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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

According to the Work Programme for 2016-2019, ACN's main activities include the fourth round of country 
monitoring under the Istanbul Action Plan, thematic seminars and studies on corruption prevention in pub-
lic administration and on business integrity, Law-Enforcement Network (LEN) and criminalisation studies, 
and country projects.  

In 2017, the ACN has conducted all planned activities, including: monitoring of three countries (Kazakh-
stan, Ukraine and Tajikistan); six thematic seminars (two on corruption prevention, three business integrity, 
and one Law-Enforcement Network, LEN); and two country projects (in Ukraine and Kyrgyzstan).  

The total amount of funds that financed the ACN programme in 2017 was 1 702 862 EURO, or 350 116 
EURO above the estimated needs for this year. This included 1 165 677 EURO of voluntary contributions 
from donor countries, 280 200 EURO of in-kind contribution by ACN member countries and partner organ-
isations – which is an increase compared to the previous year, and 256 985 EURO from the OECD budget. 

Following the guidance of the Steering Group, the ACN Secretariat revised the performance indicators to 
measure progress of anti-corruption reforms in the region. Data for 2017 that was collected using these 
new indicators suggest that the ACN is providing an important impact on the anti-corruption reforms in the 
region. For example, the Istanbul Action Plan countries have implemented around 76% of recommenda-
tions in 2017 (125 recommendations were fully, largely or partially implemented, and there was significant 
progress or progress; while 39 were not implemented or there was lack of progress). Several success stories 
from the region are presented below. 

Ukrainian Network for Integrity and Compliance (UNIC) brings together 56 companies committed to do 
business without corruption and to promote business integrity in Ukraine. The idea of UNIC emerged in 
January 2017 during the consultations with the private sector that took place back-to-back with the re-
gional Business Integrity Seminar organised by the OECD/ACN, UNDP and EBRD. UNIC was launched in May 
2017 and officially established in September 2017. During the past year UNIC members adopted their stat-
ute and governing structure, including the Executive and the Ethics Committees, and the work programme, 
including methodology for external evaluation and certification inspired by the ISO 3700. UNIC became 
possible due to an important change of business environment: active work of National Anti-Corruption 
Bureau, e-declarations by public officials, and effective protection by Business Ombudsman have given 
companies confidence that it became possible to do business without corruption. 
 
Lithuania is one of the most active ACN countries. Not only it shows good anti-corruption performance, it 
also became an ACN donor in 2017, and – more importantly – it became the candidate for the OECD mem-
bership. The Working Group on Bribery has completed its assessment of Lithuania with positive results and 
recommended to the OECD Council that the country has met the membership requirements for the organ-
isation in the anti-corruption field. 
 
Kyrgyzstan adopted its new Criminal Code and Criminal Procedure Code in 2017. These Codes implemented 
several key OECD/ACN recommendations with regard to criminalisation of corruption offences. In particu-
lar, Kyrgyzstan aligned provisions on confiscation of corruption instrumentalities and proceeds with inter-
national standards and for the first time introduced liability of legal persons for corruption. The corporate 
liability provided in the Kyrgyz Criminal Code for corruption offences is of so called quasi criminal nature in 
the form of criminal law measures applied to legal persons. Both codes will be enacted on 1 January 2019. 
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In 2017 Azerbaijan launched Anti-Corruption Academy (AZACA). The main objectives of AZACA are to raise 
public awareness on the fight against corruption, to offer opportunities for those having interest to re-
search on the relevant field, to create a platform for professional discussions, and to contribute to the 
formation of healthy anti-corruption environment. (www.academy.az) 
 
In order to improve integrity within the political system and administration, Croatia developed codes of 
conduct of the representatives of Croatian Parliament and for the members of the Government of the 
Republic of Croatia. To improve integrity of the State Owned Enterprises, Croatia developed an Anti-cor-
ruption programme for state-majority owned trading companies that include instructions for drafting the 
rules on the prevention of conflict of interest. 
 
Estonia developed general principles establishing internal control system for the members of the local gov-
ernment council, mayors and members of the municipalities and other local officials. 
 
Georgia launched Budget Monitor – a tool for citizen participation in supervision of public finances. 
 
In 2017, five exams were organised in Montenegro for the performance of lobbying tasks. By the end of 
the year, seven candidates passed exam and were awarded certificates. In 2017, the Agency received one 
application for issuance of the lobbying approval. The application was approved in November 2017 and the 
person who filed application was registered in the lobbyists’ registry as the first official lobbyist in Monte-
negro. 
 
In Romania, 713 defendants have been convicted to prison sentences for high and medium level corruption 
offenses. Among them: 3 Members of the Parliament, 1 deputy minister, 28 mayors and 30 directors of 
public institutions and state owned enterprises. 
 
Serbian Anti-Corruption Agency developed Model Local Anti-Corruption Plan. The purpose of this docu-
ment is to make Local Self Governments more resistant and sensitive to corruption risks.  

 
Regarding the impact of anti-corruption activities on the level of corruption, in 2017, 14 countries in the 
region have improved their TI CPI scores, 5 remained unchanged, and 8 have declined. 
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MAIN ACTIVITIES IN 2017 
 

ISTANBUL ANTI-CORRUPTION ACTION PLAN  
 

Monitoring Plenary 
 
The second monitoring meeting under the 4th round of Istanbul Action Plan took place on 12-14 September 
2017 in the OECD headquarters in Paris. The meeting adopted monitoring reports on Kazakhstan, Ukraine 
(except for the sectoral chapter) and Tajikistan, and progress reports on Armenia, Azerbaijan, Georgia, 
Kyrgyzstan, Mongolia, and Uzbekistan. The meeting page includes detailed information and all the 
adopted reports are available at the ACN website. 

 

ACN Plenary Meeting, 12-14 September 2017 

Fourth Round of Monitoring of Kazakhstan  

The fourth round of monitoring of Kazakhstan took place from November 2016 till September 2017. The 
Government of Kazakhstan submitted its responses to the country-specific questionnaire in January 2017. 
Alternative replies to the questionnaire and additional information were obtained from NGOs Research 
Centre Sange, Transparency International Kazakhstan, Internews-Kazakhstan, and the Legal Policy Research 
Centre.  

The monitoring team consisted of: Natalia Petrova (Ukraine), Zurab Sanikidze (Georgia), Emin Mursaliev 
(Azerbaijan), Evgeny Smirnov (European Bank of Reconstruction and Development), Katerina Kardava 
(Georgia), Mihaylo Milovanovitch (Center for Applied Policy) as well as Lioubov Samokhina (OECD/ACN 
Secretariat) and Dmytro Kotlyar (consultant, OECD/ACN Secretariat, Team Leader). 

The on-site visit to Astana took place on 20-24 February 2017. The Kazakh authorities organised thematic 
panels with representatives of various public authorities of Kazakhstan; the OECD Secretariat arranged for 
separate meetings with representatives of civil society, business and international organisations. Meetings 
with representatives of civil society and international organisations were set up jointly with the OSCE Pro-
gramme Office in Astana, and meetings with business, jointly with the American Chamber of Commerce.  

http://www.oecd.org/corruption/acn/anti-corruptionnetworkforeasterneuropeandcentralasiaseptember2017meetings.htm
https://www.oecd.org/corruption/acn/istanbulactionplancountryreports.htm
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The fourth monitoring round report on Kazakhstan was adopted at the ACN Plenary Meeting on 13 Sep-
tember 2017. It contains compliance ratings and new recommendations. Out of 19 previous recommenda-
tions, Kazakhstan was found to be not compliant with 1 recommendation, partially compliant with 15 rec-
ommendations, largely compliant with 1 recommendations; none of the recommendations was fully im-
plemented. 2 recommendations from the previous round were not assessed since the Fourth Round of 
Monitoring did not cover the relevant topics (public financial control and audit and political corruption). 
The fourth monitoring round report includes 22 new recommendations; seven previous recommendations 
were recognised to be still valid. 

 

The Head of Delegation of Kazakhstan Mr Shpekbaev speaking during the presentation of the 4th round 
monitoring report on Kazakhstan, ACN Plenary Meeting, 12-14 September 2017 

 

Kazakhstan has achieved progress in reforming its legislation, in particular with regard to the civil service, 
judiciary, instruments to prevent corruption in the public administration and access to information, as well 
as in prosecuting corruption. However, some of these reforms are not yet complete, many laws are still not 
fully in line with international standards and enforcement is uneven, according to the monitoring report. 
The report noted that public companies remained a source of high corruption risks and as a result required 
additional efforts to ensure good governance and transparency. The announced privatisation of national 
companies posed additional risks and this process should therefore be competitive and open to public 
scrutiny. The report also recommended opening up access to public registers. The report further recom-
mended that Kazakhstan better engage civil society in the development and implementation of its anti-
corruption policy, to repeal liability for defamation and other provisions that hinder reporting corruption, 
and adopt a comprehensive legal framework to protect whistle-blowers. The report commended Kazakh-
stan for launching the judicial reform but noted that the measures taken so far were insufficient. Similar 
problems were evident in the public prosecution system, where even stronger reforms were needed to 
ensure autonomy and accountability. Among other recommendations Kazakhstan should: introduce with-
out further delay an effective system of asset and interest disclosure for public officials with a high level of 
transparency; urgently adopt the Law on Administrative Procedures and the Administrative Adjudication 
Code; revise the Access to Information Law to bring it in line with international standards and best prac-
tices, and provide an effective enforcement mechanism. 

 
A return mission to present the report took place on 19 January 2018 in Astana. During the visit, the Kazakh 
authorities organised a joint conference with government and civil society representatives to present the 
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findings of the monitoring report and examine further actions to implement the recommendations. The 
report was presented by OECD/ACN Secretariat and two monitoring experts who joined the meeting by 
Skype. 

Read the report on Kazakhstan in Russian and English; OECD press release. 

Fourth Round of Monitoring of Ukraine 

The fourth round of monitoring of Ukraine was launched in 2016 and the prevention and prosecution of 
corruption in state-owned enterprises (SOEs) was selected as the sector for in-depth review, with the case-
study of Naftogaz of Ukraine. The monitoring questionnaire was sent to the ACN National Coordinator, the 
National Agency on Corruption Prevention. 

The on-site visit to Kyiv took place on 27-31 March 2017. The Ukrainian authorities organised thematic 
panels with representatives of public agencies. The OECD Secretariat arranged for separate meetings with 
representatives of civil society, business and international organisations. Anti-Corruption Group of NGO 
Reanimation Package of Reforms (RPR) hosted meeting with representatives of NGOs; the Business Om-
budsman Council of Ukraine hosted meeting with business community; meeting with international com-
munity was organised by the OECD Anti-Corruption Project in Ukraine.  

Over the past three years, Ukraine has adopted progressive anti-corruption legislation, created main anti-
corruption institutions such as the National Anti-Corruption Bureau (NABU), Specialised Anti-Corruption 
Prosecution Office (SAPO), National Agency for Corruption Prevention (NACP) and Asset Recovery and 
Management Agency (ARMA), and advanced the civil service reform. It has opened up many data registers 
such as the electronic declarations of public officials and registers of beneficiary owners and introduced 
the effective electronic system ProZorro to prevent corruption in public procurement. Furthermore, the 
recently created Business Ombudsman Council (BOC) provides companies effective protection from abuses 
by corrupt public officials. Civil society and the international community also play a very active role in safe-
guarding the reforms. 
  
However, the level of corruption remains high and trust in the government is corroded by regular allega-
tions of corruption. The anti-corruption institutions, such as NABU and SAPO, are under constant counter-
attack from corrupt politicians who aim to undermine the effectiveness of their investigations. The NACP, 
which is responsible for electronic declarations, national anti-corruption policy, party financing and other 
fundamental issues, remains weak and ineffective.  
 
Recognising these challenges, the report recommends that Ukraine: 
- Safeguard independence and effectiveness of the NABU and SAPO; 
- Ensure effective and independent operation of the NACP; 
- Ensure effective verification of electronic asset declarations and exclude non-public sector employees,                                                               
such as NGOs, from the disclosure requirements; 
- Develop and implement integrity rules for MPs; 
- Boost implementation of the civil service reform; 
- Strengthen independence and integrity of the prosecutors and judges; 
- Establish anti-corruption courts as a part of the overall judiciary reform; 
- Ensure results in terms of stolen asset recovery; 
- Strengthen the legal basis for the functioning of the Business Ombudsman Council. 

 
 

https://www.oecd.org/corruption/acn/OECD-ACN-Kazakhstan-4thRound-Monitoring-Report-RUS.pdf
https://www.oecd.org/corruption/acn/OECD-ACN-Kazakhstan-Round-4-Monitoring-Report-ENG.pdf
http://www.oecd.org/corruption/acn/kazakhstan-should-build-on-efforts-to-fightcorruption-and-push-forwar-with-reforms.htm
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The monitoring team was led by Mr Daniel Thelesklaf, Director of Financial Intelligence Unit, Principality 
of Liechtenstein and consisted of:  Mrs Inese Kušķe, Department of Public Administration Policy, State 
Chancellery, Latvia; Mrs Airi Alakivi, Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Estonia; Mrs Mary Butler, Prosecutor, Chief 
of International Unit of the Money Laundering and Asset Recovery Section, Criminal Division, Department 
of Justice, USA; Mr Dirk Plutz, Associate Director, Policy Advisor at the Procurement Policy Department, 
EBRD; Mr Artur Ginatulin, Associate Director, Project Integrity, EBRD; Mr Davor Dubravica, Judge, Croatia, 
Chairperson of Regional Anti-Corruption Initiative (RAI); Mr Arto Honkaniemi, OECD expert, former Senior 
Financial Counsellor at Ownership Steering Department of the Prime Minister's Office, Finland; Mrs Rusu-
dan Mikhelidze, Project Manager, Anti-Corruption Division, OECD; Mrs Antonina Prudko, Resident Advisor, 
Anti-Corruption Project for Ukraine, OECD; and Ms Tanya Khavanska, Project Manager, Anti-Corruption 
Division, OECD. 

The fourth monitoring round report on Ukraine was adopted at the ACN Plenary Meeting on 14 September 
2017 at the OECD. It contains compliance ratings and new recommendations. Out of 18 previous recom-
mendations Ukraine was found to be partially compliant with 12 recommendations and largely compliant 
with 4 recommendations. Two recommendations of the previous round were not evaluated, as the fourth 
monitoring round does not cover relevant topics (Pubic financial control and audit, Party financing). The 
fourth monitoring round report includes 26 recommendations.  

The ACN decided that information provided during the monitoring process was not sufficient for the in-
depth review of the sector. Subsequently, the report was adopted without the in-depth sector Chapter 
and the adoption of this chapter was postponed to the 2018 plenary. 

The return mission to Ukraine was organized on 14 February, 2018. The National Agency on Corruption 
Prevention convened a large conference to present the findings of the report to the government agencies, 
the civil society, private sector and the international community. The ACN Secretariat made a presentation 
followed by brief interventions from the audience to comment on the report and recommendations. Read 
the full report on Ukraine and the OECD/ACN press release. 

  

Presentation of the 4th monitoring round report on Ukraine during the return mission, 14 February 2018, 
Kyiv, Ukraine, Mrs Tetyana Khavanska, OECD, Mr Daniel Thelesklaf, Lichtenstein, Mr Oleksandr Seriogin, 
Mrs Natalia Korchak and Mr Oleksandr Slopych, National Agency for Corruption Prevention of Ukraine 

 
 
 

http://www.oecd.org/corruption/acn/ACN-Ukraine-Round-4-Monitoring-Report-ENG.pdf
http://www.oecd.org/corruption/ukraine-should-boost-anti-corruption-reforms-to-meet-the-demands-of-citizens.htm
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Fourth Round of Monitoring of Tajikistan 

The fourth round of monitoring of Tajikistan was launched in 2016 and the prevention and prosecution of 
corruption in land sector was selected for in-depth review. The monitoring questionnaire was sent to the 
ACN National Coordinator, the Agency for State Financial Control and Fight against Corruption. 

The on-site visit to Dushanbe took place on 27-31 March 2017. The Tajik authorities organised thematic 
panels with representatives of public agencies. The OECD Secretariat arranged for separate meetings with 
representatives of civil society, business and international organisations. Eurasia Foundation of Central 

Asia -Tajikistan hosted and co-organised meeting with representatives of NGOs.  

The monitoring team consisted of:  Mr Bogdan Shapka, Department of Anti-Corruption Policy, the National 
Agency for Corruption Prevention, Ukraine; Mr Ion Nastas, the Strategic Analysis Division, the National Anti-
Corruption Center, Moldova; Ms Aziza Umarova, UNDP Global Centre for Public Service Excellence; Ms Dil-
shod Karimova, the World Bank (Country Office in Tajikistan); Mr Amir Ocagverdiyev,  the Anti-Corruption 
Department under the Prosecutor General, Azerbaijan; Mr Andrii Martyn, Land-Use Planning Department, 
the National University of Life and Environmental Sciences, Ukraine; Ms Olga Savran, ACN Manager, Anti-
Corruption Division, OECD; and Mr Andrii Kukharuk, ACN Project Manager, Anti-Corruption Division, OECD.  

Over the past three years, Tajikistan has conducted many activities to raise awareness about the risks of 
corruption. A new Code of Ethics for civil servants was adopted; the National council for corruption pre-
vention was established under the President to improve coordination of anti-corruption efforts among var-
ious state bodies; and the national Anti-Corruption Agency has strengthened its capacity. Furthermore, the 
government conducts regular corruption surveys; however, the results show that the level of corruption 
remains very high. 
 
At the same time, anti-corruption legislation and institutions remain weak. For example, no major improve-
ments have been introduced to the Tajik legislation to fully criminalize corruption as required by interna-
tional standards. Civil servants, investigators and prosecutors as well as judges are open to political influ-
ences. The level of undisclosed information, including in public procurement, remains very high, and coop-
eration with civil society is very weak. Dialogue with the business community is largely formal, with the 
positive exception of working groups with business representatives that were established by the State In-
vestment Committee. 
 
The in-depth analysis of the land management sector demonstrates how the weak national anti-corruption 
system in Tajikistan provides fertile soil for corrupt behavior in this sector at the local level.  
 
Recognising these challenges, the monitoring report recommends that Tajikistan strengthens the monitor-
ing of its Anti-Corruption Strategy, and further builds analytical capacity of the Agency for State Financial 
Control and Fight against Corruption. It also recommends improving and enforcing legal provisions for pro-
fessionalism in civil service, prevention of conflict of interest and access to information. It is also recom-
mends that Tajikistan ensure the independence of judges and transparency in the judiciary, promote integ-
rity and independence of prosecutors, and limit the role of prosecutors in the so-called general supervision. 
The report reiterates the recommendation of the previous monitoring round regarding the reform of crim-
inal legislation in order to comply with international anti-corruption standards. Finally, the report provides 
recommendations for preventing corruption in the land sector. 
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The fourth monitoring round report on Tajikistan was adopted at the ACN Plenary Meeting on 14 Septem-
ber 2017 at the OECD, in Paris. It contains compliance ratings and new recommendations. Out of 20 pre-
vious recommendations Ukraine was found to be partially compliant with 9 recommendations, largely com-
pliant with 1 recommendation and non-compliant with 8 recommendations. 2 recommendations of the 
previous round were not evaluated, as the fourth monitoring round does not cover relevant topics (Pubic 
financial control and audit, Party financing). The fourth monitoring round report includes 19 recommenda-
tions.  

The return mission to Tajikistan took place on 7-8 December 2017. The Agency for State Financial Control 
and Fight against Corruption organised a round table and a press conference to present the findings of the 
report to the government agencies, the civil society, private sector and the international community. The 
ACN Secretariat and two members of the monitoring team made presentations at both events. Read the 
full report on Tajikistan and the OECD/ACN press release. 

 

 

Mr Sulaimon Sultonzoda, Director of the Agency for State Financial Control and Combating Corruption of 
Tajikistan, and Mrs Nigora Muqimi, Head of Department of the Agency, during the discussion of the Tajik 

4th monitoring round report, ACN plenary, date, 2017 

 
THEMATIC STUDIES  

Corruption Prevention at Local Level  

Having undertaken extensive work on prevention of corruption in the past few years, in 2017 the ACN 
focused on a new dimension of this theme: prevention of corruption at local level – the topic not yet thor-
oughly explored at the international level. A regional seminar was held and the data collection started for 
a new thematic study.  

The regional seminar “Corruption Free Cities of the Future” was organised as a part of the ACN corruption 
prevention seminar series, in cooperation with the UNDP and the Regional Anti-Corruption Initiative (RAI) 
and hosted by the Government of Albania on 6-7 December in Tirana. Eight mayors and more than 80 
representatives of local governments, civil society and anti-corruption experts participated in the event to 

https://www.oecd.org/corruption/acn/OECD-ACN-Tajikistan-Round-4-Monitoring-Report-RUS.pdf
https://www.oecd.org/corruption/acn/tajikistan-must-ensure-anti-corruption-measures-lead-to-concrete-actions.htm
https://www.oecd.org/corruption/acn/preventionofcorruption/
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share success stories of preventing corruption in their cities and municipalities. The seminar discussed cor-
ruption risk assessments and integrity plans, prevention of corruption in public procurement, licensing, 
land registration and human resources management at local level. A group exercise and the speed dating 
were organised to promote experience exchange and networking among the practitioners. The agenda of 
the seminar is posted on the ACN website. The details are provided in a news article by the UNDP Albania 
and brief information is posted on the web-site of the RAI. 

Based on the discussions at the regional seminar, answers to the thematic questionnaire by the countries 
and other sources, the ACN Secretariat is preparing a regional thematic study with recommendations. The 
study will be finalised in 2018.  

 

Regional seminar Corruption-Free Cities of the Future, opening session  
7-8 December, 2017, Tirana, Albania 

 
Interests and Asset Disclosure 

In 2011 the ACN published a study on “Asset Declarations for Public Officials. A Tool to Prevent Corruption". 
The study focused on legal basis and institutional arrangements necessary to build effective declaration 
systems.  Since then, many ACN and other countries have advanced considerably in developing and imple-
menting declaration systems and the time was ripe to study how these systems contribute to promoting 
public sector integrity in practice. To prepare the new edition of the study, the ACN Secretariat invited ACN 
and several other countries to provide data about the functioning of their systems, with the focus on im-
plementation and enforcement. To discuss preliminary findings, the ACN together with the UNDP, RAI, 
Regional Civil Service Hub in Astana and the Civil Service Commission of Georgia organised the Conference 
"Assessing the Implementation and Effectiveness of Systems for Disclosing Interests and Assets by Public 
Officials" in Tbilisi on 6-7 June 2017. The discussions at the seminar will contribute to the finalisation of the 
study in 2018. The preliminary findings were also presented at the seminar that was organised back-to-
back with the UNCAC Conference of State Parties in November 2017 in Vienna, high attendance indicated 
strong interest in this subject globally. 

https://www.oecd.org/corruption/acn/OECD-ACN-Agneda-Seminar-Corruption-Free-Cities-Albania-December-2017.pdf
http://www.al.undp.org/content/albania/en/home/presscenter/pressreleases/2017/12/08/tirana-hosts-first-regional-seminar-on-corruption-free-cities-of-the-future-to-discuss-innovative-ways-of-addressing-corruption-at-the-local-levels.html
http://rai-see.org/7-8-december-2017-tirana-albania-regional-conference-corruption-free-cities-of-the-future/
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Conference "Assessing the Implementation and Effectiveness of Systems for Disclosing Interests and As-
sets by Public Officials", Tbilisi, 6-7 June 2017 

 
Business Integrity  

 
To help the governments and the private sector in the region learn about business integrity, the ACN de-
veloped a study "Business Integrity in Eastern Europe and Central Asia". The study analyses measures that 
are taken by governments, companies and business associations to promote business integrity, identifies 
good practices and proposes regional recommendations on further reforms. To disseminate the study and 
to share good practices of implementing its recommendations, OECD/ACN together with the EBRD, UNDP 
and the Business Ombudsman of Ukraine organised the expert seminar on 25-26 January 2017 in Kiev. The 
seminar also provided an opportunity to launch the joint project by the EBRD and the ACN that seeks to 
build capacity and promote good practices through a series of sub-regional seminars.  
 

 
Business Integrity in Eastern Europe and Central Asia, Regional Expert Seminar,  

25-26 January 2017, Kyiv, Ukraine 
 
In addition to the regional seminar, a Ukrainian round table was organised back-to-back to discuss how to 
promote the implementation of the business integrity recommendations in this country. This round table 
was the launch place of the UNIC, presented further under the Ukrainian country project. 
 
In July 2017, the EBRD took the lead in organising the first sub-regional seminar on business Integrity for 
the Western Balkans that was hosted by the Serbian Chamber of Commerce in Belgrade. This was the first 
seminar in the series of awareness raising seminars in the framework of the joint EBRD-OECD project. It 
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brought together representatives of the governments, business associations and companies to discuss cor-
ruption risks and solutions specific to their countries.  
 

Confiscation of Instrumentalities and Proceeds of Corruption Crime 
 
In the framework of the thematic studies on criminalisation and on the demand of the Law-Enforcement 
Network, the ACN Secretariat prepared a study that examines how the ACN countries implement in practice 
the international standards in the area of confiscation, identifies good practices from several countries and 
provides regional recommendations. The study is based on desk research of public materials and infor-
mation provided by 16 ACN governments, in particular responses to the thematic questionnaire and follow-
up questions. In order to verify the information and validate the findings, the draft study was discussed 
during a meeting of the ACN Law Enforcement Network held on 25-27 October 2017 in Baku, Azerbaijan. 
The study will be finalised in 2018 on the basis of these discussions and after taking into account the final 
round of comments from the ACN countries.  

LAW-ENFORCEMENT NETWORK 

The 8th Law Enforcement Network (LEN) meeting took place in October 2017 in Baku, Azerbaijan. The event 
was financed and co-organised by the Anti-Corruption Department under the Prosecutor General of Azer-
baijan. The meeting discussed the following issues: international cooperation, assets recovery, confiscation 
of proceeds of corruption, and independence of prosecutors. The LEN participants also discussed ways to 
further develop the Network through safe on-line communication tools and providing opportunity for par-
ticipants to discuss cases, such as outstanding MLA cases among the countries. The meeting was an excel-
lent opportunity for the anti-corruption practitioners from the region to establish professional contacts 
that are vital for effective international cooperation on cross-border corruption cases. The discussion in the 
meeting also provided a basis for the launch of the new thematic study on independence of prosecutors. 
The agenda and the list of participants of the meeting are available upon request. 

 

8th Law Enforcement Network meeting “Investigation and prosecution of corruption: international coop-
eration, confiscation of proceeds and independence of prosecutors”, hosted by the Anti-Corruption Direc-

torate of the Prosecution General of Azerbaijan, October 2017, Baku, Azerbaijan 

The ACN also supported the Practical Seminar on Recovering Proceeds of Corruption in Central Asia and 
Southern Caucasus, co-organised by the UNODC in cooperation with the OSCE on 29-30 June in Issyk-Kul, 
Kyrgyzstan by providing its expertise and funding participation of several delegations and speakers.   
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Practical Seminar on Recovering Proceeds of Corruption in Central Asia and Southern Caucasus, 29-30 

June, 2017, Issyk-Kul, Kyrgyzstan 

 
COUNTRY PROJECTS  

Anti-Corruption Project for Ukraine  

In 2017 OECD Anti-Corruption Project for Ukraine continued to work in two main directions: (i) addressing 
high profile corruption, (ii) strengthening business integrity. Flexible approach of the project allowed to 
adjust it to the ever-changing political landscape in Ukraine and respond to the challenges in the country 
as they occur. Its main achievements in these two areas can be summarised as follows: 

Addressing high-profile corruption 

The Project continued to support NABU. In particular, 60 new detectives have been hired in 2017 with the 
use of the admission tests that have been developed and later updated by the Project.  

In the meetings with the leadership of NABU the Project was advocating for more accountability in regards 
to cases and suggested an idea of the Matrix of cases which was picked up by the NABU Director and Deputy 
Director and is now a register of cases available on-line on NABU’s Website. 

Training methodology developed by the Project has been adopted by NABU and was transformed into a 
full-fledged 5 days training course, which is now being undertaken by all NABU detectives. This training 
course simulates a complex corruption case with over 100 evidentiary pieces which are all based on real-
life documents and systems. All procedural steps (from detection, to investigation and filing of charges), 
which are being undertaken by the trainees, follow Ukrainian criminal and criminal procedural law, as well 
as legislation of several foreign jurisdictions which are involved in the “case”.  

Training course has been expanded to incorporate all members of the criminal process when investigating 
high-profile corruption. In 2017 prosecutors from the Specialised Anti-Corruption Prosecution Office 
(SAPO) joined the training, along with analysist of NABU and Financial Intelligence Unit (FIU) analysts. The 
training now serves dual purpose – developing capacity of the trainees, as well as improving inter-agency 
cooperation between NABU, SAPO, FIU and other non-law enforcement agencies which are supposed to 
assist in investigations.  
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Most active and talented detectives, analysts and prosecutors have been identified in the course of the 
trainings held in 2017 and have been used to assist in conducting such trainings. This built capacity of all 
involved institutions to continue with this course independently with very small outside assistance. All ma-
terials, methodological guidance and contacts of the foreign experts have been passed on to NABU, SAPO 
and FIU for the same purposes. 

NABU analysts, who are forensic experts, economists, accountants, auditors, etc. and do not have criminal 
legal background, have also been supported by the Project. A series of trainings on how to bridge their 
expertise to the law enforcement purposes and tailor it to the needs of the detectives and prosecutors was 
organised around selected topics. This proved one of the biggest successes and an extensive list of such 
topics and further needs was provided to the Project by the head of NABU’s Analytical Department.  

The Project provided support to the launch of the newly created Asset Recovery and Management Agency 
(ARMA). The Project conducted analysis of the Law on ARMA and made an exhaustive list of by-laws, reg-
ulations and instructions that needed to be developed to make it operational. Further assistance was pro-
vided with drafting of the 16 of these documents necessary to carry out asset management (the most com-
plicated function of this agency). The Project then helped its launch team with hiring of the core staff: hiring 
procedures have been developed; Civil Service Commission, which was formed to conduct competition, 
was trained to do that; consultations throughout the hiring process have been provided. Once core staff 
was hired, initial training for ARMA officers has been developed and conducted by the Project in coopera-
tion with the CoE, the WB Star Initiative, Interpol and several other international partners.  

Finally, the Project supported NABU, SAPO, FIU and ARMA in all its international cooperation efforts, en-
suring that they are well represented at relevant international forums and build networks and foster rela-
tionships to help them on individual cases. Such international engagement also helped build outside polit-
ical support to these institutions from their peer agencies in other countries. Currently, at the very least 
NABU is gaining recognition among its colleagues in many of the ACN and OECD countries. 

Strengthening business integrity 

The Project continued to support Business Ombudsman Council (BOC) which was established on the basis 
of the multi-lateral MOU signed between the Government of Ukraine, Ukrainian top business associations, 
EBRD and the OECD. It provided institutional development support, helped introduce case-management 
system, trained the staff, provided support to the leadership by linking them with similar institutions in 
Canada, Lithuania, and Sweden.  

The Project helped prepare draft law on BOC which has now been registered in the Parliament and once 
adopted will provide BOC with wider powers and additional tools to become more effective. OECD contin-
ues to sit on the board of the BOC, along with the EBRD and provides guidance on next steps.  

The Project was one of the first supporters (along with EBRD and BOC) of the Ukrainian Network of Integrity 
and Compliance (UNIC), when Ukrainian business community came up with this idea. The Project gave seed 
resources to create sustainable Secretariat and helped develop first steps, such as questionnaire based on 
ISO 3701 standard for the businesses that wanted to join, the criteria for “accreditation”, methods of po-
tential control and monitoring that those signing up continue to comply and in fact do business without 
corruption. The Project supported learning from the experience of the similar collective action in Lithuania 
called “Clear wave“ and TEID ethics business association in Turkey, organising main UNIC events, and cre-
ating the Website of UNIC www.unic.org.ua. Currently UNIC has 55 businesses that have joined this initia-
tive, they all pay fees to run it and agree to undergo rigorous compliance review.  

http://www.unic.org.ua/
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Ms Mathilde Mesnard, Deputy Director, DAF OECD, Mr Algirdas Semeta, Business Ombudsman of Ukraine, 
Mr Volodimyr Groysman, Prime Minister of Ukraine, and Ms Marina Petrov, Deputy Director of EBRD 

(from left to right) at the launching of UNIC, 9 October 2017, Kyiv, Ukraine 

In addition, the model of donor coordination, originally conceived by the Project, has been successfully 
continued throughout 2017. The Project organised, in partnership with the UNDP, donor coordination 
meetings dedicated to different essential aspects of implementation of the anti-corruption reform in the 
country. Later in the year EU Anti-Corruption Project, as well as the USAID joined in steering of this coordi-
nation initiative. Anti-corruption donors in Ukraine continued to develop joint messages, discuss emerging 
challenges and come up with responses to them in a consistent and coordinated manner. Ukrainian part-
ners also continued to benefit from this platform where they could address their needs to all donors at 
once. The donor coordination contact list now comprises over a hundred and fifty contacts and is regularly 
used for all donor communication. 

Ukrainian anti-corruption situation is unique in many respects but one of the most prominent features at 
the moment is that there are multiple moving pieces that have been off to a good start. National experts 
and civil society, as well as internationals on the ground and in the capitals, are extremely engaged and 
knowledgeable. Further assistance should be provided to Ukraine at this important time and OECD stands 
ready to continue its work and ensure that invested resources in Ukraine bring the long-needed results. 
OECD is approaching various countries seeking funds to continue this work.  

Anti-Corruption Project for Kyrgyzstan  

An intensive training on financial investigations was carried out on 3-5 July in Issyk-Kul, Kyrgyzstan in the 
framework of the technical assistance project for Kyrgyzstan funded by the US Department of State's Bu-
reau of International Narcotics and Law Enforcement Affairs (INL) and implemented by the ACN. The train-
ing was a combination of thematic lectures and practical exercises based on a hypothetical case adapted 
to the Kyrgyzstan legislation and practice. The lectures and the group work followed various stages of in-
vestigation and prosecution of the criminal case step by step: collecting evidence for pre-trial investigation, 
analysing bank records, information on assets and financial flows, mutual legal assistance, preparing and 
presenting motions to the court etc. The training was delivered by the practitioners and trainers from 
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Ukraine together with the local experts. The prosecutors, judges and representatives of financial monitor-
ing service of Kyrgyzstan participated in the training. The sessions were highly interactive and engaging. 
The participants expressed great satisfaction with the training in their evaluation questionnaires, they 
highly rated the trainers, the methodology and the material used at the training and expressed desire to 
participate in the future trainings of a similar type.  

Based on the material of the training, a training manual was developed describing the methodology and 
the curriculum of the training together with the presentations, the hypothetical case with attachments for 
practical exercises for the future use by Kyrgyzstan.  

In addition, in the framework of the project, the local expert, the chair of the working group on new criminal 
procedure code of Kyrgyzstan and the dean of the law faculty of the Kyrgyz National University was re-
quested to prepare written commentaries to the selected articles of the new criminal procedure code of 
Kyrgyzstan that can be used for awareness raising, as well as understanding of the new concepts by the 
practitioners. In addition, the project funding contributed to the development of a regional thematic study 
on confiscation (see above). The technical assistance project Support to Fight Against Corruption Through 
Law Enforcement in Kyrgyzstan was concluded in 2017. 

 

 

 

Training on Financial Investigations, 3-5 July, Issyk-Kul, Kyrgyzstan  

 

 

 

STEERING GROUP  
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The 22nd Steering Group Meeting was held on 14 September back-to-back to the 18th Monitoring Meeting 
of the IAP. The OECD Deputy Secretary General, Mr Douglas Frantz opened the meeting. The Steering 
Group discussed the updates of the implementation of the fundraising strategy, membership fees, perfor-
mance indicators for the future activity reports and the changes of the 4th round of monitoring methodol-
ogy. The meeting featured the Tour de Table on prevention of corruption at local level and the presenta-
tions of the thematic studies on asset declarations, confiscation and integrity in education. The meeting 
also provided a possibility for various OECD directorates and international organizations to present their 
updates. The agenda and further details are available here. The Summary Record of the 22nd Steering Group 
meeting will be posted on the ACN website after its adoption at the next meeting Steering Group meeting 
on 5 July 2018. The Summary Record of the 21st ACN Steering Group meeting available on the ACN website 
here. 

FUNDING OF ACTIVITIES IMPLEMENTED IN 2017  
 
The ACN activities, like other activities involving OECD non-Members, are financed largely through volun-
tary contributions provided by Member countries. ACN also benefits from a limited funding from the OECD 
core budget and co-funding by ACN countries and partners.  

In order to improve the sustainability of the ACN funding and to ensure sufficient resources to implement 
the Work Programme in full, the Steering Group in September 2016 adopted the ACN Fundraising Strategy, 
which includes annual fees for member countries. To help ACN countries that are not member of the OECD 
to secure domestic funding for such fees, the ACN Secretariat started the preparation of a model Memo-
randum of Understanding between the ACN countries and the OECD that could provide a legal basis for the 
payment of the fees. In 2017 the Steering Group reviewed the implementation of the Fundraising Strategy, 
and noted that while no fees were paid in 2017, preparatory work for the payment had well advanced, and 
prospects were good for many countries to pay the fees in 2018.  

Overall, the funding raised by the ACN Secretariat was sufficient to implement all key activities foreseen by 
the Work Programme for 2017. The total amount spent for the 2017 Work Programme activities was at 1 
702 862 EURO, compared to estimated needs of 1,352,746 EURO, creating a surplus of 350 116 EURO. 
Compared to 2016 when the financial gap was about 215,000 EURO the financial performance has im-
proved. However, the increase in funding was largely due to co-funding or self-funding of various activities 
by ACN countries or partner organisations, while voluntary contributions to the OECD remained at the pre-
vious level, thus not allowing the Secretariat to increase its human capacity. 

http://www.oecd.org/corruption/acn/anti-corruptionnetworkforeasterneuropeandcentralasiaseptember2017meetings.htm
https://www.oecd.org/corruption/acn/21st-Steering-Group-Meeting-Summary-Record-2016.pdf
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The table below summarises ACN funding in 2017 

Voluntary contributions by donors 
Target countries/programme Year grant was received  

(and OECD ref. no) 

Spent in 2017 

(Euros) 

ACN regional work 
 

  

Switzerland ACN (2016-19 programme) 2016 (DI160526) 310 965 

United States ACN (2016-17 programme) 2016 (DI160928)  88 611 

United States ACN (2017-19 programme) 2017 (D00189) 56 119 

United States ACN (2016-17 programme) 2016 (DI160934)  21 145 

Liechtenstein ACN (2016-17 programme) 2016 (DI161148)  17 148 

Sub-total:   493 988 

ACN country projects 
 

  

Sweden Ukraine 2015 (DI151427) 122 817 

Lithuania Ukraine 2016 (D00032) 8 883 

Sweden Ukraine 2016 (D00075) 447 843 

United States Kyrgyzstan 2016 (DI160240) 92 146 

Sub-total:   671 689 

OECD core funding Type of expenditure  

 

OECD budget Part 1 Staff (ACN project manager, budget officer) 129 084 

OECD budget Part 1 Operational (translations and conference room rental) 127 901 

Sub-total:  256 985 

In-kind contributions 
Target programme Location and timing Estimate by the 

Secretariat  

Co-funding     

UNDP, EBRD Business Integrity seminar Kiev, January 2017 13 500 

EBRD Business Integrity seminar Belgrade, July 2017 40 000 

RAI, UNPD, Astana Civil Service Hub, 

Civil Service Bureau of Georgia 

Asset declarations seminar Tbilisi, June 2017 32 000 

Azerbaijan LEN Baku, November 2017 69 000 

UNDP, Albania Corruption free cities seminar Tirana, December 2017 38 500 

UNODC, OSCE Recovery of proceeds seminar Issyk-Kul, June-July 2017 18 000 

US, UNDP, EBRD, EUACI, ARMA, BO, 

NABU, business community 

Co-funding of various activities 

in Ukraine 

January-December 2017 15 000 

Azerbaijan, Kazakhstan, Georgia, Ta-

jikistan, Ukraine 

Self-funding of expenses during 

monitoring and return missions 

February-December 2017 8 200 

ACN countries, NGOs and other dele-

gates 

Self-funding of participation in 

ACN Plenary  

September 2017 46 000 

Sub-total:   280 200 

Total:   1 702 862 
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OUTPUTS, RESULTS AND IMPACT  

Performance indicators in 2017 

Performance indicators were revised following the guidance from the 2017 Steering Group meeting. The 
objective was to align them with the performance indicators that the ACN member countries are using 
domestically, to simplify data collection and to ensure long-term comparability of data. Results provided 
below are based on these updated performance indicators. 
 
Output indicators 
 
The output indicators for 2017 (table below) show that the ACN activities planned under the Work Pro-
gramme were fully implemented. The monitoring under the Istanbul Action Plan was completed as 
planned; except for one chapter of the Ukrainian monitoring report (on State Owned Enterprises) was post-
poned to the next year due to insufficient information provided by the country. Thematic seminars on 
corruption prevention, business integrity and LEN meetings were also organised, supported by the co-fund-
ing of partner organisations and host countries. 
 

Output indicators Delivered 
Istanbul Action Plan   

number of monitoring reports 3: Kazakhstan, Tajikistan, Ukraine 

number of progress updates 6: Armenia, Azerbaijan, Georgia, Mongolia, Kyrgyzstan, Uzbekistan 

number of shadow reports 10: 3 NGOs from Kazakhstan, 2 from Tajikistan, and 4 from Ukraine pro-
vided inputs for the monitoring reports One from Kyrgyzstan, 1 from Tajiki-
stan 

number of on-site visits 3 

number of return missions 3 

number of plenary meetings 1: September 2017 

number of summary reports 0 

Law-Enforcement Network  

number of meetings 2: July in Issyk Kul, and November in Baku 

number of countries 25 countries in Baku and 13 countries in Issyk Kul 

number of experts 68 experts in Baku and 37 experts in Issyk Kul 

number of reports 0 

Corruption prevention  

number of meetings 2: June in Tbilisi and December 2017 in Tirana 

number of countries 28 countries in Tbilisi and 14 countries in Tirana 

number of experts 87 experts in Tbilisi and 113 experts in Tirana 

number of reports 1: Corruption Prevention at the Sectoral Level in Eastern Europe and Cen-
tral Asia, Cases of Education, Extractives and Police 

Business Integrity  

number of meetings 3: two meetings in January in Kiev; and one in July in Belgrade  

number of countries 25 countries in Kiev, and 5 in Belgrade 

number of experts 120 experts in Kiev, and 42 in Belgrade 

number of reports 0 
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Results indicators 
 
Data for results indicators for 2017 was collected from ACN countries using a new format. It therefore 
cannot be compared with the data collected for 2016. But it may be possible to further improve the indi-
cators based on the 2017 exercise, to ensure that the ACN will eventually produce a reliable set of indicators 
in the future1. 

                                                           

1 The Steering Group in its meeting in July 2018 discussed the ways to further improve the ACN indicators which will 

be used for the 2018 Activity Report. 
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Results indicators submitted by ACN countries in the field of anti-corruption policy and institutions 
 

ANTI-CORRUPTION POLICY 

 

AR  AZ 

 

BiH  CR  ES  GE  KZ  KR  LV  LT MC  ML  MONG   MNGR  RO SE   SL  UA   UZ 

Anti-Corruption Strategy/ Plan in force  
(# of documents) 

 

 

1 1 

 

 

2 1 1 1 2 3 1 2 1 1 1 1 1 2 2 2 2 

Budget for Strategy/Plan, EURO  
(N/A – every responsible institution and/or measures have/haven’t their own 

budget, so can’t be calculated; 0 – no budget; or provided total amount by 

country) 

 

 

 

58591 N/A 

 

 

 

N/A N/A 753858 10137132 N/A N/A 0 9197212 N/A N/A 178338 N/A N/A N/A 0 N/A 7 529 

Monitoring of Strategy/Plan  
(from 0 (NO) to 1(YES)) 

 

 

 

1 1 

 

 

 

1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 

Permanent secretariat Strategy/Action Plan  
(number of institutions) 

 

 

 

 

1 1 

 

 

 

 

1 1 1 1 2 3 1 2 1 1 1 1 1 2 1 1 1 

Number of staff of  permanent secretariat  
(estimated number of staff in the above institutions that are responsible for  

anti-corruption strategy and action plan, N/A-no information) 

 

 

 

N/A 5 

 

 

 

N/A 5 2 13 48 31 150 292 4 3 3 N/A 12 2 40 21 68 

Number of ministries/ agencies with internal corruption risk  
(N/A – no information; 0 – no ministries; total # of ministries/agencies) 

 

 

 

 

N/A N/A 

 

 

 

 

12 20 1 2 6 38 13 13 N/A 22 0 56 51 34 46 112 44 

Number of ministries/ agencies with internal a-c action plans 
(N/A – no information; 0 – no ministries; total # of ministries/agencies)  

 

 

 

 

N/A N/A 

 

 

 

 

112 N/A 0 38 15 51 10 13 2 22 40 56 757 34 147 112 47 

Number of local authorities with internal corruption risk assess-

ments 
(N/A – no information; 0 – no local authorities; total # of local authorities)   

 

 

 

 

N/A N/A 

 

 

 

 

191 N/A N/A 0 16 N/A 70 60 N/A 13 0 152 457 160 24 29 207 

Number of local authorities with internal a-c action plans 
(N/A – no information; 0 – no local authorities; total # of local authorities) 

 

 

 

 

N/A N/A 

 

 

 

 

20 N/A N/A 2 16 10 61 60 5 15 21 152 715 160 169 N/A 207 

Number of corruption surveys conducted/used for Strategy/ Plan 
(N/A – no information; 0 – no corruption surveys; total # of corruption sur-

veys) 

 

 

 

 

4 1 

 

 

 

 

1 0 2 0 2 2 2 4 7 9 1 1 0 1 0 1 10 

Number of NGOs active in Strategy/ Plan or  members of related 

councils  
(N/A – no information; 0 – no NGOs; total # of NGOs) 

 

 

 

 

11 40 

 

 

 

 

50 3 1 21 40 5 18 4 23 27 9 6 20 3 3 N/A 20 

Number of anti-corruption public awareness raising campaigns 
(N/A – no information; 0 – no campaigns; total # of campaign (campaign does 

not mean individual events like a conference or a video, it means a comprehen-

sive project that identifies a target group, includes varioussessing knowledge 

gaps and needs, raising awareness though different means like meetings, media 

adds, practical instructions, pilot activities, competitions, etc, and assessing 

the impact of these activities, a campaign normally has its own budget and 

dedicated implementation team) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

N/A 2 

 

 

 

 

 

 

70 N/A 3 0 27041 91 1 3 N/A 10 0 2 8 N/A 4 1 25364 

Number of public officials that received a-c integrity training 

 

 

 

740 300 

 

 

 

1878 6011 199 565 1077 315 5307 6160 210 18586 10245 667 64273 363 1735 12347 19955 



 

 

 

Data regarding anti-corruption policy and institutions, presented in the table above, indicates the follow-
ing: 

 ACN countries are well advanced in the development of anti-corruption policy, all countries now 
have anti-corruption strategies or actions plans in place (Uzbekistan now has its first policy docu-
ment; while Kyrgyzstan appears to have many policy documents in place, which may be a sign of 
duplication); 

 All countries report that they have monitored the implementation of the anti-corruption policies 
in 2017, but only few countries have provided linked to the monitoring reports; it might be im-
portant in the future to examine if all monitoring reports are published; 

 All ACN countries have state bodies responsible for the monitoring of anti-corruption policy devel-
opment, coordination and monitoring; however the amount of resources provided to these bodies 
vary a lot: only 6 countries report about the budget allocated to the strategies; amount of human 
resources dedicated to this task also vary significantly from 0 in Macedonia to 292 in Lithuania, it 
is possible that this indicator needs further clarification; 

 Policy indicators also reveal a significant activity of line ministries, state agencies and local admin-
istrations and municipalities in anti-corruption policy in some countries, e.g. 757 stage bodies and 
715 municipalities in Romania seem to have their anti-corruption action plans. 

 In many countries NGOs took active part in the anti-corruption policy, though indicators show a 
high number of NGOs involved in this area in Azerbaijan and Kazakhstan (countries that in the past 
were criticised for insufficient involvement of NGOs) and low in Ukraine (where civil society took a 
very active part in the anti-corruption work recently); this may suggest that the indicator may need 
to be refined or corroborated with the NGOs; 

 Macedonia, Mongolia and Uzbekistan appear champions regarding the anti-corruption survey; it 
might be useful to study the experience of these countries as many countries fail to implement 
ACN recommendations in this area; 

 Finally, data regarding public awareness raising and anti-corruption education for public officials 
provided very diverse results, e.g. the number of 27041 public awareness raising campaigns re-
ported by Kazakhstan may suggest that the term of a campaign was not clear, which may also re-
quire further improvement of the indicator, and of data collection in the countries. 

 
Data on integrity in the public administration is presented in below. The data indicated the following: 

 Not all countries were able to provide the data on integrity in the public administration, e.g. data 
on civil service was provided by 10 countries, while 9 countries did not have such data. Besides, 
there are many discrepancies and contradictions in the provided data, e.g. data about number of 
public officials, declarations often does not add up, data of whistle-blowers is unclear, and requires 
further explanations; 

 In some cases data indicates continued bad practices, e.g. number of official hired through compe-
tition is much small that the total number of hires; 

 The level of salaries reported by the countries shows a very low level in many IAP countries, and in 
some countries the variable part of the salaries is very high, which may suggest politicization of 
professional civil service; 

 Several ACN countries have strengthened their declarations systems, e.g. Georgia, Mongolia, Ro-
mania, Serbia, Ukraine, while others still do not have such systems in place, or do not have the 
verification part of it, which undermines the effectiveness of the declarations; 

 Data on investigation and sanctioning of high level officials for integrity violations is very diverse as 
well, where Croatia, Romania, Ukraine, Uzbekistan, and Azerbaijan seem to show high perfor-
mance; 

 Several countries declared good performance regarding open data, Kyrgyzstan seems to lead. 



 

 

 

 
 
 

PUBLIC SECTOR INTEG-

RITY 
(N/A – no information, infor-

mation for other reporting period 

(e/g 2016), weblink, unclear data, 

blanc space, 0 – none/no, total #) 

AR AZ BiH  CR ES GE   KZ  KR  LV  LT  MAC MOL   MG MN  RO   SE  SL  UA UZ  

Vacancies published 915 1461 N/A N/A N/A 2602 28578 2249 1358 3785 N/A N/A N/A 193 17003 N/A N/A 60342 N/A 

Civil servants hired 915 29300 N/A 55704 N/A 544 22562 3932 1026 2681 N/A N/A N/A 1125 9844 N/A 1409 53488 N/A 

Hired through competition 803 1004  N/A N/A 2047 22103 2736 1026 2056 N/A N/A N/A 92 9818 N/A N/A 32472 N/A 

Average salary of a civil 

servant, EURO 

N/A 352 N/A 1162 1584 N/A  N/A 215 1357 1054  N/A  N/A  N/A 765 793 N/A 1843 413 306 

Fixed part (%) 70  N/A N/A N/A 94  12.3 73 71 82 72  N/A  N/A  N/A 50 90 N/A 91 64  N/A 

Variable parts (%) 30  N/A N/A N/A 6  12.3 27 29 18 28  N/A  N/A  N/A 50 10 N/A 2 36  N/A 

Officials must declare as-

sets/inter, 

2500 0 N/A N/A 6400 6042 98499 18945 57479 101300  5345 55000 39742 4450 350000 5612 15461 128079 0 

Submitted declarations  3225 0 500 N/A 5486 6035 627408 18786 57456 89700 5345 61298 39739 7032 536679 62160 7126 1448804 N/A 

Published declarations  4521 0 0 N/A 5486 6035 0 N/A 57456 46800 5345 61298 293 7032 536679 62160 7126 1448804 0 

Late submissions  736 0 N/A N/A 644 6 1997 0 1080 9407 N/A 0 262  N/A  N/A 86 205 44 0 

Failures to submit 125 0 N/A N/A 914 1 N/A N/A 387 3827 48 0 2 312 1073 14 5 115 N/A 

Verified declarations  710 0 N/A N/A N/A 287 140323 N/A 7520 N/A 459 0 308 1620 1991 305 9 21 N/A 

Conflict of interest identi-

fied/sanctioned 

N/A 0 14 N/A N/A 4 0 N/A 364 N/A 67 0 40  N/A 20 N/A 0 49 N/A 

Intentional false information 

identified/sanctioned 

5 0 N/A N/A N/A 7 1169 N/A 119 N/A 48 N/A 43 29 21 7 5 2 N/A 

Illicit enrichment, identi-

fied/sanctioned 

1 0 N/A N/A N/A N/A 0 N/A 16 N/A N/A 8 7 0 9 N/A 4 31 N/A 

Staff working on declarations  N/A N/A 7 12 N/A 6 328  4 19 100 8 1 21 8 46 10 2 45 0 

New legislation on whistle-

blowers adopted or amended 

1 1 (2016) 0 0 0 1 0 N/A N/A 1 1 (2015, 

2016) 

0 N/A 1 

(2016) 

0 0 0 0.5 (under 

considera-

tion of Par-

liament) 

0.5 (under 

prepara-

tion) 

Number of whistle-blowers' 

reports received 

N/A N/A 4 N/A N/A 99 N/A N/A N/A 0 N/A 0 N/A 69 174 149 725 N/A N/A 

Whistle-blowers asked for / 

were awarded protection 

N/A N/A 2 N/A N/A 61 141 N/A N/A 0 0 0 N/A 2 13 N/A 2 7 N/A 

Number of complaints to a 

centralised channel 

N/A  N/A 1077 N/A N/A N/A 4288 N/A N/A 1806 76 2097 599 69 0 2502 725 2148 1290 

Complaint received by: law-

enforcement agencies  

380 7809 N/A N/A N/A 34  N/A 529 N/A 63 N/A 702 N/A N/A 1370 N/A 725 177040 734 

Disciplinary cases: Minister 

and Deputies, MPs ,Prosecu-

tors, Judges 

25 73 130 N/A 0 N/A  N/A N/A N/A 1 N/A N/A N/A N/A 12 0 N/A 35 58 

Administrative cases opened 

and sanctions: Minister and 

Deputies, MPs ,Prosecutors, 

Judges  

N/A  N/A 25 N/A 0 N/A  N/A N/A 0 N/A N/A  N/A N/A N/A 6 N/A N/A 1 0 

Criminal cases opened/ sanc-

tions: Minister, Deputies, 

MPs ,Prosecutors, Judges 

3 2 N/A 40 N/A 0 7 N/A 0 2 N/A  51 N/A N/A 15 6 N/A 151 14 

Data sets added on open data 

portals (both # data sets, por-

tals and documents) 

5 650 N/A 0 N/A 96 71 10977 85 0 N/A 1 N/A N/A 28 145 3748 0 440 

https://matsne.gov.ge/ka/document/view/3661721
https://www.e-tar.lt/portal/lt/legalAct/2986b360db3611e7910a89ac20768b0f
https://www.dksk.mk/index.php?id=13
http://www.antikorupcija.me/media/documents/zakon_o_sprjecavanju_korupcije.pdf
https://whistlenetwork.files.wordpress.com/2017/01/law-on-protection-of-whistleblowersfinal.pdf


 

 

 

Data on business integrity is even more scarce and unreliable that other data provided by the ACN coun-
tries. It indicates the following trends: 

 Legislative provisions that can provide incentives for companies to boost their compliance pro-
grammes, such as the possibility to use them as mitigation or defence in investigation or prosecu-
tion of legal entities for corruption, are underused, only Bosnia and Herzegovina, Croatia, Estonia 
and Montenegro report that they have such legal provisions; 

 Several countries report that private sector took part in the development and monitoring of anti-
corruption policies, companies are engaged in business integrity initiatives and report about cor-
ruption through different reporting channels; it would be useful to study these good practices more 
closely; 

 Several countries report relatively high numbers of SOEs that have their own anti-corruption poli-
cies; while this is very welcome, this data seems to be overly optimistic, and would merit a verifi-
cation; 

 Several countries also report that they have public data bases of beneficiary ownership; however 
this information will need to be verified. 
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Data on criminalisation and enforcement provided the following results. Out of the ACN countries that 
provided replies to the questionnaire, 15 noted that they have some kind of a specialised anti-corruption 
investigation and/or prosecution or anti-corruption enforcement body. Three countries noted that they 
even have two such bodies. The agencies differ in terms of their institutional placement (stand-alone or 
within another authority, e.g. Prosecutor’s General Office) and level of autonomy. 
 
The statistics on the number of criminal proceedings in corruption cases at different stages (see Figure 
below) indicate an uneven enforcement. Countries with the most reported cases are Ukraine, Serbia and 
Romania. 

Figure 1. Number of criminal corruption cases in selected ACN countries (2017) 

https://ariregister.rik.ee/index?lang=eng
http://register.minjust.gov.kg/register/home.seam
https://usr.minjust.gov.ua/ua/freesearch
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Ten ACN countries reported that they had cases against legal entities for corruption in 2017. See the Table  
below. 
 

Corruption cases involving legal persons (2017) 

 Opened Sent to 
court 

Sanctioned 

Bosnia and Herzegovina 14 2 3 

Croatia 548 1328 N/A 

Kyrgyzstan2 32 15 N/A 

Latvia 1 2 N/A 

Lithuania 1 0 6 

Montenegro N/A 46 N/A 

Romania N/A 91 47 

Serbia 15 N/A N/A 

Slovenia 5 0 0 

Ukraine 3 2 0 

 

There are even fewer cases of foreign bribery. Only Croatia, Latvia, Lithuania and Slovenia reported such 
cases (not more than two cases per country). 
 
Most countries that replied reported enforcement of confiscation measures in 2017 (see Figures below), 
although the amount of confiscated assets varies. Only two countries (Croatia and Ukraine) reported about 
recovery of assets from abroad. 
 

 

Figure 2. Number of corruption cases that involved confiscation (2017)   

                                                           

2 It should be noted that according to the OECD/ACN monitoring reports Kyrgyzstan does not have a corporate liability 

for corruption; such provisions will be introduced in the new Criminal Code of Kyrgyzstan that is enacted in January 

2019. The data for Kyrgyzstan may represent the number of corruption cases where legal entities were involved but not 

necessarily prosecuted or otherwise sanctioned. 
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Figure 3. Total confiscated value, EUR 

 

ACN countries have been active in requesting and providing mutual legal assistance in corruption cases 
(see Figure below). Croatia showed the best result in the level of reply to the incoming requests (assistance 
was provided under all 195 requested that were received), while Ukraine had the highest number of its 
outgoing requests satisfied and assistance in which was provided (194 cases out of 448 requests sent). It is 
also worth noticing that the percent of requests satisfied with assistance provided or received is relatively 
low in most countries. 

Figure 4. Incoming and outgoing MLA requests in corruption cases in ACN countries (2017) 

 

Impact indicators 
 
There are two main sources for assessing the impact of anti-corruption work in the ACN countries on the 
level of corruption for the purposes of the ACN indicators: international surveys and domestic surveys. 
Regarding the international surveys, TI Corruption Perception Index (CPI) remains the most commonly used 
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indicators, despite various concerns about its methodology. According to the CIP for 2017, 14 countries 
have improved their scores, 5 remained unchanged, and 8 have declined. 
 
Table 1. Corruption Perception Index, Transparency International, Eastern and Central Europe and Central 
Asia 

Global 
Country 

Rank 2017 

Country CPI 2017 
Score 

CPI 2016 
Score 

CPI 2015 
Score 

CPI 2014 
Score 

CPI 2013 
Score 

CPI 2012 
Score 

CPI 2008 
Score** 

CPI 2003 
Score** 

21 Estonia 71 70 70 69 68 64 66 55 

34 Slovenia 61 61 60 58 57 61 67 59 

36 Poland 60 62 62 61 60 58 46 36 

38 Lithuania  59 59 61 58 57 54 46 47 

40 Latvia 58 57 55 55 53 49 50 38 

42 Czech Repub-
lic 

57 55 56 51 48 49 52 39 

46 Georgia 56 57 52 52 49 52 39 18 

54 Slovakia 50 51 51 50 47 46 50 37 

57 Croatia 49 49 51 48 48 46 44 37 

59 Romania 48 48 46 43 43 44 38 28 

64 Montenegro 46 45 44 42 44 41 34 23 

66 Hungary 45 48 51 54 54 55 51 48 

68 Belarus 44 40 32 31 29 31 20 42 

71 Bulgaria  43 41 41 43 41 41 36 39 

77 Serbia 41 42 40 41 42 39 34 23 

81 Turkey 40 41 42 45 50 49 46 31 

85 Kosovo3 39 36 33 33 33 34 - - 

91 Albania 38 39 36 33 31 33 34 25 

91 Bosnia and 
Herzegovina 

38 39 38 39 42 42 32 33 

103 Mongolia 36 38 39 39 38 36 30 - 

107 FYR Macedo-
nia  

35 37 42 45 44 43 36 23 

107 Armenia 35 33 35 37 36 34 29 30 

122 Azerbaijan  31 30 29 29 28 27 19 18 

122 Moldova 31 30 33 35 35 36 29 24 

122 Kazakhstan 31 29 28 29 26 28 22 24 

130 Ukraine 30 29 27 26 25 26 25 23 

135 Russia 29 29 29 27 28 28 21 27 

135 Kyrgyzstan  29 28 28 27 24 24 18 21 

157 Uzbekistan 22 21 19 18 17 17 18 24 

161 Tajikistan 21 25 26 23 22 22 20 18 

167 Turkmenistan 19 22 18 17 17 17 18 - 

Notes: A higher score means ‘less corrupt’. Until 2013, the CPI score was calculated differently (on 0-10 scale); to ena-
ble comparison, the CPI 2003 and 2008 scores were converted to 0-100 scale. 

Source: Transparency International, CPI, https://www.transparency.org/research/cpi. 

                                                           

3 This designation is without prejudice to positions on status, and is in line with United Nations Security Council Res-

olution 1244/99 and the Advisory Opinion of the International Court of Justice on Kosovo’s declaration of independ-

ence. 
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Regarding domestic indicators, ACN countries provided large volumes of information regarding various do-
mestic surveys and their results. However, this data cannot be compared as the domestic surveys use dif-
ferent methodologies. Data of domestic surveys is very useful for the development and monitoring of anti-
corruption policies, and for peer reviews such as the ACN's Istanbul Anti-Corruption Action Plan. The very 
fact that governments commission such surveys, publish their results and use them for policy purposes is 
encouraged by the ACN. Several samples of the survey results from the ACN countries are presented below. 
The Steering Group may discuss if for the purposes of the ACN Annual Reports, it might be useful to select 
one or few most comparable surveys, such as the overall importance of corruption in the country, and to 
study it over time. 
 
Samples from surveys "How serious is corruption among other problems" 

Croatia According to surveys corruption is not on the top of the threats to society: but remain threat to 
reputation of public institutions, that citizens estimate important for functioning of the democratic 
society. 

Estonia According to the corruption study (2016) 57% of respondents think that corruption is a serious prob-
lem. Compared to other fields it is less worrying. 

Kazakhstan According to a sociological study of corruption conducted by a Centre of ethic and confessional re-
lations that 20% of respondents experienced paying bribes or giving gifts.  

Lithuania  “The Lithuanian Map of Corruption” is a periodical national survey of residents, civil servants and 
business representatives, which is coordinated by the Special Investigation Service of the Republic 
of Lithuania (STT) and is conducted every two-three years.  The latest domestic survey was con-
ducted in 2016.  Lithuanian residents place corruption on the 5th place among the most acute prob-
lems, after low-wage, emigration, rising prices, alcoholism. The increasing perception of corruption 
as a problem was determined by the corruption incidents that were extensively covered by mass 
media in 2016.  

FYRoM Bi-annual study “Corruption Assessment Report of Macedonia, 2018” suggests that the percep-
tions to corruption have remained unchanged compared to 2014 and 2016, and the levels of cor-
ruption pressure and victimization have deteriorated. According to the citizens, corruption takes 
the fifth place out of 11 options offered as biggest problems that the country faces. The Macedo-
nian public, same as in the past years, remains prone to accepting corruption as a social norm. 

Montenegro The majority of respondents (41.1%) believe that corruption level is the same as it was last year. 
9.6% of respondents believe that the presence of corruption increased partially, whereas 20% of 
citizens believe that corruption level is lower compared to the year before.  

Uzbekistan Centre of studies of public opinion revealed that 56% of respondents interviewed in April 2017 ad-
mitted that corruption existed in Uzbekistan, while one third of respondents considered that there 
was no corruption in the country. 

 
Samples from surveys "Most corrupt and most trusted/distrusted state institutions" 
 

Croatia In Croatia, surveys show that local politicians and MPs, Minister and Judges are among the most 
corrupt officials. Tax and Custom Administration and Police are considered the most corrupt sectors.  

Estonia Most trusted state institution is Rescue Board (96%), Emergency centre (88%) and Police and Border 
Guard Board (86%). Most distrusted states institutions are parliament (55%) and government (55%) 

Kazakhstan The highest rate of convictions for corruption is against officials of the Ministry of interior, Ministry 
of Finance, Local administration and education.  

Kyrgyzstan The following bodies are not trusted: financial police, customs, execution of punishments, construc-
tion, health, police, customs; where police declined from 2016 to 2017. Most trusted are ministry 
of culture, local administration, etc. 

Latvia Most trusted: State Fire and Rescue Service of Latvia, Office of Citizenship and Migration Affairs, 
public schools. Most distrusted: parliament, Cabinet of Ministers, Latvian Procurement Monitoring 
Bureau, ministries, State Audit Office. 
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Lithuania The most corrupt are health care institutions, Seimas, courts, municipalities, and political parties. 
Public perception of the corruptness of the Seimas and political parties had deteriorated the most.   
Mostly trusted state institutions were the fire service, police, military, church and the State Social 
Insurance Fund Board. 

Moldova Most trusted: local public administration, National Anticorruption Centre, Anticorruption Prosecu-
tor’s Office. Least trusted: ministries. 

Montenegro Health sector - 18.9%, state administration - 12.9%, inspection services - 12.5%. According to the 
citizens’ opinion, the lowest corruption level exists in culture, sports, media and education.   

Mongolia According to the result of the Survey on Corruption Perception of Political and Law Enforcement 
agencies carried out by the IAAC in 2017, perceived levels of the political corruption increased by 
0.32 point from the previous year, and reached 3.97 points, in 2017. 

Ukraine The least trusted bodies are: Parliament, Government, President, followed by law-enforcement and 
police.  

Uzbekistan 37,6% of respondents believe that health sector is corrupt, 31,4% - education, 25% - law-enforce-
ment, and 17% - employment. 

 

Samples from surveys "Level of corruption as perceived by public opinion surveys about experience of 
corruption/perception of corruption attitudes/tolerance of corruption" 
 

Latvia Experience of corruption  
30,3% have used their contacts, presents or other undue benefits in solving their issues  
69,7% have not used any of above-mentioned in solving their issues 
 
Perception of corruption attitudes  
12,8% ready to give a bribe 
28,2%  more ready to give than not to give a bribe 
15,7%  more not ready to give than ready to give a bribe  
22,7%  not ready to give a bribe  
20,6%  do not know 
 
Readiness to report  
12% ready to report openly  
35,4% ready to report anonymously  
15% not ready to report  
37% do not know 

Lithuania a) Experience of corruption 
Eurobarometer 2017 revealed that the direct experience of corruption among Lithuanian population 
has dropped the most compared to other European Union countries – 17% less indicated that they 
had seen or experienced. Corruption experience of businesses has decreased significantly – 14% 
fewer managers had indicated that they were expected or requested a bribe. 
Moreover, 26% of entrepreneurs indicated that in the last three years corruption had prevented 
them or their companies from winning a public tender or a public procurement contract, which is 
13% less than in 2015 – 36 %.   
 
b) Perception of corruption attitudes 
The results of “The Lithuanian Map of Corruption 2016” show that most citizens saw corruption as 
an obstacle for their (65%) as well as state’s (78%) wellbeing. The majority of business leaders indi-
cated that corruption is an obstacle for business – 78%, i. e. 8% increase compared to 2014 – 70%. 
Thus, corruption as a phenomenon is negatively assessed by all target groups.  
 
c) Tolerance of corruption  
Although according to the results of the “The Lithuanian Map of Corruption 2016” most of the resi-
dents (68%) believe that a bribe helps to solve problems, this is the lowest result since 2008 (in 2008 
– 75%, in 2011 – 79%, in 2014 – 69%).  Moreover, the number of respondents who have not paid a 
bribe, because it is against their beliefs is constantly increasing. The research also showed the grow-
ing number of the society members who would report corruption incidents.  
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Moldova Under the poll of the International Republican Institute, 85 of respondents have determined corrup-
tion as a very big problem. 32% have reported to have had the bribery experience between 1 and 5 
times during the past 12 months. 

 

 
Corruption surveys commissioned by the state bodies  
 

 Surveys commission by state bodies If yes, by which bodies 

Azerbaijan No  

Croatia   

Estonia   

Georgia No  

Kazakhstan No  

Kyrgyzstan Yes National Statistical Committee 

Latvia   

Lithuania Yes STT 

FYRoM Yes State Commission for Prevention of Corruption 

Moldova   

Montenegro   

Romania   

Serbia   

Slovenia No  

Ukraine No  

Uzbekistan Yes Multiple domestic surveys commissioned by the 
state bodies 

 
ACN related indicators 
 
In order to measure progress in implementing the ACN Fundraising Strategy, the Secretariat invited coun-
tries to provide their own data regarding their financing for the ACN work, including in-kind contributions, 
such as financing own delegates to the ACN events, covering some local expenses during the monitoring 
visits and hosting events. Countries were also invited to report about financial transfers to the OECD for 
the ACN purposes, such as voluntary contributions and annual fees. The total amount that was provided 
by the ACN member counties in 2017 is estimated close to 150 K EUR , which is an important increase from 
95 K EURO in 2016, according to the ACN Activity report, if the data is accurate.  

 
 
For the first time, the Secretariat invited the member countries to express their views on the usefulness of 
the ACN activities for their own anti-corruption work. 15 countries out of 25 provided their rankings (from 
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1 to 5, where 5 is the best), but not for all activities. The summary of collected data is presented in the table 
below – while it is only partial and incomplete - suggests a number of questions that would require discuss-
ing with the Steering Group, such as: 

 Seminars for practitioners, especially the LEN meeting and seminars on prevention of corruption 
in public administration and ranked as most useful (4.1 and 3.75), what can be done to make them 
even more useful in the future? 

 Steering group ranked 4, and Istanbul Action Plan monitoring 3.84; what are the reasons for this 
relatively low ranking for the Istanbul Action Plan, which is the main ACN activity, how can it be 
more relevant for the countries that do not participate in this initiative? 

 Finally, the thematic work on business integrity ranked the lowest at 3.6, while business integrity 
work in 2017 was very active; while the reason for this can be the fact that few of National coordi-
nators take part in this work, it will be important to discuss how business integrity can be main-
streamed in the region? 
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IAP countries in CPI and other global ratings 
Figure 5. Country ranking in TI Corruption Perception Index and WEF Global Competitiveness Index 

 
Source: Transparency International, CPI, https://www.transparency.org/research/cpi; World Economic Forum, Global 
Competitiveness Index, https://goo.gl/hnzRDH.  
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Figure 6. Most important problems facing the country – Corruption/bribery mentioned by respondents 

 

Source: Global Corruption Barometer, Transparency International, 2015/16, https://goo.gl/Eqd0c9. 

 

 

Figure 7. «Have you paid a bribe to any one of 8 services in the past 12 months?», % «Yes» of those who had 
contact with the service 

 

Note: The eight services covered by the survey were: Public education (Primary or secondary), Public education (vocation), Civil courts, 
Public health system, Road police, For official documents, For unemployment benefits, For other social security benefits. Different 
services covered in Mongolia: Public schools, Hospitals, ID documents, Police, Courts. 

Source: Global Corruption Barometer, Transparency International, 2015/16, https://goo.gl/Eqd0c9. 

 

 

Figure 8. IAP, EU and OECD countries in the TI’s Corruption Perception Index (2017, Score) 
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Note: Higher score means ‘less corrupt’. 

Source: Transparency International, CPI, https://www.transparency.org/research/cpi. 

 
 
Figure 5. Ranking of IAP countries in global ratings 

 
Source: World Bank, Doing Business 2018; World Economic Forum, Global Competitiveness Index, 2017-2018; World 
Bank, Worldwide Governance Indicators, Control of Corruption, 2016; Transparency International, Corruption Percep-
tion Index, 2017. Note: A higher value indicates a lower rank. 

 

 

 

 

Figure 6. IAP countries in Worldwide Governance Indicators, Control of Corruption, 2016 
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Source: World Bank, Worldwide Governance Indicators, Control of Corruption, 2016, http://info.worldbank.org/govern-
ance/WGI. Note: Percentile Rank (0-100) indicates rank of country among all countries in the world. 0 corresponds to 
lowest rank and 100 corresponds to highest rank. 

 
 
  

http://info.worldbank.org/governance/WGI
http://info.worldbank.org/governance/WGI


37 

 

Figure 7. ACN countries in the Index of Public Integrity, 2017 
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Source: Index of Public Integrity 2017, European Research Centre for Anti-Corruption and State-Building, http://integ-
rity-index.org.  
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ANTI-CORRUPTION NETWORK FOR EASTERN EUROPE AND CENTRAL ASIA 

Established in 1998, the Anti-Corruption Network for Eastern Europe and Central Asia (ACN) is one of global 
relations programme of the OECD Working Group on Bribery. The Secretariat serving the ACN is provided 
by the OECD Anti-Corruption Division. The ACN covers 25 countries in the region and in addition involves 
the OECD member countries. Government representatives, international organisations, as well as civil so-
ciety organisations, and business representatives take part in the ACN activities. The ACN is guided by its 
Steering Group composed of National Coordinators from all participating countries as well as of represent-
atives of partner organisations.  

The ACN provides its members with a regional forum for the promotion of anti-corruption reforms, ex-
change of experience, and elaboration of good practices. In 2003, the ACN launched the Istanbul Anti-Cor-
ruption Action Plan (IAP) to support anti-corruption reforms in nine ACN countries through country peer 
reviews. In 2009, the ACN started the programme of thematic peer learning, including expert seminars and 
cross-country studies on prevention and criminalisation of corruption, and later in 2012, a study on busi-
ness integrity. In 2010, the ACN established the Law-Enforcement Network for investigators and prosecu-
tors dealing with corruption cases. In 2007 the ACN started its first country programme in Ukraine. Country 
project for Kyrgyzstan and for Romania were implemented in 2016-2017. 

The ACN activities are funded by voluntary contributions from OECD countries and other donor countries 
and co-funded by countries and organisations that participate in the ACN. The ACN fundraising strategy 
adopted in 2016 foresees also annual fees from member countries. The OECD provides the core funding 
for general supervision, management, and a part of administrative support.  

Anti-Corruption Network for Eastern 
Europe and Central Asia 

Istanbul Anti-Corrup-
tion Action Plan 

Donors  Partners 

Albania 
Armenia 

Azerbaijan 
Belarus 

Bosnia and 
Herzegovina 

Bulgaria 
Croatia 

Estonia* 
Georgia 

Kazakhstan 
Kosovo**** 
Kyrgyzstan 

Latvia* 
Lithuania** 

FYRO Macedonia 
Moldova 
Mongolia 

Montenegro 
Romania 

Russia 
Serbia 

Slovenia* 
Tajikistan 

Turkmenistan 
Ukraine 

Uzbekistan 

Armenia 
Azerbaijan 

Georgia 
Kazakhstan 
Kyrgyzstan 
Mongolia 
Tajikistan 
Ukraine 

Uzbekistan 
 

United States 
Switzerland 

United Kingdom*** 
Lithuania  

Latvia***  
Liechtenstein 

Slovak Republic*** 
Sweden 

 

UNODC 
UNDP 
OSCE  
EBRD 

World Bank 
Council of Europe/GRECO 
Regional Anti-Corruption 

Initiative (RAI) 
EU/SIGMA 

Transparency Internatio-
nal  

 
National NGOs and  

business associations 

* These countries are also members of the OECD 
** This country is a candidate for accession to the OECD 
*** These countries provided financing for the current ACN Work Programme in previous years 
**** This designation is without prejudice to positions on status, and is in line with United Nations Security Council Resolution 
1244/99 and the Advisory Opinion of the International Court of Justice on Kosovo’s declaration of independence. 
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E-mail: Olga.SAVRAN@oecd.org  

Ms Tanya Khavanska  
ACN Project Managers, Manager of Ukrainian Project 

Phone: +33 (0)1 45 24 91 39 
E-mail: Tanya.KHAVANSKA@oecd.org  

Ms Lioubov Samokhina 
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Returned to GRECO  

Mr Andrii Kukharuk 
ACN Project manager, Deputy Manager of Ukrainian Project 

Phone: +33 (0)1 45 24 94 43 
E-mail: Andrii.KUKHARUK@oecd.org  

Mr Dmytro Kotliar 
Consultant, ACN Project Manager 

Phone: +38 (050) 31 068 66 
E-mail: dmytro.kotliar@gmail.com  

Mrs Rusudan Mikhelidze 
Consultant, ACN Project Manager, Manager of Kyrgyz Project 

Phone: + 44 (0) 7495516286 
E-mail: rmikhelidze@gmail.com  

Mrs Antonina Prudko 
External Consultant, Local Advisor in Ukraine 

Phone: +38 (097) 32 228 18 
E-mail: antonina.prudko@gmail.com  

Ms Maryna Tsapok 
External Consultant, Local Advisor in Ukraine 

Phone: +38 (097) 96 173 46 
E-mail: maryna.tsapok@gmail.com  

Ms Martina Limonta 
Administrative Assistant 

Phone: +33 (0)1 45 24 78 31 
E-mail: Martina.LIMONTA@oecd.org  

Ms Tamara Shchelkunova 
Administrative Assistant 

Phone: +33 (0)1 45 24 91 05 
E-mail: Tamara.SHCHELKUNOVA@oecd.org  
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Anti-Corruption Division (ACD) 
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