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ARGENTINA
(Information as of 23 March 2007)
Date of deposibf instrument of ratification/acceptance or date of accession
8 February 2001
Implementing legislation

Identification of the law: law 25.188, which introduces art. 258 bis of the Criminal Code penalizing
transnational bribery in accordance with the Iiererican Convention against Corruption.

Publication in official journalBoletin Oficial1l-11-99. Date of entry into force: 101-99.

Ot her rel evant | aws, regulations or decrees that
OECD Convention orlte Recommendations

Recommendations for remedial action under Phase 1

Law 25.825 Boletin Oficial 11-12-03), modifying the definition of the offence in art. 258 bis
following the recommendations of the Working Group during Phase 1.

Count ri es 6 commitmentsmargsing fronm athler international instruments

Inter-American Convention Against Corruption (Caracas, Venezuela, 03/29/96) ratified by Argentina
on 10/09/97.

Other information
Relevant authorities

Direccion General de Consejeria Legal, Ministele Relaciones Exteriores, Comercio International y
Culto

Oficina  Anticorrupcion, Ministerio de Justicia, Seguridad y Derechos Humanos
www.anticorrupcion.gov.ar

Relevant Internet links to national implementing legislation

Www.anticorrupcion.gov.ar

TheForeign Ministry of Argentina has opened a |
(www. argentintradenet.gov.ar) in ANoticiaso ( News
funcionarios p%blicos e xbribeaynfjfoeeign mldic offidialsy Byrclickinga cr i
on it, the user has access on information regarding Article 1 of the OECD Convention and Article 258 bis
of the Argentine Penal Code.

Signature/Ratification of other relevant international instruments

United Nations Convention against Corruption (Mérida):



Signed: 19 December 2003.
Approved: May 2006, law n° 26.097 promulgated 6 June 2006.
Deposit of the instrument of ratification: 28 August 2006.
In force since: 27 September 2006.
Working Group on Bribery Maitoring Reports

Phase 1: Review of Implementation of the Convention and 1997 Recommendation
http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/31/50/2078382.pdf



http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/31/50/2078382.pdf

AUSTRALIA
(Information as ofl0 September 2008
Dateof deposit of instrument of ratification/acceptance or date of accession
Australia ratified the&Convention on 18 October 1999.
Implementing legislation

Criminal Code Amendment (Bribery of Foreign Public Officials) Act 1999 (Cth) (Division 70
Criminal Cale (Cth))

Date of entry into force: 17 December 1999.

Ot her rel evant | aws, regulations or decrees that
OECD Convention or the Recommendations

1 Auditor-General Act 1997Cth)
1 Criminal CodeAct 1995 Cth) Chapter 4and Division 400
T Commonwealth Authorities and Companies Act 1(@af)
1 Corporations Act 200{Cth)
1 Extradition Act 198&Cth)
1 Financial Management and Accountability Act 19€Th)
1 Income Tax Assessment Act 190th)
1 Mutual Assistanceni Business Regulation Act 19@Eh)
1 Mutual Assistance in Criminal Matters Act 19&7th)
1 Proceeds of Crime Act 20@€th)
9 Financial Transaction Reports Act 1988 (th
1 Anti-Money Laundering and CountdierrorismFinancing Act 2007
9 International Trade Itegrity Act 2001 Cth)
Recent devel opme nhbrieryframewbrlist r al i ads anti

The Australian Transaction Reports and Analysis Centre (AUSTRAC) has updé&bechation
Circular No. 42: Bribery of Foreign Public Official® refer to links between therfgign bribery offence
and money laundering offences. The Information Circular now states that bribery may also trigger charges
of money laundering under Division 400 of tBeiminal Code Act 1995 The Information Circular is
publicly available and used ni training by AUSTRAC. It can be accessed at
<http://www.austrac.gov.au/files/aic42_bribery_ foreign_public_officials:pdf

The Australian Trade Commission (Austratias updated its website to ensure information about the
offence of foreign bribery is included in the Legal Issues section, in addition to the Risk Management
section, of the website. The Austrade website also provides advice on specific export aratKeds
confirmed that information about the foreign bribery offence is included in cespémsific guide to doing
business.

The Australian Taxation Office has amended its website to ensure advice regarding facilitation
payments refers to payments of minalue.


http://www.austrac.gov.au/files/aic42_bribery_foreign_public_officials.pdf

On 24 September 2007, Australia passednternational Trade Integrity Act 2007The Act principally

was to implement recommendations from the Qadgiiry into certain Australian companies in relation to

the Iraq Oilfor-Food Programmdut al® implemented three recommendations from the Working Group.

The Act amended the offence of foreign bribery so that a defence is available only if a benefit offered or
paid is permitted or required by the written law governing a foreign public officia¢ ACt also clarified

that any other perception that a benefit was required or permitted must be disregarded and that a charge of
foreign bribery can be satisfied regardless of the results of an alleged bribe.

Countries' international commitments arisimgrh otherinternational instruments.

Australia signed the UN Convention against Corruption on 9 December 2003. Australia considers
t hat it complies with all of the Conventionds m:
domestic process fordaty ratification, the Convention was tabled before Parliament on 7 December 2004.
The Joint Standing Committee on Treaties conducted a hearing into the ratification of the Convention on 7
March 2005 and issued a report in August 2005. Australia chthie Convention on 7 December 2005.

Australia is a founding member of the Financial Action Task Force onMartiey Laundering and
Counter Terrorist Financing (FATF). In December 2003 the Australian Government endorsed the FATF
Forty Recommendations @dnti-Money Laundering and the Eight Special Recommendations on Counter
TerrorismFinancing.

Australia ratified the UN Convention against Tsaational Organized Crime on Rfay 2004.

Australia is an active participant in the Asia Development Bank OECD@untiuption Initiative for
Asia and the Pacific and endor2608d the I nitiativeo

In November 2004 Australia endorsed APECOGs Sant
Transparency and Course of Action on Fighting Corampéind Ensuring Transparency.

Other information
Relevant authorities

Enforcement: Information about foreign bribery offences should be reported to the Australian
Federal Police:
Postal address: GPO Box 401
CANBERRA ACT 2601
AUSTRALIA
Website: www.afp.gov.au

Policy: Attorney-GenerabDepartment
Postal address: Robert Garran Offices
National Circuit
BARTON ACT 2600
AUSTRALIA
Website: www.ag.gov.au/feeignbribery

Relevant Internet links to national implementing legislation

www.comlaw.gov.au



http://www.afp.gov.au/
http://www.ag.gov.au/foreignbribery
http://www.comlaw.gov.au/

Working Group on Bribery Monitoring Reports

Phase 1: Review of Implementation of the Convention and 1997 Recommendation
http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/0/29/2378916.pdf

Phase 2: Report on the Application of the Convention on Combating Bribery of Foreign Public
Officials in International Business Transactions andl®@/ Recommendation on Combating Bribery

in International Business Transactions

http://www.oecd.org/datacecd/57/42/35937659.pdf



http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/0/29/2378916.pdf
http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/57/42/35937659.pdf

AUSTRIA
(Information as of July 2005)
Date of deposit of instrurent of ratification/acceptance or date of accession

The First Chamber of Parliament passed the bill for ratification of the GE&@Dention [federal law
gazette (Bundesgesetzblatt; BGBI.) 11l 176/1999] on 24 March 1999. The ratification process wasdfinaliz
and the instrument of ratification deposited with the OECD Secr&angral on 20 May 1999.

Implementing legislation

The legislation implementing the OEGDonvent i on (AStrafrechts?2nde
published in the Federal Law Gazette on 20us1d. 998 (BGBI. |1 1998/153). It is in force in Austria since
1 October 1998.

Ot her relevant | aws, regulations or decrees that
OECD Convention or the Recommendations

Concerning other relevant internationadtruments, Austria ratified the United Nations Convention
against Corruption in November 2005. It signed the Council of Europe Criminal Law Convention on
Corruption on 13 October 2000 but has not yet ratified it. On théelz), Austria has signed,tifeed and
i mpl emented (by the above mentioned AStrafrecht s
Convention on the Protection of the Financial Interest (notification of the ratification on 21 May 1999) and
the Convention on the fight agairsirruption involving officials of the European Communities or officials
of Member States of the European Union (notification of the ratification on 19 January 2000) whereas it
has not yet ratified the Second Protocol to the Convention on the ProtedtienFimancial Interests.

Other information
Relevant authorities

Relevant authorities, to whom one may report information on a bribery offence, are the police and
public prosecution authorities.

Relevant Internet links to national implementing legislation

The relevant internet link to obtain the wording of (any) national legislation (including national
legislation to implement the OECDonvention) isvww.ris.bka.gv.at

Working Group on Bribery Monitoring Reports

Phag 1: Review of Implementation of the Convention and 1997 Recommendation
http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/2/45/2380506.pdf

Phase 2: Report on the Application of the Convention on Combating Brilbefpreign Public
Officials in International Business Transactions and the 1997 Recommendation on Combating Bribery
in International Business Transactions

http://www.oecd.org/dataocecd/16/22/3698@.pdf



http://www.ris.bka.gv.at/
http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/2/45/2380506.pdf
http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/16/22/36180957.pdf

BELGIUM
(Information as of 15 June 2004)
Date of deposit of instrument of ratification/acceptance or date of accession

The Convention was signed on 17 December 1997. The Ratification Bill was adopted by the Senate
on 20 April 1999 and by the Chiber of Representatives on 29 April 1999. The Ratification Act received
royal approval on 9 June 1999. Belgium deposited its ratification instrument with OECD on 27 July 1999.

Implementing legislation

To meet the requirements of the OECD Convention, aock rgenerally to modernise the Criminal
Codebs provisions on bribery, which dated from 1¢
the Belgian Parliament adopted two Acts. The first is the Bribery Prevention Act of 10 February 1999,
adopted byParliament on 4 February 1999 and signed by the King on 10 February 1999, which entered
into force on 3 April 1999, following publication in thdoniteur belge(Official Gazette) on 23 March
1999. This Act amends in particular the provisions containedtl@ [V of the Criminal Code in Articles
246252 of Chapter |1V on fiThe Bribery of Public Off
entered into force on 3 August 1999. This Act establishes the criminal liability of legal persons, henceforth
subject to the provisions the Bribery Prevention Act of 10 February 1999.

The main objectives of the amendments to the Criminal Code, as explained by the Minister of Justice
in his introductory presentations to the Senate and later to the Chamber of Rafikese are threfold.
The first objective is to cover new offences contained in the OECD Convention and not previously covered
by Belgian legislation (bribery of foreign public officials and international civil servants), as well as other
offences suclas bribery of an applicant for a public function, trading in influence and private corruption.
The second objective is to fill some gaps in the field of sanctions, primarily by adapting penalties to current
penological trends (higher minimum and maximuemaities for sentences involving deprivation of liberty
and for fines), by introducing new administrative sanctions against public works contractors who engage in
bribery, and by amending the Income Tax Code to limit the tax deductibility of bribes.ifithel}ective
is to broaden the extraterritorial jurisdiction of Belgian courts, in particular as regards bribery involving
foreign public officials.

Ot her relevant | aws, regulations or decrees that
OECD Convention or the Recommendations

Concerning other relevant international instruments, Belgium has ratified the Council of Europe
Criminal Law Convention on Corruption. The Ratification Bill of 19 February 2004 was published in the
Moniteur belgeon the 16h May 2004 and entered into force ten days later.

Belgium has signed the United Nations Convention against Corruption on 10 December 2003 but not
yet ratified. A ratification bill is being prepared right now in the Ministry of Justice. Ratification is
expected before the end of the year 2004.

On the EUlevel Belgium has signed, ratified and implemented the first and second protocol to the
Convention on the Protection of the Financial Interests and the Convention on the fight against corruption
involving officials of the European Communities or officials of the Member States of the European Union.
Ratification was done in one bill of 17 February 2002, published on the 15 May 2002 and entered into
force ten days later.

Some other recent laws and bills that b& of importance to the subject matter:

9



- Bill of 29 November 2001 modifying article 90ter of the Criminal Procedure Code (this bill
included corruption offences in the list of offences for which telecommunication interception
is possible in the course tife investigation) (Moniteur belge: 7 February 2003);

- Bill of 8 April 2002 concerning the anonymity of witnesses (MB: 31 May 2002);

- Bill of 7 July 2002 concerning the protection of witnesses (MB: 10 August 2002);

- Bill of 19 December 2002 extending the pb#gies of seizure and confiscation (MB: 14
February 2003);

- Bill of 6 January 2003 concerning the special investigation techniques (MB: 12 May 2003);

- Bill of 26 March 2003 creating the Central Office for Seizure and Confiscation (MB: 2 May
2003).

Other information
Relevant authorities

1. Relevant authorities to whom one may report information on a bribery offence, are the local and
federal police, the public prosecution authorities and the investigating judges.

2. Central authority for mutual legal assiste:
Ministry of Justice
Boulevard de Waterloo 115
1000 Brussels
BELGIUM

3. Other relevant authorities:

Federal Prosecution Service (Rue Quatre Bras, 19, 1000 Brussels)

- Central Organ for Seizure and Confiscation (Rue Quatre Bras, 19, 1000 Brussels)
- Ant-Money Laundering Office (Avenue de | a Toi

- Central Bureau for the fight against corruption (special federal police Unit) (Rue du Noyer,
211, 1000 Brussels)

Relevant Internet links to national implementing legislation

Ministry of Justicehttp://www.just.fgov.be

Moniteur belgehttp://www.ejustice.just.fgov.be/cgi/welcome.pl
Central Organ for Seizure and Confiscatibtip://www.confiscaid.be
Anti-Money Laundering Officehttp://www.ctif-cfi.be

Federal Policehttp://www.polfed.be

Working Group on Bribery Moiitoring Reports

Phase 1: Review of Implementation of the Convention and 1997 Recommendation

10


http://www.just.fgov.be/
http://www.ejustice.just.fgov.be/cgi/welcome.pl
http://www.confiscaid.be/
http://www.ctif-cfi.be/
http://www.polfed.be/

http://www.oecd.org/dataocecd/13/7/2385130.pdf

Phase 2: Report on the Application of the ConventionCombating Bribery of Foreign Public
Officials in International Business Transactions and the 1997 Recommendation on Combating Bribery
in International Business Transactions

http://www.oecd.org/daocecd/59/8/35461651.pdf

11


http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/13/7/2385130.pdf
http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/59/8/35461651.pdf

BRAZIL

(Information as of 17 September 2009)

Date of deposit of instruments of ratification/acceptance or date of accession

Signing of the Convention: December 17, 1997.

Ratification of the Convention: June 15, 2000, by Llegiige Decree no. 125/2000, published in the
Official Federal Gazette ratifying the convention.

Implementing Legislation

a) Identification of the law - Law n 10.467, June 11, 2002, adding Chapteh tio Section XI of
DecreeLaw No. 2,848, of December, 1940, Penal Code, and a provision to Law No. 9,613, of
March 3, 1998, which governs the crimes of melaeyndering or hiding of assets, rights and
securities; the prevention of the use of the Financial System for the illegal acts provided for in this
Law, creates the Council fGinancial Activities Control (COAF), and makes other provisions.;

b) Sanctioning of the implementing legislation: June 10, 2002; and,

¢) Implementing legislation comes into force: June 11, 2002.

Other relevant laws, regulationsande cr ees t hat have an i mpact on a
OECD Convention or the Recommendations

Relevant legislation:
1 Penal Code, especially Art. 317 (passive corruption); Penal Code, Art. 333 (active corruption);

1 Law N°. 9.034, May 3, 1995, hich adopts provisions concerning the use of operational means
for the prevention and repression of activities performed by criminal organizations;

1 Law N° 9.613, March 3, 1998, which rules on the crimes of money laundering or hiding assets,
rights and sawities; the prevention of the use of the Financial System for the illegal acts
provided for in this Law, creates the Financial Activities Control Board (COAF), and makes
other provisions;

1 Decree N° 3.000, March 26, 1999 . Income Tax Regulation;
1 Law N° 8884, June 11, 1994, which adopts provisions concerning prevention and repression of
violations against the economic order, guided by the constitutional principles of freedom of

initiative, free competition, social function of ownership, consumer proteciad repression of
economic power abuse;

12



1 Article 11 of Law N°. 7.492/86, which establishes a sentence of 1 (one) to 5 (five) years in
prison and a fine for any person who "maintains or transfers resources or values in parallel to the
legal accounting iguirements”;

i Article 1 of Law N° 4.729/1965 establishes as a crime punishable with 6 (six) months to 2
(two) years in prison the falsification of accounting documents.

1 Decree 5.483, of June 30, 2005, which instituted the investigation of assets¢opheotthe
Federal Executive

1 Bill of Law n°® 7710/2007, which proposes alteration of the Article B3 of Penal Code,
increasing imprisonment from 1 to 8 years to 2 to 12 years.

Other information
Relevant authorities

Attention should be drawn to thaticulated and integrated way through which corruption is being
tackled in the country today, with the joining of all the state defense agencies in this endeavor

The Office of the Comptroller General (CGU) acts in all the agencies and entities ofdiralFe
Executive as the central body for internal control and audit, disciplinary action and ombudsman action,
having within its structure the Secretariat for Prevention of Corruption and Strategic Inforn&fEGh

The Federal Police Department (DPF)responsible for prevention and repression of criminal
offenses, as well as for conducting the pertinent investigations, relying on a modern and functional
structure that allows centralized planning, coordination and control and decentralized execution.

The Department of Asset Recovery and International Legal Cooperdd&ClI, of the Ministry of
Justice, has the function of identifying threats, defining effective and efficient policies, as well as
developing an amtinoney laundering culture, aiming at o®ering assets sent abroad illegally and
products of criminal activities. This Department is also responsible for international cooperation and
technical assistance, both in penal and civil matters, being the central authority in the exchange of
information and requests for international legal cooperation.

The Council of Control of Financial Activitiels COAF, the Brazilian financial intelligence unit, was
created in the scope of the Ministry of Finance, with the purpose of disciplining, enforcing adiveistr
penalties, receiving, examining and identifying suspected illegal activity linked to money laundering.

The Brazilian Federal Revenue Secretariat, a specific and unique body linked to the Ministry of
Finance, is responsible for the planning, exeeutamntrol and evaluation of the federal tax administration
activities, as wel |l as the execution of the count
the economic impact of the tax and customs policies in Brazil.

The Pr os e cisapermarent i@gtititionc vehich has functional, administrative and financial
autonomy established in the Constitution, being responsible for persecution of offences.

The Legislative also has an important role in the fight against corruption, not atdylammaking
function, but mainly through Parliamentary Inquiry Commissien€Pl. The CPls, with the same
investigation powers as the judicial authorities, are instituted by the House of Representatives or by the
Federal Senate, with the purpose oféstigating a certain fact within an established deadline and its

13



conclusions are forwarded to the Prosecutor s Off
liability of the offenders.

External control, which is the responsibility of thational Congress, is exercised with the help of the
Federal Court of Accounts, whose attributions include, for example, judging the accounts of the managers
and other people responsible for public moneys, property and values of the direct and indirect
administration, including foundations and societies instituted and maintained by the Federal Public Power,
and the accounts of those who have caused loss, misuse or any other irregularity results in loss to the
treasury.

The articulation and coordination ofi¢ works developed by the above bodies and others were
strengthened by the creation of the National Strategy to Combat Corruption and Money Lauihdering
ENCCLA, in 2003.

Relevant Internet links to national implementing legislation:

http://www.cqu.gov.kr
http://www.camara.gov.br
http://www.senado.gov.br
http://www.mpf.gov.by
http://www.mj.gov.br/drci
https://www.coaf.fazenda.gov;br
http://www.receita.fazenda.gov;br
http://www.tcu.gov.br

Signature/Ratification of other relevant international instruments

1 Promulgation of the InteAmerican Convention against Corruption (OAS) . Decree no 4.410,
October 7, 2002;

1 Signature of the United Nations Convention againstrigion (UN), on December 9, 2003, at
Mérida, México;

1 Promulgation of the United Nations Convention against Corruption (UN). Decree no 5.687,
January 31, 2006.

Working Group on Bribery Monitoring Reports
Phase 1: Review of Implementation of the Convenéind 1997 Recommendation

http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/52/46/33742137 .pdf

Phase 2: Review of Implementation of the Convention and 1997 Recommendation

http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/61/30/39801089.pdf

14


http://www.cgu.gov.br/
http://www.camara.gov.br/
http://www.senado.gov.br/
http://www.mpf.gov.br/
http://www.mj.gov.br/drci
https://www.coaf.fazenda.gov.br/
http://www.receita.fazenda.gov.br/
http://www.tcu.gov.br/
http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/52/46/33742137.pdf
http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/61/30/39801089.pdf

BULGARIA

(Information as of 9 September 2008)

Date of deposit of instrument of ratification/acceptance or date of accession

Bulgaria deposited its instrument of ratification 2y December 1998. The Convention entered into
force on 15 February 1999. The text of the Conve
Gazetteo No 61 of 6 July 1999.

Implementing legislation

On 15 January 1999 the National Assembly adoptééw amending the Criminal Code (prom. in
SG No 7 of 26 January 1999) whereby the active bribery of foreign public officials in international
business transactions was criminalised (Art.304, para. 3 of the Criminal Code). Theramiimed law
inttodwed an autonomous definition of #@Aforeign publi

On 8 June 2000 the National Assembly adopted amendments to the Criminal Code (prom. in SG No
51 of 23 June 2000) whereby promising and offering of a hdb#omestic and foreign public officials

(phase 1 OECD Working Group recommendation) were established as a criminal offence. By the same
law the restriction as to the context in which the active bribery of the foreign public officials occurs, i.e. in
international business transactions, was abolished.

On 13 September 2002 the National Assembly adopted amendments to the Criminal Code (published
in AState Gazetted No 92 of 27 Se pmaterabaglvantaesh2 ) wt

the scop of definition of a bribe (phase 1 OECD Working Gnaupecommendation); it introduced also
criminalisation of bribery in the private sector, trading in influence, passive bribery of foreign public
officials, bribery of arbitrators and, in some specific cases, bribery of lawyers; enlargement of the scope of
the foreign public official definition; restriction of the existing defences concerning the punishment of

active bribery (phase 1 OECD Working Gresirecommendation); introducing the fine as additional
punishment for bribery; and more severe punishmémtsbribery of judges, jurors, prosecutors and
examining judges.

Ot her relevant | aws, regulations or decrees that
OECD Convention or the Recommendations

On 21 September 2005 the 40th National Assemblgpted theLaw amending the Law on
Administrative Offences and Sanctionsdealing with the introduction of liability of legal persons for
criminal offences, including for foreign bribery. The Law provides for a monetary sanction of up to 1
million Levs (appoximately EUR 500 000) but not less than the amount of the advantage obtained or that
could have been obtained. Confiscation of the proceeds of crime is also envisaged. The sanctions shall be
imposed irrespective of the penal responsibility of the phlygiegpetrator. The Law regulates also the
procedure for imposing sanctions on legal persons.

In 2005the Law on the Forfeiture to the State of Proceeds of Crimécivil confiscation) was

introduced. This law regulates the terms and procedure for imposftieizure and forfeiture to the State
of any assets derived, whether directly or indirectly, from criminal activity. By this law, the body handling

15



the procedure is the Multidisciplinary Commission for Establishing of Property Acquired from Criminal
Activity (CEPACA), which became operational in October 2006.

Law of the Protection of the Persons Threatened in Connection with Criminal Procedure (promulg. SG
103 of 23 November 2004)

On 24 March 2004a new Law on Public Procurement (LPP was adopted by thé&lational
Assembly. It contained explicit provision excluding from the tendering process persons who have been
convicted of a number of offences, including bribery. Under Art.47, paragraph 1 (1) of the LPP a candidate
who has been convicted of crimes agaitie financial, tax and insurance system, of bribery and of
economic crimes may not participate in the in the tendering procedure. Where the candidate is foreign
individual or foreign legal person he/she/it should meet the requirements of Art.47 inatbeoft
establishment (Art.48, paragraph 1 of the law). The new LPP entered into force on 1 October 2004.

In 2006 changes were introduced to all the legislation concerning the public procuretmentaw
on Public Procurement, the Rules Implementing the ba Public Procurement and the Ordinance for
Assigning Small Public Procuremeiithe changes entered into force as of 01 July 2006. They introduced a
number of mechanisms for countering corruption in public procurement.

The Council of Ministers adoptedPublic Sector Internal Audit Standardswith Decree No
165/30.06.2006.

After the amendments of the Constitution of the Republic of Bulgaria from 2@08nmunity of
magistrates from investigation and prosecution was limited to a functional@me Februgy 2007 the
National assembly adopted the Fourth Amendment of the Constitution. One of the main changes was the
removal of the penal inviolability of the magistrate®nly the immunity, securing the independence and
freedom of the magistrates in the ex@mutof their functions and issuing of their decisions, remains in
place.

Other information
Relevant authorities

Under Art205, para 1lof the Criminal Procedure Cod@ew, prom. SG 86 of 28 October 2005,
entered into force on 29 April 20Q6nformation @ criminal offences, including on bribery offences,
should be reported to the bodies of the-piad proceedings, i.e. prosecutors, investigators at the Ministry
of Interior, or to other public body.

Central authoritesfor mutual legal assistance:

Mini stry of Justice in respect of requests for mutual assistance at the stage of thid friélavianska
Str., 1040 Sofia)

Supreme Cassation Prosecutor's Offige respect of requests for mutual assistance at the stage of
pretrial proceeding(2, Vitosta Bulvd., 1040 Sofia)

Other relevant authorities:

The Commission for establishing of property acquired from criminal ac{i/it¥ Rakovski Sty.1040
Sofia)
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Relevant internet links to national implementing legislation

Ministry of Justicehttp://www.mjeli.government.bg

Anticorruption Commissionhttp://www.anticorruption.government.bg

All Bulgarian Legislation (free access$itp://www.lex.bg

Signature/Ratification of other relevant international instruments

U Council of Europe Crimial Law Convention on Corruption: ratified @November 2001.

U Additional Protocol to the Council of Europe Criminal Law Convention on Coomptn 4
February 2004.

U Council of Europe Civil Law Convention on Corruptigatifiedon 8 June 2000.

U Convention on Laundering, Search, Seizure and Confiscation of the Proceeds from Crime: ratified
on2 Junel9%xB.

U United Nations Convention against Cqotion: ratified on3 August 2006

U United Nations Convention against Transnational Organized Cratited on 12 April 2001

i EU Convention on the Protection of the European Communities' Financial Interestheand
Protocos theretoratified on 2 January2007.

U EU Convention on the fight against corruption involving officials of the European Communities or
officials of the EU Member States: ratified b February 2007.

Working Group on Bribery Monitoring Reports
Phase 1: Review of Implementation of then@ention and 1997 Recommendation

http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/13/53/2385450.pdf

Phase 2: Report on the Application of the Convention on Combating Bribery of Foreign Public
Officials in Interrational Business Transactions and the 1997 Recommendation on Combating Bribery in
International Business Transactions

http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/8/19/2790505.pdf

Phase 2: Follovup Report onthe Implementation of the Phase 2 Recommendations on the
Application of the Convention and the 1997 Recommendation on Combating Bribery of Foreign Public
Officials in International Business Transactions

http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/35/60/36101867.pdf
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CANADA
(Information as of Mayp0(B)
Date of deposit of instrument of ratification/acceptance or date of accession

Canada ratified the Convention on Combating Bribery of Foreign Public Officialsternational
Business Transactions (the Convention) on 17 December 1998.

Implementing legislation

Canadaodos i mpl e me @drruptiog of Foeeggmn Rublia @fficial nACCFP®A¢ received
Royal Assent on 10 December 1998 and came into forceddrebruary 1999. Subsequent amendments
were made to the Act in January 20 Crininal €odaThase® ns e g U
amendments are of a technical nature.

The Corruption of Foreign Public Officials Act mpl ement s Casadawwmthebl i g:
Convention. The main offence of bribery of foreign public officials represents an effort to marry the
Convention wording and requirements with wording that was found already in the corruption provisions of
the Criminal Code.The Act callsfor an annual report by the Minister of Foreign Affairs, the Minister of
International Trade, the Minister of Justice and the Attorney General of Canada on the implementation of
the Convention and on the enforcement of the Act.

The offences under theorruption of Foreign Public Officials Aare included in the list of offences
under section 183 of thériminal Code As a result, it is possible for police, through the lawful use of a
wiretap and other electronic surveillance, to gather evidence in therybdabforeign public officials cases,
and in the possession and laundering of proceeds from these cases.

The Corruption of Foreign Public Officials Acequires the Minister of Foreign Affairs, the Minister
of International Trade, and the Minister of Jestto provide information on the enforcement of the Act
and the implementation of the Convention in an Annual Report to Parliament.

The Corruption of Foreign Public Officials Act may be found at:

http://laws.justice.gc.ca/en/showtdm/cgl&.2?noCookie

Ot her rel evant | aws, regulations or decrees that
OECD Convention or the Recommendations

Income Tax Act

A payment that constitutesnaoffence under th&Corruption of Foreign Public Officials Acts
included in the list of expenses for which a deduction is denied under subsection 67.5(I)adrtieTax
Act.

Thelncome Tax Aainay be found atittp://laws.justice.gc.ca/erd.3/text.html

Criminal Code

The Criminal Codeincludes provisions thatodify and modernize the Canadian criminal law in
relation to corporate criminal liability. In particular, these provisions:
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a) establsh rules for attributing to organizations, including corporations, criminal liability for the acts
of their representatives (section 22.2);

b) set out factors for courts to consider when sentencing an organization (section 718.21); and

c) provide optional contlons of probation that a court may impose on an organization (section
732.1).

Since 2005, the Criminal Code includes @affence, for an employer, of threatening employees in
order to prevent them to disclose unlawful conduct, or retaliating againstaheing so (section 425.1).

Provisions against domestic corruption are found irCthiminal Code,including sections 119 to 121
(bribery of Canadian officials and frauds on the government), 123 to 125 (municipal corruption and selling
or influencingappointments to office), and 426 (secret commissions by an agent).

TheCriminal Codemay be found atttp://laws.justice.gc.ca/en#b/text.html

Federal Accountability Act

This Act was passeith December 2006. It provides for increased accountability of public servants
and further measures to prevent domestic corruption, including: creating new fraud offences for public
servants; reinforcing accounting within government departments by makiogunting officers and
internal audit committees mandatory; appointment of a Public Sector Integrity Officer and creation of a
tribunal to deal with disclosure in the public sector; creation of a Procurement Ombudsman to review
complaints from governmersuppliers; a legislated Code of Conduct for federal politicians and senior
officials; lowering the limit for political contributions; making more Crown corporations subject to the
Access to Information Actaind creating a Public Prosecution Service sepdratn the Department of
Justice and providing for public disclosure of instructions given by the Attorney General in a specific case.

The Federal Accountability Act can be found at:

http://www?2.parl.gc.ca/HousePublications/Publication.aspx?Docid=3294507 &file=4

Public Servants Disclosure Protection Act (PSDPA)

The PSDPA provides legislated processes for reporting wrongdoing and strong legislated reprisal
protectons for employees who make disclosures. Employees can choose to make a disclosure to a senior
officer within their own organization, or they can make a disclosure directly to the Public Sector Integrity
Commissioner. The Public Sector Integrity Commissiois a neutral third party, reporting directly to
Parliament.

The Public Servants Disclosure Protection Act can be found at:

http://laws.justice.gc.ca/en/showtdm/c8P.9?noCookie

Relevant authorities

The Public Prosecution Service of Canada.

The Royal Canadian Mounted Police.
Signature/Ratification of other relevant international instruments

1 InterAmerican Convention Against Corruption
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Signed: 7 June 1999

Ratified: 1 June 2000

United Nations Convention against Transnational Organized Crime
Signed: 14 December 2000

Ratified: 13 May 2002

United Nations Convention against Corruption

Signed: 21 May 2004

Ratified: 2 October 2007

Working Group on Bribery Monitoring Reports

Phase 1: Revie of Implementation of the Convention and 1997 Recommendation

http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/13/35/2385703.pdf

Phase 2: Report on the Application of the Convention on Combating Bribery of rrd?algic
Officials in International Business Transactions and the 1997 Recommendation on Combating Bribery in
International Business Transactions

http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/20/50/3164300P.pd

Phase 2: Follovup Report on the Implementation of the Phase 2 Recommendations on the
Application of the Convention and the 1997 Recommendation on Combating Bribery of Foreign Public
Officials in International Business Transactions

http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/5/6/36984779.pdf
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CHILE
(Information as of 30 June 2004)
Date of deposit of instrument of ratification/acceptance or date of accession
Signature of the Convention: December 17, 1997.
Deposit of instrument of ratification: April 18, 2001.
Implementing legislation

Executive Decree No. 496, published in the Official Gazette on January 30, 2002, date on which the
Convention was enacted in Chile.

To comply with the requirements of theCenat i on as wel | as to i mpl emei
combat corruption, Law No. 19,829 amended the Chilean Criminal Code by adding article 250 bis A,
which penalizes the bribery of a foreign public official in international business transactioresiieled
250 bis B, which defines the term fiforeign publ.
bribery offence (article 250) to reflect the different sanctions corresponding to the foreidrery
offence. Law No. 19,829 entered into forme October 8, 2002, date on which it was published in the
Official Gazette.

Ot her rel evant | aws, regul ations or decrees that
OECD Convention or Recommendations

Law No. 19,913, published in the Official @zite on December 18, 2003, established the Financial
Analysis Unit (FAU). It is a decentralized public agency having legal existence and equity on its own,
which reports to the President of the Republic through the Ministry of Finance.

The said agency bag to operate in our country immediately upon appointment of its Director, Mr.
Victor Andrés Ossa Frugone, by Executive Decree No. 358 from the Ministry of Finance, dated April 16,
2004, and published in the Official Gazette on May 10, 2004.

Mr.Ossa Frugne i s a Ci vi l Engineer holding a Master
vast experience in finance, international business and management of banks and bothesraare
enterprises and public utility corporations.

Currently, this agency is underganization, its staff being appointed. It shall be formed by a director,
a head of division and 3 heads of unit. However, the Director is empowered to hire personnel until filling
the 15 positions established under the first budget year. AdditiortadiyJnit may be joined by officials
from other public agencies which may be required to discharge its duties.

The Unit is located at the Ministry of Finance, Teatinos 120, sixth floor, Santiago, Chile, where it will
temporarily operate until moving to itsél premises. The contact telephone is2%@732000.

Concurrently with the said organization process, the Unit has begun to operate. It should be noted that

the duty by several economic actors to inform any suspicious acts, transactions or opeiatibageth
come to their knowledge in the discharge of their duties became effective in May, 2004.
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In addition, on April 28, 2004, Chile ratified the Inttmerican Convention on Mutual Assistance in
Criminal Matters, which allows Chilean authorities to pdevimutual assistance to States Parties to this
Convention in investigations, prosecutions and proceedings that pertain to crimes over which Chile has
jurisdiction. Even though most of the States Parties to theAmberican Convention are not partieshe
OECD Convention, some of them are. In this context, Chilean judicial authorities can now provide the
Parties to both Conventions with better assistance in legal matters, such as taking of depositions or
statements, immobilization and sequestration mperty, freezing of assets and assistance in seizure,
confiscation or search related matters.

Other information
Relevant authorities

Within the Metropolitan Region (in the case of offences perpetrated up to June 16, 2005) and other
regions (in the casef offences perpetrated before the phased entry into force of the criminal procedure
reform), the old Criminal Procedure Code continues to apply. Article 83 thereof provides that offences of
any kind must be informed t onvdstigations Pdlice ard@rsy caire  Ch i
having jurisdiction in criminal matterdn any case, information must be forthwith transmitted by said
entities to the competent Criminal Caurt

In regions where the Criminal Procedure Reform has already been impleptbetegw Criminal
Procedure Code shall apply. According thereto, offences of any kind must be informed to the Public

Prosecutor 6s Oof fi ce, fiCarabineros de Chil eo, t he
jurisdiction in criminal matters (eithr cr i mi nal AGuar ant eal of@bidhmtss 6 or
forthwith inform the Public Prosecutords Office

The State Defense Council shall act as complainant to safeguard State property and interests under
both criminal procedure systems, partily as regards offencés including briberyi perpetrated by
public officials or employees of State and Government agencies, regional governments, municipalities or
decentralized agencies or servitdsoth from a functional or territorial point of viewin the performance
of their functions.

Working Group on Bribery Monitoring Reports

Phase 1: Review of Implementation of the Convention and 1997 Recommendation
http://www.oecd.org/datacecd/8%/33742154.pdf

Phase 2: Report on the Application of the Convention on Combating Bribery of Foreign Public
Officials in International Business Transactions and the 1997 Recommendation on Combating Bribery
in International Business Transactions

http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/38/10/39540391.pdf
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CZECH REPUBLIC
(Information as of 31 July 2008)
Date of deposit of instrument of ratification/acceptance or date of accession
The instrument of ratification was deposited with the Secré&banyeral of the OECD on 2lanuary
2000. The Convention entered into force internally on 21 March 2000 and was published by the Ministry

of Foreign Affairs as No. 25/2000 of the Collection of International Treaties.
(Czech translation of the Conventidritp://mvcr.iol.cz/sbirka/2000/sb0im.pd)

Implementing legislation

1 Act No. 96/1999 Coll., amendment to the Criminal Code (Act No. 140/1961 Coll., Criminal
Code, as amended). This amendment introduced a new provistarctifn 162a, which includes
the definition of a bribe, as developed by the judiciary, and a definition of foreign public official,
which implements definitions pursuant to Article 1 paragraph 4 of the Convention. These
concepts apply to general briberyfesfces that are stipulated in Sections 16@62 of the
Criminal Code. Maximum penalty for aggravated active bribery (Section 161 par&)jrafis
increased from 3 to 5 years of imprisonment. All criminal offences, including corruption
offences, are predite offences for purposes of application of legislation against money
laundering.

This amendment entered into force on 9 June 1999.

T Act No. 492/2000 Coll., amendment to the Income Tax Act (Act No. 586/1992 Coll., as
amended). This amendment introducedliekpprohibition of tax deductibility of bribes paid to
foreign public officials pursuant to Article IV of the Revised Recommendation.

This amendment entered into force on 1 January 2001.

1 Auditors Act No. 254/2000 Coll., as amended, introduced a dutiyechuditors to immediately,
in writing, notify statutory and supervisory boards of the accounting unit of any detected facts,
which may fall under corruption offences.

This law entered into force on 1 January 2001.

1 Amendment No. 353/2001 Coll. to Act oAccounting explicitly prohibited ofthe-book
accounts and offhe-book transactions and increased fines for accounting offences.

This amendment entered into force on 1 January 2002.
1 Amendment No. 473/2003 Coll. to Act on Accounting (N0.561/1991 Coll.aragsnded),
introduced international accounting standards (IAS) for consolidated accounts and also for annual

accounts for companies whose securities are publicly traded.

This amendment was entered into force on 1 January 2004.
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Other relevant laws, regulatons or decrees that have an i mpact
OECD Convention or the Recommendations

As recommended during the Phase 1 Reviews, the Czech Republic enacted legislation explicitly
denying the tax deductibility of bribes paid todmn public officials. At present, the Czech authorities are
engaged in the process of drafting a new Criminal Code. lathen criminal liability of legal persons
designedo implemenfpart of theobligations stipulated by the Convention has been rgjebte the
Parliament. Therefore tligézech government is currently reconsidering the optionsrjplementation of
relevant obligations.

Pursuant to Phase 2 Recommendations several changes to current legislation were drafted and
adopted:

1 Criminal Code (n0140/1961 Coll.)- changes to Criminal Code were drafted as Chamber of

Deput i es 0 -pleciomalteonu2002®@L@-&nd adopted and issued as act no. 122/2008
Coll.

feffective regreto
 a sentence was added to Section 163 of the Criminal Code wkathdes the defence of
feffective regreto from the offence of foreig

money laundering
1 punishment for money laundering was increased up to 10 years of imprisonment and forfeiture;

false accounting
1 punishment for the offence of false accountingivecreased up to 8 years of imprisonment and
the possibility to impose a fine on the perpetrator was introduced,;

punishment and definition of officials

1 punishment for bribery offences was increased and the definition of foreign public official was
modified.

The relevant parts of the Criminal Code read as follows:

Division 3

Bribery

Section 160

Passive Bribery

1. Whoever in connection with procuring affairs in the public interest accepts a bribe or the promise
of a bribe shall be sentenced to imprisonmenufoto 3 years or to prohibition of activity.

2. Whoever under the circumstances given in paragraph 1 asks for a bribe shall be sentenced to
imprisonment for 6 months to 5 years or to prohibition of activity.

3. An offender shall be sentenced to imprisonment2féo 8 years or monetary punishment if he
commits the act given in paragraph 1 or 2

a) with the intent of procuring a substantial benefit for himself or for another person; or

b) if he commits such act as a public official.
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4. An offender shall be senterecéo imprisonment for 5 to 12 years, if he commits the act given in
paragraph 1 or 2

a) with the intent of procuring a major benefit for himself or for another person; or

b) if he commits such act as a public official with the intent of procuring a substaeniefit
for himself or for another person.

Section 161
Active Bribery

1. Whoever in connection with procuring affairs of public interest provides, offers or promises a
bribe, shall be sentenced to imprisonment for up to 2 years or to a monetary punishment.

2. A perpetrator shall be sentenced to imprisonment for 1 to 5 years or to a monetary punishment

a) if he commits the act given in paragraph 1 with the intent of procuring a substantial
benefit for himself or for another person or of inflicting substantial danwagether
particularly serious consequences to another person; or

b) if he commits the act given in paragraph taags a public official.

Section 162
Trading in Influence

1. Whoever requests or accepts a bribe for exerting his influence on the executmauwthibrity of
a public official or for having done so, shall be sentenced to imprisonment for up to 3 years.

2. Whoever shall provide, offer or promise a bribe to another person for the reason given paragraph
1 shall be sentenced to imprisonment for up m&ead of 1) years or a monetary punishment.

Section 162a
Joint Provision

A bribe means an unwarranted advantage consisting in direct material enrichment or other
advantage received or having to be received by the person bribed or with its consetitdo ano
person, and to which there is not entitlement.

A pubic official pursuant to § 160 to 162 means, besides the persons referred to in section 89,
par. 9, also any person

a) occupying a post in a legislative or judicial authority or the public adminigtratica
foreign country, or

b) occupying a post in an international judicial body,
c) occupying a post, being employed or hired by an international or supranational
organisation, established by countries or other entities of international public law, or in its

bodies and institutions, or

d) occupying a post in an enterprise, in which Czech Republic or a foreign country has the
decisive influence,
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if the execution of such a function is connected with authority in procuring the affairs of public
interest and the crimat offence was committed in conjunction with such authority.

3. Procurement of affairs in public interest also means maintaining the duty imposed by legal
regulations or acontract whose purpose is to ensure that there is no abuse or unjustified
advantage of participants in business relations or persons acting on their behalf.

Section 163
Special Provision on Effective Repentance

The punishability of passive bribery (sec.1l@&nd active bribery (sec. 162) shall disappear if the
offender has provided or promised a bribe solely because he/she has been requested to do so and reported
the fact voluntarily and without any delays to the prosecutor or police authority; this dagsphoif the
bribe has been provided or promised in connection with execution of the authority of public official as
referred to in sec. 162a par 2 letters a) to c) or letter d), as far as public official occupying a post in an
enterprise, in which a fergn country has a decisive influence, is concerned

This amendment entered into force on 1 of July 2008.

Code of Criminal Procedure (no. 141/1961 Coll.)

Chamber of D e p u+teleagmabterm 20020106 issued asHabt no. 135/2008 Coll.
enablesto use a police agent when monitoring, investigating and detecting corruption and corrupt
activities.

This amendment entered into force on 16 of May 2008.

Administration of Taxes Act (no. 337/1992 Coll.)

9 reduction of the duty of confidentiality

Chambero f Deput i e s -Oelegoral tarmn @0B&20102 i4sBed as act no. 122/2008 Coll.
waives the duty of confidentiality of tax officials in cases of reporting bribery detected during tax audits to
law enforcement.

This amendment entered into force oof July 2008.

Other information

Relevant authorities

All criminal offences, including corruption offences, should be reported to the law enforcement
authorities (the Police of the Czech Republic or

Suspicions of corruptiv cases in the Police of the Czech Republic should be reported to
stiznosti@mvcr.cz

Suspicions of corruption cases in the Czech judiciary should be repokiedipze @mg.justice.cz
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Relevant Internet links to national implementing legislation (in Czech only)

Coll ection of L latpu/dbetd.nB/dx .2zfclinak/shirkakann.aspx :

Chamber of Depute s 6 pri ntouts and draft | egislation (u
http://www.psp.cz/sqgw/tisky.sqw?stz=1

Ministry of the Interior- fighting corruption websitenttp://www.mvcr.cz/bojproti-korupci.aspx

Signature/Ratification of other relevant international instruments

The Czech Republic ratified the Council of Europe Criminal Law Convention on Corruption (8
September 200@nd the Civil Law Convention (24 September 2003).

The second additional protocol to the European Convention on Mutual Assistance in Criminal Matters
entered into force on 1 July 2006.

The Convention on Mutual Assistance in Criminal Matters between tbmbdr States of the
European union of 29 May 2000 and the Protocol of 16 October 2001 came into forcéume206.

The United Nations Convention against Corruption has been signed on 22 April 2005.
Since 9February 2002 the Czech Republic is engaggaRECO.
Working Group on Bribery Monitoring Reports

Phase 1: Review of Implementation of the Convention and 1997 Recommendation
http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/13/40/2385959. pdf

Phase 2: Reporn the Application of the Convention on Combating Bribery of Foreign Public
Officials in International Business Transactions and the 1997 Recommendation on Combating Bribery
in International Business Transactions

http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/3/59/37727436.pdf
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DENMARK
(Information as of 10 January 2006)
Date of deposit of instrument of ratification/acceptance or date of accession
The instrument of ratification was deposited with the OECD $agr&Seneral on 5 September 2000.
Implementing legislation

The law implementing the Convention is Act no. 228 of 4 April 2000, which amended the Danish
Criminal Code. The law came into force 1 May 2000.

One effect of Act no. 228 of 4 April 2000 was thatiae bribery of foreign public officials and
officials of international organisations (OECD, Council of Europe, EU, NATO, UN, etc.) was made a
criminal offence equal to bribery of Danish public officials. Furthermore, passive bribery by foreign public
officials and officials of international organisations (OECD, Council of Europe, EU, UN, NATO, etc.) was
made a criminal offence on equal terms as those applying to Danish public officials. Moreover,
responsibility of legal persons (companies, etc.) was inted as concerns active bribery in the public
and private sectors, including liability for active and passive bribery in the public sector. The provision
concerning responsibility of legal persons has later been amended. Criminal responsibility can now be
imposed on legal persons for all violations of the Criminal Code.

Under Danish law, both active and passive bribery of persons exercising a public office or function is
an offence under sections 122 and 144, respectively. The provisions read as follows:

fiSection 122 Any person who unduly grants, promises or offers some other person exercising a
Danish, foreign or international public office or function a gift or other privilege in order to induce

him to do or fail to do anything in relation to his officiduties shall be liable to a fine or

i mpri sonment for any term not exceeding three

Section 144 Any person who, while exercising a Danish, foreign or international public office or
function, unduly receives, demands or accepts the promise of argither privilege shall be
liable to imprisonment for any term not exceeding six years or, in mitigating circumstances, to a
fine. 0O

The Criminal Code rule on bribery in the private sector is laid down in section 299, no. 2. Pursuant to
this rule, actie and passive bribery is made a criminal offence collectively. It follows from section 299,
no. 2, that any person who, in circumstances other than those covered by section 280 of the Danish
Criminal Code, in his capacity as trustee of any property ob#mgr person accepts or claims in breach of
his duty the promise of a third party, for the benefit of himself or of others, a gift or any other privilege, as
well as any person who grants, promises or offers such an advantage, shall be liable to o fine or
prisorment for a term not exceeding one year and six months.

The provision has the following wording:

fiSection 299 Any person who in circumstances other than those covered by Section 280 of this
Act,

@[]
(2) in his capacity as trustee of apyoperty of another person accepts, claims or accepts the
promise of a third party, for the benefit of himself or of others, a pecuniary advantage the receipt
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of which is concealed from the person whose interests he is protecting, as well as any person wh
grants, promises or offers such advantage;
shall be I|iable to a fine or imprisonment for

In addition to (purely) private property affairs, this rule will be applicable in cases where property
belonging topublic authorities is administered by persons falling outside thgargtef persons covered
by section 144 of the Criminal Code.

It is of no significance for the criminal liability whether the person who is granting the bribe is a joint
contrac¢or or athird party. It is likewise without any sificance whether the person who is to benefit from
such bribe is the person who is in charge of the propdatiaeship, or a third party.

The only thing required is that the granting or receipt of the paguir any other advantage is
connected with this person's taking care of another person's property.

It is also a criminal offence to receive or grant a bribe in ongoing business relationships even though
the receipt or granting of a bribe has not besnwtised or implied before entering into prior agreements if
T considering the fact that it is a current relationsghipis to be assumed that the receipt or the granting of
the bribe commission is made for the pase of the further development of thesimess relatiaghip.

Bribery of arbitrators is punishable under section 304a of the Criminal Code. The provision is worded
as follows:

i 3 0 41aAny person who unduly grants, promises or offers a gift or other advantage to any
person who acts as an drhtor in Denmark or abroad in order to induce him to act or refrain
from acting in relation to the exercise of such function is liable to a fine or imprisonment for up
to one year and six months.

(2) The same penalty applies to any person who, in Denoraakroad, acts as an arbitrator, and
who unduly, in the exercise of such function, receives, demands or accepts the promise of a gift
or other advantage. 0

Other information
Relevant authorities

Information on bribery offences must be reported to theceadr the Public Prosecutor for Serious
Economic Crime (SJK) who deals with severe white collar crime, including corruption.

The National Contact Point (NCP) in Denmark is:

Ministry of Justice
Slotsholmsgade 10

1216 Copenhagen K
jm@jm.dk

Phone (+ 45) 33 92 33 40

Relevant Internet links to national implementing legislation

All Danish legislation is publicly available, including on the websitew.retsinfo.dk(text only in
Danish).
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Signatue/Ratification of other relevant international instruments
Denmark has signed and/or ratified the following international instruments on combating corruption:

1 European Criminal Law Convention on Corruption: Signed 27 January 1999, ratified 2 August
2000.

1  European Civil Law Convention on Corruption: Signed 4 November 1999.

1 Additional Protocol on the European Criminal Law Convention on Corruption: Signed 15 May
2003, ratified 16 November 2005.

1 United Nations Convention against Corruption: Signed 10 Dece2s.

1 United Nations Convention against Transnational Organized Crime: Signed 12 December 2000,
ratified 30 September 2003.

9 In addition, Denmark is party to all EU instruments on combating corruption.
Working Group on Bribery Monitoring Reports

Phase 1:Review of Implementation of the Convention and 1997 Recommendation
http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/39/57/2018413.pdf

Phase 2: Report on the Application of the Convention on Combating Bribergreigk Public
Officials in International Business Transactions and the 1997 Recommendation on Combating Bribery
in International Business Transactions

http://www.oecd.org/dataocecd/14/21/36994 481
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ESTONIA

(Information as of 17 September 2008)

Date of deposit of instrument of ratification/acceptance or date of accession
Participation in the Working Group on Bribery (WGB): June 2004
The instrument of accession was deposited with the OECDt8gcteeneral on 23 November 2004
Entry into force of the Convention: 22 January 2005
Entry into force of implementing legislation: 1 July 2004
Implementing and other relevant legislation
The laws implementing the Convention include:
1 Penal Code, in particat the amendments entered into force on 15 March 2007, concerning
confiscation, and amendments entered into force on 28 July 2008, concerning the definition of
foreign public official, jurisdiction in foreign bribery cases, and responsibility of legabpsrs

M Code of Criminal Procedure;

9 Income Tax Act.

According to section 298 of the Penal Code, giwv
imprisonment, or if committed by a legal person, is punishable by a pecuniary punishment. The same act,
committed at | east twice, i s punishable by 2 to

is punishable by a pecuniary punishment or compulsory dissolution.

Bribe has been defined in section 294(1) of the Code. The provision states tbé#tcial who
consents to a promise of property or other benefits, for the official himself/herself, or for a third person, or
who accepts property or other benefits in return for an unlawful act which he or she has committed or
which there is reason feelieve that he or she will commit, or for an unlawful omission which he or she
has committed or which there is reason to believe that he or she will commit and, in so doing, takes
advantage of his or her official position shall be punished by 1toSyeari mpr i sonment .

Other relevant laws include:

Anti-Corruption Act;

Money Laundering and Terrorist Financing Prevention Act (as adopted in 2007);
Accounting Act;

Police Act;

Security Authorities Act;

=A =4 =4 =4 4 =4

Surveillance Act;
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Witness Protection Act;

Authorised Pubt Accountants Act;

Taxation Act;

Prosecutords Office Act,;
Public Procurement Act (as adopted in 2007);

State Export Guarantees Act;

Public Service Act.

Other information

Contact and Resources

T

T

The Ministry of Justicé the department of Criminal Policyis responsible for the overall co
ordination of anticorruption policy www.just.ee

The Parliamentary Select Committee on the Application of-Botiruption Act is the depository
of economic interests' declaratiomsyw.riigikogu.ee

The Police and Prosecutor 6s Of grasecisgorauption r e s p C
crimes. The Security Police is responsible for investigating corruption crimes of higher officials.
It is also responsible for the anonymous hotlareeportng cases of corruption.

Anti-corruption information website (includes hotlin@)ww.korruptsioon.ee

Information on bribery offences may be reported alsah® police Ywww.politsei.e¢, the
Security Policeyww.kapo.e¢ , or t he Public Prosecutor 6s Off

Legislative acts are published in the State Gazette (Riigi Teatajay:riigiteataja.ee

Unofficial translations have been made accessible by the Estonian Legal Language Centre:
www.legaltext.ee

Signature/Ratification of other relevant internatioi@struments

)l
)l
)l

Civil Law Convention on Corruption ratified by the Act RT Il 2000, 27, 164;
Criminal Law Convention on Corruptidanratified by the Act RT 11 2001, 28, 140;
Convention drawn up on the basis of Article K.3 (2) (C) of the Treaty on Europg@an bh the

fight against corruption involving officials of the European Communities or officials of Member
States of the European Unioracceded by the Act RT I, 39, 145.

Working Group on Bribery Monitoring Reports

Phase 1: Review of Implementationtioé Convention and 1997 Recommendation
http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/38/54/36211984.pdf
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Phase 2: Report on the Application of the Convention on Combating Bribery of Foreign Public
Officials in International Business Transactions and the 1997 Recommendation on Combating Bribery in
International Business Transactions

http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/60/57/40953976.pdf
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FINLAND
(Information as of 27 June 2006)
Date of deposit of instrument of ratification/acceptance or date of accession, implementing legislation

Finland has signed OECD Convention of ABtibery 17.12.1997. Finland deposited its instrument
of ratification on 10 December 189Convention entered into force 15 February 1999.

The necessary implementing legislation was enacted in November 1998 and came into force on 1
January 1999.

Ot her relevant | aws, regulations and decr ehes t hat
OECD Convention or the Recommendations

Penal Code, especially section 13.

Act on International Legal Assistance in Criminal Matters

Act on Detection and Prevention of Money Laundering (68/1998 and 365/2003)

Act on Credit Institutions (1607/1993)

Act on Taxation of Business Income (1134/2006)

Accounting Act (1336/1997)

State Civil Servant 6s Act

Security Clearance Act

Finland is a Party to European Convention of Extradition (1957), 1996 Convention of Extradition

between EU Member States as well 1995 @nmtion on a Simplified Extradition Procedure between EU
Member States.

Signature/Ratification of other relevant international instruments

Finland has (among others) signed and/or ratified the following international instruments on
combating corruption:

- European Council Criminal Law Convention on Corruption, signed 27.1.1999, ratified
3.10.2002, entered into force 1.2.2003;

- European Council Civil Law Convention on Corruption, signed 8.6.2000, ratified 23.10.2001,
entered into force 1.11.2003;

- Additional Probcol on the European Council Criminal Law Convention on Corruption;

- Convention on Laundering, Search, Seizure and Confiscation of the Proceeds from Crime,
signed 25.9.1991, ratified 9.3.1994 and entered into force 1.7.1994;

- United Nations Convention agatn3ransnational Organised Crime, signed 12.12.2000,
ratified 10.2.2003.
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- United Nations Convention against Corruption, signed 10.12.2003; accepted by the
Parliament of Finland in June 2006, ratification procesgang, expected time of entering
into forceis July 2006.

Relevant Internet links to national implementing legislation

The Ministry of Justice
www.om.fi

The Office of the General Prosecutor
www.oikeus.fi/vksv/

The Police
www.poliisi.fi (contains also links to the National Bureau of Investigation and there also the
Money Laundering Clearing House)

The Government of Finland
www.valtioneuvosto.fi

The Parliament of Finland
www.eduskunta. fi

Web-based legal resource centre of the Finnish Ministry of Justice is found in
www.finlex.fi

Working Group on Bribery Monitoring Reports

Phase 1: Review of Implementation of the Convention and 1997 Recommendation
http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/14/20/2386203.pdf

Phase 2: Report on the Application of the Convention on Combatitgrrof Foreign Public
Officials in International Business Transactions and the 1997 Recommendation on Combating Bribery
in International Business Transactions

http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/52/088239.pdf

Phase 2: Followp Report on the Implementation of the Phase 2 Recommendations on the
Application of the Convention and the 1997 Recommendation on Combating Bribery of Foreign
Public Officials in International Business Transactions
http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/50/13/36373405.pdf
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FRANCE
(Information as of 18 September 2009)

Date of deposit of instrument of ratification or acceptance or date of accession

The Act authorising the riéitation of the OECD Convention was adopted on 25 May 1999 (Act N°
99-424 of 27 May 1999JORFN° 121 of 28 May 1999, page 7 858Yyance deposited its instrument of
ratification on 31 July 2000.
Implementing legislation

The former framework establisheg the Corruption Act of 30 June 2000QRFN° 151 of 1July
2000, page 9 944) was amended by the-Butiruption Act of 13 November 2007 (Ar@iorruption Act
N° 20071598 of 13 November 2007 publishedJ@RFN° 264 of 14November 2007, page B38).

In addition to the existing offences of bribery and trading in influence in domestic law, there are now
four offences addressing bribery of foreign public officials:

1 passive bribery of a public official of a foreign State or international organisation;
9 active biibery of a public official of a foreign State or international organisation;

1 passive bribery of foreign or international judicial staff;

9 active bribery of foreign or international judicial staff.

These offences do not distinguish between whether thewacts committed inside or outside the
European Union or in the course of international business transactions or not.

There are also four offences addressing trading in influence with foreign public officials that are
drafted in the same terms as the edgenboffences in domestic law:

1 passiverading in influence with an international public official;

9 activetrading in influence with an international public official;

1 passiverading in influence with international judicial staff;

1 activetrading in influene with international judicial staff.

The Act of November 2007 also created two new offences regarding bribery of a witness in a foreign
or international judicial procedure (Article 432) and threats against or intimidation of foreign or

international judtial staff (Article 43513) that are counterparts to the domestic offences in this field.

All these offences are applicable to both natural and legal persons.
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The Act also introduces a new Article 706 of the Code of Criminal Procedure that makes all
domestic and international offences of bribery and trading in influence subject to surveillance and
undercover measures, telephone tapping in the investigation phase and the use of audio and video
recording in certain locations or vehicles and the podgilof taking preventive measures that until now
have mly been used in cases of criued organised crime.

Other relevant legislative or regulatory provisions concerning the implementation of t@&CD
Convention or Recommendations

With regard to the impimentatiorof the OECD Convention in the field of money laundegigcle 7):

On 11 February 2004doption of Act N° 2004130 reforming the status of certain judicial and legal
professions, legal experts, industrial property consultants and expertslitquctions, which transposes
the second antnoney laundering Directive of 4 December 200Ihis Act organises the methods of
access to these professions, strengthens ethical and disciplinary standards and improves the means
available to certain profes®ns to contribute to implementing decisions and thereby to ensuring the
effectiveness of the justice system. It broadens the scope for the reporting of suspicious activities to include
accountants, auditors, notaries, bailiffs, judicial administrataldesgal agents responsible for winding up
businesses as well as barristanish a right of audience before theonseil d' Etatand theCour de
cassation lawyers and solicitors appearing before courts of appeal and judicial auctioneers and auction
houses.

Publication on 3January2009 of Orer No. 2009104 onthe prevention of the use of the financial
system for the purpose of money laundering and terrorist financing, which transposes into domestic law the
Third Money Laundering Directive of 26ctober2006. This orer was ratified on 12/ay 2009 in
connection with the soalled Act on the simplification and clarification of the law and the streamlining of
procedures. The scope of the antiney laundering provisions (due diligence obligationsaws
cudomers, preserving records for at least five years and reporting suspicions to, Tihecfiimancial
intelligence unit) was extended to domiciliation companies and fiduciary lawyers. In addition, the scope of
the obligation tareport suspicious transaatie, previously limited t@ertainforms of exceptional crime,
was eyandedo encompassommon crime, including takkaud In addition, bhe legislationhasinstituted
antimoney laundering provisiorapplicable taall professionssubject theretgexcept fo antique dealers
and jewellers). The control authorities designated therein are the professional associations of the legal and
judicial professions as well #lsose ofaccounants and auditordMoreover, a national sanctions board will
impose disciplinarysanctions in the event of any failure of estate agents, domiciliation commanies
casinos to comply with anthoney laundering rules.

With regard tathe implementation of the Convention in the fieldafounting (Article3)

On 1 August 200&doptionof the Act on financial security (Act N° 20086, JORF, N° 177 of 2
August 2003, page 13 220), which contains several provisions intended to strengthen supervision of
auditors It provides, in particular, for the creation of a body responsible for the vésipar of the
profession, theHaut Conseil du commissariat aux comptesth three quarters of its maership
comprisedof nonauditors (magistrates and prominent people with appropriate qualificatibredso
introducesa series of measures aimed aemsgthening the independence of auditors in performing their
duties within a company, particularly by guarding against situations of conflict of interest and the danger of
collusion between an auditor and the company whose accounts he is responsibligrigr aud

Application of the OECD Action Statement on Bribery and Official Supported Export Credit, which
requiresthat, when making an application for credit insurance, the exporter must déicédtbe contract
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covered by the guarantee was not secured dijoras outlawed by the articles of the Criminal Code
introduced by the French law transposing the OECD Convention.

Protectionagainst all discriminatory measures for employees reporting cases of bribery encountered
while they are performing their duties ¢dof 13 November 2007): Article L. 1161 of the Labour Code
establishes effective legal protection against any form of disciplinary sanction against employees who, in
good faith, disclose or report to their employer or to the judicial or administraltberdies acts of
bribery that have come to their attention while performing their duties. Any breach of the employment
contract that might result from this and any sanction or measure taken in breach of this provision shall be
automatically void.

Other information
Relevant authorities

1 Ministry of Justice

=

Service Central de la Prévention de la Corruptig€entral Department for Corruption
Prevention)

Ministry of Economy, Industry and Employment
Ministry of the Budget, Public Affairs, Civil Service and Reh of the State
Ministry of EuropearandForeign Affairs

Brigade centrale de lutte contre la corruptif.C.L.C] (Central AntiBribery Brigadg

= = =4 =4 =4

TRACFIN
Relevant Internet links to national implementing legislation, for example
For the implementation @he Criminal Code and the Code of Criminal Procedure, see:

http://www.legifrance.gouv.fr

Ratification of other relevant international instruments:

1 United Nations Convention against Corruption: sigoe® De@mber 2003, ratifiedn 11 July
2005

1 European Convention on Extradition: signeml 13 December 1957, ratifieon 10 February
1986

1 Convention on Laundering, Search, Seizure and Confiscation of the Proceeds from Crime:
signed 5 July 1991, ratifieah 25 February 1997

1 EU Convention on the Protection of the European Communities' Financial Interests and its First
and Second Protocol: ratifiexh 27 May 1999
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1 EU Convention on the fight against corruption involving officials of the European
Communities or ficials of the EU Member States: ratifieth 27 May 1999

1 United Nations Convention against Transnational Organized Crime: sam&@d December
2000, ratifiedon 29 October 2002

9 Council of Europe Criminal Law Convention on Corruption: sigmed9 Septenber 1999
ratified on 25 April 2008.

1 Council of Europe Civil Law Convention on Corruption: sigreed26 November 1999atified
on 25 April 2008.

1 Additional Protocol to the Council of Europe Criminal Law Convention on Corrupgignedon
15 May 2003 raified on 25 April 2008.

Signature of other relevant international instruments

1 EuropeanUnion Council Framework Decision of 22 July 2003 on combating corruption in the
private sector.

Phase 1 and Phase 2 Monitoring Reports on the Implementation of the €otion

Phase 1 reparhttp://www.oecd.org/dataocecd/24/50/2076560.pdf

Phase 2 reparhttp://www.oecd.org/datacecd/36/36/26242@65.

Phase 2 Followup report(since January 2004
http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/36/18/36411181 .pdf
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GERMANY
(Information as of 19 April 2004)
Date of deposit of instrument of ratification/@aeptance or date of accession
Germany ratified the Convention on 10 November 1998.
Implementing legislation

The implementing legislation contained in the Act on Combating Bribery of Foreign Public Officials
in International Business Transactions of 10 Seyber 1998 (Federal Law Gazette [Bundesgesetzblatt]
Part Il p. 2327, Annex 1) entered into force together with the Convention on 15 February 1999.

The general approach of this Act is to provide for the equal treatment of the offences of bribing
domestic ad foreign public officials and parliamentarians. Prior to the new legislation, only bribery of
domestic public officials and parliamentarians had been punishable. A separate offence has been created
for the bribery of foreign Members of Parliament and fmera of parliamentary assemblies of
international organisations.

Ot her relevant | aws, regulations or decrees that
OECD Convention or the Recommendations

Legislation implementing the European actirrupton instruments, notably the Second Protocol to
the Convention for the Protection of the Financial Interest of the European Union as well as the European
Joint Action on bribery in the private sector, was adopted by Parliament and came into force ons30 Augu
2002. The law contains amendments to the Criminal Code, extending the domestic private bribery offence
to international bribery, as well as to the Regulatory Offences Act, extending the provisions on sanctioning
of legal persons and providing for higtigres.

The adoption of the Second Protocol to the Convention for the Protection of the Financial Interest of
the European Union and of the EU Bribery Convention was finalised and published in the Official Gazette
in October 2002. The Second Protocol tie Convention for the Protection of the Financial Interest was
ratified on 5 March 2003 and the EU Bribery Convention was ratified on 8 October 2003.

Other information
Reporting duties incumbent on authorities

On principle, all public administration stadfe subject to the duty to report instances of suspicion of
corruption within the administration. The finance authorities are under a statutory duty to report all facts
substantiating the suspicion of commission of a criminal offence.

Relevant Interneiiks to national implementing legislation

Selected Laws in English:

http://www.iuscomp.org/gla/

Federal Laws in German:

http://www.cesetzam-internet.de/bundesrecht/GESAMT index.html
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Texts on Corruption Prevention:

http://www.bmi.bund.de/downloadde/19573/Download.pdf

Signature of other international instruments

Germany has signed the Civil and the Criminal Law Convention on Corruption of the Council of
Europe, the United Nations Convention against Transnational Organized Crime and the United Nations
Convention against Corruption.

Working Group on Bribery Monitoring Rports

Phase 1: Review of Implementation of the Convention and 1997 Recommendation
http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/14/1/2386529.pdf

Phase 2: Report on the Application of the Convention on Congpb&iibery of Foreign Public
Officials in International Business Transactions and the 1997 Recommendation on Combating Bribery
in International Business Transactions

http://www.oecd.org/dataocedit/9/2958732.pdf

Phase 2: Follovup Report on the Implementation of the Phase 2 Recommendations on the
Application of the Convention and the 1997 Recommendation on Combating Bribery of Foreign
Public Officials in International Business Transactions
http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/8/44/35927070.pdf
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GREECE
(Information as of 14 June 2004)
Date of deposit of instrument of ratification/acceptance or date of accession

The Convention of OECD was ratiflan Greece byaw No. 2656 of 1998according to article 28
paragraph 1 of the Hellenic Constitution.

Implementing legislation

Law 2656/26-11/1-12-1 998 A Rati fication of the Conventi on
officials in internationalbusie ss t ransacti onso,

It was published in-112-1998, in Official Government Gazette no A 265/1998, and date of entry into
force is the same date.

Ot her relevant | aws, regulations or decrees that
OECD Convation or the Recommendations

Recommendations for remedial action under Phase |

Law 3021/17/19062 002 @A Restrictions on public procur eme
or participating i n ma s s me d i-parageaph®ee of phe iHslleng o |, ac
Constitution, published in Official Government Gazette, no A 143/ 2002.

Law 3023/ 21/25062 002 A Funding of political parties f
Government Gazette, no A 146/ 2002.

Countries6 i nt esansng fromothel intarnatmamal instroments
Law 2802/ 2/3032 00 0 ARati ficati on of t he Convention
Communitiesd or Member States of European Uni on

Gazette, no A 47/ 2000

In this | aw, among ot hers, it was given a comp
paragraph c, and article 3).

Other information
Relevant authorities
The SupervisingInspecting Board of Public Administration, established byaw 2477 18-04-
1997 AOmbudsman-l aegeSuiprgvBeangd of Public Admini
Government Gazette, no A 59/ 1997.

The General Supervisor of Public Administration by Law 3074/4-12-2002, published in Official
Government GazetteorA 296/2002.
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Working Group on Bribery Monitoring Reports

Phase 1: Review of Implementation of the Convention and 1997 Recommendation
http://www.oecd.org/dataocecd/14/7/2386792.pdf

Phase 2: Rept on the Application of the Convention on Combating Bribery of Foreign Public
Officials in International Business Transactions and the 1997 Recommendation on Combating Bribery
in International Business Transactions

http://www.oecd.org/datacecd/51/13/35140946.pdf

Phase 2: Followp Report on the Implementation of the Phase 2 Recommendations on the
Application of the Convention and the 1997 Recommendation on Combating Bribery of Foreign
PublicOfficials in International Business Transactions
http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/46/61/39509775.pdf
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HUNGARY
(Information as of 12 October 2004)
Date of deposit of instrument of ratification/acceptance or date of accession

Date of deposit of instrument oftification: 4" of December 1998./ entry into force in Hungary"'15
of February 1999.

Implementing legislation

The foreign bribery offences (sections 25&B3/E) were inserted into the Criminal Code (i.e. Act
no. IV. of 1978) by the Act no. LXXXVII. 0ft998. The foreign bribery offences were amended and
modified by Act no. CXXI. of 2001 on the Amendment of criminal provisions. This act modified sections
258/B-258/E of the Criminal Code, redefining the foreign bribery offence and profiteering withriofue
in international relations. The new provisions entered into force ori'tbieMarch 2002.

The Act on the criminal measures applicable against legal persons entered into force®ai Mayl
2004, as adopted by the Parliament in 2001. This acifigsethe legal persons that can be brought under
criminal investigation by setting a very broad, sui generis definition.

Other relevant laws, regulations or decrédssh at have an i mpact on a count
OECD Convention or the Recommeations

As a result of the Phase 1bis report, the Criminal Code was modified in 2003 in order to clarify the
meaning of the foreign public official (section 137. point 3). The modification entered into force 6h the 1
of March 2004.

Other information

Relevant authorities

The Gener al Prosecutorés Office has competenc:
Convention, but any report on allegations can be sent to the Police.

Relevant Internet links to national implementing legislation

www.mkogy.hu(Parliament)
www.1000ev.hyAll Hungarian legislation from the year 1000)

Working Group on Bribery Monitoring Reports

Phase 1: Review of implementation of the Convention and 1997 Rexmghation
http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/14/54/2386997 .pdf

Phase 1 Bis: Review of implementation of the Convention and 1997 Recommendation
http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/32/23/2510372.pdf

These laws, regulations or decrees should be provided as eaplysaible in the legislative phase to
benefit from any comments of the Group
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Phase 2: Report on the Application of the Convention on Combating Bribery of Foreign Public

Officials in International Business Transactions and the 1997 Recommendation on Combating
Bribery in Intenational Business Transactions

http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/39/34/34918600.pdf
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ICELAND
(Information as of 12 November 2004)
Date of deposit of instrument of ratification/ acceptance or datexccession

The instrument of ratification was deposited with the OECD Secretary General on August 17 1998.
Implementing legislation

Implementing legislation is Act No. 147/1998 amending Section 109, para. 2 of the General Penal
Code concerning briberyf doreign public officials, and Act No. 144/1998 on Criminal Responsibility of
Legal Persons in Relation to Bribery of Public Officials.

Section 109 of the General Penal Code has since been amended by Act No. 125/2003 implementing
the European Criminal LaZonvention on Corruption, concerning the description of the offence and
adding categories to the definition of foreign public officials.

Following offences are punishable under the General Penal Code:

1 Active and passive bribery of public officials (Sectil09, para. 1, Section 128, para. 1).

9 Active and passive bribery of foreign public officials (Section 109, para. 2, Section 128, para. 2).

1 Active and passive trading in influence (Section 109, para. 3 and 4).

9 Active and passive bribery in the privatetee¢Section 264. a).

Furthermore, Act No. 144/1998 on Criminal Responsibility of Legal Persons in Relation to Bribery
and Terrorism [the title of the Act changed by Act No. 99/2002] was last amended by Act No. 125/2003,
making the laundering of the prodseof a bribery offence a punishable offence.

Other information
Relevant authorities

The National Commissioner of Police

Economic Crime Unit

The Prosecutor General

Working Group on Bribery Monitoring Reports

Phase 1: Review of Implementation of the Cotieenand 1997 Recommendation
http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/14/40/2387563.pdf

Phase 2: Report on the Application of the Convention on Combating Bribery of Foreign Public
Officials in Internatbnal Business Transactions and the 1997 Recommendation on Combating Bribery
in International Business Transactions

http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/12/8/2498248.pdf
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Phase 2: Followap Report on thémplementation of the Phase 2 Recommendations on the Application
of the Convention and the 1997 Recommendation on Combating Bribery of Foreign Public Officials in
International Business Transactions

http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/43/7/36682053. pdf
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IRELAND
(Information as of 6 August 2004)
Date of deposit of instrument of ratification/acceptance or date of accession

Ireland deposited the instrument of ratification on 22 September 2003. The Gonmweame into
force on 21 November 2003.

Implementing legislation

The Prevention of Corruption (Amendment) Act, 2001 penalises active and passive corruption
involving employees, domestic and foreign public office holders and members of domestic and foreig
Parliaments. The Prevention of Corruption (Amendment) Act, 2001 was enacted to enable Ireland to give
effect to three Conventions:

1 the Convention on Bribery of Foreign Public Officials in International Business Transactions,
drawn up under the auspicesthe Organisation for Economic &@peration and Development
and adopted at Paris on 21 November 1997; and

9 the Convention drawn up on the basis of Article K 3 (2) (c) of the Treaty on European Union on
the Fight against Corruption involving officials diet European Communities or Officials of
Member States of the European Union, done at Brussels on 26 May 1997; and

9 the Criminal Law Convention on Corruption, drawn up under the auspices of the Council of
Europe and done at Strasbourg on 27 January 1999.

and to strengthen the law against corruption generally by amending the earlier Prevention of
Corruption Acts, 18891995. The Act provides for a presumption of corruption in certain circumstances,
including the failure to disclose political donations orétation to the exercise of certain functions. It
penalises corruption in office and establishes the liability of officers of companies, as well as companies
themselves, for offences of corruption. It gives Irish courts jurisdiction in cases where rapptedd the
offence occurs in the State or where an Irish office holder or official is involitealso makes provision
for the issue of search warrants. The Act increases the maximum penalties for those convicted of the
offence of corruptiontoanumniii t ed fine or 10 yearsd i mprisonment
(Amendment) Act, 2001 was signed into law on 9 July 2001. The Act came into force on 26 November
2001 following the signature of the necessary commencement order by the Ministestfoe, Equality
and Law Reform.

Ot her rel evant | aws, regulations or decrees that
OECD Convention or the Recommendations

Irish law on corruption is set out in the Public Bodies Corrupt Practicedl 889, and the Prevention
of Corruption Acts of 1906 and 1916. These Acts were subsequently amended by the Ethics in Public
Office Act, 1995. In order to address any remaining gaps in Irish legislation which might have precluded
Ireland from fully implenenting the OECD Convention, further legislation was prepared, namely the
Prevention of Corruption (Amendment) Act, 2001 which was signed into law by the President on 9 July
2001. All of these Acts are collectively cited as the Prevention of Corrupticn 28892001. The 1889
Act, as amended, criminalised the corruption of or by certain national office holders, such as Ministers of
Government, as well as public and civil servants. The 1906 Act, as amended, was more widely cast, as it
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applied not only tahe same categories as its predecessor, but also to the corruption of or by "agents", who
were defined as including any person employed by or acting for another. This very wide definition caught
not only national office holders and public and civil setsawho were covered in any event, but also
applied to employees in the private sector. The 1916 Act applied a rebuttable presumption of corruption to
benefits given to or received by persons charged with corruption in relation to public contractghid$he E

in Public Office Act, 1995 amended certain definitions in the earlier Acts and increased the penalties for
offences.

Other information
Relevant authorities

In Ireland, the national police force (ABarda Siochanais the primary body for investitjag
criminal cases. For specific types of crime, specialised units operate within the national police force to
detect and prevent crimes. As such specialised units, the Garda Bureau of Fraud Investigation established
in 1995 deals with all serious fraucidamoney laundering cases, and the National Bureau of Criminal
Investigation established in 1997 investigates serious and organised crime on a national and international
basis. Also, the Money Laundering Investigation Unit established in 1995 is respdiosilbecording,
evaluating, analysing and investigating disclosures relating to suspicious financial transactions.

Relevant Internet links to national implementing legislation

The relevant internet link to any legislation including the Prevention of @iiwru(Amendment) Act,
2001 is http://www.irishstatutebook.ie/front.html

Working Group on Bribery Monitoring Reports

Phase 1: Review of implementation of the Convention and 1997 Recommendation
http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/26/39/2495019.pdf

Phase 2: Report on the Application of the Convention on Combating Bribery of Foreign Public
Officials in International Business Transactions and the 1997 Recommendation on Combating Bribery
in International Bisiness Transactions

http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/27/45/38322693.pdf
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ITALY
(Information as of 17 November 2008)
Date of deposit of instrument of ratification/acceptance or date of accession
a) The Convention was signed by Italy on 21 November 1997.
b) The instrument of ratification was deposited on 15 December 2000.

Implementing legislation

a) The Convention was ratified and implemented in Italy through Act No. 300 of 29.9.2000,
i Rat i f indk enforicemnant ai the following international instruments drawn up on the basis of
Article K 3 of the Treaty on the European Union: the Convention on the Protection of the European
Communities' Financial Interests, done in Brussels on 26 August 199%sit®fotocol, done in Dublin
on 27 September 1996; the Protocol concerning the Preliminary Interpretation, by the Court of Justice of
the European Communities, of said Convention, with attached declaration, done in Brussels on 29
November 1996; the Convion on the Fight against Corruption involving Officials of the European
Communities or Officials of Member States of the European Union, done in Brussels on 26 May 1997, and
the OECD Convention on Combating Bribery of Foreign Public Officials in Intemlti Business
Transactions, done in Paris on 17 December 1997. Delegation to the government to regulate the
administrative responsibility of || egal persons ar
Article 322bis into the Criminal Codeyhich in subsectio provides for the criminal responsibility of
anyone who bribes or attempts to bribe a foreign public official when the offence is committed in order to
procure an undue benefit for himself or others in international business tramsatticaddition, Act
300/2000 empowered the government to introduce the criminal responsibility of legal persons; Legislative
Decree 231/01 then defined this responsibility and extended it so as to include the bribery of foreign public
officials.

b) Act No 300 of 29 September 2000 was published in the Official Journal No. 250@¢t@ber
2000; the Act entered into force on 26 October 2000.

Ot her rel evant | aws, regulations or decrees that
OECD Conventim or Recommendations

a) Legislative Decree No. 231 of 8 June 2001 on the Criminal Responsibility of Legal Persons;

b) Criminal Code;

¢) Code of Criminal Procedure;

d) Civil Code (Article 2621 et seq. on corporate crimes).

e) Legislative Decree No. 23of 21 November2007 (implementation oDirective 2005/60/EC of
the European Parliament and of the Council of 26 October 2005 on the prevention of the use of
the financial system for the purpose of money laundering and terrorist financing and 2006/70/EC
of 1 August 2006 layip down implementing measures for Directive 2005/6Q/Ethat

introduced also the Criminal Responsibility of Legal Persons for money laundering (new art. 25
octies, Leg. Decree No. 231/2001);
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Other information
Relevant authorities

(i) The Public Prosecutors of fi ces, which are organised on &
and complaints on bribery are referred and which conduct investigations in this field and
prosecute cases in the courts;

(i) The Judicial Police, which receives information armnplaints on bribery and conduct the
relevant investigations under the supervision

(i) The High Commissioner for preventing and combating corruption and other unlawful practices
within the public administration, estafified by Act No. 3 of 16 January 2003; the High
Commission, although it does not have investigative powers comparable to those of the Judicial
Police and the courts, is a body that is responsible for the internal supervision and monitoring of
the activitiesof the public administration, with a special focus on practices of corruption; in this
capacity, the High Commissioner has free access to administrative records and databases of the
public administration and it can exercise its powers of its own inigiativat the request of
administrations; it is required to report to the Prime Minister every six months and to the judicial
authorities and Audit Office in the cases specified by laldecree law 112/2008 and the
subsequent Prime Minister Decree of 2 Oetasb 2008 provide that the
tasks and functions are transferred to the Ministry for Public Administration and Innovation
Department for Public Administration. The Decree, in its article 3, grants the said department the
same degree of tanomy and independence which was granted to the High Commissioner. This
specifically technical and operational structure will act as a hub, supporting, supervising and
coordinating the works carried out by other public authorities and agencies, suerCasithof
accounts; the ltalian FIU (Bank of Italy); law enforcement agencies (Carabinieri, Guardia di
Finanza, State Police); agency for revenues; universities; relevant minis(Ges.
WWWw.innovazionepa.gov.it/ministro/pdf _home/saet_ing).pdf

Relevant Internet links to national implementing legislation

www.giustizia.it/normeinrete

www.gazzettaufficiale.jt

www.parlamento.it

WwWWw.innovazionepa.gov.it/ministro/pdf _home/saet_ing.pdf

Signature/Ratification of other relevant international instruments

1 Convention on the Protection of the Bupean Communi ti esd Financi al
July 1995, ratified by Act 300/2000)

9 First Protocol on the Convention on the Protection of the European Communities' Financial
Interests (signed in Dublin on 27 September 18&jed by Act 300/2000)

1 Convention on the Fight against Corruption involving Officials of the European Communities or

Officials of Member States of the European Union (signed on 26 May 1997, ratified by Act
300/2000)
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1 Second Protocobn the Convention othe protection of the Eupe an Communi ti es o
interestgsigned on 19 June 1997, ratified by Act No. 135/2008);

1 Convention of the Council of Europe on Corruption (signed on 27 January 1999)

1 UN Convention on Transnational Organized Crime (signed on 14 Decemberr2€06y by
Act No. 146/2006);

1 UN Convention on Corruption (signed in December 2000)
Working Group on Bribery Monitoring Reports

Phase 1: Review of implementation of the Convention and 1997 Recommendation
http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/39/61/2019055. pdf

Phase 2: Report on the Application of the Convention on Combating Bribery of Foreign Public
Officials in International Business Transactions and the 1997 Recommendation on Combating Bribery
in Internatonal Business Transactions

http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/0/50/33995536.pdf

Phase 2: Follovup Report on the Implementation of the Phase 2 Recommendations on the
Application of the Convention a@nthe 1997 Recommendation on Combating Bribery of Foreign
Public Officials in International Business Transactions
http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/30/36/38313133.pdf
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JAPAN
(Information as ofLl2 S@tember 2008
Date of deposit of instrument of ratification/acceptance or date of accession

Japan signed the Convention on December 17, 1997, and deposited the instrument of acceptance with
the OECD onl13 October 1998

Implementing legislation

On 18 Sepember1998, Japanenacted implementing legislation in the formashendments to the
Unfair Competition Prevention Lgwhich came into force on February 15, 1999.

The purpose of this Law is by providing for measures for the prevention of, and compefwation
damages from unfair competition, etc. in order to ensure fair competition among entrepreneurs and the full
implementation of international agreements related thereto, and thereby to contribute to the wholesome
development of the national economy.

In 2001, Unfair Competition Prevention Law (UCPL) was amended to meet part of the
recommendations under Phase 1 by 1) removingtitead | ed A Main officed excep
2) by broadening the definition of foreign public officials in relation tbljguenterprises, as well as by
enacting a government ordinance

In January 2005, an amendment to the UCPL came into force to extend nationality jurigoidéon
article 3 of the Penal Code to the offence of bribing a foreign public official under tR&.WAeticle 3 of
the Penal Code does not require dual criminality, so thdirther is punishable even if the conduct is not
criminalised in the foreign State where it occurred.

In June 2005, the Diet passed an amendment extending the statute obligiitathatural persons to
five years.At the same time, and in order to facilitate the extension, the Diet passed an amendment that
increased the sanctions for natural persons convicted of foreign bribery. The fine sanction was increased
from a maximum of3 million yen to 5 million yen, and the maximum sentence of imprisonment was
increased from three to five years. In additinatural persons can now be sentenced to both a fine and
imprisonment, whereas previously only one ordtieer penalty was avaible.Also increasahe statute of
limitation in respect of legal persons for the foreign bribery from three to five years.

Ot her relevant | aws, regulations or decrees that
OECD Convention or the Recommedations

Relevant laws

Penal Code

Code of Criminal Procedure

Whistleblower Protection Act

Act onPrevention of Transfer of Criminal Proceeds

Financial Instruments and Exchange Act

Companies Act

Income Tax Law

Corporation Tax Law

Law for International Asstancein Investigationand other Related Matters
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Law of Extradition
Law for Judicial Legal Assistance to Foreign Courts

Other information
Relevant authorities

- Ministry of Economy, Trade and Industry
- Ministry of Justice
- Ministry of Foreign Affairs

- Cabnet Office

- Japan Fair Trade Commission
- National Police Agency

- Financial Services Agency

- Ministry of Finance

Relevant Internet links to national implementing legislation, for example

http://law.e-gov.go.jp/htmldata/HO5/HO5HO047 . htifdapanese only)

Signature/Ratification of other relevant international instruments

1. December 2000, signature of the United Nations Convention against Transnational Organized
Crime.

2. December 2003, signaturethf United Nations Convention against Corruption.
Working Group on Bribery Monitoring Reports

Phase 1: Review of Implementation of the Convention and 1997 Recommendation
http://www.oecd.org/datsecd/15/21/2387870.pdf

Phase 2: Report on the Application of the Convention on Combating Bribery of Foreign Public
Officials in International Business Transactions and the 1997 Recommendation on Combating Bribery
in International Business Transactions

http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/34/7/34554382.pdf

Phase Bis. Second report on the Application of the Convention on Combating Bribery of Foreign
Public Officials in International Business Transaics and the 1997 Recommendation on Combating
Bribery in International Business Transactions

http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/54/23/37018673.pdf

Phase Bis: Follow-up Report on the Implementaticof the Phase 2 Recommendations on the
Application of the Convention and the 1997 Recommendation on Combating Bribery of Foreign
Public Officials in International Business Transactions
http://www.oecd.org/dataocecd/49/44/39591489.pdf
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KOREA
(Information asof May 2004)
Date of deposit of instrument of ratification/acceptance or date of accession

The instrument of ratification was deposited with the Secretary General of the OECD on 4 January
1999.

Implementing legislation

- The #AAct on Pr e veagnPublic @ffickls in ineemational Busirtessr
Transactiono (FBPA) was enacted on 28 De
time of the entry into force of the Convention i.e. on 15 February 1999.

- To implement the Convention, Korean Government enadked FBPA, which
criminalizes the bribery of a foreign public official in international business
transactions and contains provisions on the responsibility of legal persons and
confiscation.

Other relevant laws, regulations or decrees that have an impaceonc ountr yos i mpl emen
OECD Convention or the Recommendations

The Financial Transaction Reports Act

- adopted by the National Assembly on 3 September 2001, came into force on 28 November
2001.

- stipulates the establishment of a Financial Intefigge Unit (FIU) and requires financial
institutions to report information on suspicious financial transactions to the FIU.

The proceeds of Crime Act

- adopted by the National Assembly on 3 September 2001, came into force on 28 November
2001.

- makes money laumding an offence in relation to bribery of domestic and foreign public
officials

The Anticorruption Act
- adopted by the National Assembly on 28 June 2001, came into force on 25 January 2002.
- creates the AKorea I ndependemtC) ©o mnriihd si dro dA
to improve the legal framework for asgorruption, to formulate and enforce aotirruption
laws and policies, and respond to whistleblowing.
Other information

Relevant authorities

- Ministry of Justice \www.moj.go.ki)
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- Ministry of Economy and Financevvw.mofe.go.k)

- Ministry of Foreign Affairs and Tradevvw.mofat.go.kj

- National Tax ServicewWww.ntg.go.kj

- Korea Independent Commission Against Corruptiowy.kicac.go.kjy

Relevant internet links to national implementing legislation

- http://search.assembgjo.kr:8080/law

Signature/Ratification of other relevant international instruments

- 13 December 2000, signature of the United Nations Convention Against Transnational
Organised Crime.

- 10 December 2003, signature of the United Nations Convention AgairrsipGon.
Working Group on Bribery Monitoring Reports

Phase 1: Review of Implementation of the Convention and 1997 Recommendation
http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/15/6/2388296.pdf

Phase 2: Reporn the Application of the Convention on Combating Bribery of Foreign Public
Officials in International Business Transactions and the 1997 Recommendation on Combating Bribery
in International Business Transactions

http://www.oecd.org/datacecd/17/13/33910834.pdf

Phase 2: Followp Report on the Implementation of the Phase 2 Recommendations on the
Application of the Convention and the 1997 Recommendation on Combating Bribery of Foreign
Public Officials in International Business Transactions
http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/34/15/38239546.pdf
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LUXEMBOURG
(Information as of 28 August 2008)
Date of deposit of instrument of ratification/accegice or date of accession

On 17 December 1997, the Grand Duchy of Luxembourg signed the OECD Convention of
21 November 1997 on bribery of foreign public officialhe Convention was approved by Luxembourg
by an Act of 15 January 2001, adopted by the Lib@mg parliament on 14 December 2000, and
confirmed and promulgated by the Grand Duke on 15 January 2001. The Act entered into force on 11
February 2001. The Grand Duchy of Luxembourg deposited its instrument of ratification with the OECD
on 21 March 2001IThe Convention came into force in Luxembourg 60 days after that date.

Implementing legislation

The Act of 15 January 2001 introduces into Luxembourg law, or modifies, the notions of
misappropriation, destruction of deeds and securities, embezzlememt, takawful interest, and bribery.
Amendments were made to the Criminal Code and the Criminal Investigation Code and to the Act of 4
December 1967 on income tax.

Ot her rel evant | aws, regul ations or decr efeghe t hat
OECD Convention or the Recommendations

Since then, the following laws and regulations have been adopted:
1 Act of 30March 2001 approving:

1. the Convention, based on Article K.3 of the European Union Treaty oRrttection of the
Financial Interests d the European Communities signed in Brussels on 26 July 1995;

2. the Protocol, based on article K.3 of the European Union Treaty, to the Convention on the
Protection of the Financial Interests of the European Communities, sigrizublin on 27
September 196;

3. the Protocol, based on article K.3 of the European Union Treaty, on the preliminary interpretation
by the Court of Justice of the European Communities ofGbavention on the Protection of the
Financial Interests of the European Communities, signdgtiissels on 29 November 1996 and
amending other legal provisions.

In additionto approving these three instruments, the Act amended the Criminal Code so as to make it

an offence to engage in any misappropriation of subsidies, indemnities or allocatioray fraudulent

acts or manifuvres designed to reduce illegally an
1 Act of 23 May 2005 approving:
a) the Convention, based on article K.3 of the European Union Treaty, ofigtlieagainst

corruption involving officials of the European Communities or officials of the Member
States of the European Unionsigned in Brussels on 26 May 1997;
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b) the £cond Protocol, based on article K.3 of the European Union Treahg @mhavention on the

Protection of the Financial Interests of the European Commursitigeed in Brussels of® June
1997;

c) the Criminal Law Convention on Corruption, signed in Strasbourg on 27 January 1999;

d) the Addtional Protocol to the Criminal Law Convention on Corruption, signed in Strasbourg on
15May 2003;

and amending and completing certain provisions of the Criminal Code.

This Act transposed into Luxembourg law all the instruments relating to the punisbiment
corruption under the criminal law adopted by the European Union and the Council of Europe in the years
19972003, including the FramewoiBecision 2003/568/JAl of the Council of 28ly 2003 on combating
corruption in the private sector, by introducingp the Criminal Code Articles 310 and 31@vhich make
corruption in the private sector a criminal offence.

1 Act of 1August 2007: 1. approving tlig¢Merida 6 Convention of the United Nations Against
Corruption, adopted by the General Assembly of the &bhitNations in New York on 31
October 2003 and opened for signature in Merida (Mexico) on 9 December 2003; 2. amending
Section 12.5 of the Income Tax Act oD&cember 1967, as amended.

This Act approved the Convention in question and set up the Corruptmrention Committee
(« COPRECO») in Luxembourg. COPRECO is an interministerial body responsible in particular for
preparing and proposing to the Government measures to combat corruption anaridinating within
the public administration the enforonent of any measures adopted.

1 Act of 18 December 2007 approving tfiltalermoo Convention of the United Nations against
transnational organized crime,adopted by the General Assembly of the United Nations in New
York, on 15 November 2000.

1 GrandDucal Reguhtion of 15February 2008 determining tle®mposition and functioning of
the Corruption Prevention Committee.

This Regulation lays down the rules relating to the compositionfametioning of the Corruption
Prevention Committee, in implementation of thgdl provision setting up the Committee, i.e. Seiof
the Act of 1August 2007 approving theMerida» Convention of the United Nations against corruption,
adopted by the General Assembly of the United Nations in New York @c®iber 2003.

1 Act of 17 July 2008transposing Directive 2005/60/EC of the European Parliament and of
the Council of 260ctober 2005 on the prevention of the use of the financial system for the
purpose of money laundering and terrorist financing transposing Directive 2006/70/E6
the Commission of August 2006 laying down implementing measures for Directive
2005/60/EC of the European Parliament and of the Council as regsddefinition of
fipolitically exposed personsand the technical criteria for simplified customer dlikgence
procedures and for exemption on grounds of a financial activity conducted on an occasional or
very limited basis, and amending:
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1. the Act of 12 November 2004 on combating money laundering and terrorist financing, as
amended;

2.  the Act of 7 March 180 on organisation of the judiciary, as amended,;

3.  the Act of 5 April 1993 on the financial sector, as amended;

4, the Act of 6 December 1991 on the insurance sector, as amended;

5.  the Act of 9 December 1976 on organisation of the profession of notary, as amended

6.  the Act of 10 August 1991 on the profession of barrister, as amended;

7.  the Act of 28 June 1984 on organisation of the profession of company auditor, as amended;

8.  the Act of 10 June 1999 on the organisation of the profession of accountant.

This Act transpees into Luxembourg law the 3rd money laundering Directive (dealing with

professional obligations) and introduces in particular a legal definition bfe ¢ o n poktigally o f
exposed personsinasmuch as the offence of bribery is one of the primagnoffs of money laundering,

this Act helps to reinforce the fight against corruption.

1 Act of 17July 2008 on thdight against money laundering and terrorist financing and
amending:

1. Article 506-1 of the Criminal Code,
2.  the Act of 14June 2001
1. approving theConvention of the Council of Europe on Laundering, Search, Seizure
and Confiscation of the Proceeds from Crime, signed in StrasbourgNonesnber
1990;
2. amending certain provisions of the Criminal Code;

3. amending the Act of 17 March 1992;

1. approving the Unéd Nations Convention against lllicit Traffic in Narcotic Drugs
and Psychotropic Substances, signed in Vienna dde2@émber 1988;

2. amending and completing the Act of E8bruary 1973 on the sale of drug
substances and the fight against drug addiction;

3. amenling and completing certain provisions of the Criminal Investigation Code.

This Act adapts the criminal offence of money laundering in Luxembourg law to the requirements laid
down in the 3rd money laundering Directive in particular.

In addition, on 2April 2007, the Government brought forward Bill N§¥18, the purpose of which is

to introduce into Luxembourg law theiminal liability of legal persons by providing for a general
system of criminal liability and specific sanctions for legal persons whonitoancriminal offence.
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Other information

The competent authorities in the fight against corruption are the Grand Duchy police, the public
prosecutors and the examining magistrates.

The central authority for mutual legal assistance is the Prosecutor Gwoaon2 of the Act of
8 August 2000 on mutual legal assistance).

On 18July 2008, the Government adopted a plan of action against corruption. The objective of this
plan is use LOPRECO» to ceordinate all the anitorruption measures existing atioaal level in order
to make them more effective.

Working Group on Bribery Monitoring Reports

Phase 1: Review of Implementation of the Convention and 1997 Recommendation
http://www.oecd.org/daoecd/39/40/2019732.pdf

Phase 2: Report on the Application of the Convention on Combating Bribery of Foreign Public
Officials in International Business Transactions and the 1997 Recommendation on Combating Bribery
in International Business Transactson

http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/55/4/32017636.pdf

Phase 2: Followap Report on the Implementation of the Phase 2 Recommendations on the Application
of the Convention and the 1997 Recommendadio Combating Bribery of Foreign Public Officials in
International Business Transactions

http://www.oecd.org/dataocecd/22/27/37308306.pdf
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MEXICO
(Information as of 20 September 2009)
Date of ceposit of instrument of ratification/acceptance or date of accession

Mexico signed the AntBribery Convention on December®, 71997, and deposited its instrument of
ratification with the OECD Secretafyeneral on May 27 1999.

The Convention was appred by the Mexican Senate on April"221999. It was then published in
the FederalOfficial Journal(DOF for its acronym in Spanish) on May"2999, and entered into force on
July 26", 1999.

Implementing legislation

In order to implement the ConventioMexico enacted an amendment to the Federal Penal Code
(acronym in Spanish CPF) on May 17th, 1999, which came into force the following day. Mexico amended
the CPF by adding Article 222bis, which established the offénber i bi ng f or ei gThe publ i
article provides for the application of sanctions to any natural person who commits the offence. Likewise,
it provides for the application of sanctions to legal persons when one of its representatives is convicted of
bribing a foreign public officabn it s behalf (i.e., Apara | a empres

Legislative amendments to article 222bis of the CPF on bribery of foreign public officials, ensuring
the coverage of third party beneficiaries, and complying with the foreign public official definition set by
the Cawvention, were submitted by the Executive Power in December 2003, and approved by Congress in
July, 2005. These amendments were published in the Federal Official Journal on August 23rd of the same
year.

Other relevant laws, regulations or decrees that haven i mpact on a countrydés i
OECD Convention or the Recommendations

Mexico ratified the Inte'American Convention against Corruption on May 27th, 1997 and deposited
its instrument of ratification on June 2nd, 1997.

On March 13th, 200%everal amendments to the Federal Law on Administrative Responsibilities of
Civil Servants (acronym in Spanish LFRASP) were approved. These reforms aim at preventing illicit
conduct by national public officials, and provide the Ministry of Public Admigiisin with the necessary
legal tools to guarantee a more efficient application of the law. It establishes provisions to verify and
examine the evolution of national public officials' assets.

Regarding the measures to improve detection of foreign bribernAugust 2004, the Federal
Attorney-General created the Office of the Special Prosecutor to Combat Corruption in the Federal
AttorneyGener al 6s Office (A/ 106/ 04). U rGereenal crdated the e A/
Speci al Pr o s e ombat Garrdpsion 0 thé Hederl Ptibtic A@ministration.

On December 14th, 2005, the Federal Congress approved an amendment to Article 117 of the Credit
Institutions Law with the purpose of empowering
relaed to trusts managed by the National Banking and Securities Commission (acronym in Spanish
CNBYV). The amendment was published in the Federal Official Journal on December 30th of the same
year. The main objective of the amendment was to allow the judicidlorities to request financial
institutions, directly or through the CNBYV, for financial information deemed necessary, and to allow the
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AttorneyGener al 6s Of fice to request financi al i nf or me
warrant.

On July 8th, 2005, various amendments and additions to the Laws on Procurement and Public Works
were approved by Congress and went into effect, as for instance:

a) The terms of tender were modified in order to prevent companies or individuals from evading
disqualification warrants by creating new companies or by having partners participate in bids.

b) Participants in a contracting procedure have to make a sworn statement that no natural or legal
persons that have been disqualified under the terms of these |gvestanpating.

c) Bids may not be submitted or contracts signed by natural or legal persons that have used
confidential information provided improperly by public officials or their family members by blood
or by affinity, or inlaws, or anyone contracted fadvisory, consulting or support services, if
proved that all or part of the remuneration paid to the service provider is transferred to public
officials or to third parties.

In December 2003, Mexico hosted a High Level Political Conference in Mérida,&rasith the
purpose of signing the United Nations Convention against Corruption. Mexico signed the UN Convention
on December 9th, 2003 and the Mexican Senate ratified it on April 29th, 2004.

Legislative amendments regarding witness protection were pedlishthe Federal Official Journal
on January 232009 (Federal Code of Criminal Procedure: Articles 2, fr. V, 3 fr. X, subparagraphs a) and
d) , 123, 141 A, fr. XVI |, Section B, fr. Bi s | X,
Article 5, frs. IX, X and XI).

Legislative amendments have been made to the Law of Acquisitions, Leasing and Services of the
Public Sector. The initiative makes more flexible the process of objections to tenders, calls, meetings and
bases for clarification of poedures on public procurement. The amendments were approved by the Senate
on April 30" 2009, and they are expected to be published soon.

Reforms were decreed, to add and have exceptions done to the Law of Acquisitions, Leasing and
Services of the PubliSector and also to the Law of Public Works and Services related to them, both in
order to provide greater flexibility, efficiency and transparency in contracting and procurement undertaken
by the State.

Some of these changes include the electronic ptiolicaf calls and the increase (from 20 to 30%) of
annual procurement budget that can be exercised by exception to tr&inhidrly, the failure of the
tender incorporates the opinion and the reasons for the award; also the only causes for disregarding a
clarified and established in the call. Moreover, the new legal provisions prohibit the disposal of offers and
the resolution of disagreements for omissions of form, only accepting cases regarding the background.

Dissemination and training

1 Mexico has udertaken several initiatives to raise awareness of foreign bribery in international
business transactions among the public and private sectors.

1 Various ministries and governmental agencies developed specific brochures-raaill e
newsletters on corruptio®@f particular interest is the initiative taken by the Ministry of Foreign
Affairs to disseminate information on the Convention to all its employees in Mexico, embassies
and consulates, which in turn disseminated information to all Mexican companiesngpérati
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the foreign markets. Similarly, the Tax Administration Service (acronym in Spanish SAT), as an
organism of the Ministry of Finance implemented the Bribery Awareness Handbook for Tax
Examiners of the OECD, as part of its internal guidelines applickiieg fiscal revisions of the
taxpayers, with a strict observance of the politics and criteria established by the international
organization and is known in Mexicoasthé&f ax Exami ners Gui de for th
and I nternati omladel Allitoi gam layDeteccioM alet Cohecho Nacional e
Internacional).On the same line, the Business Coordinating Council (acronym in Spanish CCE),

the Confederation of Employers of the Mexican Republic (acronym in Spanish Coparmex), and

the Ministry of Public Administration presented jointly on June 2006 the brochure entitled

Al ntegrity Tool s t o Strengthen t he C
http://www.funcionpublica.gob.mx/ocde/plica/doctos/ocde.pdin Spanish

The AttorneyGener al 6 s Of fice has been conducting al
since 2003 in order to assure and facilitate that all public officials meet their obligation of
reporting all acts of corruptiomd transnational bribery, and to inform on the specific sanctions

that failing to report causes. Likewise, we created a link from the Attédtreyn er al 6 s Of f
website to the Ministry of Public Administration miesite on international convention against
corruption. The goal is to spread the regulations of those legal instruments.

At the conclusion of the election campaigns, the Federal Government publicity actions have been
restarted. Therefore it has been requested a sponsorship to elaborate a goster kwgend

AThe Good Judge Starts at Homeo (AEI Buen Jue
complaints against public officers ©he AttorneyGe n e r a | .0I'ke déliverfy bf the material

is awaited. There will be around 2,000 copies Whidll be distributed at a national level,

through the local representatives of crime and community services.

On July 4tk6th, 2007, the Mexican Government through the Tax Administration Service
imparted a natiofwide training course om Det e c t i-metgpnal TBrikeeny Sn Fiscal

Re v i s iinovhichda total of 1994 public officials from 66 SAT Local Administrations of

Fiscal Auditing (ALAF, its acronym in Spanish) were trained. The course had three main
objectives: (1) Showing SAT auditors technical tootstained inthlAudi t or 6 s Manue
Detecting National and Transational Bribery (2) stimulating among SAT public officials the
obligation to report this offence, and (3) disseminating the existence of the réfzmed| as a

part of internal guidelies applicable during fiscal revisions of taxpayers.

In addition, the SAT held lectures in 2007, jointly with private sector associations (National
Association of Corporate Lawyer s, Business C
Representatives. Dung these lectures, the SAT provided information on the content of the
OECD Antibribery Convention, underlying the obligation to report any suspicion of-trans
national bribery.

To raise awareness of foreign bribery, the SAT undertook a nat@mdissemiation campaign

in 2007 among public officials through different electronic means. On August 3rd 2007, a
massive email message was sent through different data bases to a total of 4,556,689 taxpayers.
In December 2008, a new electronic brochure and postewisg information on the
International Anticorruption Conventions of the OECD, UNCAC and OAS were designed, and
then disseminated to a total of 5,436,820 taxpayers.

The Tax Administration Service participated, with two expositors, inSéminar on Bribey

Awareness for Tax Examinensnder the framework of the @iperation Programme with No
Members Economies of the OECD in Latin America and the Caribbean, organised by the OECD
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Committee on Fiscal Affairs and the Multilateral Tax Centre of the Ministr§Fioance of

México. The seminar was heldon Octob6&81 2008 in order to review
tax deductibility of bribes in international business transactions, bribery techniques, detection
methods, examination techniques, sources of informaéie well as to exchange experiences in

the tax treatment of bribes in Mexico and other countries represented at the seminar, such as:
Argentina, Chile, Costa Rica, United States, Guatemala, Jamaica, Morocco, Norway and Panama.

The Federal Government thugh the Ministry of Public Administration (acronym in Spanish

SFP) and the Attorney Generalds Office (acrc
Service for the Prevention of Corruption of France, organised an international seminar on

i Combat i tiogin Mexico: legpl issues, best practices and internatioralgoe r at i ono
May 2630, 2008. Mexican and French experts on fighting corruption convened in order to
examine Mexico0s issues regarding prevention
aimed at tightening policy coherence in administrative and legal matters concerning corruption,

and organised crime in their diverse variations and methods.

Mexi co hosted the Latin Amer i can -oBeaton mtha | Cor
Fightagai nst Corruption and International Briber
by the Mexican government and the OECD with the participation of the-Amterican
Development Bank and the Organisation of American States, took place in Metyian @930

September 2008. It brought together public servants from different levels of government, as well

as businessmen, attorneys, accountants and civil society organisations. The conference was
broadcasted live on Internet, and welcomed 800 partitsdfeom 22 countries in Latin America,

the Caribbean, Europe and Asia. It is possible to download the list of participants following this

link <http://funcionpublica.conferencirtual.com/080929>. The objectives were:

a) To reaffirm Lat ienttoAightng coouptins and combating imernational
bribery, and to upholding the standards of the OECD, OAS and UN anticorruption
conventions.

b) To identify main challenges and opportunities in increasing and improviogemtion, and
to foster informé&on exchange and mutual legal assistance.

c) To contribute to the exchange of experiences and the strengthening of national strategies for
the prevention, investigation, prosecution and sanctioning of corruption and bribery, focusing
parti ci pat natiogal agendan onrrélevastbissues to be addressed through legal
reforms and new public policy instruments.

In collaboration with Spain, the Ministry of Public Administration translated the OECD
publicationBribery in public Procurement: Methods, act@sd countermeasuresnto Spanish
language, and the OECD Secretariat presented it during the conference mentioned above. This
print-run of 5,000 copies aimed at helping to train public servants in the adoption of the OECD
Convention.

In the pursuit of treming, and encouraging public servants to reflect on transparency, legality and
the fight against corrupti on, SFP drew up a
El ector al Context: Legality as the thRingtthe t 0 Re
culture of legality among public servants, pinpointing their obligation and responsibility of
contributing to equity, transparency and legality of elections, in the framework of our
government 6s strategy known as Cushioned EIl ec
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1 In 2009 tle Tax Administration Service present€le Mexican experience in raising bribery
awareness for tax examineis the plenary meeting of the Working Party No. 8 on Tax
Avoidance and Evasion of the OECD Committee on Fiscal Affairs in Paris, France and in the
meeting of the Advisory Group for Cooperation with f®@ECD Economies in Fes, Morocco for
representatives of 26 countries from all continents. AlsoSeptember 2009, the institution
participated inthéd Semi nar on counteractimga Blraixb eReyr sapned
in Moscow, Russia, in order to share its experiences in the combat against corruption and
international bribery,

1 Between January 2006 and May 2009, the Attorney General's Office through the National
Institute of Criminal Sciences (asrym in Spanish INACIPE) has taught 10 courses, 7 seminars,
conferences and workshops and has published 4 articles related to fighting corruption, as well as
the book:Ley Federal de Responsabilidades Administrativas de los Servidores Publicos. Analisis
Dogmaético. Administrative Responsibilities of Public Servants Law. Dogmatic analysis.)

1 InJune 2009, th&ax Administration Servicadded a new site on the international anticorruption
conventions of the OECD, UN and OAS to its internal webpageaéad in order to increase
awareness on the Conventions among public officials. Also, the SAfruaured its public
website in order to facilitate the usefrds ac
Bribery Convention.

9 Itis important to note thah the Study Plans, of the Master and Specialty that INACIPE offers,
issues related to combating corruption and bribery as well as the Internation&lofmniption
Conventions, are included.

1 Also in the initial training courses for police officers oétRederal Investigation Police and the
experts that the Institute of Training and Professionalization in the Administration of Federal
Justice (ICAP) offers, issues related to combating corruption and bribery are included.

Witness protection

1 Concerninghe need to provide witness protection for investigations of-matisnal bribery, the
recent constitutional reform as regards security and criminal justice, which was published on June
18th 2008 in the Federal Official Journal, eventually opens thefdoar Programme of witness
protection with regard to corruption. In spite of the fact that the principal challenge of this reform
is organised crime, a Programme could be set up under Article 20, Section V, and Paragraph 20,
of the Constitution. Likewisethe penal code updates contemplate the widening of witness
protection to victims and family, even at the request of trial judges.

1 By the decree published in the Federal Official Journal on January 23rd 2009, several
dispositions were reformed, revoked attled. Among those dispositions, the protection to
victims, witnesses, experts, judges, magistrates, agents of the Attorney General's Office, of the
police and other subjects, when their involvement in criminal proceedings require so.

Public Procurement
1 During the fifth session of the National Security Council the creation of its Technical Committee
was approved. This committee, whose rules of operation were published in the Federal Official

Journal (acronym in Spanish DOF) on 10 March 2008, promoteguamentees the transparency
in the procurement procedures and contracts in the national security sector.
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1 Among the improvements achieved by this Technical Committee, are as follows: the addition to
the registration of 83 suppliers related to the subjectpart of measures to integrate the
information to streamline and make clear at the procurement process; approval the creation of the
electronic remote access system to ensure prompt and safe information to the procurement areas
from the catalogue of natical securityds property.

f The Government of Mexi co has al so establ i shect
(in Spanish asesoramiento preventivo) in order give advice and guidance to public institutions on
procurement procedures of strategic oaai projects, i.e., National Infrastructure Programme.

On 30 April 2009 the Congress approved the changes to the Laws of Acquisitions, Leasing and
Services and Public Sector Public Works and Services Related to them, as well as reforms to the Penal
Codeand the Federal Law of Administrative Responsibilities of Public Servants, which were published on
28 May of that year in the Official Gazette. These reforms would facilitate public investment (promoting
national economic development) and more flexibld give transparency to the hiring. This is achieved
through, among other facilitation tools, new systems of recruitment such as the use of framework contracts
and publieprivate participation in works associated with infrastructure projects.

The ASdamieasls Wirogrammeo (in Spanish Testigos S
organizations, which are appropriate register by the Ministry of Public Administration, and who
participate, upon request of the federal public agencies, in the publicggmant procedures in order to
guarantee their transparency and legality.

1 The patrticipation of civil society through the Social Witness Programme allows the monitoring
and surveillance (watchdog) of the public procurement procedures more relevant tetiaé fe
government. The extensive scope of this programme and its institutionalization process has
improved public procurement procedures and enhanced the transparency and credibility of them.

Reporting

In order to implement effective artorruption polices, coordination between public agencies
responsible of preventing, investigating and prosecuting criminal offences is needed. The Ministry of
Public Administration contributes with the Federal Attorigg ner al 6 s Of fi ce and t he
corrupton and inhibit the commission of crimes and illicit, by federal public servants, which undermines
the confidence of citizens towards public institutions.

In this sense,rdbm September 2008 to July 2009, the Ministry of Public Administration has informed
the Federal Attorneys e n e r a | @ampeadehtfauthoréyof 12 complaints where there were reasonable
grounds to believe that offences may have been committed, according to the following typology:

The criminal offences Incidence
Bribery, article 222 ahe Federal Penal Code. 7
Inappropriate use of functions, article 217 of the Federal Penal Cod
Abuse of functions, article 214 of the Federal Penal Code.

Forgery, article 246 of the Federal Penal Code.

Embezzlement, article 223 of the FederahBl Code.

Extortion, article 390 article of the Federal Penal Code.

TSNS I=YIN
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1 The Ministry of Public Administration, has established a communication strategy in order to
promote, among the citizenship and the public official, the report of cases reldabety and
any other presumed irregularity committed in the public service. The above, through the Contact
Centre for Citizens with three lines to process calls made within Mexico City, nationwide and calls
placed within the United States of America. $Shdines are open 24 hours a day, 365 days a year
(Local: 20002000; National: 01800 FUNCION (3862466); US: 1 800 475 2393). At the same
time reports of wrongdoing might be sent bynail (contactociudadano@funcionpublica.gob.mx)
or through the web pagestbe institutions of the Federal Public Administration.

1 The AttorneyGeneral Office has established new methods for reporting-nieienal bribery
cases through its official web page (www.pgr.gob.mx). Anyone inside Mexico or abroad may
report these cmes anonymously by placing a report to the Attorney for the Fight against
Corruption in the Federal Public Service, in a complaint box (spsppc@pgr.gob.mx), or by dialling
53460000 ext. 4451, fax: 53480000 ext. 4580 (within Mexico City).

I The AttorneyGener al 6's Of fice has al so established a
which it channels and follows up directly on all complaints and reports of wrongdoing or illegal
acts by public officials within the Attornege ner al 6 s Of f i c e .ursUday,I3G5EL i s
days a year to hear reports and complaints via email (denwg@pgr.gob.mx), or by telephone
(+52 5346 0695).

1 In order to promote the reporting of national and international bribery among public officials,
taxpayers and citizens in genlera banner was posted on the SAT walite, which reads:
ACohecho Nacional e (National and dnterinadional BribexyDRepautit! i a ! 0
(www.sat.gob.nm)x During 2009, the Tax Administration Service hasntnued its electronic
dissemination campaign to promote the content of the International Anticorruption Conventions of
the OECD, UNCAC and the obligation to report national and foreign bribery.

Federal Strategy against Corruption

1 On December 9th, 2008 nd as part of the International Day against Corruption, Mexican
President Felipe Calderdn presented the National Programme on Accountability, Transparency and
the Fight against Corruption 20@®12. This Programme is mandatory for all agencies of the
Fedea | Civil Service. Especially noteworthy a
recommendations made by international organisations on the matter. Touentines of work
relate respond to the recommendations made by the OECD Working Group on Elibatiggy
5.4, which includes six lines of work, mandates to monitor compliance by the Federal Public
Administration with international antorruption conventions. Moreover, -codinating strategies
are set between different institutions and governmennciee that are in charge of detecting
foreign bribery. The Programme also establishes federal strategies to link administrative and penal
spheres with the intention of adopting specific criteria to follgpvon administrative measures
against public servas, as well as sanctions against enterprises. To know more about the
Programme on Accountability, go hdtp://www.funcionpublica.gob.mx

1 By the CNPJ/XXI/03/2009 agreement during the XXI Administration o$tida National
Conference, the National Strategy for Combating Corruption in the System of Administration of
Justice by the Attorney General 6s Of fice was
awareness of the offence of transnational bribery by gmwgstiat federal policies and initiatives
are canalized to the lower levels of government. It is anticipated that the diffusion, the ways and
terms of implementation of the Programme, might be set in the next meeting of the Technical
Committee to Combat Cauption and Impunity.
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1 Upon approval of the National Strategy for Fighting Corruption at the Justice Procurement System
and with the purpose of instructing the National Group of Inspectors Generals in the application of
a mechanism for verification, evatien and followup of the fulfillment of the National Strategy,
the Committee against Impunity and Corruption, established in the framework of the National
Conference on Justice Procurement, in June, 2009. The Strategy was elaborated by PGR as a tool
for accomplishing the recommendations of the Working Group on Bribery (WGB) of the
Organization for Economic GOperation and Development (OECD), under the Convention on
Combating Bribery of Foreign Public Officials in International Business Transactions.

1 Natio n a l Group of I nspectors General 6s Meeting e
Within this framework, participants agreed on the need of defining specific actions concerning
preventive measures, corrective measures and sanctions, wheres ctigenvolved in order to
contribute in the formulation of complaints, prevention, attention and combat illicit conducts. In
this regard, it was also considered to review the Code of Recurrent Criminal Conducts designed by
the National Group, aimed at wthg or including new illicit conducts, contributing to the
accomplishment of the National Strategy and the WGB recommendations.

1 This section also highlights the implementation of intelligence to combat corruption, in particular,
t he AMyst emgyr aShoesiamrsh Usuario Simulado). This strategy is used in cases
in which they can obtain legal evidence, real and proven the existence of a specific request for
money or kind by a federal public servant, who requests a service at any institutienFefderal
Government. Derived from this Programme and other measures to prevent corruption, the Ministry
of Public Administration has detected criminal offences of the public servants that could lead to
crime. The crimes in which this strategy is appllieare those of bribery and extortion covered on
CPF.

1 From September 2008 to August 2009, the Ministry of Public Administration has carried out 13
operations together with several Internal Oversight Organs (in Spanish Organos Internos de
Control), and thefederal police agents and the prosecution service of the Federal Attorney
General 6s Of fi ce, flagraate delicteo? publig servants, which are Iseing i n
subject to administrative and criminal proceedings.

Institutional Arrangements
1 A sub-unit has been established within the Federal Agency of Investigation (AFI) and will

specifically deal with cases of bribery of federal and foreign public officials.
http://www.pgr.gob.mx/afi/prof.htm

1 In order to improve the prevention and detection of money laundering offences including those
involving the proceeds of foreign bribery, Mexico created a Financial Intelligence Unit (FIU), and
improved antmoney laundering measurdstp://www.apartados.hacienda.gob.mx/uif/index.html

1 The AttorneyGener al 6s Of fice has created a database
or who are under investigation for irregular conduct or illegal ®RESEPU). The main goal is to
count on a system in order to share information, and prevent the alleged corrupt officials to work
for the government agencies in charge of prosecuting them.

1 The Mexican Government with the deep commitment to continue thetsefbor combating
corruption, decided to restructure the Ministry of Public Administration. As a result of this
arrangement, several areas within the Ministry were created. In particular three important units
might be highlighted:
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0 The Transparency Policieend International Cooperation Unit (Unidad de Politicas de
Transparencia y Cooperacion Internaciondlhis Unit depends directly from the Minister
of Public Administration. It is responsible of the follow up to the Anticorruption
Conventions that Mexictias signed. It is also the responsible to operate the National
Programme on Accountability, Transparency and the Fight Against Corruptior220Q8
as well as the formulation of the policies, strategies and criteria to establish the actions that
the Govenment should follow regarding transparency, accountability and citizen
participation in order to combat corruption within the Public Administration.

0 The Normativity for Public Procurement Unit (Unidad de Normatividad de Contrataciones
Publicas) - This Urnt depends from the Undersecretary for Citizen Attention and
Normativity. It is in charge of proposing the expedition of norms and rules regarding the
planning, execution, and control of public procurement in all the Federal Public
Administration. It is &0 in charge of proposing rules for the management of the Federal
Assets, among other duties.

0 Unit of Policy of Public Procurement (Unidad de Politica de Contrataciones Publicas)
This Unit also depends from the Undersecretary for Attention to Citemsth&Normativity.
It is in charge of dictate the policy that the Federal Public Administration should follow
regarding public procurement under the principles of efficiency, efficacy economy,
transparency, impartiality and honesty. It should promote tfieiesft and transparent
spending of public federal assets. It will work along with the Normativity for Public
Procurement Unit, in order to translate the regulation into efficient policies.

For more information regarding the restructure of the Ministriudflic Administration, please refer
to the Miniwwuvifugcispublica.dob.mxt e :

For the Internal Regulations of the Ministry of Public Administration please refer to the following
link:
http://portal.funcionpublica.gob.mx:8080/wb3/work/sites/SFP/resources/LocalContent/1356/4/RISFP.pdf
(Information only available in Spanish

Other information
Relevant authorities

The authority responsible of promoting preventive measures within the Federal Public Administration
(Integrity, audit, internal control, appropriate systems of procurement and transparency) is the Ministry of
Public Administation

(Secretaria de la Funcion Publica. Acronym in Spanish SFP)
Unidad de Politicas de Transparencia y Cooperacién Internacional
Insurgentes Sur 1735

Col. Guadalupe Inn / Delegacion Alvaro Obregoén

C.P. 01020 México, D.F.

Tel: +52.55.2000.30.00

http://www.funcionpublica.gob.mx
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The authority responsible for investigating and prosecuting criminal offences is the Attorney
General 6s Office

(Procuraduria General de la Republisaronym in Spanish languageR&R)
Av. Paseo de la Reforma 2213

Col. Cuauhtémoc, Delegacion Cuauhtémoc

C.P. 06500, México D.F.

http://www.pgr.gob.mx/

The Ministry of Finance

(Secretaria de Hacienda y Crédito Publiscronym in Spanish language3$$1CP)
Palacio Nacional S/N

1° Patio Mariano, 3° Piso

Col. Centro, Delegacién Cuauhtémoc

C.P. 06010, México D.F.

http://www.shcp.gob.mx

The Tax Administration Service

(Servicio de Administracion Tributaridcronym in Sgnish SAT)
Av. Hidalgo 77

Col. Guerrero, C.P.: 06300

México D.F.

http://www.sat.gob.mx

The National Foreign Trade Bank

(Banco de Comercio Exterior. Acronym in Spanish Bancomext)
Blvd. Adolfo Ruiz Cortines 4284

Col. Jardnes del Pedregal de San Angel, Del. Coyoacan,

C.P. 04500, México, D.F.

http://www.bancomext.com

The Ministry of Foreign Affairs

(Secretaria de Relaciones Exteriores. Acronym in Spanish SRE)
Plaza Juarez 20

Col. Centrg Delegacion Cuauhtémoc

CP. 06010, México D.F.

http://www.sre.gob.mx

Financial Intelligence Unit

(Unidad de Inteligencia Financiera. Acronym in Spanish UIF)
SHCP

Constituyentes 1001, Edif-C Piso 1

Col. Belén de la&lores

CP 01110, México DF

Tel: +52.55.3688.5160

Fax: +52.55.3688.5160

Asset Management and Disposition Agency

(Servicio de Administracion y Enajenacion de Biedgsonym in SpanisiSAE)
SHCP

Av. Insurgentes Sur 1931
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Col. Guadalupe Inn
CP 01020, México B
Tel: +52.55.1719.1849
Fax: +52.55.1719.1849
http://www.sae.gob.mx

Office of the Federal Fiscal Attorney
(Procuraduria Fiscal de la Federacion)
SHCP

Av. Insurgentes Sur 795

Col. Napoles

CP 03810, México DF

Tel: +52.559158.0904/05

Fax: +52.55.9158.0932

Working Group on Bribery Monitoring Reports

Phase 1: Review of Implementation of the Convention and 1997 Recommendation.
http://www.oecd.org/dataocecd/15/3088B58.pdf

Phase 2: Report on the Application of the Convention on Combating Bribery of Foreign Public
Officials in International Business Transactions and the 1997 Recommendation on Combating Bribery
in International Business Transactions.

http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/53/31/33746033.pdf

Phase 2: Followap Report on the Implementation of the Phase 2 Recommendations on the
Application of the Convention and the 1997 Recommendation on Gomlixibery of Foreign Public
Officials in International Business Transactions.
http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/39/39/38376307.pdf

71


http://www.sae.gob.mx/
http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/15/30/2388858.pdf
http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/53/31/33746033.pdf
http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/39/39/38376307.pdf

NETHERLANDS
(Information as of 1 October 2006)
Date of depois of instrument of ratification/acceptance or date of accession

The instrument of ratification was deposited with the Secré&banmyeral of the OECD on 12 January
2001.

Implementing legislation

The law on the revision of the corruption legislation wasliphed in the Official Gazette on 28
December 2000 (Staatsblad 2000 nr. 616) and entered into force on 1 February 2001.

Brief description:

The law provides for several amendments to Dutch legislation in order to meet the obligations under
the Convention rd other international instruments. The amendments relevant to the obligations under the
Convention can be briefly summarised as follows:

(1) A new article (article 178a) was added to the Penal Code in order to extend the application of the
active briberyoffences, which previously only applied to domestic public servants, to

ipersons in the public service of a foreign
public servantso Apersons aandcijpadmeegstitef ba cf
or an international organisationo.

(2) A new article (article 177a) was added to the Penal Code in order to establish the offence of
bribing a public servant in order to obtain an act or omission of him/her thatiis breach of
his/her offcial duties. Article 177, which pertains to the bribery of a public servant, applies only
where the purpose of the bribe is to obtain an act or omission in breach of official duties.

(3) The penalty of imprisonment and the fine that apply under articleo1The Penal Code (i.e.
where the bribe is intended to obtain an act or omission in breach of official duties) were
increased, for imprisonment from 2 to 4 years and for the fine from category 4 to category 5.

(4) The offences were expanded to coverdhgse where a person renders or offers a public servant a
Afservicedo (articles 177, 177a and 178 of the

(5) Article 51a of the Extradition Act was amended in order that the offences under articles 177 and
177a of the Penal Code are considerddheiable offences.

Ot her rel evant | aws, regulations or decrees that
OECD Convention or the Recommendations

(1) In April 2006 the Netherlands enacted legislation to expressly prohibit the tax dedyctibili
bribes to foreign public officials. The legislation amended all three laws regulating thaxnon
deductibility of expenses related to crimes: the Law of Income Tax 2001, the Law on Wage Tax
1964, and the Law on Corporate Tax 1969.

(2) The Act on Adit Firms entered into force in February 2006. The Act strengthens provisions
dealing with auditor independence, and also includes new supervision arrangements, and
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provisions for reporting of suspected offences by auditors (either to company management or
where necessary, law enforcement authorities).

(3) Amendments to the statute of limitations entered into force on 1 Januaryl2@ifi§. the former
| aw, the statute of | imitations was knowpende
by the defadant. Under the new lathe condition of knowledge is no longer required: the
statute is suspended with every act of prosecution, whether the defendant has knowtlleelge of
prosecutioror not

(4) Provisions governing the confiscation of bribes and tbeq®ds of bribery were amended by Act
of Parliament of 8 May 2003, which entered into force on 1 September 2003. The provisions
allow for broader possibilities to confiscate property the value of which constitutes the proceeds
of foreign bribery.

(5) Theawrr ent ADirective on the investigation and
on 8 October 2002 is under review and the new Directive will enter into force on 15 February
2007. The Directive indicates the factors that will have to be takerastount in determining
whether it is appropriate to prosecute domestic and foreign corruption cases. The directive
addresses, among others, the use of facilitation payments/qgifts for which no specific monetary
value is set.

Other information
Relevant athorities

Dutch National Police Internal Investigation Department (Rijksrecherche; email:
info@rijksrecherche.nl, Tel: 31.70.3411100)

Public Prosecutorés Office in Rotterdam (Tel: 3
Telephone number for anonymous denouncements:-0800

Rdevant Internet links to national implementing legislation

http:/Mww.oecd.org/dataoecd/40/59/2739921 (sihatsblad 2000, nr. 616)

http:/Mww.openbaarministerie.nl/beleidsregels/docs/2002a009.h{&anwijzing  opsporing en
vervolging ambtelijke corruptie)

Signature/Ratification of other relevant international instruments
Ratification

1 The EU Conventiononthe Peot t i on of the European Communit
Convention) and its first and second Protocol

1 The EU Convention on the fight against corruption involving officials of the European
Communities or officials of the EU Member States

1 The EU CoundiFramework Decision against Corruption in the Private Sector

1 The Criminal Law Convention on Corruption of the Council of Europe
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1 The United Nations Convention against Transnational Organised Crime
1 The Protocol to the Criminal Law Convention on Corrupidd the Council of Europe

1 The United Nations Convention against Corruption, acts of ratification sent to UN secretariat in
October 2006.

Working Group on Bribery Monitoring Reports

Phase 1: Review of Implementation of the Convention and 1997 Recontioenda
http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/39/43/2020264.pdf

Phase 2: Report on the Application of the Convention on Combating Bribery of Foreign Public
Officials in International Business Transacti@msl the 1997 Recommendation on Combating Bribery

in International Business Transactions

http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/14/49/36993012.pdf
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NEW ZEALAND
(Information as of 24 June 2009)
Date of ceposit of instrument of ratification/acceptance or date of accession

The instrument of ratification was deposited with the Secr&amyeral of the OECD on 25 June
2001

Implementing legislation
The Crimes (Bribery of Foreign Public Officials) Amendmait 2001.

The Act came into force on 3 May 2001 and the provisions relating to offence of foreign bribery are
set out in sections 105C, 105D and 105E of the Crimes Act 1961.

Key features of the legislation include:

1 An offence of bribing foreign public 6€ials carrying a maximum penalty of up to 7 years
imprisonment this made it an offence, with narrow exceptions to corruptly give, or agree to give
a foreign public official with the intent of influencing them in respect of their official capacity in
order to obtain or retain business or obtain an improper advantage in business;

9 Application of extraterritorial jurisdiction to Convention offences enabling prosecutions to be
brought for foreign bribery offences committed outside New Zealand by New Zecitamshs,
residents, and body corporates or corporations sole incorporated in New Zealand;

1 Limited exceptions to the foreign bribery offence where acts alleged to constitute the offence are:
- In the form of small facilitation payments, or
- Carried outm another country where the act was not, at the time of its commission, an offence
under the laws of the foreign country in which the principal office of the person, organisation, or
other body for whom the FPO is employed or otherwise provides serviiasigd.

New Zealand is currently reviewing aspects of its implementing legislation in line with
recommendations made in the course of the Phase 2 Evaluation.

Ot her relevant | aws, regulations or decr eoefeghe t hat
OECD Convention or the Recommendations

Income Tax Act 2007
Extradition Act 1999
Mutual Assistance in Criminal Matters Act 1992

State Sector Act 1988

= = =4 =4 =9

Public Audit Act 2001
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Proceeds of Crime Act 1991
Criminal Proceeds (Recovery) Act 2009
Protected Dislosures Act 2000

Financial Transactions Reporting Act 1996

=A = =4 =2 =4

Sentencing Act 2002

This legislation can be accessed on linenatv.pco.parliament.govt.nz

The enactment of the Criminal Proceeds (RecoveryRB090 is a significant enhancement to the laws
governing recovery of proceeds of criminal of fend
mutual legal assistance in relation to the offence of foreign bribery. The Act contains provisiodsigmen
the 1992 Mutual Assistance in Criminal Matters Act (MACMA) and introduces civil processes for
providing assistance to overseas jurisdictions seeking to recover profits received from business deals
secured by payments of bribes even if a convictiomioadeen secured. It enables New Zealand to assist
foreign jurisdictions in enforcing civil and criminal restraining and forfeiture orders in New Zealand. The
changes are intended to make the procedural requirements relating to the registration afefsireiging
and forfeiture orders more workable, and to minimise the risk of peogiggeting in New Zealand
matters on which they have already been heard in a foreign country. The Bill amends the MACMA so that
New Zealand can accept requests to efdoreign civil as well as criminal orders.

Other Information
Relevant Authorities
Enforcement

New Zealand Policd Office of the Commissioner, PO Box 3017, Wellington, New Zealand
Telephone: 0064 4 474 9499, Facsimile: 0064 4 498 7400
Website:.www.police.govt.nz

Serious Fraud Officé The Director, Duthie Whyte Building,Cnr Mayoral & Wakefield Streets,
Auckland, New Zealand

Telephone: 0064 9 303 0121, Facsimile: 0064 9 303 0142

Website:www.sfo.govt.nz

Policy

The Ministry of Justice, Secretary of Justice, PO Box 180, Wellington, New Zealand
Telephone 0064 4 918 8800, Facsimile: 0064 4 918 8820,
Website:www.justice.govt.nz

Signatue/ratification of other relevant international instruments

New Zealand signed the United Nations Convention Against Corruption on 9 December 2003 and
intends to ratify that Convention once domestic legislation implementing it is in place. Paolicy
developmat of these proposals is underway.
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New Zealand is member of the Financial Action Task Force orMatiey Laundering an@ounter
Terrorist Financing (FATF). The New Zealand Government endorsed the FATF

Forty Recommendations on AsNloney Laundering and th8line Special Recommendations on
CounterTerrorism Financing in June 2003.

New Zealand ratified the UN Convention against Transnational Organized Crime in 2002.
Working Group on Bribery Monitoring Reports

Phase 1: Review of Implementation of the Convenséind 1997 Recommendation
http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/51/62/2088257.pdf

Phase 2: Report on the Application of the Convention on Combating Bribery of Foreign Public
Officials in InternationaBusiness Transactions and the 1997 Recommendation on Combating Bribery
in International Business Transactions

http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/57/38/37658136.pdf

Phase 2: Followap Report on thetiplementation of the Phase 2 Recommendations on the

Application of the Convention and the 1997 Recommendation on Combating Bribery of Foreign
Public Officials in International Business Transactions
http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/7/57/42486288.pdf
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NORWAY

(Information as of 20 May 2009)

Date of deposit of instrument of ratification/acceptance or date of accession

The instrument of ratification was deposited 18.12.1998

Implementing legislation

a)

b)

The entry into force of the implementing legislation was 019%D

Implementation of the Convention into Norwegian Penal Law was done by amending the already
existing section 128 of the Penal Code, by adding a paragraph on the active bribery of foreign
public servants and servants of public international orgaaisatiAfter the amendment, section

128 reads:

Any person who by threats or by granting or promising a favour seeks to induce a public servant
illegally to perform or omit to perform an official act, or who is accessory thereto, shall be liable
to fines orimprisonment for a term not exceeding one year.

The term public servant in the first paragraph also includes foreign public servants and servants
of public international organisations

The provision of the previous section, third paragraph, shall apgtpringly.

Section 128 of the Penal Code, is partly repealed after the coming into force of new Penal Code
Provisions on 04.04.2003, and now only covers threats.

The implementing legislation, as amended, reads
Section 276a
Any person shall be liablto a penalty for corruption who

a) for himself or other persons, requests or receives an improper advantage or accepts an offer
of an improper advantaga connection with a post, office or commission, or

b) gives or offers anyone an improper advantegeonnection with a post, office or commission.

By post, office or commission in the first paragraph is also meant a post, office or commission in
a foreign country.

The penalty for corruption shall be fines or imprisonment for a term not exceedesyybars.
Complicity is punishable in the same manner.

Section 276b:

Gross corruption is punishable by imprisonment for a term not exceeding 10 years. Complicity is
punishable in the same manner.
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In deciding whether the corruption is gross, special rdgshall inter alia be paid to whether the

act has been committed by or in relation to a public official or any other person in breach of the
special confidence placed in him as a consequence of his post, office or commission, whether it
has resulted in aonsiderable economic advantage, whether there was a risk of significant
economic or other damage or whether false accounting information has been recorded or false
accounting documents or false annual accounts have been prepared.

In addition, Norway hasriminalized trading in influence, Penal Code, Section 276c:

Any person shall be liable to a penalty for trading in influence who

a) for himself or other persons, requests or receives an improper advantage or accepts an offer
of an improper advantage imeturn for influencing the performance of a post, office or

commission, or

b) gives or offers anyone an improper advantage in return for influencing the performance of a
post, office or commission.

By post, office or commission in the first paragraphl#& meant a post, office or commission in
a foreign country.

The penalty for trading in influence shall be fines or imprisonment for a term not exceeding three
years. Complicity is punishable in the same manner.

Other relevant laws, regulations or decree t h a't have an i mpact on a coul
OECD Convention or the Recommendations

The Penal code section 317 covers the offence of money laundering. All criminal offences are
regarded as predicate offences.

A new Money Laundering Act is iforce from 15.04.2009. The new act implements the third EU
Directive on Money Laundering and takes into consideration recommendations made by the FATF.

Other information

Relevant authorities (in particular to whom report information on a bribery offerigeliding
special commissions

@KOKRIM (national Authority for Investigation and Prosecution of Economic and Environmental
Crime) has a specialized agtrruption team. JKOKRIM has establishedahdt ne (At i pst el e
http://okokrim.no

Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Ministry of Justice

Relevant Internet links to national implementing legislation

http://www.lovdata.no
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Signhature/Ratification of other relevant international instruments

Norway ratified the Council of Europe Criminal Law Convention on Corruption without reservations
0on 02.03.2004. The Convention entered into fayn®1.07.2004.

Norway signed the Council of Europe Civil Law Convention on 04.11.1999 and ratified it on
12.022008.

Norway ratified the Council of Europe Convention on Laundering, Search, Seizure and Confiscation
of the Proceeds from Crime on 16.11.1994.

Norway signed the UN Convention against Corruption (UNCAC) on 09.12.2003 and ratified the
UNCAC on 29.06.2006.

Working Group on Bribery Monitoring Reports

Phase 1: Review of Implementation of the Convention and 1997 Recommendation
http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/15/35/2389183.pdf

Phase 2: Report on th&pplication of the Convention on Combating Bribery of Foreign Public
Officials in International Business Transactions and the 1997 Recommendation on Combating Bribery
in International Business Transactions

http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/3/28/31568595.pdf

Phase 2: Followp Report on the Implementation of the Phase 2 Recommendations on the
Application of the Convention and the 1997 Recommendation on Combating Bribery of Foreign
Public Officials inInternational Business Transactions
http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/35/26/38284036.pdf
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POLAND
(Information as of 1 September 2008)
Date of deposit of instrument of ratification / acceptance ate of accession
The ratification bill, which was approved by the two chambers of Parliament in January 2000,
received pesidential approval on 11 July 2000 and was published in the Journal of Laws of 2001, No 23,
item 264.
The instrument of ratification & deposited with the OECD Secretary General on 8 September 2000.

Implementing legislation

Act of 9 September 200@ournal of Laws of 2000, No 93, item 1027) which entered into force on 4
February 2001Introduced amendments into the following legal acts:

Act of 6 June 1997 Penal Code (Journal of Laws of 1997, No 88, item 553, with further amendments);

Act of 6 June 1997 Code of Penal Procedure (Journal of Laws of 1997, No 89, item 555, with further
amendments);

Act of 16 April 1993 on combating unfair coeiition (Journal of Laws of 1993, No 47, item 211,
with further amendments);

Act of 10 June 1994 on public procurement (Journal of Laws of 2002, No 72, item 664, with further
amendments);

Act of 29 August 1997 The Law on Banks (Journal of Laws of 20027 dtem 665, with further
amendments).

The key elements of the implementing act were: the criminalisation of active and passive bribery of
foreign public officials, the administrative responsibility of legal persons (subsequently replaced by the Act
on Liability of Collective Entities [...], see below), the provisions facilitating better mutual legal
cooperation and the exclusion of companies having been found to bribe fromgpablicement contracts.

Act of 28 October 2002 on Liability of Collective Hi#s for Acts Prohibited under Penaltjournal
of Laws of 2002, No 197, item 1661, with further amendments) entered into force on 28 November 2003
and replaced the provisions administrative responsibility of legal persons introduced by the Act of 9
September 2000 (mentioned above). The Act regulates in a comprehensive manner the liability of
collective entities, including liability for acts of active and passive bribery. It introduces a broad definition
of collective entities subject to such liabilitywhich comprises legal persons and organisational entities
without legal personality. The Act provides for a number of sanctions, beginning with fines and forfeiture
of benefits and other, such as ban on promoting or advertising business activitiegsprodacvices, ban
on using financial support from public funds and aid provided by international organisations, ban on
applying for public procurement contracts; ban on pursuing indicated business activities.
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Other relevant laws, regulations or decredsat have an i mpact on a count:
OECD Convention or the Recommendations

Recommendations for remedial action under Phase 1

According to the Phase 1 Evaluation, the Polish legal system should:

1 cover the case where a material benefit fdecuniary benefit) goes to a third party;

1 refformulate the provisions on legal responsibility of legal persons;

9 limit the discretion in deciding on the forfeiture of the bribes (e.g. by issuing guidelines);
1

confirm whether taxation of the proceeds afrraption and the deduction of the bribe are
possible.

The recommendation concerning responsibility of legal persons was implemented by the above
mentioned Act of 28 October 2002. The problem of discretion and third party benefgowasl by
relevant amedments to the Penal Code (art. 44 and 45), introduced by the Act of 13 June 2003 (Journal of
Laws of 2003, No 111, item 1061). The taxation of the proceeds of corruption and the deduction of bribes
are not possible under Polish law (however there is pticixregulation). As there were no cases of
criminal proceedings concerning corruption of foreign public officials reported so far, no observation about
the practice of these provisions can be made.

C o u n tinternatisn@al commitments arising from othaternational instruments
Poland is a state party to several international instruments listed below.
Since 20 May 1999 Poland is a Member State of the Group of States against Corruption (GRECO).

Since 1 May 2004 Poland is a Member State of the Europeian,Wrhich involved among other$
the cooperation with OLAF (European Anti Fraud Office).

Other information
Relevant authorities

All allegedly committed offences should be reported to the Police (contact details are available on the
website:www.kgp.gov.p] includingthe Police hot line + 4800120 226 anatontact details to all special
Police units for combating corruption within regional headquarters of the Police,
http://www.policja.pl/portal/pol/101/165%/the public prosecution authorities (contact details available at:
http://www.ms.gov.pl/organizacja/adresy pi@k0908.rtj orhttp:/// to the Central Anticorruption Bureau
(contact details available ditttp://www.cba.gov.pltel.: +48 22330 00 47).

The international cooperation in the field of combating corrupti@oeasdinated by the:

Ministry of Justice

Department of Judicial Assistance and European Law
Al. Ujazdowskie 11

00- 950 Warszawa

Tell/fax: (+ 48 22) 628949

WWw.ms.gov.pl
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Relevant internet links to national implemeaqgtlegislation

Acts of Polish law (including laws on preventing corruption) are available on the website of Polish
Parliament:.www.sejm.gov.pl/prawo/prawo.htmlJournals of Law since 1995 are availahlso on the
website:www.lex.pl .

The anticorruption strategy of the Polish government adopted on 17 September 2002 is available on
the website of the Ministry of the Interior and Administration:
http://www.mswia.gov.pl/portal/pl/83/Przeciwdzialanie_korupcji.html

Signature/ratification of other relevant international instruments
Poland has signed and/or ratified the following inteomat instruments on combating corruption:

1 United Nations Convention against Corruption (signed on 10 December 2003, ratified on 15
September 2006);

9 The Council of Europe Criminal Law Convention on Corruption (signed on 27 January 1999,
ratified on 11 Deamber 2002);

9 The Council of Europe Civil Law Convention on Corruption (signed on 3 April 2001, ratified on
11 September 2002);

1 The Council of Europe Convention on Laundering, Search, Seizure and Confiscation of the
Proceeds from Crime (signed on 5 Novemb®98, ratified on 20 December 2000);

1 European Union Convention on the Fight against Corruption involving Officials of the European
Communities or Officials of the EU Member States (ratified on 25 January 2005).

Working Group on Bribery Monitoring Reports

Phasel: Review of Implementation of the Convention and 1997 Recommendation
http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/39/45/2020928.pdf

Phase 2: Report on the Application of the Convention on CombatingrBridfeForeign Public
Officials in International Business Transactions and the 1997 Recommendation on Combating Bribery
in International Business Transactions

http://www.oecd.org/dataocecd/3/54/ 3B 14.pdf
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PORTUGAL
(Information as of 30 April 2009)
Date of deposit of instrument of ratification/acceptance or date of accession

Portugal ratified the Convention on Combating Bribery of Foreign Public Officials in International
Business Transactioren 31 March, 2000 and deposited its instrument of ratification on 21 November,
2000.

Implementing legislation
Identification of the law

Law n°® 13/20041 Implementing Law; transposes the wording of the Convention into domestic law.
Prior to the signing of #n Convention, the Portuguese Criminal Code, as well as the Law n°® 34/87 of 16
July, already criminalized offences of active and passive bribery of domestic public officials. However it
was necessary to create a specific offence in order to criminalizactive bribery of a foreign public
official.

The Law n° 13/2001, of 4 July, establishes the offence of active corruption against international
business and this implementing legislation also makes necessary amendments regarding money laundering
and jurisdkction.

Following the abovanentioned law, in November 2001, the Criminal Code was amended and the
crimes of active bribery, of passive bribery for the commission of an unlawful act and of passive bribery
for the commission of a lawful act are punisheadgual terms, either when the crime is committed by a
domestic public official or when it is committed by a foreign public official.

Date of adoption and date of entry into force
04-06-2001.

Other relevant Laws, regulations or decrees that have animgact a countryos i mpl em
OCDE Convention or the Recommendations

Law N° 108/200128 November, 11amendment to the Criminal Code and to Law N° 34/87: this law
introduces, among others, some modifications to the legal regime applicablmés ofi corruption and
traffic in influence and extending the scope of domestic public officials to include certain foreign public
officials.

Law on the organization and functioning of the political parties n° 1/280gust 14, modifies the
financing rgime of the political parties and elections campaigns.

Decree of the President of the Republic n° 58/20@ivember 15, ratifying the Convention on the
Fight against Corruption in which officials of the European Communities or of the Member States of the
European Union are implied.

Law n° 10/2002February 11, improves legal provisions destined to prevent and to punish money
laundering as a result of criminal activities.
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Law n° 5/2002stablishes measures to fight against organized and eceoffioiame crime.
Law n° 52/2003on measures to fight against terrorism.
Signature/ratification of other relevant international documents

Notice n® 60/2002made public that the Portuguese Government deposited the ratification instrument
of the European Councilrininal Convention on Corruption on 7 May, signed in Strasbourg on 30 April
1999.

In December 2003, Portugal signed tig¢ Convention against Corruption.

Portugal has ratified theN Convention against Transnational Organizédme and deposited the
ratification instrument on 10 May 2004.
[ ied the UN Convention Against Co

Portugal ratif
47/ 2007, of 21 September and ratified by the Pres
Law n° 50/20070f 31 August, gsablishing a new legal framework concerning criminal liability for

corruption in the field of sports (includes corporate criminal liability in this regard);

Law no. 51/2007 of 3T Augusti Establishing the objectives, priorities and orientations for the
criminal policy, for the period 2002009, in compliance with Law no 17/2006, of“28arch, approving
the Framework Law on criminal policy

Law n° 59/200y7 of 4 Septembeii amending the Portuguese Penal Caddéncludes specific
provisions on corporate cninal liability, namely for crimes of corruption and extends the criminal record
to | egal persons; further mor e, the definition of
for crimes of corruption, as amended, includes all those whovamte in alternative dispute resolution
mechanisms (such as arbitrators);

Law no. 60/20070f 31 Decembeii Legal framework of civil (non contractual) liability of the State
and public entities;

Law n° 67/20070f 31 Decembeir legal framewaork of civilnon contractual) liability of the State and
public entities;

DecreeLaw 18/2008 of 29 January, which approves the Code on Public Contracts, establishing the
procedural and substantive framework for the public contracts with the nature of an admimistrati
contract. This Decreeaw establishes, among other, that entities that have been convicted, by a final
decision, of crimes of corruption or money laundering cannot apply in a competition for a public contract

Law 19/2008 of 21 April, which approves seral measures related to the combat against corruption,
namely pertaining tavhistleblowers

Law 20/2008 of 21 April, which creates a new criminal legal framework for corruption in
international trade and private sector, implementing the EU Frameworgi@eno 2003/568/JHA, of the
Council, of 22 July: this law establishes the criminal responsibility framework for crimes of corruption
perpetrated in the specific context of international trade and private gctivity

Law no. 25/20080f 5th Jund Establifing the preventive and repressive measures for the combat
against the laundering of benefits of illicit origin and terrorism financing, transposing into the domestic
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legal system Directive 2005/60/EC of the European Parliament and Council, of 26 Od@06beraéd
Directive 2006/70/EC, of the Commission, of 01 August 2006, relating to the prevention of the use of the
financial system and of the specially designated activities and professions for purposes of money
laundering and terrorism financing;

Law n°® ®/2008 of 4 July, amending Law n° 93/99, of 14 July, concerning implementing measures
aimed at witness protection in criminal procedure;

Law 31/2008 of 6 August, that approves the institutional organization ofctv@inal Police, and in
which it is esablished the NatiomdJnity on Combat of Corruption;

Law no. 49/20080f 27" Augusti Approving the organization of the criminal investigations

Law 54/2008 of 4 September, which created the Council for the Prevention of Corruption: an
administrative indpendent entity, with competence, namely to follow the implementation of legal
instruments and provide witbptions on the adoption of legal instruments (internal or international), to
elaborate best practices guides and cooperating with internationalisongariThe Council for the
Prevention of Corruption has the duty to present yearly reports to the Parliament on its activities, and
present recommendations, as well as intercalary reports.

Other information
Relevant authorities

Information on bribery offeres must be reported to the Public Prosecutors Office. They can also be
reported to the Criminal Police.

Relevant Internet links to national implementation legislation

www.digesto.pt

www.infocid.pt
WWW.eusoujurista.pt

Working Group on Bribery Monitoring Reports

Phase 1: Review of Implementation of the Convention and 1997 Recommendation
http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/51/59/2088284.pdf

The recently approvetlaw N° 11/2004of March 27 contains the relevant provisions on money
laundering and amends the Criminal Code by adding a new article that includes the definition and
punishment ofthe crime, which was already incorporated in a special criminal law. Prior to this
amendment, the Decree Law n° 325/95 already contained the definition of the offence as well as the
penalties, however this new law adds some predicate offences to theplistlizate offences to money
laundering, as well as defines the entire money laundering criminal regime.

Thus, article 368\ of the Criminal Code, which penalises acts of money laundering, enumerates a
number of predicate offences including corruptiamigdand human beings trafficking and sexual abuse of
children or minors.

Any person who, knowing that certain goods and products proceed from criminal offences amounting

to qualified procuring, sexual abuse of children and dependant minors, extortigtradfioking, firearms
trafficking, trafficking in organs or in human tissues, trafficking in protected species, tax fraud, trafficking
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in influence, corruption or any other offence mentioned in paragraph 1 of Article 1° of Law N° 36/94 of 29
September ah all the illicit and typical facts punished with minimum term imprisonment superior to 6
months or maximum term imprisonment of more than 5 years, directly or indirectly converts, transfers,
assists in or facilitates any conversion or transfer of albadrgf such goods or products in order, either to
conceal or dissimulate its illegal origin, or to assist any person involved in committing any such offences to
avoid legal consequences of his or her behaviour, conceals or dissimulates the true ngtare, ori
whereabouts, layout, movement or ownership of such goods or products or rights pertaining thereto, shall
be liable to imprisonment for a term of 2 to 12 years.

Under the Law N°11/2004, certain financial institutions (including banking and nokinban
institutions) and certain nefinancial institutions performing activities linked to gambling or to the trade
of goods of high value or immovable property (e.g. casinos, real estate agents) are submitted to a
determined number of administrative obtigas, such as to identify the person involved in transactions
exceeding a certain amount, retain the evidence for identification and report suspected money laundering
transactions to the competent judicial authority, among others.

There were similar oblagions present in the previous lam® 36/94 of 29 September, however the
new law n° 11/2004 has widened the scope of the entities that are subject to these report and identification
obligations and has clarify these obligation.

Phase 2: Report on the Apration of the Convention on Combating Bribery of Foreign Public
Officials in International Business Transactions and the 1997 Recommendation on Combating Bribery in
International Business Transactions

http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/28/24/38320110.pdf
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SLOVAK REPUBLIC
(Information as o2 October2008)
Date of deposit of instrument of ratification/acceptance or date of accession

Slovak Republic signed the Convention on Combating Bribery of igiorBublic Officials in
International Business Transactions on 17 Decembéf 4199 ratified it on 14 April 1999.

The instrument of ratification was deposited on 24 September 1999.
Convention entered into effect on 23 November 1999.
Implementing legislatbn

Criminal Code (Act No. Coll.) introduced Article 161b penalising bribery of a foreign public
official in international business transactions

Ot her relevant | aws, regul ations or decrees that
OECD Corwention or the Recommendations

Criminal Code and Code of Criminal Proceduf@n 1 January 2006 the-cedification of the Slovak
criminal law, as based on the work of the Commission ford@dification of Criminal Law, took effect.
The Criminal Code (AcNo. 300/ 2005 in the wording of latter amendments) together with the Code of
Criminal Procedure (Act No 301/ 2005 in the wording of latter amendments) and related laws were
adopted by the National Council of the Slovak Republic respectively. Fulfillimgnational obligations
arising from international treaties on fight against corruption and binding for the Slovak Republic, was
amongst the aims as set out in preparatory works.

Relevant provisions of the Criminal Code:

9 Statute of limitations for the foign bribery offence: limitation periods vary (from 5 to 20 years)
depending on the size of bribe (Section 87 in connection with Section 334)

9 Separate definition of foreign public official pursuant to Section 128 paragraph 2

1 Separate definition of bribe muant to Section 130 paragraph 3 describing bribe as any kind of
thing or performance of property or rgoroperty nature to which there is no legal entitlement
and thus allowing no exception like e.g. small facilitation payments, as supported also by the
recent Slovak Courts” rulings in bribery cases.

T Availability of using an (undercover) fagent
connection with Section 117 (especially paragraph 2) of the Code of Criminal Procedure for the
purposes of dettion and prosecution of bribery, including bribery of foreign public officials

1 General reporting obligation regarding the offence of bribery or suspicion thereof derives from
Section 340
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Relevant provisions of the Code of Code of Criminal Procedure:

1 Availability of using broad range of surveillance technigagstipulated in Chapter 4 of the first
part of the Code of Criminal Procedure, Sections 102

1 Provisionsonundercovée gent 0 (see above)

Income Tax ActAct No. 534/ 2005 Coll. in the wordingf latter amendments) expressly denies tax
deductibility of bribes in Section 21 paragraph 1 letter c)

Act on Auditors, Auditing and Supervision over Execution of Audit (Act No. 540/\2Bi@h) entered
into effect on 1 January 2008 expressly stipulateSdction 27 paragraph 3 the obligation of auditors to
report without undue delay the suspicions of bribery, as based on evidence obtained in the course of
carrying out the audit, to law enforcement authorities by the means of written notice sent to them.

Act on AccountingAct No. 431/ 2002 Coll. in the wording of the latter amendments).
Act on Protection against Legalisation of Proceeds from Criminal Activity and on Protection against

Financing of Terrorism(Act No. 297/ 2008 Coll.)(Relevant provisins) The act was adopted by the
National Council of the Slovak Republic (by its Resolution No. 931) on 2 July 2008 and entered into force

on 1 September 2008. | t contai ns, i nter al i a, pr
4, fApblytegposed personod in Section 6 and provi si
of Aobliged personsod as stipulated by Section 17

that a criminal offence was committed to law enéanent authorities pursuant to the Criminal Code).
Section 4
Unusual Business Transaction

1. Unusual business transaction for the purpose of this Act shall mean a legal act or other act which
indicates that if it is effected it may lead to legalisationirmarfcing of terrorism.

2. Unusual business transaction shall mean, in particular, a business (transaction):
a) which, with respect to its complexity, unusually high amount of financial means used or
any other nature obviously deviates from the framework or eatfithe specific type of

business or business of a specific client

b) which, with respect to its complexity, unusually high amount of financial means used or
any other nature has no obvious economic purpose or has no obvious statutory purpose

c) in respect ofwhich client refuses to identify himself or provide data needed for carrying
out the care by obliged person pursuant to Sections 10 to 12

d) in respect of which client refuses to provide information on anticipated business or tries to
provide as little infomation as possible or provides such information which can be
verified by the obliged person only with great difficulties or with considerable costs

e) in respect of which client makes a request for its execution based on a project which raises
doubts
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f) in respet of which the used financial means of low nominal value are in
disproportionately high quantity

g) with a client in respect of whom it can be anticipated that he is not or cannot be an owner
of the necessary financial means, taking into account his ocoopatatus or any other
characteristic

h) in respect of which the amount of financial means at disposal of a client is manifestly
disproportionate to nature or extent of his business conduct or to means declared as
belonging to him

i) in respect of which a sutamtiated assumption exists that a client or an ultimate user of
benefits is a person against whom international sanctions are being enforced pursuant to
(provisions of) a specific statute or a person who may be in relationship with a person
against whomriternational sanctions are being enforced pursuant to (provisions of) a
specific statute or

j) in respect of which a substantiated assumption exists that its object is or is going to be a
thing or service which may be related to a thing or service agairishwiternational
sanctions are being enforced pursuant to (provisions of) specific statute

Section 17

Reporting Unusual Business Transaction

1.

Obliged person is obliged to report an unusual business transaction or attempt of its execution to
financial irtelligence unit without undue delay. Obliged person shall report also refusal to
execute a requested unusual business transaction pursuant to Section 15 to financial intelligence
unit without undue delay.

Notification of an unusual business transactiaust not contain data of employee who detected
an unusual business transaction.

Fulfilling the obligation to report an unusual business transaction to financial intelligence unit
pursuant to paragraph 1 is not limited by the statutory obligation to @secvecy pursuant to
specific regulations.

By reporting an unusual business transaction the obligation to give notice of facts suggesting that
criminal act was committed is not affected.

Section 6

Paolitically ExposedPerson

1.

2.

Politically Exposed Person rfdhe purpose of this Act shall mean a natural person holding a
public office of considerable significance who does not have a permanent residence on the
territory of the Slovak Republic during the discharge of her/his office or during the period of one
year after termination of discharging of a public office of considerable significance.

Public office of considerable significance shall mean:

9C



a) Head of State, Prime Minister, Deputy Prime Minister, Minister, Head of central authority
of public administrationSecretary of State or a similar deputy of Minister

b) Member of legislative body

¢) Judge of the Supreme Court, judge of the Constitutional Court or other judicial body of
higher instance, against decisions of which no appeatlisissible except of specific
cases,

d) Member of the Court of Auditors or of the Council of the Central Bank

e) Ambassador, Chargé d affaires

f) High-ranking member of the Armed Forces

g) Member of managing body, supervisory body or controlling authority of-stated
enterprise or company @fhich the state is a proprietor or

h) a person holding other similar office in institutions of the European Union or international
organisation

3. Politically exposed person for the purpose of this Act shall mean also a natural person, who is:

a) a spouse or a pawn having similar position as a spouse of the person described in
paragraph 1

b) a child, soAn-law, daughtein-law of the person described in paragraph 1 or a person
having similar position as a sémlaw or daughtein-law of the person described in
pamagraph 1 or

c) a parent of the person described in paragraph 1

4. Politically exposed person for the purpose of this Act shall mean also a natural person who is
known to be an ultimate user of benefits

a) of a same client or who otherwise controls a same clierthe@gerson described in
paragraph 1 or a person conducting business together with the person described in
paragraph 1 or

b) of a client established for the benefit of the person described in paragraph 1

Other information

Relevant authorities

Bureau of the Fht against Corruption of the Presidium of the Police Corps

Postal Address:

Ralianska 45, 812 72 Bratislava, Slovak Rep!

Postal Address of head office:
Novosvetska 8, Bratislava, Slovak Republic
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Web: http://www.minv.sk/?kontakty

Office of the Attorney General

Postal Address: Special Prosectddffice

Gt Yar ova 2
81285 Bratislava Slovak Republic

or

Suvorovova ulica
Pezinok 90201, Slovak Republic

Web: http://www.genpro.gov.sk/index/go.php?id=459

Relevant Internet links to national implementing legislation

www.minv.ski Ministry of Interior of the Slovak Republic, Bureau of the Fight agaimstuption

www.genpro.gov.skOffice of the Attorney General

www.justice.gov.sk Ministry of Justice of the Slovak Republic

Signature/Ratification of other relevant internanal instruments

Concerning other relevant international documents aimed, inter alia, at fighting corruption the Slovak
Republic has signed and ratified the following conventions and protocols:

United Nations

1. The UN Convention Against Corruption was sidnen behalf of the Slovak Republic
(hereinafter only owas signedo) on 9 Decembert
(hereinafter only fAwas ratifiedo) on 25 April
into force (hereinafteronlfii t entered into forced) on 1 July

Council of Europe

2. The Council of Europe Criminal Law Convention on Corruption was signed on 27 January 1999
and ratified on 25 May 2000. It entered into force on 1 July 2002;

3. The Additional Protocol to the Crimindlaw Convention on Corruption was signed on 12
January 2005 and ratified on 6 April 2005. It entered into force on 1 August 2005.

4. The Council of Europe Civil Law Convention on Corruption was signed on 8 June 2000 and
ratified on 5 May 2003. It entered inforce on 1 November 2003;

5. The Council of Europe Convention on Searching, Detection, Seizure and Confiscation of the
Proceeds from Crime was signed on 8 September 1999 and ratified on 12 April 2001. It entered
into force on 1 September 2001.

European Unia

6. EU Convention on the Fight against Corruption Involving Officials of the European
Communities or Officials of Member States of the European Union. The instrument of accession
was signed on 25 August 2004 and deposited on 30 September 2004. The coeveeted into
effect on 28 September 2005.
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7. Council Framework Decision 2003/568/JHA of 22 July 2003 on Combating Corruption in the
Private Sector]

Working Group on Bribery Monitoring Reports

Phase 1: Review of Implementation of the Convention and 199 hiReendation
http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/16/15/2389408.pdf

Phase 2: Report on the Application of the Convention on Combating Bribery of Foreign Public

Officials in International Business Trangacs and the 1997 Recommendation on Combating Bribery
in International Business Transactions

http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/28/15/35778308.pdf

Follow-up Report on the Implementation of the Pha@s&ecommendations (Application of the
Convention on Combating Bribery of Foreign Public Officials in International Business Transactions and
the 1997 Revised Recommendation on Combating Bribery in International Business Transactions)

http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/62/38/40027840.pdf
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SLOVENIA
(Information as of 23 April 2008)
Date of deposit of instrument of ratification/acceptance or date of accession

6 September 2001 (The Law on the Ratificat@inConvention entered into force on 5 November
2001.)

Implementing legislation
Criminalisation of briberyi Criminal Code

Criminal Code of 19940Official Gazette RS, no. 70/94; entered into force on 1 January 1995).

Amendments to the Criminal Code of 19@ficial Gazette RS, no. 23/99; entered into force on 23
April 1999). The definition of the dApublic offic
(passive and active bribery of public officials and trading in influence) was expandattdapsulate
foreign and international public official.

Amendments to the Criminal Code of 20@ifficial Gazette RS, no. 40/04; entered into force 5 May
2004). Further expanded and clarified the definition of foreign and international public officials and
bribery in international business transaction in Article 126; significantly revised incriminations of active
and passive bribery and active and passive trading in influence in Articles 267, 268, 269 and 269.a
respectively, as well as raised punishmentstfese offences.

Liability of Legal Persons

Law on the Liability of Legal Persons for Criminal Offences of 1@98iicial Gazette, RS, no. 59/99;
entered into force 21 October 1999) alwhendments to the Law on the Liability of Legal Persons for
Criminal Offences of 2004Official Gazette, RS, no. 50/04; entered into force 21 May 2004). Introduced a
comprehensive system of corporate criminal liability, prescribed sanctions and specificities within criminal
procedure when prosecuting legal entities. It eeal bribery and corruptierelated offences, including
bribery of foreign public officials.

Money Laundering

Article 252 of Criminal Code of 1994ith amendments in 1999 and 2004. Slovenia adopted an all
crimes approach to money laundering offenak;bribery and corruptiomelated offences, including
bribery of foreign public officials are predicate offences to the offence of money laundering.

Law on the Prevention of Money Laundering and Terrorism Financing of (@ffi¢ial Gazette, RS,
no.60/08; etered into force 21 July 2007).

Effectiveness of investigation and prosecution

Amendments to the Criminal Procedure Code of 1999 and Zbddanded the powers of the
police/prosecution to use special investigative means (interception of telecommusjcatextronic
surveillance, simulated corruption offences covert access to and monitoring of financial data and
transactions, etc.) as well as powers of identification and seizure of proceeds of crime in investigation of all
bribery and corruption relateaffences, including bribery of foreign public officials.
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Ot her relevant | aws, regulations or decrees that
OECD Convention or the Recommendations

Law for the Prevention of Corruption of 20Q@fficial Gaztte, RS, no. 2/04; entered into force 30
February 2004). Adopted a comprehensive, interdisciplinary approach to preventing and controlling of
corruption.

The above law has established an independent State iBtitdyCommission for the prevention of
corruption, which reports directly to the Parliament and consist of representatives (elected for the term of
six years) of all branches of the Governmenudiciary, executive and legislative and has analytical,
coordinative and advisomgducational tasksT he previ ous Governmentés Off
Corruption has been transferred into a permanent secretariat/support unit for the Commission. The
Commission is also responsible for the preparation and monitoring of the implementation of the National
Anti-Corruption Strategy, the enforcement of Code of Conduct for Public Officials and represents
fundamental enforcement body for the provisions relating to the declaration of assets of public officials.
Additionally, the Law includes provisions which aomprehensive and uniformed wayfor all public
officials and functionaries in the all branches of the Government and public compaggedate amongst
others the following topics: declaration of assets of public officials; conflict of interests;itytelgmns.

The Commission became fully operational on 1 October 2004.

Regarding the above mentioned, the Government has sent during the last quarter of year 2005 a draft
Law on Incompatibility of Public Function with Profilaking Activities to the parliaent for adoption.
The Law was adopted by the Parliament in February 2006. Implementation of the Incompatibility Law,
which replaced a number of provisions of the Prevention of Corruption Law and foresaw dismantling of
the Commission for the Prevention obi@uption, was suspended by the Constitutional Court on April
2006. On March 2007, the Constitutional Court issued a decision (cf. Decidiorbl®628) in which it
found several provisions, i.e. the monitoring mechanism of the Parliamentary Commissibe, t
unconstitutional. Further, it ruled out that the provisions of the Prevention of Corruption Act are to
continue being implemented until afore mentioned unconstitutional provisions are amended and removed.
In this context, the Government has now thdfthe Restrictions and Limitations for Public Holders Law,
which passed its first reading in Parliament on 29 February 2008 and second reading on 22 April 2008. The
draft Restrictions and Limitations Law continues to foresee the abolishment of the Gamniis the
prevention of Corruption.

National AntiCorruption Strateghas been adopted by the Parliament in 2004. The Strategy lists 172
long-term legislative, administrative, institutional and practical measures aimedelongnd sustainable
reducton of risks for corruption in all spheres of society.

Other information
Relevant authorities

Gener al Prosecutoroés Office
Trg OF 13, S11000 Ljubljana, Slovenia

tel: +386 (0)1 4334-54; fax +386 (0)1 4303-81

wWww: Www.dt-rs.si

e-mail: dirs@dtrs.si
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General Police Directorate

Stefanova 2, , £1000 Ljubljana, Slovenia
tel: 386 (0)1 4751-11;

www: www.policija.si/en

Commission for thePrevention of Corruption
Tr g a g k al0QD @jabljanaSSlovenia
tel.: +386 (0)1 4784-83; fax: +386 (0)1 4784-72

WWW: WWW.KpK-rS.Si
e-mail: anti.korupcija@kpks si

Office for Money Laundering Prevention
Cankarjeva 5, $1502 Ljubljana, Slovenia

Tel: +386 (0)1 425 41 89; fax: +386 (0)1 425 20 87
www: www.uppd.gov.si/angl

e-mail: mf.uppd@mirs.si

Signature/Ratification of other relevant international instruments

March 2000: ratification of the Council of Europe Criminal Law Convention on Corruption;
April 2003: ratification of the Council of Europe Civil Law Convention on Caiicup

January 2008 ratification of thénited Nations Convention against Corruption
Working Group on Bribery Monitoring Reports

Phase 1: Review of Implementation of the Convention and 1997 Recommendation
http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/33/50/34541732.pdf

Phase 2: Report on the Application of the Convention on Combating Bribery of Foreign Public
Officials in International Business Transactions and the 1997 Recommendation on Combating Bribery
in International Business Transactions

http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/14/59/38883195.pdf
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SOUTH AFRICA

(Information as of 22 May 2009)

Date of deposit of instrument of ratification/acceptance atd of accession

The instrument of accession was deposited with the Sec@targral of the OECD on 19 June 2007
and came into force on 19 August 2007.
Implementing legislation

The Prevention and Combating of Corrupt Activities Act, 12 of 2004 gitlesteto the OECD
Convention on Bribery of Public Officials in International Business Transactions.

Ot her relevant | aws, regul ations or decrees that
OECD Convention or the Recommendations

Promotion ofAccess to Information Act, 2 of 2000

Promotion of Administrative Justice Act, 3 of 2000

The Prevention of Organised Crime Act, 121 of 1998

Financial Intelligence Centre Act, 28 of 2001

International Cooperation in Criminal Matters Act, 75 of 1996

The Ciminal Procedure Act, 51 of 1977

The Public Finance Management Act, 1 of 1999 as amended by Act 29 of 1999

National Prosecuting Authority Amendment Act, 2008

South African Police Service Amendment Act, 2008

On 27 January 2009 the President of the RepufliBouth Africa signed the NPA and the SAPS
Amendment Bills into Acts. On 20 February 2009, section 13 of the NPA Amendment Act, 2008 and the
entire SAPS Amendment Act, 2008 came into effect, which paves away for the establishment of the
Directorate for Hority Crimes Investigations. This Unit will replace the Directorate for Special
Operations.

Signature/Ratification of other relevant international instruments

South Africa has ratified the following international and regional instruments on preventing a
combating corruption:

1 United Nation Convention on Transnational Organized Crime: Signed on 14 December 2000,
ratified on 20 February 2004.
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1 United Nations Convention against Corruption: signed on 9 December 2003, ratified on 22
November 2004.

1 African Union Convention on Preventing and Combating Corruption: signed on 16 March 2004,
ratified on 11 November 2005.

Relevant Internet links to national implementing legislation

The relevant internet link to obtain the wording of (any) national legislatiociu@ing national
legislation to implement the OEGDonvention) iswww.gov.za

Working Group on Bribery Monitoring Reports

Phase 1: Review of Implementation of the Convention and 1997 Recommendation
http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/51/30/40883135.pdf
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Other information
Relevant authorities

Relevant authorities, to whom one may report information on a bribery offence, are the police and
prosecution authorities

1 Department of Justice and Constitutional Development
1 National Prosecuting Authority
I South Africa Police Services

9 Financial Intelligence Centre

Relevant Internet links to national implementing legislation

The relevant internet link to obtain the worg of (any) national legislation (including national
legislation to implement the OEGDonvention) iswww.gov.za
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SPAIN
(Information as ofi2 Septembe2008)
Date of deposit of instrument of ratification/acceptance aate of accession

On January 14, 2000, Spain ratified the OECD Convention on Combating Bribery of Foreign Public
Officials in International Business Transactions, signed on 17 December 1997.

Implementing legislation

Anti-bribery rules were incorporated inSpanish Law by Organic Act 3/2000 of January 11, which
amended the Penal Code Organic Act 10/1995 of November 23 on the fight against bribery of foreign
publ i c of ficials i n international business tran
numberl0, of January 12).

This Act added Title XI X bis to Book |1 of t he
i nternational business transactionso, and a new
offence set forth by adie 423 of the Penal Code.

Ot her rel evant | aws, regul ations or decrees that
OECD Convention or the Recommendations

a) Such would be the case of the responsibility of legal persons, established in artaoiels12D of
the Penal Code, recently amended by Organic Act 15/2003, of November 25.

b) Mention should also be made to Act 19/2003, of July 4, on the legal treatment of foreign capital
movements and economic transactions, as well as certain measures aomeckiating capital
laundering, which amends Act 19/1993, of December 28, concerning specific measures for
preventing capital laundering. This Act has been amended by Act 36/2006, of November 29, on
measures for preventing téraud.

c) Also related are some&mework Decisions adopted by the European Union within the scope of
the third pillatr related to police and judicial cooperation in criminal matters. Especially, the
Framework Decision of July 22, 2003 to fight corruption in the private sector (OJ Lf192 o
31.07.2003), includes a set of provisions intended to unify the legal and penal framework in the
Member States in relation to active and passive corruption in the private sector, by establishing
unified penal categories and penalty thresholds, whilengagown rules on jurisdiction and
setting forth the obligation to regulate the criminal responsibility of legal persons. Classifying
these types of behaviours is an innovation in our legal and criminal system, which calls for new
amendments to existing parprovisions. A working group has been established in order to study
this issue in depth and it is the intention of the Spanish Ministry of Justice to fully respect the
transposition deadline. The transposition deadline is July 22, 2005.
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Other information
Relevant authorities
a) The key authority is the Sp elate EcorfdmioQffencast or 0 s
regul ated by the Organic Statute of the Atto
December 30, and@nded by Act 14/2003, of Ma&6, and by Act 24/2007, of October 6.

On 12 July 2006, Directi on 4/ 2006 of Publ i c P
redefined the competences of Speci al Public Pro

Relevant internet links to tianal imdementing legislation
b) Thefollowing are internet sites that provide information on the Spanish national law:

WWW.igsap.map.es

www.boe.es

WWW.Mmjusticia.es

www.fiscal.es

www.sepblac.es
http://juridicas.com

Signature/Ratification of other relevant internationagtuments
Spain ratified the UN Convention against Corruption on 19 June 2006.

The Council of Europe has established a Group of States against Corruption, known as Greco, where
Spain plays an active role and which has promoted several Conventions nedhiShe most relevant are
the Criminal Law Convention on Corruption of January 27, 1999 and the Civil Law Convention on
Corruption of November 4, 1999. Spain signed both Conventions on 10 May 2005.

Besides the abowamentioned Framework Decision, the Eurap Union is making additional efforts
related to these issues. The fight against corruption within the Community institutions led to the adoption
of the Convention of July 26, 1995, to protect the European Communities” financial interests, the
Additional Protocol of September 21, 1996, dealing with the corruption of officials, and in particular the
Council Act of May 26, 1997 approving the Convention to fight acts of corruption involving officials of
the European Community or officials of the Member Statdbe European Union.

Working Group on Bribery Monitoring Reports

Phase 1: Review of Implementation of the Convention and 1997 Recommendation
http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/15/60/2389614.pdf

Phae 2: Report on the Application of the Convention on Combating Bribery of Foreign Public
Officials in International Business Transactions and the 1997 Recommendation on CombatingiBribery
International Business Transactions

http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/28/35/36392481.pdf
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SWEDEN

(Information as of 26 March 2008)

Date of deposit of instrument

The instrument of ratification was deposited with the OECD Secr&angral on 8une 1999.
Implementing legislation

The bill with the necessary amendments of Sweldiglslation,in order to enable Sweden to ratify
and implement the Conventiowas passed by Parliament on M&rch 1999 (bill 1998/99:32). The
implementing legislation entered into éer on 1July 1999. Relevant text is found in the Penal Code
Chapterl7 Sectiorv and Chapte20 Section 2. The latest change took effect as hflyl 2004 when a
serious bribery crime was introducgdinishable by a maximum sentence of six years imprisoin

A company can be ordered to pay a corporate fine pursuant to Chapter 36, Bedtite Penal
Code. Such fines can then be imposed in the span of SIBR & SEK 1@00000.

1999:1078 The Accountant Act
1999:1229 Income Tax Lavinkomstskattelagy)

Ot her rel evant | aws, regul ations or decrees that
OECD Convention or the Recommendations

1 International Legal Assistance in Criminal Matters Act (2000:562).

1 Act (2005:500) on Recognition and Executi@hEuropean Union Freezing Decisions.1959:254
The Act on Extradition of Offenders to Denmark, Finland, Iceland and Noilvag om
utlamning for brott till Danmark, Finland, Island och Nojdge

Act (2003:1174) on Joint Investigation Teams for Criminal &tigations.

The Extradition for Criminal Offences Act (1957:668).

Act (1959:254) on Extradition of Offenders to Denmark, Finland, Iceland and Norway.

=A = =4 =

Act (2003:1156) on Surrender from Sweden according to the European Arrest Warrant.
Other information
Relevant authorities

1 Swedish National Economic Crimes Bureau (ph&&8 7620000)

1 National AntiCorruption Unit (phond6 8 7621000)

1 Swedish Competition Authority (responsible for Public Procurement sir8sptember 2007)
(phone46 8 7001600)
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1 Natioral Tax Agency (phoné6 8 7648000)

9 Division for Criminal Cases and International Judicial Cooperation, Ministry of Justice
(phone46 8 4054500)

Relevant internet links to national implementing legislation

www.sweden.gov.se/sb/d/3288/a/195@&gislation in English)

www.sweden.gov.se/centralauthority

Ratification of other relevant international instruments
T Council o f inallawcapdeCtvisLawConventions against Corruption
1 The UN Convention against Corruption

1 The Council of Europe Convention on Laundering, Search, Seizure and Confiscation of the
Proceeds from Crime and on the Financing of Terrorism

1 The EU Convention on éProtection of the European Communibiéeancial interests (PH
Convention) and its first protocol

1 The second protocol to the PGonvention

1 The EU Convention on the fight against corruption involving officials of the European
Communities or officials fthe EU Member States

Working Group on Bribery Monitoring Reports

Phase 1: Review of Implementation of the Convention and 1997 Recommendation
http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/16/1/2389830.pdf

Phase 2:Report on the Application of the Convention on Combating Bribery of Foreign Public
Officials in International Business Transactions and the 1997 Recommendation on Combating Bribery in
International Business Transactions

http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/20/8/35394676.pdf

Phase 2: Followap Report on the implementation of the Phase 2 Recommendations
http://www.oecd.org/datacecdd®8/39905457.pdf

Report on oRgoing or decided cases and MLA
Judicial decisions
Two Swedish consultants have been convicted to one and a half and one year of prison respectively

for having bribed officials at the World Bank. The bribed officials hashdldrust fund for the purpose of
promoting Swedish companies being awarded contracts by the bank. The fund was financed by the

Swedi sh devel opment aid authority, Si da. The Swec

of Appeal has confirmedhé decision of the District Court.
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SWITZERLAND
(Information as of 13 February 2009)
Date of deposit of instrument of ratification/acceptance or date of accession
Deposit of instrument of ratification: 31 May 2000.
Implementing legislation

Swiss Criminal ©de of 1937 Code Pénal CP; Systematic Compendium of Swiss Federal Law
Recueil SystématiquRS 311.0http://www.admin.ch/ch/f/rs/c311_0.htnl

1 Amendment of 22 December 1999 (Book 2, Title 19: Corruption; Articles®32322°"
including art. 322" Bribery of foreign public officials; Official Digest Recueil OfficieRO
2000 1121); entered into force on 1 May 2000.

1 Amendment of 21 March 2003 (Book 1, Title 6: Corporate liability; Articles 10P2a; RO
2003 3043); entered into force on ttGbre 2003.

Other relevant legislation

Swiss Criminal Code:

1 Amendment of 22 December 1999 (Book 3, Title 3: Federal jurisdiction and cantonal
jurisdiction; Article 337: Federal jurisdiction regarding organised crime, financing of terrorism
and economicrame; RO 2001 3071); entered into force on 1 January 2002.

1 Amendment of 7 October 2005 (Book 2, Title 19: Corruption; ArticleS8%2 Addition of
passive bribery of foreign public officials; RO 2006 2371); entered into force on 1 July 2006.

1 Swiss Fedal Act on the prohibition of tadeductibility of hidden commissions of 22 December
1999 (RO 2000 2147); entered into force on 1 January 2001.

Other information
Relevant authorities

State Secretariat for Economic AffaiSECQ

International Investments driMultinational Enterprises Unit
Effingerstrasse 1/ C/3003 Berne

Tel. + 41 (0)31 323 12 75/ Fax + 41 (0)31 3257376
AFIN@seco.admin.ch
http://www.seco.admin.ch/themen/0064580@/index.html?lang=fr

Federal Office of Justice (OFJ)

Service for International Criminal Law

Bundesrain 20 / CH3003 Berne

Tel. + 41 (0)31 322 41 16 / Fax + 41 (0)31 312 14 07
info@bj.admin.ch
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http://www.seco.admin.ch/themen/00645/00657/index.html?lang=fr
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http://www.ejpd.admin.ch/ejpd/frrfhome/themen/kriminalitaet/ref korruption greco.html

Federal Department of Foreign Affairs (DFA)

Coordination of Sectoral Policies

Bundesgase 28 / CH 3003 Berne

Tel. + 41 (0)31 324 99 84 / Fax + 41 (0)31 32490 72
PA5-finanzwirtschaft@eda.admin.ch
http://www.eda.admin.ch/eda/fr/fhome/topics/finec/intcr/corrup.html

Federal Office of Police (fedpol)

Nussbaumstrasse 29 / €3903 Berne
Tel. +41 (0)31 323 11 23, Fax +41 (0)31 32253 04
http://www.fedpol.admin.ch/fedpol/frfhome.html

Office of the Attorney General of Switzerland

Taubenstrasse 16, C3003 Berne

Tel. +41 (0)31 322 45 79 / fax +41 (0)31 322 45 07
info@ba.admin.ch
http://www.ba.adminle/ba/fr/home.html

Relevant Internet links to national implementing legislation

Articles 32%"-322CP (A Provisions on corruptiono):
http://www.admin.ch/ch/f/rs/311 0/index2.html

Articles102102a CP (AProvisions on corporate | iabildi
http://www.admin.ch/ch/f/rs/311 0/index1.html

Article 337 CP (AProvision on federal jobir i sdi
terrorism and economic crimeod):
http://www.admin.ch/ch/f/rs/311 0O/index3.html

Brochure

In 2008, the Swiss State Secretariat for Economic Affairs (SECO), in collaboration with the Federal
Office of Justice, the Federal Department of Foreign Affairs, the Swiss Business Federation
(economiesuisgeand Transparency International Switzerland, published a second revised @ul#tion
edition 2003)of a booklet aimed at Swiss businesses operatbnrgad- especially SMEs and offering
advice on preventing corruption, as well as information on relevant legal provisions and competent
authorities.

In English:
http://www.seco.admin.ch/dokumentation/publikation/00035/00038/01711/index.html?lang=en

In French:
http://www.seco.admin.ch/dokumentaiipublikation/00035/00038/01711/index.html?lang=fr
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Signature/Ratification of other relevant international instruments

Switzerland has ratified the Council of Eur ope
March 2006 and has acceded to GRECO on Jdul006. The United Nations Convention against
Corruption has been signed on8cember 2003; the procedure towards ratification is under way.
Working Group on Bribery Monitoring Reports

Phase 1: Review of implementation of the Convention and 1997 Resodation
www.oecd.org/dataoecd/16/47/2390244 .pdf

Phase 2: Report on the Application of the Convention on Combating Bribery of Foreign Public
Officials in International Business Transactions and1®@7 Recommendation on Combating Bribery in
International Business Transactions

http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/43/16/34350161.pdf

Phase 2: Followp Report on the Application of the Convient on Combating Bribery of Foreign
Public Officials in International Business Transactions and the 1997 Recommendation on Combating
Bribery in International Business Transactions

http://www.oecdorg/dataoecd/7/60/38898790.pdf

On the occasion of the publication of the Phase 2 Monitoring Report in February 2005, a media
conference was held in Berne. In addition to the Report, a press release and several explanatory documents
were publishedonth®t at e Secretariat for Economic Affairsao

In French:
http://www.seco.admin.ch/aktuell/00277/01164/01980/index.html?lang=fr&dsbN409
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TURKEY
(Information as of 1 June 2006)

Date of Deposit of Instrument of Ratification

26.07.2000
Implementing Legislation
Identification of the Law

Name:Act on Amendment of urkish Penal Code

Number: 5377

Description: Act numbered 5377 and dated 29/06/2005, amernitied urkish Penal Code, numbered
5237 came into force on 1 June 2005 which stipulates bribery of foreign public officials in Article 252/5.
This new amended provision replaces the previous Act numbered 4782 and24ai¢2003.
Adoption and Entry into Foe

Date of Adoption:29.06.2005

Date of Entry into Force08.07.2005

Ot her rel evant | aws, regulations or decrees that
OECD Convention or the Recommendations

T fNewTur ki sh Penal Codebo

T APublic Prédcubvpemen

T AThe Act on Prevention of Money Launderingo
1 AThe Act on Civil Servantsao

T AThe Act on Declaration of Properties, Combat
1T AThe Act on the Right to Access to Informatio
1 AThe Act on Combating Orgé&nizations Pursuing

Other Information

Relevant Authority
Public Prosecutor is the authority to whom report information on bribery offence.
Other Relevant Authorities: Ministry of Justice

Internet Link

http://www.adalet.gov.tr



http://www.adalet.gov.tr/

Relevant International Instruments:

T AUNni ted Nati ons Convention against Corruptio
Approval by the Turkish Grand National Assembly: 18.05.2006.

T The United Nations Convention agatfovashy thdr ansn
Turkish Grand National Assembly: 30.01.2003

- ACounci l of Europeds Civil Law Conventiono:
Assembly: 17.04.2003.

- ACounci l of Europebs Criminal Law Conventio
GrandNational Assembly: 14.01.2004.

- AThe Council of Europedbds Convention on Laun
the Proceeds from Crimed: Approval by the T

Working Group on Bribery Monitoring Reports

Phase 1Review of implementation of the Convention and 1997 Recommendation
http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/17/6/33967367.pdf
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UNITED KINGDOM
(Informationas of 30 September2009)
Date of deposit of instrment of ratification/acceptance or date of accession

The United Kingdom signed the Convention on Combating Bribery of Foreign Public Officials in

I nternational Business Transactions (fithe OECD C
instrumentof rati fication on December 14 1998. The UKS®S
2001.

Implementing legislation

The AntiTerrorism, Crime and Security Act 2001 received Royal Assent on 14 December 2001. Part
12 of the Act, which came into fog on 14 February 2002, expressly extended the jurisdiction of domestic
courts to bribery committed abroad by UK nationals or bodies incorporated under UK law, and widened
the definition of public bodies to encompass foreign public bo@iefare the AntiTerrorism,Crime and
Security Act 2001 if the substance of the offence was committed in the UK it would be prosecutable.

Ot her relevant | aws, regulations or decrees that
OECD Convention or the Recommendians

The UK has prosecuted the crime of bribery under the common law (unwritten) for many centuries
but the crime of corruption only entered statute law (written) with the Public Bodies Corrupt Practices Act
1889, which outlawed bribery of public officials

The Prevention of Corruption Act 1906 extended bribery into the private sector and introduced the
concept of bribing agents acting on behalf of a principal.

The Prevention of Corruption Act 1916 Act wi de
presumption of corruption for all payments made in connection with contracts to Crown employees or
government departments.

Most recently, s.59 of th€riminal Justice and Immigration A2008extends SFO powers to compel
the production of documents at the earlier vetting stage of foreign bribery cases. These -new pre
investigation powers will facilitate the collecting of relevant evidence at a much earlier stage and will
therefore enableswifter, more proactive investigatory action against vi@inded cases. These new
powers came into force in July 2008, and were first used in October 2008.
http://www.opsi.gov.uk/acts/acts2008/ukpga_20080004 en_1

Law Reform

In March 2007, the Governmeasked the Law Commission to undertake a priority fundamental
review of the | aw on bribery. The Law Comhe ssi on
Law Commission issued their repori 20 November 2008.

http://www.lawcom.gov.uk/bribery.htm

The Government announced in May 2008 its Draft Legislative Programme for 2008&00eader of
the House's summaof the draftBillcon ci ded wi th the Queends Speech a
http://www.commonsleader.gov.uk/output/page2670.asp
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Thedraft bill was published on 25 March 2088d was subjecbtprelegislative scrutiny by the UK
Parliament. Parliament established a Joint Committee of both Houses of Parliament on 28 April 2009 and
began to take evidence in May.

http:/AMwww.justice.gov.uk/publications/drafiribery-bill. htm

The Committeeds report was published on 28 July
http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/jt200809/jtselect/jtbribe/115/115i.pdf

Other information
Relevant authorities

Department for Business, Enpeise and Regulatory Reform,

1 Victoria Street
London

SW1H OET

Tel: 0207 215 6206
Fax: 0207 215 2235

Relevant Internet links to national implementing legislation

Anti-terrorism,Crime and Security Act 2001
http://www.opsi.gov.uk/acts/acts2001/ukpga 20010024 en_1

Explanatory Notes
http://www.opsi.gov.uk/acts/acts2001/en/ukpgaen_20010024 en_1

Signature/Ratification of other relevant international instruments

The United Kingdom has signed the Council of Eer@yiminal Law Convention on Corruption and
joined GRECQ The round 1 report was published September 2001 and the compliance report in August
2003. An onsite evaluation mission was completedrih@004. The United Kingdom signed thénited
Nations Convention against CorruptigfNCAC) on 9 December 2003 and ratified UNCAC on 14
February 2006. UK law became fully compliant withe convention when the Criminal Justice
(International Ceoperation) Act 1990 (Enforcement of Overseas Forfeiture Orders) Order 2005 came into
force on the 31 December 2005, and the Proceeds of Crime Act 2002 (External Requests and Orders)
Order 2005 caminto effect on 1 January 2006.

http://www.coe.int/t/dgl/Greco/Default_en.asp

http://www.unodc.org/unodc/en/treaties/ CACkxchtml

Working Group on Bribery Monitoring Reports

Phase 1Review of Implementation of the Convention and 1997 Recommendation
http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/8/24/2754266.pdf

Phase 1bishttp://www.oecd.org/dataocecd/12/50/2498215.pdf
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Phase 2 Report on theApplication of the Convention on Combating Bribery of Foreign Public
Officials in International Business Transactions and the 1997 Recommendation on Combating Bribery in
International Business Transactiohtip://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/62/32/34599062.pdf

Phase 2 Follow-up Report on the Implementation of the Phase 2 Recommendations on the
Application of the Convention and the 1997 Recommendation on Combating Bribery of Foreign Public
Officials in International Business Transactions. http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/43/13/38962457 .pdf

Phase 2 bisattp://www.oecd.org/dataocecd/23/20/41515077.pdf

Judicial decisions (and enforcement actions)

City of London Police Guilty plea to bribery sets legindmark

The first UK prosecution of a foreign bribery offence was heard in August 2008. The Managing Director

of a UK-based company was found guilty of making corrupt payments to foreign officials. A Ugandan

Government official who received the paymesats arrested in London and also convicted.
http://www.cityoflondon.police.uk/CityPolice/ECD/anticorruptionunit/guiltypleatobribery.htm

Balfour Beatty plc

In October 2008 the Serious Fraud Office used new Civil Recovery powers against a UK plc to recover

property obtained by unlawifaonduct. A Consent Order agreed before the High Court established a

settlement of £2.25 million plus costs.
http://www.sfo.gov.uk/pressoom/latestpressreleases/preselease2008/balfourbeattyplc.aspx

FSA fines Aon
In January 2009 the Financial Services Authority fined a company £5.25 millicailiog to take
reasonable care to establish and maintain effective systems and controls to counter the risks of bribery and
corruption.
http://www.fsa.gov.uk/pages/LibrgiCommunication/PR/2009/004.shtml

Mabey & Johnson

In July 2009, bridge builders Mabey and Johnson pled guilty to charges of corruption and breaching UN

sanctionsOn 25 September 2009, the company agreed to pay penalties of £6.5 million. A monitor will

work with the company for the next three years to ensure future compliance.
http://www.sfo.gov.uk/ouwvork/latest/mabeyjohnsonltd-sentencingaspx
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UNITED STATES
(Information as ofL7 February 2009
Date of deposit of instrument of ratification/acpgance or date of accession

Deposit of instrument of ratification/acceptandgecembeB, 1998
Entry into force of the Conventiorzebruaryl5, 1999
Entry into force of implementing legislatiomNovemberl0, 1998

Implementing legislation

Foreign Comapt Practices Ac(FCPA) of 1977, 15 U.S.C88 78dd 1, et seq., as amended by the
International AntiBribery and Fair Competition Act 0of998, Pub. L 10866, signed omNovemberl0,
1998.

Other relevant laws, regulations or decrees that have an impaceaoncount ryds i mpl emen
OECD Convention or the Recommendations

- The Civil Asset Forfeiture Reform Act (CAFRA) of 2000 made it possible to seek civil and
criminal forfeiture of the proceeds of foreign bribery.

- The President signed an executiveeord i n Mar ch 2002 designating t|
organizations and Europol as public international organizations, making bribery of officials from
these organizations a violation of the FCPA.

- The U.S. Sentencing Commission promulgated amendments, edfdldirember 2002, making
violations of the FCPA and violations of the domestic bribery law subject to the same sentencing
guidelines.

- The Sarbane®xley Act of 2002 made violations of foreign bribery laws as predicate offences
under the Money Laundering Cool Act, 18 U.S.C. § 1956.

Other information
Relevant authorities

U.S. Department of Justice

Criminal Division, Fraud Section

10th & Constitution Ave.NW (BondBuilding, 4th floor)
Washington, D.C. 20530

Tel: 2025147023

Fax: 2025147021

U.S. Seclities and Exchange Commissi(B®EC)
Enforcement Division

100 F. Street, N.E.

Washington, DC 20549

Tel: 202551-4500

Fax: 2027729279

Relevant Internet links to national implementing legislation, for example

www.usdoj.gov/criminal/fraud/fcpa.html
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Signature/Ratification of other relevant international instruments

The United States has also ratified the k#ererican Convention against Corruptjothe
Agreement establishing the Group of Ssadgjainst Corruption (GRECO), and sgned the Council of
Europe Criminal Law Convention on CorruptionThe United Stategatified the United Nations
Convention Against Corruptioon October30, 2006.

Working Group on Bribery Monitoring Reports

Phasel: Review of Implementation of the Convention and 1997 Recommendation
http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/16/50/2390377.pdf

Phase 2: Report on the Application of the Convention on Combating Bthdrgreign Public
Officials in International Business Transactions and the 1997 Recommendation on Combating
Bribery in International Business Transactions

http://www.oecd.org/dataocecd/52/19/P8@4. pdf

Phase 2: Follovup Report on the Implementation of the Phase 2 Recommendations on the
Application of the Convention and the 1997 Recommendation on Combating Bribery of Foreign
Public Officials in International Business Transactions
http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/7/35/35109576.pdf

Judicial decisions (and enforcement actions)

Court decisions, first instance and appeal courts, relevant to the enforcement of the Convention
and other releant legislation should be provided to the Group as soon as possible.

United States v.Kellogg Brown & Root LLC and SEC v. Kellogg Brown & Root (S.D. Tex.,
February 6, 2009) Kellogg Brown & Root LLC (KBR), a global engineering, abruction and services
company based in Houston, Texadeadedguilty on February 11, 200% a fivecount criminal
information, filed on February 6, 2009, charging the company with one count of conspiracy to violate the
FCPA and four counts of FCPA viations stemming from a decalismg scheme to bribe Nigerian
government officials to obtain engineering, procurement and construction (EPC) contracts. KBR Inc. and
Halliburton alsojointly agreed to payo the SEC$177 million in disgorgement of profitslaging to those
violations. The EPC contracts to build liquefied natural gas facilities on Bonny Island, Nigeria, were
valued at more than $8llion. KBR was sentenced to pay a $402 million fine, and under the terms of the
plea agreement, KBR agreedrétain an independent compliance monitor for a tyesse period to review
the design and i mplementation of KBRO6s cahmpl i an«
Department of Justice.

United States v. Richard Morlok (C.D. Ca., January 7, 2009): On February 3, 2009Richard
Morlok pleadedguilty to a onecount criminal information, filed on January 7, 2009, charging him with
conspiracy to violate thECPAin connection with his role in schemeo pay approximately $628,000 in
bribes to foreign government officials for the purpose of securing business for an Orange-lz@aalty
valve company from statewned enterprises in several countries, including China, Korea, Romania, and
Saudi Arabia. Sentencing is scheduled for July2i@9. In connection with his guilty plea, Morlok
admitted that from 2003 through 2006, he caused employees and agents of the valve company to make
corrupt payments to foreign officials employed at stateed enterpriseim China, Korea, Romania, and
Saud Arabiain order to assist in obtaining and retaining business for the valve company. Morlok also
admitted that the valve company earned approximately 88lton in profits from the contracts it
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obtained as a result of these corrupt payments that b provided false and misleading information
regarding the commission paymetasnternal and externauditorsin 2004.

United States v.Fiat S.p.A. and SEC v. Fiat S.p.A. (D.D.C., December 22, 2008)n December
22, 2008, three subsidiaries of Fiat S.p(Biat), an Italian corporation based in Turin, Italy, were charged
with conspiracy to commit wire fraud and violate the books and records provisions of tharFsH#parate
onecount criminal informations stemming from improper payments to the Iragirrgmeat in order to
obtain contracts with Iragi ministries to provide industrial pumps, gears, and other equipment under the
United NationgOil for Food Program.In addition, Fiat and the Department of Justice entered into a three
year deferred prosecuti@greement that requires Fiat to pay a $7 million penalty. In a related matter, on
December 22, 2008, Fiat reached a settlement with the Securities and Exchange Commission on a
complaint and agreed to pay $3.6 million in civil penalties and $7,209,1d&gorgement of profits,
including prejudgmentinterest, in connection with contracts for which its subsidiaries paid kickbacks to
the Iragi government.According to the agreement and criminal informations, between 2000 and 2002,
Iveco, CNH lItalia, and CN France paid a total of approximately $4.4 million to the Iragi government by
inflating the price of contracts by 10 percent before submitting the contracts to the United Nations for
approval, and concealed from the United Nations the fact that thecopritained a kickbaclotthe Iraqi
government.

United States v. MarioCovino (C.D. Ca., December 17, 2008)On January 8, 2009, in the Central
District of California, Mario Covino, a former executive of a valve company based in Orange County,
California, pleadedguilty to a onecount criminal information, filed on December 17, 2008, charging him
with conspiracy to violate thECPA. The charges stem from Covinobs r
approximately $1 million in corrupt payments to foreign goverrtroéicials for the purpose of obtaining
business for the Orange County valve company from -etated enterprises in several countries
including, but not limited to, Brazil, China, India, Korea, Malaysiad the United Arab Emirates (UAE).
As part of hé plea agreement, Covino has agreed to cooperate with the Department in its ongoing
i nvestigation. Covinods sentencing is scheduled f

United States v.SiemensAG and SEC v. Siemens AG (D.D.C., December 11, 2008)On
December 15, 2008,i8nens Aktiengesellschaft (Siemens AG), a German corporation, and three of its
subsidiariegpleadedguilty to separate criminal informations, filed on December 11, charging them with
violations of theFCPA The court also imposed fines, as agreed to endlea agreements, of $448.5
million on Siemens AG and of $500@@ach on Siemens Argentina, Siemens Bangladesh, and Siemens
Venezuela, fora combined total criminal fine of $450 millionUnder the terms of the plea agreement,
Siemens AG agreed to reta@m independent compliance monitor for a fgaar period to oversee the
continued implementation and maintenance of a robust compliance program and to make reports to the
company and the Department of Justiééso on December 15, Siemens AG also reachseftlement of a
related civil complaint filed by the Securities and Exchange Commission, charging Siemens AG with
vi ol ati ng t-brilery,hdksAaddsecads,tand internal controls provisions in connection with
many of its international operatis including those discussed in the criminal charg&emens AG
agreed to pay $350 million in disgorgement of profits relating to those violations. Also, Siemens AG
agreed to a disposition resolving an ongoing investigation by the Munich PubliciPtosee 6 s Of f i ¢
Siemens AGO6s operating groups o (Theeahargds werenbasechan T e |
corporate failure to supervise its officers and employees, and in connection with those charges, Siemens
AG agreed to payrwXX9smamil lyi ¢ 69o0omi &api on, i ncludi
0394.75 million in disgorgement of profits.

United States v. Misao Hioki (S.D. Tex., December 8, 2008pn December 10, 200Bjisao Hioki,

for mer gener al ma n a g e r Engirieered iPr@duats Depgarament EP) in Toklya,s t r i
Japan pleadedguilty to a twecount criminal information, filed on December 8, charging him with one
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count of conspiracy to violate the Sherman Antitrust Act and one count of conspiracy to viok@¥he

Hi ok al so was sentenced to 24 monthsd® i mprisonn
Antitrust Di vi si onds est abddspobiteords. fpomalantary@d4 to the n e g «
present, Hioki and others made more than $1 mililocorrupt payments to foreign government officials

in Latin America to secure or retain IEP business. Hioki also conspired to fix prices and allocate market
share for marine hose in the United States and elsewhbodi is the ninth individual to pkd guilty in

the marine hose bidgging investigation and the first individual to plead guilty in the ingasgion of the

FCPA conspiracy.

United States v.Aibel Group Ltd. (S.D. Tex., November 21, 2008)On November 21, 2008, Aibel
Group Limited, a Uited Kingdom corporationpleadedguilty to a twecount superseding information
charging the company with a conspiracy to violate FI@PA and a violation of the FCPAAlso on
November 21, Aibel Group admitted that it was not in compliance with a defawsecution agreement it
had entered into with theepartment of Justicie February 2007 regarding the same underlying conduct.
As part of the plea agreement, Aibel Group was ordered to pay a $4.2 million criminal fine and to serve a
two-year term of gganizational probation that requires, among other things, that it submit periodic reports
regarding its progress in implementingianibery compliance measures. According to court documents,
beginning in February 2001, andseverl affl@edoconpdnes bpgare d e ¢
providing engineering and procurement services, a
first deepwater oil drilling operation, known as the Bonga Projécom at least September 2002 to at
least Apil 2005, Aibel Group admitted to conspiring with others to make at least 378 corrupt payments
totaling approximately $2.1 million to Nigerian customs service officials in an effort to induce those
officials to provide the defendants with preferential wesatt during the customs process.

United States v. Shu QuasSheng (E.D. Va., November 17, 2008)On November 17, 2008, Shu
QuanSheng pleaded guilty to a threeunt information alleging that from 2003 to 2007, he violated the
Arms Export Control act by gorting defence services without a license and that he paid bribes to Chinese
government officials of Chinabs 101 Institute to
tank system. Sentencing is scheduled for April 6, 2009.

United Statesv. Nexus Technologies Ing(E.D. Pa., September 4, 2008)Nexus Technologies, Inc.
and four of its employees were indicted on Septemhe2008 on one count of conspiracy to bribe
Vietnamese public officials in violation of the FCPA and four substamimts of violating the FCPA.
Over the course of the scheme, the defendants are alleged to have paid at least $150,000 in bribes to
employees of statewned enterprises in Vietnam

United States v. Albert Stanleyand SEC v. Stanley(S.D. Tex., September 32008) Al bert #fAJac
Stanley, the former CEO of Kellogg, Brown & Root, Inpleadedguilty on September 3, 2008p
conspiring to violate the FCPA by patrticipating in a dedadg scheme to bribe Nigerian government
officials to obtain engineering, curement, and construction contracts worth more than $6 billion and to
conspiring to commit mail and wire fraud as part of a separate kickback scheme. The contracts were
awarded to the fourompany joint venture TSKJ. According to the terms of his atgFaement, he faces
seven years in prison and payment of a $10.8 million fine. Stanley also settled civil charges with the
Securities and Exchange Commission related to the same conduct.

SEC v.Con-Way Inc. (D.D.C., August 27, 2008) The Securities and Exchange Commission settled
a civil action with California Company Ceéay Inc., an international freight transportation company, for
violations of the books and records and internal controls provisions of the FCPA. The compigast alle
that Emery Transnational, CAlay 6 s Phi |l i ppi ne subsidiary, made a
payments to Philippine customs officials to settle customs disputes and reduce or not enforce otherwise
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legitimate fines. The complaint also alleged tih@ company made approximately $173,000 in improper
payments to officials at fourteen stat@ned airlines. CofVay paida $300,000 civil penalty.

Faro Technologies Inc.(June 5, 2008) Faro Technologies Inc. entered into agreements with the
Departmentof Justice and the Securities and Exchange Commission regarding corrupt payments to
Chinese government officials in order to secure business with-cstaited entities. Faro paid
approximately $238,000 in bribes, which it recorded in its books and reaosds i r e f e Faroa | f ece
disgorgel $1.85 million in profits and prejudgment interest anidiga$1.1 million criminal fine.

United States v.AGA Medical (D. Minn., June 3, 2008) AGA Medical Corporation entered into a
deferred prosecutioagreement onuhe 3, 2008vith the Department of Justice in connection with corrupt
payments made to doctors in China who were employed by goveromeatl hospitals to induce them to
purchase AGA products, as well as payments to the Chinese State Intellectual Fd&p=rtyn order to
secure approval of patents on AGA products. AGA agreed to pay a $2 million dollar criminal fine.

United States v. Willbros Group Inc.and SEC v. Willbros Group Inc. (S.D. Tex., May 14, 2008):
On May 14, 2008Willbros Group Inc. enteckinto a deferred prosecution agreement with the Department
of Justice in connection with bribes paid through its subsidiary, Willbros International, to Nigerian and
Ecuadorian government officials. Willbros paid more than $6.3 million to Nigerian tgfici@onnection
with gas pipeline construction project and $300,000 to Ecuadorian officials in connection with a gas
pipeline rehabilitation project. As part of the agreement with the Department of Justice and a simultaneous
agreement with the Securitiaad Exchange Commission, Willbrdisgorged$10.3 million in profits and
prejudgmentnterest angbaida criminal fine of $22 million.

United States v. Martin Eric Self(C.D. Ca., May 8, 2008): Former Pacific Consolidated Industries
LP (PCI) President Mé&n Self pleadedguilty on May 8, 20080 charges that he bribed an official of the
United Kingdom Ministry of Defene to obtain equipment contracts with the Royal Air Force. Self, a U.S.
citizen, conspired with Leo Winston Smith to bribe the officiabtiyh a fake marketing contract. Smith
was indicted in April 2007(see below). The United Kingdonffigial pleadedguilty in the United
Kingdom for his role in the scheme and was sentenced to two years in prison.

United States v.AB Volvo and SEC v. AB Volvo(D.D.C., March 20, 2008): AB Volvo entered
into a deferred prosecution agreement with the Department of Justice and a settlement agreement with the
SEC on March 20, 2008 in connection with payments made by two of its sulesid@pbbtain contracts
administered by the tdted NationsQil for Food Program. The subsidiaries, Renault Trucks SAS and
Volvo Construction Equipment AB, made approximately $6 million in kickback payments to the Iraqi
government. As part of the agreertsg AB Volvo disgorged$8.6 million in profits andprejudgment
interest, pal a civil penalty of $4 million, and jpda criminal fine of $7 million.

United States v. Flowserve and SEC v. Flowserve (D.D.C., February 21, 2008)n February 21,
2008 Flowser e Cor por ation (AFl owserveo) agreed to pay
Justice and the SEC to settle charges that it made improper payments to the Iragi government under the
United NationsQil for Food Program. Flowserve manufactures msmvalves, sealsand related
automation services to the oil and gas, chemarad power industries. Flowserve acknowledged that its
French and Dutch subsidiaries paid approximately $820,246 in connection with the sale of industrial
equipment to the & q i government . FIl owserve Pompes, FIl ows e
payments to the Iragi government totaling $604,651 through a Jordanian entity that was its exclusive agent
for Iragi contracts.Flowserve entered into a thrgear deferrd prosecution agreement with the DOJ and
paida $4 million fine. In addition, Flowserve agreed to pay a $3 million civil penalty and approximately
$3.5 million is disgorgement amqmtejudgmentnterest.
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SEC v. Wabtec (D.D.C., February 14, 2008):Westinglouse Air Brake Technologies Corporation
(Wabtec), a manufacturer of brake subsystems and related products for locomotives, frejgimidcars
passenger vehicles, entered into a -poysecution agreement with the U.S. Department of Justice
regarding impropepayments made by its Indian subsidiary, Pioneer Friction Limited (Pioneer), to officials
of the Indian Railway Board (IRB) in violation of the FCPA. From at least 2001 through 2005, Pioneer
made over $137,400 in improper cash payments to employeesloflidwe government in order to have its
competitive bids for government business granted or considered. As part of the agreement, Wabtec agreed
to pay a $300,000 fine, adopt rigorous internal controls, and continue cooperating fully with the
Department. In a related matter, the SEC filed settled enforcement proceedings charging Wabtec with
violations of the antbribery, internal controls, and books and records provisions of the FCPA in
connection with the payments made by Pioneer to employees of the bovernment in order to obtain
or retain business from the Indian national railway system. Wabtec agreed to pay a civil penalty of
$87,000, and to disgorge $259,000, together with $29,351 in prejudgment interest.

United States v. James K. Tillery and Bul G. Novak (S.D. Tex., January 17, 2008) On
December 19, 2008, the U.S. District Court for the Southern District of Texas unsealedcauftur
indictment, filed on January 17, 2008, charging James K. Tillery, a former senior executive of Willbros
International, Inc. (WII), a subsidiary of Housttwased Willbros Group, Inc. (Willbros), and Paul G.
Novak, a consultant to WII, each with one count of conspiracy to violate the FCPA, two substantive counts
of violating the FCPA, and one count of conspirazyaunder the proceeds of their crimes. The charges
stem from a conspiracy from late 2003 through March 2005 to pay $6 million in bribes to government
of ficials in Nigeria and Ecuador in connection
congruction and rehabilitation business from statened oil companies in Nigeria and Ecuador. The
indictment was unsealed by the@t after Novak was arrested upon his arrival into Houston, Texas.
Novak returned to the United States from Constantia, S@fuita, after his U.S. passport was revoked.
Tillery remains at large.

Lucent (December 21, 2007): On December 21, 2007, the Department of Justice and the SEC settled
a multiyear investigation into whether global communications provider Lucent Tegi@®ldnc.
provided travel and other things of value to Chinese government officials. Lucent acknowledged that it
spent over $.3 million on trips for senielevel government officials, with the assistance of employees in
the United States. Lucent alsodroperly recorded the trips in its books and records, booking the costs to
Lucent s AFactory Inspection Account. o Lucent ac
penalties.

Akzo Nobel (December 20, 2007): On December 20, 2007, the eparof Justice and the SEC
settled allegations against the Netherlands pharmaceutical company, Akzo Nobel N.V. (Akzo), for its
participation kickbacks surrounding the United Na
made nearly $280,008 kickback payments to the Iragi government from 22003. Both subsidiarids
Intervet International B.V. and N.V. Organorareinvolved in violations located in the Netherlands, and
both are expected to close by the end of the year. The agreemelsttas that if N.V. Organon reaches a
resolution with the Dutch National Public Prosect
Offences regarding its condudhcluding payment of @riminal fine of approximatelyt 38 1, 000 i n
Netherlands, then paid no fine in the U.S. If no agreememd beerreached with Dutch authorities in
that time, Akzo wuld have paida fine of $800,000. The SEC settlement reglitee corporation to
disgorge $2,231,513 in profits @prejudgment interest and pay a $750,000 civil penalty.

SEC v. Robert W. Philip (D.D.C., December 13, 2007)On December 13, 2007grimer Chairman
and CEO of Schnitzer Steel Industries, Inc. (Schnitzer), Robert W. Philip, settled charges with tbe SEC f
violating the FCPA. Philip agreed to pay a tot
$169,863.79 in disgorgement of bonuses and pay, $16,536.63 in prejudgment interest, and a $75,000 civil
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