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Background

ÂPrevious anti - corruption strategies were geared toward detecting 

corrupt acts and punishing the individuals responsible. They had a 

limited impact on preventing corrupt practices in that they did not

address the mechanisms causing corruption and therefore failed to 
formulate effective countermeasures

ÂThe Corruption Impact Assessment is an analytical framework 

designed to identify and remove factors causing corruption 

in laws and regulations



Table 1. Types of corruption factors and corruption prevention measures

Type Corruption factors (examples)
Corruption prevention 
measures

Laws and

Institutional

systems

Unrealistic standards, 

excessive regulation, non-transparency 

in handing procedures, etc.

Corruption Impact 

Assessment and

institutional improvement

Culture and

behavioral 

patterns

Practices of entertainment, grafting and 

influence peddling, lack of a sense of 

ethics, self-centered attitude, etc.

Education and innovation

Monitoring and

control

Lack of means of corruption control, 

absence of concrete, stringent, and 

timely punishment, etc.

Detection and punishment



Citizens

Stakeholders (associations/unions)

Civic groups and economic organizations 

Survey on the needs for assessment

Survey on legislation and practices
Submission of opinions

ACRC

Check whether recommendations are reflected in enactment/amendment bills

Government agencies

Legal departments

Establishment of enactment plans

Arrangement of discussions and interviews related to assessment

Departments related to the legislation concerned

Identification and submission of assessment tasks

Preparation of basic materials

Outside experts

Corruption Impact Assessment Advisory Group

Analysis and review of basic materials

Identification and examination of assessment 
tasks

Expert groups

Review and submission of opinions

ÂSubmission of materials 

ÂCompliance recommendations

ÂNotification of assessment tasks 

ÂRecommendation of improvement/

Evaltation of compliance

ÂSubmission 

Of consultation                                                           

ÂRequest of

Consultation                                                           

Â Identification and selectionof tasks 

ÂMonitoring and evaluation of compliance                                                          
Institutional improvement                                                            Corruption Impact Assessment

Notify recommendations

Assessments framework



Targets



Target

× Screening out corruption causing factors of laws in the

enactment and amendment as well as existing legislation

The assessment covers all forms of legislation germane to public life 

Forms of legislation

× Acts, 

× Presidential Decrees, Prime Ministerial decrees,

Ordinances of Ministries 

× Administrative rules

In other directives, regulations, announcements, 

notices, ordinances and rules

× autonomous laws and regulations

× Public corporations ôrules



Assessment model



Â The Corruption Impact Assessment is based on a systemic model, 

which was designed to examine corruption factors in regulations 

Ô×dÑÆÜØdÎÓdÙÊ×ÒØdÔËd̆ÉÊÒÆÓÉ̇pdd̆ØÚÕÕÑÞ̇pddÆÓÉd̆Õ×ÔÈÊÉÚ×Êṙ

The evaluation model consists of three corruption - causing factors:

Assessment model

Â Each of These three factors is divided into three criteria.

The assessment form contains a checklist to lessen the burden

of assessment.

ease of compliance with laws and regulations

propriety of discretion, 

transparency of administrative procedures.   



Factors Criteria

Ease of compliance 

(demand)

- Adequacy of the burden of compliance

- Adequacy of the level of sanctions

- Possibility of preferential treatment

Propriety of discretion

(supply)

- Clearness of discretionary regulations

- Appropriateness of the scope of discretionary

power

- Concreteness and objectiveness of discretionary 

standards

Transparency of 

administrative procedure

(procedure)

- Accessibility and openness

- Predictability

- Corruption control system

Table 2. Evaluation model for Corruption Impact Assessment



Criteria contents

Adequacy of the burden of 

compliance

Whether the level of expense & sacrifice

borne by people, businesses,organizations to

comply with legal responsibilities is

appropriate or not in light with socialnorm

Adequacy of the level of 

sanctions

Whether the content and level of penalties,

comparedwith thosepursuant to similar laws,

are appropriate

Possibility of preferential 

treatment

Possibility of certain class,business,group or

individual enjoying favor or benefit thanks to

application of laws

1  Ease of compliance ( demand )



Criteria Contents

Clearness of discretionary 

regulations

Whether discretion (who has it, the scopeof it,

process to exercise it) is clearly and firmly

defined

Appropriateness of the scope of 

discretionary power

Whether the scope of discretion given is

appropriate in light of international and

domesticnorm

Concreteness and objectiveness of 

discretionary standards

Whether discretion related criteria or

requirement to exerciseit is specific enough to

be applied to reality and objective enoughto be

translated asthe sameby the third person

2  Propriety of discretion ( supply )



Criteria Contents

Accessibility and openness

Whether participation by people, businesses,

organizations in the exercise of discretion or

performance of duties is guarantee, and there is

specialsystemfor related information disclosure

Predictability

Whether required papers & steps, administrative

handling process, period and the results are easeto

know and predictable

Corruption control system

Whether a special systemto control corruption exists

suchasoneto regulate corruption coming from efforts

to avoid compliance burden or to seekfavor, coming

from faceto faceencounterduring working

3  Transparency of administrative procedure ( procedure)



Procedures



Corruption impact assessment on legislation to be enacted/amended

ADMINISTRATIVE AGENCY

legislative proposal

review by regulatory reform committee

review by ministry of government legislation

consultation with relevant agency (10days)
(ASSESSMENT)

ACRCsubmission

submission of opinions

notification of 
assessment result

advisory committee

consultation
advance notice of enactment/revision (20days) notification


