/meetings/plenarymeetings_en.asp

" www.unodc.org/documents/treaties/ UNCAC/COSP/session6/V 150864 6e . pdf

% www.unodc.org/unodc/en/treaties CAC/CAC-COSP-session6-specialevents.html

* www.unodc.org/documents/treaties/ UNCAC/WorkingGroups/ImplementationReviewGroup/1 -5June2015N 150426 5e pdf

> www.fatf-gafi.org/about/outcomesofmeetings/

% www.coe.int/t/dghl/monitoring/greco/meetings/plenarymeetings_en.asp

% www.unodc.org/unodc/en/treatiesy CAC/CAC-COSP-session6.html

" www.unodc.org/unodc/en/treatiess CAC/IRG-session7.html

% www.oecd.org/daf/anti-bribery/OECD-ABC-Responses-Phase4 .pdf

* For example: http//www.oas.org/juridico/spanish/mesicic4_hnd.htm

% www.uncorruption.ru/en/agenda/daily/352/#broadcast ()


http://www.oecd.org/daf/anti-bribery/ACN-Plenary-Meeting-October-2015-Agenda-ENG.pdf
http://www.unodc.org/documents/treaties/UNCAC/COSP/session6/FINAL_LOP_COSP_6.pdf
http://www.unodc.org/documents/treaties/UNCAC/COSP/session6/V1508646e.pdf
http://www.unodc.org/unodc/en/treaties/CAC/CAC-COSP-session6.html
http://www.unodc.org/unodc/en/treaties/CAC/CAC-COSP-session6-resolutions.html
http://www.coe.int/t/dghl/monitoring/greco/meetings/plenarymeetings_en.asp
https://www.unodc.org/documents/treaties/UNCAC/COSP/session6/V1508646e.pdf
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