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1.

Adoption of the Agenda

The Working Group:

2.

Heard the Chair propose two minor changes to the agenda and approved the agenda
[DAF/INV/BD/A(2008)2].

Summary Record of the Meeting held on 18-20 March 2008

The Working Group:

3.

Heard Spain clarify that the Delegate said that Working Group on Bribery meetings are well
attended compared with other OECD meetings, so a specific procedure to encourage attendance
may not be necessary.

Heard Ireland state that some Irish Delegates who attended the meeting (for the oral follow-up
report to Ireland’s Phase 2 report) were not included on the List of Participants, and their names
will be provided to the Secretariat.

Heard Argentina ask for further information on co-ordination with GRECO/UNODC and FATF.
The Delegate also asked that his comments on regular lack of attendance by certain countries be
clarified: he stated that a country’s absence from three meetings is appropriate to initiate contact
with its delegation.

Instructed the Secretariat issue a revised summary record [DAF/INV/BR/M(2008)1/REV1], to
include the requested modifications.

Report on the Management Group Meeting

The Working Group:

Heard the Chair present the main issues discussed during the Management Group Meeting. The
Management Group addressed the agenda and topics to be covered during the plenary session:
review of the OECD Anti-Bribery Instruments, methodology for the Tour de Table, PWB for
2009-2010, outreach including the Secretariat’s recent mission to China, and OECD accession
beyond Israel.

Heard that the group considered when Isracl and Russia should become observers to/full
participants of the WGB; December 2008 was identified as the ideal timing. This move will be
linked to the assessment of Israel.

Heard that the Secretariat presented an update on the Phase 2 bis review of the United Kingdom
and the status of related court proceedings; the Working Group will discuss this review on Friday
morning.

Heard that the Management Group has proposed that the Secretariat should begin moving
forward on developing the general parameters of the Phase 3 review mechanism. The Secretariat
will draft a first text based on the items approved by the WGB in March 2008 and submit it to the
Working Group for consideration. It will likely take two or three Working Group meetings to
refine the procedural order and methodology for the mechanism.
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Heard that there are two vacant positions on the Management Group, following the resignations
of Members from Italy and Korea. Delegates are asked to submit nominations of new
Management Group members to the Secretariat in writing no later than 31 July 2008.

Steps by State Parties to implement and enforce the Convention on Combating Bribery of

Foreign Public Officials in International Business Transactions and to implement the 1997 Revised
Recommendation: Tour de Table discussion

a)

Tour de Table discussion

The Working Group:

b)

Heard most delegations provide information on cases, including investigations and/or
prosecutions, under the foreign bribery offence; and noted in particular the confidential note and
the oral report by the Delegate from Germany on investigation proceedings and preliminary
proceedings in relation to suspicions of bribery of foreign public officials for 2007-2008,
showing that the 74 German proceedings in that period included 2 new indictments, 7 convictions
and 27 terminated cases.

Noted the increased use by Parties of the voluntary rules for providing notifications and written
information on cases in advance of the meeting.

Noted reports by Parties on steps taken for the implementation of the Convention and of
recommendations made in country reviews; and noted in particular that five Parties had provided

an update for the “steps taken” document (Australia, Brazil, Canada, France and Slovenia).

Noted the absence of two countries during the discussion of this agenda item (Hungary and
Iceland).

Tour de Table: Methodology for cases

The Working Group:

Noted the Room document on proposals by the Management Group to “Improve the
Methodology of the Tour de Table” [Room Document 2].

Heard the Chair’s presentation of the proposals, which are aimed at immediately improving the
interactive nature of the Tour de Table discussion, before a new methodology is proposed.

Agreed that presentation of cases as well as reporting on progress made to implement the
Convention should not exceed 5 minutes each and should be focussed on important
developments. If a country wants to provide more information than it can deliver in 5 minutes, it
can do so in writing and submit the information to the Secretariat ideally two weeks in advance
of the Working Group meeting.

Agreed that the Secretariat compile all the information received in a Room document that would
take the form of a non-paper.

Agreed that if a country wants to report on progress made to implement the Convention during a
plenary meeting when such reports are not supposed to be discussed, it should inform the chair in
advance, for planning purposes.
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a)

Agreed to implement the proposals for carrying out the next round of the Tour de Table at the
October 2008 meeting.

Noted the Chair’s encouragement to Working Group members that had diverging opinion during
the March 2008 discussion on the Proposed Revised Methodology for the Tour de Table
[DAF/INV/BR(2007)31/REV2] to consult each other and make a new proposal in December
2008.

Self- and Mutual Evaluation of Implementation of the Convention and the 1997 Revised
Recommendation

Phase 1 Review of South Africa

The Working Group:

b)

Noted the draft report on the Review of the Implementing Legislation of South Africa
[DAF/INV/BR(2008)11], and the responses by South Africa to the Phase 1 questionnaire
[DAF/INV/BR/WD(2008)5].

Heard the comments and questions presented by the Lead Examiners from Australia and
Slovenia, as well as other delegations, and the responses and comments by South Africa.

Agreed on an evaluation of South Africa, which includes recommendations to clarify that
considerations of the national economic interest should not be taken into account in prosecutorial
decisions, and to amend the South African extradition legislation to allow extradition even where
the offence has not been committed in the jurisdiction of the requesting State. The Working
Group will also follow-up certain issues, in particular whether the disbandment of the Directorate
for Special Operations and its replacement by the new Directorate for Priority Crime
Investigation will affect effective enforcement of the foreign bribery offence, the application in
practice of the liability of legal persons where the natural person is not identified, and the exact
nature of the intent required under South African law to establish that a foreign bribery offence
has been committed.

Adopted the final version of the Phase 1 Review of South Africa, including the Evaluation, for
posting on the OECD website.

Phase 2 Review of Argentina

The Working Group:

Noted the preliminary report on Argentina reviewing the “Application of the Convention and
1997 Recommendation on Combating Bribery of Foreign Public Officials in International
Business Transactions” [DAF/INV/BR(2008)12].

Noted the comments and questions about the preliminary report presented by the Lead Examiners
and other delegations, and the responses and comments by the Argentine delegation.

In light of serious concerns about Argentina’s failure to adopt liability for legal persons for
foreign bribery in compliance with the Convention, decided to engage in an exceptional
additional review of Argentina’s legislation (Phase 1bis) in June 2009.
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Agreed on the specific recommendations to Argentina, including that it introduce corporate
liability for foreign bribery, be more proactive in detecting, investigating and prosecuting cases
of foreign bribery and establish nationality jurisdiction over foreign bribery committed by
Argentine nationals abroad.

Adopted the final version of the report including the recommendations; and agreed on the text of
the executive summary of the report and of the press release to be published with the report on
the OECD website.

Phase 2 Review of Estonia

The Working Group:

d)

Noted the Preliminary Report on Estonia on the “Application of the Convention and 1997
Recommendation on Combating Bribery of Foreign Public Officials in International Business
Transactions” [DAF/INV/BR(2008)13].

Heard the comments and questions presented by the lead examiners from Bulgaria and Sweden,
as well as other delegations, and the responses and comments by Estonia.

Agreed on a set of recommendations for Estonia, including recommending that Estonia take
measures in the public and privates sectors to prevent, detect, report and raise awareness of
foreign bribery; broaden the criteria for the liability of legal persons in order to make prosecution
of legal persons that commit foreign bribery more likely and more effective; and amend its
foreign bribery offence to expressly cover bribery of foreign officials who perform legislative
functions, as well as to remove the need to refer to foreign law in order to prove the offence.

Adopted the final version of the Phase 2 Report of Estonia, including the recommendations and
the executive summary, and agreed on the text of the press release to be published with the report
on the OECD website.

Post Phase 2 Follow-up written Report on Australia

The Working Group:

Noted the written follow-up report to the Phase 2 report by Australia [DAF/INV/BR(2008)14]
and  attachments provided by  Australia in  support of their responses
[DAF/INV/BR(2008)14/ANN].

Was informed by the Australian authorities about the efforts Australia has undertaken to
implement the recommendations of the Working Group in the areas of awareness, prevention and
detection, as well as prosecution and sanctioning of bribery of foreign public officials. The
Working Group notably learned that the Australian Federal Police (AFP) now undertakes
evaluations of allegations of offences from various sources in order to determine whether to open
an investigation, and that the National Guidelines for Referring Politically Sensitive Matters have
been amended to allow the concurrent reporting of politically sensitive matters to the Minister of
Justice and Customs and to the AFP. The Australian authorities noted that AUSTRAC undertakes
continuous training of cash dealers and advised that clarification would be provided in its next
oral report as to the extent and nature of this training as it concerns foreign bribery as a predicate
offence to money laundering. They further pointed to the fact that Australian Tax Office
Compliance Programme now includes information of foreign bribery and facilitation payments,
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e)

and that the Australian Public Service (APS) Values and Code of Conduct now specifically
highlights the obligations and procedures for APS employees to report instances of foreign
bribery discovered in the course of their duties. Australia has furthermore taken steps to clarify
that the foreign bribery offence applies regardless of the results of the conduct or the alleged
necessity of the payment, and that it is only a defence where the conduct is expressly permitted or
required by the law in the foreign public official’s country. The Working Group was informed
that Australia has issued a formal Direction to all prosecutors clarifying that when deciding
whether to prosecute a foreign bribery case, the Director of Public Prosecutions “should not” be
influenced by any of the prohibited considerations listed in Article 5 of the Convention, and
heard Australia explain that this wording was understood to be a firm prohibition.

Heard the views of Japan and New Zealand — the lead examiners for the Phase 2 review of
Australia — on the implementation of the Phase 2 recommendations by Australia, views of other
Working Group members and the Chair, as well as further explanations from Australia. The Lead
Examiners expressed disappointment that although positive steps had been taken by Australia to
raise awareness in both the private and public sectors, there was an absence of information on the
website of Austrade, a key resource through which the private sector, including SMEs, can obtain
information. They noted that some recommendations required minor action to be taken by
Australia, such as amendment of the wording in the Case Categorisations Prioritisation Model
and in the Commonwealth Fraud Control Guidelines. The Working Group welcomed Australia’s
undertaking to make these changes. The Lead Examiners noted that although Australia has
amended its publicly available guidance document on small facilitation payments, the definition
of such payments in the documentation is problematic. The Working Group noted Australia’s
review of sanctions and expressed the hope that this would be concluded soon.

Concluded that Australia has fully implemented Recommendations 1(a), 2(c), 2(d), 3(a), 3(b),
4(b), 4(c), 4(d), 5(a), 5(b), 6(c), and 7; that Australia has partially implemented
Recommendations 1(b), 1(c), 2(a), 2(b), 2(e), 4(a), 5(c), and 6(b); that Recommendation 1(d) has
not (yet) been implemented; and that Recommendation 6(a) has not been implemented.

Heard Australia agree to report orally within one year (i.e. by June 2009) to the Working Group
on progress made concerning Recommendations 1(d) and 6(a), and follow-up issue 8(c).

Post Phase 2 Follow-up written Report on Spain

The Working Group:

Noted the written follow-up report to the Phase 2 report by Spain [DAF/INV/BR(2008)15] and
attachments provided by Spain in support of their responses [DAF/INV/BR(2008)15/ANN].

Was informed by Spain of its efforts to implement the Phase 2 recommendations of the Working
Group. The Spanish export credit agency and the Ministry of Industry took measures to raise
awareness of the foreign bribery offence both internally and among Spanish companies. Spain
also took measures to enhance awareness and detection of foreign bribery within Spanish
embassies and the tax administration. An instruction clarified that bribes are not tax-deductible.
The competence of the Spanish Anti-Corruption Prosecution Office in serious cases of foreign
bribery has been clarified.

Heard Spain explain that a 2006 Bill addressing eleven Phase 2 recommendations on the offence,
the liability of legal persons, sanctions and the statute of limitations has not been adopted because
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of the dissolution of Parliament in January 2008. The Working Group urged Spain to resubmit
the Bill to Parliament as soon as possible.

Heard the views of Chile and Mexico — the lead examiners for the Phase 2 review of Spain — on
the implementation of the Phase 2 recommendations by Spain, the views of other Working Group
members and the Chair, as well as further explanations from Spain.

Concluded that Spain has satisfactorily implemented Recommendations 2(d), 3(a), 3(b), 3(e) and
7; that Spain has partially implemented Recommendations 1(a), 1(b), 1(c) and 2(a); and that
Recommendations 2(b), 2(c), 3(c), 3(d), 4(a), 4(b), 4(c), 5(a), 5(b), 6(a), 6(b), 6(c), 6(d) and 6(¢)
have not been implemented. Because of insufficient practice and the expected Bill amending the
Penal Code, the Working Group will follow up Recommendations 3(a) and 7 as part of its future
activities to monitor the implementation of the Convention. The follow-up issues identified in the
Phase 2 report remain outstanding and will continue to be monitored. In accordance with its usual
practice, the Working Group agreed to prepare a written summary of its conclusions for
publication in conjunction with Spain’s follow-up report.

Heard Spain agree to report orally within one year (i.e. by June 2009) to the Working Group on
the implementation of the recommendations that the Group considers not yet fully implemented.
Also heard Spain agree to undergo a Phase 1bis review once Parliament adopts the Bill amending
the Penal Code.

Post Phase 2 Follow-up written Report on Denmark

The Working Group:

Noted the written follow-up report by Denmark [DAF/INV/BR(2008)16], including an annex of
supplementary information circulated as a room document during the meeting.

Was informed by Denmark of its efforts to implement the recommendations of the Phase 2
report. Denmark raised awareness of foreign bribery in the public sector (in particular in the
Trade Council of Denmark), and in the private sector (including through the web-based
“Business Anti-Corruption Portal”). Denmark has also sought to clarify ambiguous language of
the travaux préparatoires on the issue of small facilitation payments through the publication of a
booklet on corruption by the Ministry of Justice. Other measures to address Phase 2
recommendations were at the planning stage or had not yet been considered.

Heard the Slovak Republic and Sweden, the lead examiners for Denmark’s Phase 2 examination,
express their views on Denmark’s implementation of the Phase 2 recommendations; also heard
the views of the Chair and other Working Group members, including Denmark.

Concluded that Recommendations 3(b) and 6(a) have been satisfactorily implemented;
Recommendations 1, 3(c), 5(b), and 6(b) have been partially implemented; and
Recommendations 2, 3(a), 4, 5(a), 6(c), 7(a) and 7(b) have not been implemented. Because of
insufficient practice, the Working Group will follow up, as part of its future activities to monitor
the implementation of the Convention, whether the measures taken to implement
Recommendation 6(a) prove sufficient to address the concerns of the Working Group. follow-up
issues 8(a), 8(b), 8(c), 8(d), and 8(e) remain outstanding and will continue to be monitored. In
accordance with its usual practice, the Working Group agreed to prepare a written summary of its
conclusions for publication in conjunction with Denmark’s follow-up report.
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g

Requested that Denmark report orally within one year to the Working Group on the
implementation of recommendation not yet satisfactorily implemented, with a particular focus on
Recommendations 3(a), 5(a), 7(a) and 7(b).

Post Phase 2 Follow-up oral Report on Slovenia

The Working Group:

Noted the room document on the oral report by Slovenia, which was circulated to the Working
Group prior to the meeting.

Heard the oral report by Slovenia in conformity with the Phase 2 Guidelines. In particular, the
Working Group noted the following developments.

Slovenian ad hoc intergovernmental body prepared an Action Plan for the implementation of
the recommendations. The Commission for the Prevention of Corruption is responsible for
coordination and monitoring of this Action Plan.

The Commission is currently updating the Action Plan for Implementation of the Resolution on
Prevention of Corruption in the Republic of Slovenia, which is the national anti-corruption
policy document. It is expected that the updated version of the Action Plan will include actions
concerning foreign bribery. The Commission will also prepare amendments to the Resolution
of Prevention of Corruption and submit them to the Parliament for approval.

Prevention, awareness raising and training (Recommendations 1 a, b, c and d)

To raise awareness about foreign bribery, the OECD Anti-Bribery Convention and the Phase 1
and 2 reports on Slovenia were published on the web sites of the Commission and various public
bodies, e.g. tax administration and police. Auditing association and Chambers of Commerce are
also encouraged to provide information about foreign bribery to their members.

To further support awareness-raising efforts, the Commission — in co-operation with the Ministry
of Public Administration — prepared a leaflet on international corruption, which covers legal
frameworks, whistleblower protection and reporting provisions. The leaflet was distributed to the
Slovenian embassies and other agencies (copies were provided to the Working Group).

Several public institutions have included the topic of foreign bribery in their training
programmes:

a) Slovenian Institute of Auditors included the theme of foreign bribery in its training
programmes. Several courses have been delivered; more will be delivered in the future.

b) Tax Administration included foreign bribery issues in its training courses; the OECD Bribery
Handbook for Tax Examiners was translated into Slovenian and published in May 2008. Tax
Administration is developing a methodological handbook for tax examiners, which will
include guidelines on issues related to bribery.

c) Slovenian Export and Development Bank adopted new regulations for prevention of
corruption, which entered into force in April 2008.
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d) Ministry of Economy organises training sessions on issues related to foreign bribery for
diplomatic officials, including economic and other Slovenian representatives abroad. Foreign
bribery issues are included on the curriculum for the training programme for all diplomatic
staff.

e) The Office for the Prevention of Money Laundering included the foreign bribery in its
regular training programme.

e The Commission for the Prevention of Corruption was identified during the evaluation of
Slovenia as one of the most important institutions for the fight against corruption. However, the
Government has proposed to abolish the Commission. The relevant draft law passed the second
reading in the Parliament in April 2008. Due to the election campaign which is starting in July
2008, the final decision will probably be taken when the new government is in place. As the
move to abolish the Commission can be interpreted as lack of political will to fight corruption,
the Government will need to explain the reasons for this institutional reorganisation. This would
be particularly important in the framework of the Slovenian accession to the OECD, which will
involve an overall assessment of its willingness and ability to meet OECD anti-corruption
standards.

Detection and reporting (Recommendations 2 a, b, ¢, d and e)

e The Tax Administration is currently preparing instructions for detection of high-risk areas of
corruption and procedure to report foreign bribery. It is also preparing provisions for
whistleblowers protection for tax examiners.

e The Slovenian Institute of Auditors informed all auditors about the OECD recommendations
including requirements to report possible corruption cases to company managers. Auditors are
also advised to report crime to law-enforcement authorities in case of lack of action by the
mangers. The Ministry of Justice is considering introducing mandatory obligation for external
auditors to report certain types of crime in this area.

Effective investigation, prosecution and sanctioning (Recommendations 3 a, b, c, d and e)

e A new Criminal Procedure Code has been drafted. It is expected that the new Code will address
the OECD recommendation concerning excessive evidential burden placed on law-enforcement
authorities and the roles of different law-enforcement bodies. In particular, the draft would
change pre-trial investigative procedures: judicial investigation will be abolished and public
prosecutors will lead the investigations. The public prosecutors will also decide on the use of
some special investigative means (under the current Code, the investigative judge has the right to
decide). The results of these reforms will only be observed when the new Code is applied in
practice, and probably not until June 2009, when Slovenia will be expected to provide its written
report on Phase 2 implementation.

e To address the recommendation concerning immunities of certain categories of public officials
from criminal prosecution, the Commission together with the Parliament will prepare guidelines
for lifting the immunities.

e A training seminar on foreign bribery for law-enforcement bodies, and other measures included
in the Action Plan, will be implemented through 2009. The Centre for Judiciary Education under
the Ministry of Justice is delivering regular training to prosecutors, which covers general and
specific topics, including foreign bribery.
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A special project which aims to reduce court backlogs by 2010 is currently being implemented by
the Government.

The offence of public bribery (Recommendations I a, b and c)

A new Criminal Code was adopted on 20 May and will enter into force on 1 November 2008.
Almost all OECD recommendations were considered during drafting, including key articles on
the definition of a public official (Art. 99), on accepting and giving bribes (Art. 261 and 262),
and on accepting benefits and giving gifts to secure unlawful interventions (Art. 263 and 264).
Translations of these new articles were provided in the room document, but contain some
inaccuracies which will be corrected.

The Ministry of Justice is also considering further possible changes concerning bribery through
an intermediary.

Liability of legal persons (Recommendations 5 a and b)

The Ministry of Justice, in co-operation with professional public experts, reviewed the law in
light of its effective enforcement. Findings show that the required elements to prove a link
between natural persons and the liability of legal persons are not obstacles. Nevertheless, the low
number of convictions is the result of low awareness, and low priority of investigation and
criminal prosecution of legal persons, which will be addressed through trainings.

Sanctions (Recommendations 6 a, b, ¢ and d)

The Ministry of Justice sent an official note to the Supreme Court and the Prosecutor General in
order to raise awareness necessary to apply sanctions for foreign bribery, which are established in
the Criminal Code. The Prosecutor General’s office will prepared unified prosecutorial guidelines
for the application of paragraph 3 of Art. 268 and paragraph 3 of Art. 262 of the Code.

Concerning secondary sanctions, draft amendments to the law on responsibility of legal person
includes secondary prohibition for companies convicted of corruption to participate in public
tenders, and prohibition for companies convicted of abuse of internal information in stock
markets to trade with shares of these companies (this information was not included in the room
document).

Money Laundering (Recommendation 7)

Article 11 of the new Criminal Code states that criminal offences have to be prosecuted in all
signatory states of international treaties regardless of where the criminal offence has been
committed. However, the Ministry of Justice is examining possible needs for further clarification
of dual criminality.

Heard the Chair’s recognition of the ambitious Action Plan for the implementation of the
Working Group recommendations. Also heard the Chair’s note that clear timelines and schedules

are important to ensure effective implementation of the Action Plan.

Heard the Chair state that the Working Group looked forward to seeing how the new criminal law
evolves in Slovenia, recognising that comprehensive reforms take time to produce results.

10
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Hear the Chair remind that raising awareness about foreign bribery remained an important task,
and that the written Follow—up Report would need to review the implementation of measures
planed in this area.

Hear the Chair question the future of the Commission for the Prevention of Corruption, where the
Working Group will continue its monitoring of Slovenia in order to establish a clear view.

h) Oral Follow-up report to written Phase 2 Follow-up Report on the United Kingdom

Oral report on the implementation of specific Phase 2 Recommendations

The Working Group:

Noted the presentation by the UK delegation in conformity with the conclusions by the Working
Group on the UK written Follow-up Report on the implementation of the Phase 2
recommendations, requiring an oral report, one year after the approval of the written Follow-up
Report, on the implementation of the following recommendations: paragraph 3 of the preamble to
the Phase 2 recommendations and Recommendations 1(a), 2(a), 2(b), 3(a)-(c), 4(a), 5(a)-(c), 6(b)
and 7(a). The Working Group noted the informal written version of the oral report supplied by
the UK for the information of the Group.

With regard to the UK presentation with regard to implementation of the Phase 2
recommendations, noted in particular the following:

With respect to Recommendation 1(a) [enhance awareness-raising], the UK indicated that
responsibility for the OECD Convention and for coordinating awareness-raising activities in
the UK passed from FCO to the Department for Business, Enterprise and Regulatory Reform
(BERR) in April 2008. Web pages and a guidance leaflet have been updated. A broad range of
Ministries have conducted or plan to conduct a substantial number of awareness-raising
activities. With regard to awareness-raising for judges, the UK indicated that judges are
professional lawyers and are expected to keep themselves up to date with developments and
changes in the law. The judiciary is being consulted as part of the ongoing Law Commission
review of bribery law.

With respect to Recommendation 2(a) [establish a clear obligation for civil servants to report
possible instances of bribery to the relevant authorities], the UK reiterated its view that the
words “should” and “must” in the context of the Civil Service Code are interchangeable. It
noted that draft legislation would provide a statutory basis for the Code for the first time.

Recommendation 2(b) [provision of protection to whistleblowers who reported directly to law
enforcement authorities], the UK indicated that the Government has discussed whistleblowing
and related issues with key anti-corruption units, including the SFO and the City of London
Police Overseas Anti Corruption Unit (OACU). These enforcement agencies can already have
a process to provide protection to people who have allegations of foreign bribery and wish to
be protected. The UK Government believes that further improvements should focus on
strengthening the existing system, by increasing awareness about corruption and the various
available types of protection.

With respect to Recommendation 3(b) [reporting obligations of auditors concerning possible

acts of foreign bribery], the UK provided further information about its money laundering
regulations and guidelines. New December 2007 regulations require additional scrutiny from

11
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accounting professionals with regard to possible money laundering including relating to
politically exposed persons (PEPs). The definition of PEPS includes foreign PEPs. Progress
has been made with regard to the expected future issuance of new or revised anti-money
laundering guidelines by the Auditing Practices Board and the Consultative Committee of
Accountancy Bodies although neither have been yet been finally approved by the Treasury.
The UK considers that the money laundering regulations in effect require auditors and similar
professionals to report suspicions of foreign bribery because foreign bribery (as a predicate
offence) will always result in the offence of money laundering in the UK. However, this is
limited to cases where the proceeds feature in accounts reviewed by a UK auditor.

e With respect to Recommendation 3(c) [time and resources for tax authorities to review tax
information with a view to detecting possible foreign bribery], the UK indicated that if a tax
inspector suspected irregular payments but accepted the explanations made, only for it to be
discovered subsequently that the case might warrant criminal investigation, then it would be
possible to re-open tax returns beyond the normal one year limit.

e With respect to Recommendation 4(a) [role of the Serious Fraud Office and attribution of
cases], the UK indicated that in March 2008 the SFO opened the Overseas Corruption Unit
(OCU). The OCU consisted of 12 permanent members of staff, a mix of lawyers, accountants
and financial investigators, who have been working on the BAE case. They have also assumed
responsibility for two new cases. A new Director of the SFO took office in April 2008 and was
engaged in a general review of the agency. The inter-agency Memorandum of Understanding
(MoU) was revised in January 2008 and that the SFO allocates cases to the appropriate body
for investigation in accordance with an agreed formula in the MoU (see also below).

e With respect to Recommendation 5(b) [Law Officer's consent for prosecution], the UK noted
that recent government-proposed constitutional reforms would transfer the power to consent to
a prosecution of for certain offences of corruption under existing law to the Director of the
Serious Fraud Office, the Director of Public Prosecutions (DPP) or the DPP for Northern
Ireland. The UK noted, however, that as part of its new law reform proposals relating to
bribery, the Law Commission provisionally proposed that the Attorney General’s consent
should be required for foreign bribery. The Government awaits the Law Commission’s final
report and draft Bill and will consider the views on the issue of consent carefully. The UK
stated that it should be possible for the Government’s position on whether the requirement for
the Attorney’s consent should be retained for the current bribery offences to be made clear
when the Constitutional Renewal Bill is formally introduced into Parliament, after pre-
legislative scrutiny is completed.

e With respect to Recommendation 6(b) [encourage the Overseas Territories to adopt necessary
legislation], the UK stated that the UK Overseas Territories (OTs) and Crown Dependencies
(CDs) are not constitutionally part of the United Kingdom, but are separate jurisdictions in
their own right, each with their own legal systems. The UK stated that while it is the policy of
the UK government to encourage the OTs and CDs to seek the extension by the UK of both the
OECD Anti-Bribery Convention and the UN Convention Against Corruption, the UK is in no
position to compel them to do so. Legal audits of certain OTs and CDs are underway or
expected to assess whether they meet the requirements for extension.

e With respect to Recommendations 5(c) and 7(a) [broaden liability of legal persons and consider
adopting additional administrative or civil sanctions for legal persons], the UK stated that it
considers that existing UK law meets the requirements of the Convention, but that it has noted
criticism of the effectiveness of its law by the Working Group and others. The Law

12
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Commission is considering the issue of criminal liability for legal persons as part of its law
reform programme and officials at BERR, acting on a Ministerial instruction, are reviewing
possible responses. Wider work is also underway on regulatory issues, including sanctions and
civil liability.

With respect to Recommendation 3(a) [fraudulent accounting offence], the UK did not report
any action, but stated that it considers that the UK complies with Article 8 of the Convention
through a variety of statutory provisions in the Companies Act 2006.

With respect to Recommendation 5(a) [amend the Code for Crown Prosecutors (CCP), Crown
Prosecution Service Guidance and other relevant documents to reflect Article 5], the UK
indicated that the CCP is a short document, which contains general principles rather than
detailed direction on the handling of specific offences. It considers that the much more detailed
online Crown Prosecution Service Guidance is the authoritative source of such direction. It was
updated in January 2008 and clarifies the need to consider Article 5 of the Convention.

With respect to the Recommendation in the Preamble [enact modern foreign bribery legislation
"at the earliest possible date"], the UK recalled that it amended its bribery law in 2001 (and
2003 for Scotland) in light of the Working Group’s 1999 Phase 1 review of the UK and noted
that the 2003 Phase 1bis report included a reference to the UK law now “addressing the
requirements set forth in the Convention”. The UK provided an overview of broader reform
efforts since 2000. Most recently, the Law Commission published a November 2007
consultation paper on a new bribery law and is expected to publish a final report and draft bill
in the autumn 2008. The UK noted that achieving this schedule was requiring prioritization of
their bribery work. The government intends to bring forward a draft bribery bill in the next
Parliamentary session for 2008/9 and envisages that the first stage would be pre-legislative
scrutiny by a Parliamentary Committee, as was done in 2003. A formal government bill would
be prepared subsequently.

Also heard the UK report on certain new case developments. With regard to the EFT case, the
UK explained that the new Director of the SFO had recently decided to withdraw the September
2007 request for consent to prosecute the foreign bribery offence. He felt that there was not a
sufficient likelihood of success on the merits to satisfy the CCP test for prosecution. The
principal difficulty related to establishing territorial jurisdiction which was necessary because the
facts pre-dated the entry into force of the 2001 legislation creating nationality jurisdiction.

Following the UK presentation, noted that in addition to the Phase 2 recommendations and Phase
2 bis issues, recent developments with regard to the EFT case, the Serious Fraud Office and
legislative proposals raised serious concerns and questions. It was noted that the scope of the
ongoing Phase 2 bis review of the UK (to be completed in October 2008) overlapped with some
of the issues regarding the Phase 2 recommendations as well as with the issues raised by recent
developments. The Group nonetheless considered that some immediate discussion of issues
falling within the scope of the Phase 2 bis review was appropriate at the June meeting, albeit on a
preliminary basis.

Heard a number of countries, including Canada, the United States and France, express surprise
that a lengthy investigation leading to a case team and Director of the SFO considering that it had
a case suitable for prosecution could be dropped based on views about the merits from outsiders
or newcomers with only a brief familiarity with the case. The Chair indicated that it would be
critical for the UK to provide the facts relating to territorial jurisdiction for analysis in October
2008. He noted that Commentary 25 clarifies that an extensive physical connection should not be
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required to establish territorial jurisdiction and that the UK has consistently indicated that it is
fully in compliance with this requirement. Other serious concerns were also expressed with
regard to the consent process in the EFT case. Issues included both the length of time taken for
consideration by the Attorney General and the conclusion of the process with a decision not by
the Attorney General but by a new Director deciding to withdraw the request for consent on the
basis of new legal advice obtained by the Attorney General. An SFO representative explained
that the matter was given careful consideration by the new Director in consultation with the case
team. She indicated that the prior Director did not have an opportunity to consider the new
outside advice obtained by the Attorney General because he had left the agency before the new
advice was received. After a detailed review of the file and consultations with outside counsel,
the new Director had determined that the case was too weak to justify prosecution; having made
that determination, he considered that it would be irresponsible to maintain the request to the AG
for consent.

e Heard the UK provide further information with regard to other developments at the SFO in
response to questions from the United States, France and other countries. It indicated that an SFO
request for ring-fenced funding for the OCU of approximately 2 million GBP (as recalled by the
SFO representative, subject to confirmation) had been denied by the Treasury. As a result,
foreign bribery cases would continue to be funded out of the general SFO budget. The amount to
be allocated out of the general budget was under consideration by the new Director, but had not
been decided. In response to a question from Canada about the future of the ACU in light of the
rejection of the funding request and the imminent departure from the SFO of the ACU’s senior
lawyer and other senior lawyers, the UK indicated that the future of the ACU was uncertain. The
new Director would need to decide, as part of his general review of the SFO, if a separate unit
was the best way to organise the work on foreign bribery. The UK noted that the new Director
has made clear that he is committed to addressing foreign bribery cases and that the issue is the
best way to do so. In response to questions about upheaval in the senior management at the SFO,
the UK confirmed that a number of senior management staff were leaving. A delegate from the
SFO noted that it is normal for staff to consider their options and consider leaving at a time of
“enormous corporate change”. She also expressed confidence in the existence of junior staff with
the ability and interest in taking on a more senior role.

e Heard a number of member countries, including the United States, the Netherlands and Germany,
raise serious concerns about the continuing delays in enacting bribery legislation and about
proposed new legislation relating to the role of the Attorney General in individual investigations
and prosecutions of foreign bribery. Of particular concern with regard to the latter were
provisions that were understood to preclude or limit judicial review of decisions to terminate (or
not to commence) investigations or prosecutions. The Chair indicated that he understood that the
proposals provided that a Ministerial certificate stating that national security was the reason for
discontinuance of a case would bind the court on judicial review. The UK indicated that it could
provide further information from London and noted that Parliament could inquire into the
Ministerial certificate. The Chair reiterated that the issue was not parliamentary oversight but the
effectiveness of judicial review in cases involving national security; this was a very serious issue.

e Heard a number of countries, including the Netherlands, the United States, and Germany raise
broader serious concerns about the overall status of UK implementation of the Convention. The
Netherlands underlined that the situation required urgent action because of the longstanding and
surprising failure to implement the Convention by the UK. The United States subsequently
indicated that it shared the very serious concerns expressed by the Netherlands about UK
implementation of the Convention, and both Germany and the United States expressed concerns
about the UK moving “backwards rather than forwards”.

14



DAF/INV/BR/M(2008)2/REV 1

Heard the Chair provide a summary of the discussion, noting that the concerns could be divided
into three groups: legislative issues; cases; and structures or institutions. Legislative issues
included bribery legislation, corporate liability and constitutional renewal. On bribery legislation,
he noted that the critical question was when legislation would be ready; it was unclear why 18
months were needed to prepare a Law Commission proposal before the government process
could even begin. There was a need for urgent action. On corporate liability, things were perhaps
even more uncertain because the UK was raising the question of whether anything needed to be
done. He noted that recent reports had made clear the importance that the Working Group
attaches to sufficient corporate liability. On constitutional renewal, the legislation was apparently
being fast-tracked pursuant to the agreement of the two major parties and he noted the Working
Group’s priority interest in whether the proposed legislation could limit judicial review.

The second major area was cases. The BAE case would be considered in October, but the
decision not to prosecute in the EFT case raised two issues: how territorial jurisdiction
requirements had been applied; and the issues relating to the change of position by the SFO with
regard to the viability of a prosecution and the process of AG consent. A nine-month delay in
responding to a request for consent before the case is returned to the SFO for it to be dropped by
a new Director raised questions about the professionalism of the entire process as well as
concerns about whether the applicable procedures leave too much room for possible political
influence.

The third area related to the structures and institutions. He noted that, as in similar situations in
other countries, the Working Group had put high hopes in the SFO. The Group had serious
concerns about the SFO at present. The future of the ACU is uncertain, there is no specific
budget for foreign bribery and statements to the media have indicated that the SFO is going to
take on new responsibilities in the area of ordinary domestic fraud. While this area of work may
be a valid one, it raises questions about whether the UK is really implementing the Convention or
was moving away from achieving effective implementation. These concerns were compounded
by the loss of senior management staff and the attendant institutional memory at the SFO.

Heard the Chair note that the Working Group has an ongoing practice, as exemplified recently
with regard to South Africa, the Slovak Republic and Slovenia, in which the management group
writes a letter in diplomatic terms to express the Group’s concerns. He raised the issue of whether
it would be appropriate to send such a letter prior to the October review of the Phase 2 bis report.
He emphasised that the UK was at a crossroads; the Working Group wanted to come out with a
positive outcome and the necessary conditions for such an outcome were clear. The Chair
subsequently clarified that the MG could consult with the lead examiners with regard to the letter
to ensure that it had the right tone. The United States supported the Chair’s proposal to send a
letter to the UK. It was seriously concerned that October could be too late for certain key issues.
There were reasons for real alarm. The letter could express the Working Group’s concerns about
what appear to be efforts to undermine the efforts by the SFO. In addition, the letter could
address the draft legislation being fast-tracked in Parliament and at least register concern prior to
October. It could also address the delays in adopting bribery legislation.

Heard Canada indicate that, like the United States, it supported the sending of a letter prior to
October based on concerns arising out of publicly-available information. It questioned whether
the constitutional reform bill should be addressed, noting that it might not be likely to be adopted
by October and could be addressed in the Phase 2 bis process by the lead examiners (Canada and
France). France indicated that it supported the Chair’s proposal for a letter prior to October. It
shared Canada’s concerns about the constitutional reform bill, indicating that more information
was necessary. Germany indicated that it also supported sending a letter. The Chair noted that it
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would be possible to ask a question about the impact of the proposed legislation on judicial
review, an approach accepted by Canada and France.

e Heard the UK indicate that the constitutional reform bill was undergoing pre-legislative scrutiny,
which usually took three to six months for significant bills. The UK Delegate stated that he
would be very surprised if a formal bill were to be presented to Parliament before the end of the
year, but noted that he could obtain confirmation from London. He indicated that he had no
information that the bill was being fast-tracked, but noted that fast-tracking is a matter for the
party whips.

e Decided, in light of the discussion, to request the management group and lead examiners to
prepare a letter to the UK to express the concerns about the lack of legislation in key areas, and to
raise questions about the three or four concerns about the SFO and obtain clarifications.
Questions about the constitutional renewal proposals could be raised at the end. The Chair noted
that it was essential to send the letter quickly, by the end of the following week, in light of the
upcoming visit to the UK by the OECD Secretary-General. In response to a question, the UK
provided preliminary information about the appropriate recipients of the letter.

6. Review of OECD Anti-Bribery Instruments (including presentation by Working Party No.
8 on progress to revise the 1996 Recommendation)

The Working Group:

Review of Instruments

e Noted the following two documents prepared by the Secretariat: 1. “Review of the OECD Anti-
Bribery Instruments: Summary of Responses to Consultation Paper” [DAF/INV/BR/WD(2008)8;
and 2. “Compilation of the Comments on the Consultation Paper” [DAF/INV/BR/WD(2008)10].

e Heard the Chair explain that the Management Group would like the Working Group to make best
efforts to complete the review of the instruments by March 2009, as was planned initially. To
meet this goal, the text of any revisions will need to be reviewed several times. In addition, it
might be necessary to obtain further advice from outside experts, such as the accounting and
auditing profession, as well as regulators to verify the advice. Greece also pointed out the need to
consult with other parts of the OECD.

e Heard Canada, the United Kingdom, New Zealand and the Czech Republic comment on the risks
of extending the scope of the Convention to cover private to private bribery, and the positive
feedback from some participants in the consultation process on the merits of maintaining the
focus of the Convention on the bribery of foreign public officials. New Zealand stated that the
priority should be addressing areas of uneven interpretation of the Convention before extending
its scope.

e Noted the point by the United Kingdom, New Zealand and France that the Group already has
operational instruments, and that the consultation process has mainly raised the need for
clarifications in certain areas. France stated that the work should focus on soft law approaches.
Also heard the comment of the United States that the preferable approach is to update the 1997
Revised Recommendation.

e Heard the United Kingdom comment that a persistent point of Transparency International is the
need to use the Commentaries to clarify many of the issues raised in the Consultation Paper.
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Heard Germany raise the possibility of using soft law approaches other than the Commentaries or
1997 Revised Recommendation. Also heard Norway comment that it is too early to preclude any
particular approach.

Agreed that the Secretariat would produce a table and send it to delegations by the end of July
2008. The table would summarise the cross-cutting challenges in the Consultation Paper,
including the comments obtained through the consultation process, and list issues that these
challenges raise. It would also enable delegations to prioritise the issues, and indicate proposed
actions (e.g. revisions to the Commentaries or 1997 Revised Recommendation). The deadline for
responding to the table would be mid-September, after which the Secretariat would prepare
“rough text” proposals for revisions for the October 2008 meeting.

Also agreed on the following timetable: 1. October 2008: Discuss priorities and begin working on
“rough text” proposals for revisions; 2. December 2008: Work on text of proposed revisions; 3.
March 2009: Finalise proposed revisions.

Presentation by Working Party No. 8 on Progress to Revise the 1996 Recommendation

Noted a document prepared by the International Co-operation Unit, Centre for Tax Policy and
Administration, entitled ‘“Presentation on Progress made in Working Party 8 of the CFA to revise
the 1996 Council Recommendation”.

Heard the presentation by the Head of the International Co-operation Unit of the Centre for Tax
Policy and Administration, which highlighted the work of Working Party 8 on revising the 1996
Recommendation of the Council on the Tax Deductibility of Bribes to Foreign Public Officials.

Noted the timeframe for preparing the draft revisions by Working Party 8, which terminates with
the submission of the draft revisions to the Working Group on Bribery in February 2009.

Heard Argentina question how revisions to the 1996 Recommendation would apply to non-
OECD members, and the Chair’s response that this would have to be reviewed by the Legal
Directorate.

Noted the Chair’s comment that it is necessary that the two parts of the Secretariat co-ordinate
closely on the drafting of the revisions.

Methodology for the oral Follow-up reports to the written Phase 2 Follow-up Reports

Noted the document prepared by the Secretariat [DAF/INV/BR(2008)17] outlining options for
reaching conclusions at the outcome of oral follow-up reports to written Phase 2 follow-up
reports.

In relation to the section of the document providing background on the issue, heard France
indicate that paragraph 9 of the document is misleading in that it suggests a lack of will and a

deliberate choice by France not to follow one of the Group’s recommendations.

In relation to the way forward, heard one Member express preference for option A, while others
expressed preference for option B.
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Requested the Secretariat to draft a new proposal that would draw on features of both option A
and B, and to submit it for final approval prior to the end of the June meeting.

Adopted the following revised proposal by the Secretariat:

METHODOLOGY FOR THE ORAL FOLLOW-UP REPORTS TO THE WRITTEN PHASE 2
FOLLOW-UP REPORTS

8.

Assessment of implementation, remarks on action or absence of action, and concerns
in case of clear shortcoming

e The Group continues to have a flexible approach. The Working Group does not
seek to assess the level of implementation of every recommendation reported
upon in the context of an oral follow-up to a written report, bearing in mind that
outstanding recommendations will be dealt with the Post Phase 2 reviews.
However, as a matter of consistency with prior reviews, the implementation of
key outstanding recommendations will be systematically assessed by the
Working Group and conclusions whenever possible will be drawn. If the
Working Group identifies a clear shortcoming in the implementation of a key
recommendation (what constitutes a key recommendation is for the Working
Group to decide on a case by case basis), it will express concerns.

Other aspects of the Procedure

e At the outcome of the oral follow-up to the written report, the Working Group
can decide to request further follow-up reporting on some or all outstanding
Phase 2 recommendations (oral report, written report, or reporting in the context
of the Tour de Table) as necessary. However, additional follow-ups can be
unnecessary in cases where a reporting country is due to undergo a Post-Phase 2
evaluation within one or two years.

e In line with Paragraph VII.C of the Revised Guidelines for Phase 2 Reviews, if
in the course of the follow-up process continued non-compliance with Phase 2
recommendations amounts to a critical lack of implementation, the Working
Group considers the possibility of conducting a Phase 2bis Review. However, a
Phase 2bis Review can be unnecessary in cases where a reporting country is due
to undergo a Post-Phase 2 evaluation within one or two years.

e Remarks, assessments and decisions made by the Group are included in the
summary record of the meeting.

Global relations activities/recent or upcoming International Anti-Corruption Initiatives,

including China

The Working Group:

Noted Room Document No. 3 entitled “Summary: Mission to China by OECD Secretariat
regarding OECD Anti-Bribery Convention”, which summarises the visit to China by the
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Secretariat from 21-23 May 2008, and includes conclusions and proposals for further co-
operation with China.

Heard the Secretariat explain that the Report on the mission is very detailed, due to the quantity
of information obtained about the Chinese system and legislation for countering corruption in
business transactions.

Heard the Secretariat’s impressions about the visit, including that the Chinese authorities seem
clearly interested in discussing the bribery of foreign public officials with the Working Group.
Although establishing a criminal offence may not be a priority, China has put in place certain
preventative measures, such as company inspections, and internal control standards for foreign
projects. It has also taken strong measures for countering domestic bribery, including a
sophisticated anti-corruption campaign.

Heard the Secretariat explain that China is interested in holding a technical seminar on the
Convention with participation of the Working Group on Bribery, but that China prefers to hold it
in Paris in 2009. The Secretariat commented that the impact of such a seminar would be lessened
if it were held in Paris rather than Beijing, since it would not be possible to reach out to all the
relevant ministries.

Also heard the Secretariat explain that the Chinese authorities have informally agreed to attend
the December 2008 Plenary as an observer.

Noted the Secretariat’s comment that it seeks input from the Working Group before sending a
follow-up letter to the Chinese authorities.

Noted the comments by the Director, Legal Directorate, that participation by China in Working
Group activities might be limited for the time being due to political factors —i.e. dialogue between
China and the OECD concerning Chinese Taipei.

Heard the Chair state that it would be helpful for China to attend the December 2008 Plenary, and
that the technical seminar should be held in China. Also noted the Chair’s request that delegates
inform the Working Group if they have special relationships with China.

Reports by International Organisations

The Working Group:

Heard the Secretariat of the Group of States Against Corruption (GRECO) present its work over
the past year. GRECO has evaluated 8 countries in its third round of evaluations; all are Working
Group members. These evaluations focus on two topics: transparency of funding of political
parties and election campaigns, and the Criminal Law Convention on Corruption.

GRECO has seen wide variation in the level of regulation of funding of political parties and
election campaigns. For example, the UK has very detailed regulations, while the Netherlands
and Luxembourg have very little. A universal problem is the fact that the people who are
deciding on these regulations are the same individuals who will be subject to them. GRECO
hopes that its recommendations will provide an impetus for action in this area.

GRECO is investigating how the Criminal Law Convention on Corruption has been transposed in
countries’ domestic legislation. Specific topics include bribery of: domestic officials, domestic
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10.

and foreign jurors, and foreign public officials. In this capacity, GRECO looks closely at OECD
reports, which are helpful in clarifying issues and identifying areas for follow-up. Some overlap
in recommendations has been necessary.

GRECO has also been conducting first and second round evaluations for countries which recently
joined; this includes the eagerly anticipated report on Russia, which will be discussed at the
October plenary.

Heard the Chair state that the Criminal Law Convention on Corruption provides important
standards that underlie the OECD Anti-Bribery Convention. The consequences can be
significant. He also said that the OECD and GRECO secretariats have been asked to collaborate
more closely to make the multiple evaluations less burdensome for countries.

Heard the GRECO secretariat respond that joint OECD-GRECO evaluations are too difficult for
countries; additionally, the organisations take slightly different approaches. GRECO gives its
members the options to reschedule its evaluations if the timing is not convenient due to a recent
OECD evaluation, or for other reasons.

Preparations for the 2009-2010 Programme of Work and Budget

The Working Group:

Heard the Secretariat present a revised document detailing the Working Group on Bribery
Programme of Work and Budget for 2009-2010. The original document was presented at the
March 2008 Working Group meeting, and was amended to include detailed tables on resources
for each activity and to prioritise activities. Monitoring remains the top priority, including the
implementation of the Phase 3 monitoring process beginning in 2009. Per the Working Group,
the initial Phase 3 cycle will take four years, requiring a large number of reviews each year (eight
to ten), once the monitoring mechanism has been approved in 2009. The Secretariat has also
requested an increase in resources after a cut of EUR 140 000 in 2008 to help handle the large
number of evaluations.

Received instruction from the Chair to specifically review the tables in the revised document.

Heard France support the Secretariat’s request for a budget increase, and state that the Working
Group’s work should be a top priority of the OECD.

Heard Greece echo France’s support, and support increased funding for enhanced engagement
with countries in Asia, particularly China.

Heard Belgium question why no funding was included for the joint initiative with the African
Development Bank for anti-corruption programmes in Africa; Belgium gave a voluntary
contribution to support this work.

Heard Canada question why prosecutors meetings are included in the programme of work, and
why these meetings are linked with the Tour de Table; the Working Group has not agreed on
whether these meetings should occur, and if they should be linked to the Tour de Table.

Heard Ireland support a budget increase, and ask for more funding to allow increased work with
China and Indonesia.
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Heard Germany request that all references to prosecutors meetings clarify that they are to be
voluntary, and state that the Working Group has not decided how such meetings should be
financed. The Delegate also asked why the statistics project is included, as the Working Group
has not agreed to this work.

Heard France agree that no formal decision has been made as to prosecutors meetings, and ask
the Secretariat to prepare a document for discussion at the October plenary meeting that will
address: the principle of a prosecutors meeting, issues to discuss at such a meeting, if Working
Group Delegates can attend, if attendance will be voluntary or mandatory, how often prosecutors
will meet, and how such meetings will be financed. He also asked that a distinction be made in
the budget between the Tour de Table and the prosecutors meetings.

Heard Argentina question the association of the prosecutors meeting and the Tour de Table, and
ask why it is included in the PWB if the Working Group has not approved it. He also asked why,
if budgetary problems arise, work with prosecutors will be reduced and not eliminated. He
questioned why work on statistics is included in the programme of work, and he asked for
clarification on the Working Group’s possible role in providing technical assistance for
implementation of the UNCAC.

Heard the Netherlands state that the OECD’s main goal is to ensure the proper functioning of
market economies, and that from this angle regular, voluntary prosecutors meetings are
important. He also supported the Greek call for increased funding for outreach to both Asia and
the MENA region; companies in state parties are increasingly competing with companies in these
countries and more efforts to fight bribery there are needed to ensure fair and honest competition.

Heard Japan support increased focus on outreach to Asia and increased funding for the OECD-
ADB Anti-Corruption Initiative for Asia and the Pacific.

Heard Canada ask that the Tour de Table be de-coupled from the prosecutors meetings, allowing
the Secretariat to complete the PWB process in a timely manner. However, these issues must be
discussed at a later date.

Heard the Secretariat state that costs for the prosecutors meetings — for the Secretariat to prepare
the agenda, documents, etc. — are very low, but must be included in the budget for the sake of
transparency. The costs are less than EUR 10 000. The discussion on the statistics project is not
over; it has not been on the agenda for the most recent meetings, but it has been suspended not
buried. Regarding outreach efforts, the budget tables do not include voluntary contributions,
which make up the bulk of funding for these efforts. The question remains whether they lead to
enhanced high-level dialogue. The Working Group approved a message to the second Conference
of State Parties to UNCAC offering technical assistance measures for drafting and reviewing
legislation on combating the bribery of foreign public officials. Finally, as to the initiative in
Africa, Belgium did provide a voluntary contribution for this work, which is moving forward
through ongoing contact between OECD and the African Development Bank.

Heard the Chair state that discussions on this document are not the right context to decide about
prosecutors meetings. He asked Delegates to think about these meetings (should the OECD hold
them, or the private sector or civil society?) and come to the October plenary ready for an
informed discussion. He stated that he still hopes to create a Tour de Table process that is better,
more challenging and more interesting.
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11.

Examination of Israel’s request to accede to the Convention on Combating Bribery of

Foreign Public Officials in International Business Transactions

The Working Group:

13.

Noted documents DAF/INV/BR(2008)18 (report by Secretariat) and DAF/INV/BR(2008)9
(Israel’s answers to the accession questionnaire), and heard the Secretariat provide an overview
of its report on Israel’s request to accede to the Convention.

Noted that the revised criteria for accession to the OECD Anti-Bribery Convention (C(2004)1, as
amended and approved by Council and the Executive Committee in C(2004)1/CORR1 and
C/M(2004)2/PROV) are not clear as to whether a candidate country should be willing to enact an
offence of foreign bribery, or whether its law should already have such an offence in force.
Further noted its prior practice in making positive recommendations for invitations to accede to
the Convention in the case of three countries, which all had legislation in place criminalising the
bribery of a foreign public official.

Heard Sweden’s recollection that the WGB has been called on to apply a high standard to OECD
accession candidate countries, and that the WGB should therefore postpone its consideration of
Israel’s request until its Penal Code has been amended to include the foreign bribery offence.
Heard Greece and the United States support this view.

Heard Sweden and Greece note that the answers provided by Israeli authorities to the accession
questionnaire left some issues unresolved.

Agreed that the revised criteria for accession to the OECD Anti-Bribery Convention should be
interpreted to mean that a candidate for accession to the Convention should already have an
offence of bribery of a foreign public official in force before the Working Group considers its
candidature.

Agreed to postpone consideration of Israel’s request to accede to the Convention to its plenary
meeting in October 2008, and to have the Secretariat send Israel a list of supplementary questions
to be answered and analysed by the time of its plenary in October.

Heard the Legal Director advise that he would report these decisions to the Secretary-General and
Deputy Secretary-General and, as to the decision on the interpretation of the revised criteria, that
he would report this to the Russian Federation as this would impact upon its OECD accession
process.

Any other business

The Working Group:

Heard the Secretariat state that the Programme of Work and Budget document presented during
the plenary (DAF/INV/BR(2008)2/REV1) will be revised based on the discussion and the
Working Group’s input. The revised document will be circulated for approval via written
procedure.

Heard a Delegate from France (M. Frangois Legué) announce that this is his last Working Group

on Bribery meeting. He is being transferred to a new position. He thanked the interpreters for
their efforts, and wished the Working Group the best for its continued work.
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Assistant
Embassy of Argentina in France,
OECD Section

Argentina/Argentine Mrs. Maria del Carmen SEOANE DE
CHIODI
Ministry of Foreign Affairs,
International Trade and Worship
Department in charge of Mutual Legal
Assistance, Extradition and
Consultations

Argentina/Argentine Mr. NESTOR SOSA
Deputy Director General for Internal
Audit
Federal Administration of Public
Revenue (AFIP)

Argentina/Argentine Mr. Santiago VASQUEZ
MONTENEGRO
Conseiller
Embassy of Argentina
Paris
France
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Tel: +54 11 4124 3828
Email: afolica@agn.gov.ar



Australia/Australie

Australia/Australie

Australia/Australie

Australia/Australie

Australia/Australie

Australia/Australie

Ms. Sheridan EVANS

Australian Federal Attorney General's
Department

Robert Garran Offices, National
Circuit

Barton ACT, 2600

Australia

Mr. Craig RIVIERE

Director (Policy)

Strategic Policy Coordination Branch
Funding and Assets of Crime Section,
Attorney-General's Department
Robert Garran Offices

National Circuit

2600 BARTON

Australia

Ms. Deslie BILLICH

Cth Attorney Generals Dept
Criminal Justice Division
Robert Garran Offices
National Circuit

2600 BARTON

Australia

Mr. Gerry ANTIOCH

Minister Counsellor Economic
Permanent Delegation

4 rue Jean Rey

75724 Paris cedex 15

Mr. Ray JOHNSON

Commander, Manager Special
Operations, Economic and Special
Operations

Australian Federal Police
Canberra

Mrs. Karen TWIGG
Commonwealth Director of Public
Prosecutions
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Tel: 612 6250 6277
Fax: 612 6250 5918
Email:sheridan.evans@ag.gov.au

Tel: +612 6250 6036
Fax: +612 6273 0913
Email: craig.riviere@ag.gov.au

Tel: +612 6250 5309
Fax: +612 6273 0913
Email: deslie.billich@ag.gov.au

Tel: +33 1405933 73
Fax: +33 1 40 59 33 94
Email: gantioch@treasury.gov.au

Tel: +61 438015109
Email: ray.johnson@afp.gov.au

Tel: +61 432236941
Email: karen.twigg@cdpp.gov.au
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Austria/Autriche

Belgium/Belgique

Belgium/Belgique

Brazil/Brésil

Brazil/Brésil

Brazil/Brésil

Ms. Silvia THALLER

Judge

Directorate for Penal Legislation
Federal Ministry of Justice
Museumstrasse 7

1070 Vienna

Austria

M. Patrick DE WOLF

Coordinateur principal adjoint

Réseau d'expertise ECOFINFISC du
College des Procureurs généraux
Ministére de la Justice

Palais de Justice,

Place Poelaert

1000 Bruxelles

Belgium

Mr. Frederik DECRUYENAERE
Conseiller Adjoint

Justice

SPF Justice

Waterloolaan 115

1000 Bruxelles

Belgium

Mr. Antonio Carlos ANTUNES
SANTOS

OECD Liaison Office
Ambassade du Brésil en France
34, Cours Albert 1er

75008 Paris

France

Ms. Tatiana BARBOSA
General-Coordination for Combating
Transnational Crime, Ministry of
Exernal Relations

Ms. Izabela MOREIRA CORREA
Directorate for Corruption Prevention,
Office of the Federal Controller-
General
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Tel: +43/1/52152-2153
Fax: +43/1/52152-2753
Email: silvia.thaller@bmj.gv.at

Tel: +32 2 508 66 23

Fax: +32 2 519 85 71
Email:
patrick.dewolf@just.fgov.be

Tel: +32 2 542 67 87

Email:
frederik.decruyenaere@just.fgov.
be

Tel: + (33-1) 456163 13
Fax: + (33-1) 42 89 03 45
Email: aantunes@bresil.org



Brazil/Brésil

Bulgaria/Bulgarie

Canada/Canada

Canada/Canada

Canada/Canada

Mr. Milton Nunes TOLEDO JUNIOR
Legal Expert

International Department

Office of the Attorney General of the
Union

SIG, Quadra 6, lote 800 - 2° andar
70610-460 Brasilia

Brazil

Ms. Milena PETKOVA
International Co-operation &
European Affairs

Ministry of Justice

1 Slavianska Street

Sofia

Bulgaria

Ms. Lisette LAFONTAINE
Senior Counsel

Justice Canada

Department of Justice

284, rue Wellington - Room 5069
K1A OH8, Ottawa

Canada

Mr. Stephen DOUST

Legal Officer

Criminal, Security and Treaty Division
Department of Foreign Affairs and
International Trade

125 Sussex Drive

Ottawa, Ontario K1A 0G2

Canada

Mr. Sébastien BEAULIEU

First Secretary - GOV, EDU, ELSA,
DAF (Inv & Comp)

Permanent Delegation

15,bis rue de Franqueville

75016 Paris

France
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Tel: +55 61 4009-4632
Fax: +55 61 3344-0632
Email: milton.toledo@agu.gov.br

Tel: +359 2 9237 448
Email:
m.petkova@justice.government.b

g

Tel: +1 613 957 4737

Fax: +1 613 941 9310

Email:
lisette.lafontaine@justice.gc.ca

Tel: +1 613 995 7142

Fax: +1 613 944 0870

Email:
Stephen.doust@international.gc.c
a

Tel: +33 144 4320 10

Fax: +33 0144 43 20 99

Email:
sebastien.beaulieu@international
.gc.ca
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Chile/Chili

Chile/Chili

Chile/Chili

Chile/Chili

Czech Republic/République
Tchéque

Czech Republic/République
Tchéque

Mr. Manuel BRITO

Legal Adviser

Legal

Ministry of Finance

Teatinos 120, Piso 5, Ala Sur
Agustinas 1442, Torre A, oficina 401
834-0487 Santiago

Chile

Mr. Hernan FERNANDEZ

Under Director of the Specialized Unit
of Civil Servants, Crimes and Public
Probity

Public Prosecutor of the Public
Ministry

General Mackenna 1369, piso 3°
Santiago

Chile

Yélica LUSIC

Lawyer

Public Prosecutor's Office
Anti-Corruption Specialised Unit

Mrs. Alejandra QUEZADA

Public International Law Specialist
Legal Division

Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Teatinos 180, Piso 16°

Santiago

Chile

Ms. Hana HEIDLEROVA
Economic and Financial Counsellor
Permanent Delegation

40, rue Boulainvilliers

75016 Paris

France

Mr. Tomas HUDECEK
Legal Expert
International Department
Ministry of Justice
Vysehradska 16

12810 Prague 2

Czech Republic
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Tel: +56 2 473 2069
Fax: +56 2 687 3323
Email: mbrito@hacienda.gov.cl

Tel: +56 2 6909 165
Email:
hrfernandez@minpublico.cl

Tel: +56 2 6794 245
Email: aquezadaa@minrel.gov.cl

Tel: +33 1 46 47 29 53
Fax: +33 1 45 20 35 54
Email: hana_heidlerova@mzv.cz

Tel: + 420 221997932
Fax: + 420 221997945
Email: thudecek@msp.justice.cz



Denmark/Danemark

Denmark/Danemark

Estonia/Estonie

Estonia/Estonie

Estonia/Estonie

Estonia/Estonie

Louise CHRISTOPHERSEN

Head of Section

Ministry of Justice

Law Department; Slotsholmsgade 10
1216 Copenhagen

Denmark

M. Flemming DENKER
Deputy State Prosecutor
State Prosecutor for Serious
Economic Crime
Bryggervangen 55, 3.

2100 Copenhagen @
Denmark

Mr. Tanel KALMET

Head of Delegation

Advisor, Penal Law and Procedure
Division, Criminal Policy Department,
Ministry of Justice

Tonismagi 5a, 15191, Tallinn
Estonia

Ms. Heili SEPP

Head, Penal Law and Procedure
Division, Criminal Policy Department,
Ministry of Justice

Tonismagi 5a, 15191, Tallinn
Estonia

Mrs. Mari-Liis SOOT

Head, Criminal Statistics and Analysis
Division, Criminal Policy Department,
Ministry of Justice

Tonismagi 5a, 15191, Tallinn

Estonia

Ms. Kairi SAAR

Kairi Saar

Director, International Co-operation
Division, External Economic and
Development Cooperation
Department, Ministry of Foreign
Affairs

Islandi valjak 1, 15049, Tallinn
Estonia
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Tel: +45(72) 268 771
Fax: +45(33) 933 510
Email: Ich@jm.dk

Tel: + 45 33 14 88 88
Fax: + 45334301 19
Email: FCD001@politi.dk

Tel: +372 6208 243
Fax: +372 6208 109
Email: tanel.kalmet@)just.ee

Tel: +372 6208 220
Fax: +372 6208 109
Email: heili.sepp@just.ee

Tel: +372 6208 223
Fax: +372 6208 109
Email: mari-liis.soot@just.ee

Tel: +372 6377 241
Fax: +372 6377 288
Email: kairi.saar@mfa.ee
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Estonia/Estonie

Finland/Finlande

Finland/Finlande

France/France

France/France

Ms. Marika TAAL

Chief Specialist, Enterpreneurship
Division, Financial Policy Department,
Ministry of Finance
Suur-Ameerika 1,
Estonia

Mr. Matti JOUTSEN
Director

International Affairs Unit
Ministry of Justice

P.0. BOX 25

00023 GOVERNMENT
Finland

Mr. Jukka RAPPE

State Prosecutor

The Office of the Prosecutor General
of Finland

P.O. Box 333

00181 Helsinki

Finland

Mme Elisabeth LANGELLA
Adjointe au Chef de secteur OCDE
Secrétariat Général des Affaires
Européennes (SGAE)

2, boulevard Diderot

75572 Paris Cedex 12

France

Mrs. Soléene DUBOIS
Magistrat

DACG

Ministére de la Justice
Economique et financier
13, place Venddéme
75042 Paris Cedex 01
France
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15006, Tallinn

Tel: +372 6113 627
Fax: +372 6966 810
Email: marika.taal@fin.ee

Tel: + 358 9 1606 7627
Fax: + 358 9 1606 7949
Email: matti.joutsen@om.fi

Tel: +358 50 543 1182
Fax: +358 10 36 20888
Email: jukka.rappe@oikeus.fi

Tel: +33 (0)1 44 87 12 03

Fax: +33 (0)1 44 87 10 99
Email:
elisabeth.langella@sgae.gouv.fr

Tel: +1 44 77 62 85

Fax: +1 44 77 63 27

Email:
Solene.Dubois@justice.gouv.fr



France/France

France/France

France/France

France/France

Germany/Allemagne

M. Frangois LEGUE

Sous-direction des Affaires
financiéres internationales

Direction des affaires économiques et
financieres

Ministere des affaires étrangéres et
européennes

37 quai d'Orsay

75007 Paris

France

Mr. Serge MAUREL

Conseiller

Service central de la prévention et de
la corruption

Ministére de la Justice

13, place Vendbme

75042 Paris Cedex 01

France

Mille. Inés SEKOL
Stagiaire

Ministere de la Justice
13, place Vendbme
75042 Paris Cedex 01
France

M. Guillaume VANDERHEYDEN
Adjoint au Chef du Bureau

Bureau Systéme financier
international et Préparation des
Sommets (Multifin4)

Ministére de I'Economie, de I'Industrie
et de 'Emploi

139, Rue de Bercy - Cedex 12,

75572 Paris

France

Mr. Marcus ROGGE

Federal Ministry of Justice (BMJ)
Mohrenstr. 37

10117 Berlin

Germany
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Tel: +33 14317 45 21

Fax: +33 143 17 44 14

Email:
francois.legue@diplomatie.gouv.f
r

Tel: +33 1 43 19 81 81

Email:
melconseiller5.scpc@justice.gouv
fr

Tel: +1 43 19 81 67
Email: scpc@justice.gouv.fr

Tel: +33 144 87 70 84

Fax: +33 144 87 74 59

Email:
guillaume.vanderheyden@dgtpe.f
r

Tel: +49-3018-580-9259
Email: rogge-ma@bmj.bund.de
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Germany/Allemagne

Greece/Greéce

Greece/Grece

Hungary/Hongrie

Ireland/Irlande

Ireland/Irlande

Dr. Anke RALOFF

Legal Division

Federal Ministry of Economics and
Technology (BMWi)
Scharnhorststr. 34-37

10115 Berlin

Germany

Ms. Dimitra KOULOURI
Second Secretary
Permanent Delegation
15, Villa Said

75016 Paris

France

Professor Maria GAVOUNELI
Advisor, Vice Chairperson OECD
Working Group on Bribery in
International Business Transactions
Ministry of Justice

Messogion 96

115 27 Athens

Greece

Mr. Sandor SIMON

Deputy Permanent Representative
Permanent Delegation

140, avenue Victor Hugo

75116 Paris

France

Mr. Gerry HAYES
Equality and Law Reform
Department of Justice
Ireland

Mr. Barry MCGREAL
Department of Justice, Equality and
Law Reform
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Tel: +49-3018-615-6144
Fax: +49-3018-615-506144
Email: anke.raloff@bmwi.bund.de

Tel: +33 1 4502 24 01
Email: d.koulouri@greece-
oecd.org

Tel: + 30210 7767 310
Fax: + 30 210 7780 404
Email: mgavoun@law.uoa.gr

Tel: +33 1 53 65 65 00
Fax: +33 1 47 55 80 60
Email: ssimon@kum.hu

Tel: +353 1 60 28 330
Email: gahayes@justice.ie

Tel: +353 1 602 8723
Email: bjmcgreal@justice.ie



Italy/Italie

Italy/Italie

Italy/ltalie

Italy/ltalie

Italy/Italie

Italy/ltalie

Italy/ltalie

Mr. Silvio BONFIGLI

Deputy Commissionner for bribery
prevention

Piazza S. Lorenzo in Lucina, 4
00187 Roma

Mr. Fabrizio GANDINI
Magistrate

Dipartimento per gli Affari di Giustizia-

DG Giustizia Penale
MINISTRY OF JUSTICE

Uff. I° - Affari Internazionali e Grazie

Via Arenula, 70
00186 ROME

Mme Maria Rosaria MARINO
Magistrate

Ministry of Justice

Via Arenula, 70

00186 Rome

Italy

M. Benedetto LIPARI
Tenente Colonnello
GUARDIA DI FINANZA
Viale XXI Aprile 55
00162 Roma

Alessandro NAPOLITANO
Director

Legal and Compliance Division
SACE

Piazza Poli, 37/42

00187 Rome

Mr. Marcello FONDI
First Counsellor
Permanent Delegation
50, rue de Varenne
75007 Paris

France

Mr. Andrea PALANDRI
Attaché for Financial Affairs
Permanent Delegation

50 rue de Varenne

75007 Paris

France
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Tel: +39.06.6779.7874
Fax: +39.06.6779.7840
Email: s.bonfigli@governo.it

Tel: +39.06.6885.2130

Fax: +39.06.6889.7359
Email:
fabrizio.gandini@giustizia.it

Tel: +39 06 6885 3317
Email: marinoma2005@libero.it

Tel: 3906 4422 3020
Email: Lipari.Benedetto@gdf.it

Tel: +39 06 6736260
Fax: +39 06 6799.4712
Email: a.napolitano@sace.it

Tel: +33 1 44 39 21 50
Fax: +33 14222 09 90
Email: marcello.fondi@esteri.it

Tel: +33 1 44 39 21 61

Fax: +33 1 42 84 08 59
Email:
andrea.palandri.est@esteri.it
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Italy/Italie

Japan/Japon

Japan/Japon

Japan/Japon

Japan/Japon

Japan/Japon

Ms. Roberta DI NICOLANTONIO
Stagiaire

Permanent Delegation of Italy to the

O.E.C.D.
50 rue de Varenne
75007 Paris

Mr. Norio EHARA

Principal Deputy Director

OECD Division, Economic Affairs
Bureau

Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Japan

Ms. Keiko MIZOGUCHI

Official

OECD Division, Economic Affairs
Bureau

Ministry of Foreign Affairs

2-2-1 Kasumigaseki

Chiyoda-ku

100-8919 Tokyo

Japan

Professor Takeyoshi IMAI
Hosei University Law School

Ms. Satoko IKEDA
Attorney

International Affairs Division
Criminal Affairs Bureau
Ministry of Justice

1-1-1 Kasumigaseki
100-8977 Chiyoda-ku
Japan

Mr. Tatsufumi KOYAMA
Official

International Affairs Division, Criminal

Affairs Bureau
Ministry of Justice
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Tel: +33.1.4439.4012
Email: stagista2.ocse@esteri.it

Tel: +81(3) 5501-8348
Fax: +81(3) 5501-8347
Email: norio.ehara@mofa.go.jp

Tel: +81(3) 5501-8000 (ext. 2543)
Fax: +81(3) 5501-8347

Email: keiko.mizoguchi-
2@mofa.go.jp

Tel: +81(3) 3592-7049
Fax: +81(3) 3592-7063
Email: ikeda_satoko@msn.com



Japan/Japon

Korea/Corée

Korea/Corée

Korea/Corée

Korea/Corée

Korea/Corée

Mrs. Masayo YAMANASHI-TADA
First Secretary

Permanent Delegation

11, Avenue Hoche

75008 Paris

France

Mr. Hyunsoo YUN

First Secretary

DAC

Permanent Delegation

4 Place de la Porte de Passy
75016 Paris

France

Miss Yoo-Jung AHN
Trainee

Ms. Soojin JANG
Trainee

Permanent Delegation of Korea to the

OECD

4 Place de la Porte de Passy
75016 Paris

France

Mr. Jong-Min KIM

Conseiller aux affaires juridiques,
Procureur

Permanent Delegation

125, rue de Grenelle

75007 Paris

France

Mr. Sungryong PARK
Trainee

Permanente Delegation of korea to

the OECD
4plac
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Tel: +33 153 76 61 31
Fax: +33 14563 05 44
Email: tada@deljp-ocde.fr

Tel: +33 144 052074
Fax: +33 1 5628 1771
Email: hsyun97@mofat.go.kr

Email: potatojang@gmail.com

Tel: + 33 (1) 47 53 69 76
Email: magist418@spo.go.kr
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Korea/Corée Miss So-yeong YOON Tel: +82-2-2126-0184
International Cooperation Team Fax: +82-2-2126-0189
Korea Independent Commission Email: yoonsoy@kicac.go.kr

Against Corruption

Hyundai Bldg 6F. 140-2 Gye-dong,
Jongno-gu

Seoul

Korea

Luxembourg/Luxembourg M. Laurent THYES Tel: +352 2478 8529
Attaché d'administration Fax: +352 26684861
Direction des affaires pénales et Email: laurent.thyes@mj.etat.lu
judiciaires
Ministére de la Justice
13, rue Erasme
Batiment Pierre Werner
L-1468 Luxembourg

Mexico/Mexique Mr. Marcos GONZALEZ TEJEDA Tel: +52 (55) 20003002
Head of the Governmental Audit Unit  Email:
Under-Secretariat of Control and mgonzalezt@funcionpublica.gob.
Public Management Auditing mx

Ministry of Public Administration
Insurgentes Sur 1735

Col. Guadalupe Inn, Del. Alvaro
Obregdn

01020 Mexico City

Mexico

Mexico/Mexique Mr. José ORTUZAR CARCOVA Tel: +52 55 36 88 27 11
Chief Administrator for Foreign Trade  Fax: +52 55 58 02 05 66
Management Office of Federal Fiscal Email: jose.ortuzar@sat.gob.mx
Audit
Tax Administration Service
Av. Hidalgo 77
Col. Guerrero, Del. Cuahtémoc
06300 Mexico City
Mexico

36



Mexico/Mexique

Mexico/Mexique

Mexico/Mexique

Mexico/Mexique

Mexico/Mexique

Mrs. Xochitl LARA BECERRA
Deputy Administrator for the
Assessment of Systems and A1
Processes

Assessment Management

Tax Administration Service
Calz. de la Virgen 2799

Col. CTM, Del. Coyoacan
04489 Mexico City

Mexico

Ms. Laura GARCIA ALCALDE
Agent

Directorate-General for Extradition
and Legal Assistance

Federal Attorney-General's Office
Legal and International Affairs

Av. Paseo de la Reforma 211-213
Col. Cuauhtémoc, Del. Cuauhtémoc
06500 Mexico City

Mexico

Ms. Mireya DOMINGUEZ
Third Secretary
Permanent Delegation

8, rue de Berri

75008 Paris

France

M. Daniel TOVAR RETANA
Analyst

Delegation Permanente du Mexique
aupres de I'OCDE

8, rue de Berri

75008 Paris

Mr. Rodrigo ESTRADA PATINO
Intern

Permanent Delegation of Mexico to
the OECD

8, RUE DE BERRI

75008
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Tel: +52 5558023502
Email: xochitl.lara@sat.gob.mx

Tel: +52 55 53 46 20 62
Fax: +52 55 53 46 23 55
Email: egalcalde@pgr.gob.mx

Tel: +33 1 56 59 29 10

Fax: +33 14563 03 63

Email:
mdominguez@delegamexocde.or

g

Tel: +33 1 56 59 29 25

Fax: +33 14563 03 63
Email:
dtovar@delegamexocde.org

Tel: +33 (1) 56 59 29 22
Email: moroco54@gmail.com
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Netherlands/Pays-Bas Mr. Wieger WIERSEMA
Economic Counsellor
Permanent Delegation
14, rue Octave Feuillet
75116 Paris
France

Netherlands/Pays-Bas Mr. Harry DE WIT
Central Coordinator for Integrity and
Anti-Corruption Policy
Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Bezuidenhoutseweg 67
2500 EB Den Haag
Netherlands

Netherlands/Pays-Bas Mr. Puk VAN DER LINDE
Foreign Economic Relations, Trade
Policy
Ministry of Economic Affairs
P.O. Box 20101
2500 EC Den Haag

Netherlands
New Zealand/Nouvelle- Mr. James MULLINEUX
Zélande Senior Prosecutor
Serious Fraud Office
P.O.Box 7124

Wellesley Street

Auckland
New Zealand

New Zealand/Nouvelle- Mr. Mike SPELMAN
Zélande National Advisor Transfer Pricing
Inland Revenue
56 Wakefield Street
Auckland
New Zealand

New Zealand/Nouvelle- Mr. Boris VAN BEUSEKOM
Zélande
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Tel: +33 1 45 24 99 35

Fax: +33 14524 99 38
Email:
wieger.wiersema@minbuza.nl

Tel: +31 70 348 4614
Fax: +31 70 348 7418
Email: harry-de.wit@minbuza.nl

Tel: + 31 (0) 70 379 6327
Email:
a.j.w.vanderlinde@minez.nl

Tel: + 64 (9) 303 0121 ext 811
Fax: +64 (9) 303 0142
Email: jmullineux@sfo.govt.nz

Tel: + (64) 9 984 4327
Fax: +(64) 9 984 3081
Email: mike.spelman@ird.govt.nz

Email:
boris.vanbeusekom@justice.govt.
nz



Norway/Norvége

Norway/Norvége

Norway/Norvege

Norway/Norvege

Poland/Pologne

Poland/Pologne

Ms. Helle KLEM

Assistant Director General
Norwegian Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Ministry of Foreign Affairs

7. juni plass 1

Postboks 8114 Dep

0032 Oslo

Norway

Mr. Trond Eirik SCHEA
Deputy Director

The national authority for investigation

and prosecution of economic and
environmental crime in Norway

Ms. Janne KAASIN
Adviser

Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Pb 8114 Dep

Oslo

Norway

Lene KNAPSTAD

Higher Executive Officer
Ministry of Foreign Affairs
POB 8114 DEP

NO-0032 OSLO Oslo
Norway

Mr. Adam OZAROWSKI

chief specialist

Judicial Assistance and European
Law Department

Ministry of Justice

Warsaw

Jacek BILEWICZ

Prosecutor, Bureau for Organised
Crime, State Prosecutor’s Office
Warsaw

Poland
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Tel: +47 22243519
Fax: +47 22 24 34 46
Email: helle.klem@mfa.no

Tel: +47 22 24 33 53
Email: jka@mfa.no

Tel: +47 22 24 34 08
Fax: +47 22 24 34 46
Email: lene.knapstad@mfa.no

Tel: + 48 22 23 90 443
Fax: + 48 22 628 0949
Email: ozarowski@ms.gov.pl

Tel: +48 22 52 12 334
Email: bilewicz@ms.gov.pl
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Portugal/Portugal

Portugal/Portugal

Slovak Republic/République
slovaque

Slovak Republic/République
slovaque

Slovak Republic/République
slovaque

Slovak Republic/République
slovaque

Mrs. Maria do Carmo COSTA
Senior Legal Adviser
International Affairs Department
Ministry of Justice

Escadinhas de Sao Crispim, n°7
1100 -510 Lisboa

Portugal

M. Cristiano DOMINGUES
Conseiller

Délégation Permanente

10 bis, rue Edouard Fournier
75116 Paris

France

Mr. Andrej OKONKWO
International Relations and Human
Rights Division

Ministry of Justice

International and European Dept.

Mr. Vladimir TURAN
Prosecutor

Office of the Special Prosecutor
General Prosecutor’s Office
Sturova 2

812 85 Bratislava

Slovak Republic

Ms. Silvia TOMKOVA
Department for legislation and
methodology of accounting
Ministry of Finance
Stefanovicova 5

817 82 Bratislava

Mr. Andrej LAZAR

Office for Fighting Corruption
Ministry of the Interior
Bratislava

Novosvetska 8

Bratislava

Slovak Republic
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Tel: + 351 21 7924030/64
Fax: + 351 21 7924032
Email: carmoc@dgpj.m;.pt

Tel: +33 1 45 03 35 48

Fax: +33 14503 22 03
Email:
Cristiano.Domingues@ocde-
portugal.com

Tel: +42 125 93 53 187
Fax: +42 125 93 53 605
Email:
andrej.okonkwo@)justice.sk

Tel: + 421 33 6903 227
Email:
vladimir.turan@genpro.gov.sk

Tel: +421259583478
Email: stomkova@mfsr.sk

Tel: + 421 9610 56205
Fax: + 421 9610 56204
Email: lazara@minv.sk



Slovak Republic/République Ms. Martina PETROVICOVA

slovaque

Slovenia/Slovénie

Slovenia/Slovénie

South Africa/Afrique du Sud

South Africa/Afrique du Sud

South Africa/Afrique du Sud

South Africa/Afrique du Sud

South Africa/Afrique du Sud

Third Secretary
Permanent Delegation
28, avenue d'Eylau
75016 Paris

France

Mr. Jure SKRBEC

Advisor

Commission for the prevention of
corruption

Trzaska 19a

SI-1000 Ljubljana

Slovenia

Mr. Roman PRAH

Senior Adviser

Commission for the Prevention of
Corruption

Trzaska 19/a

1000 Ljubljana

Slovenia

Mr. Kevin BRENNAN
Counsellor for Multilateral Affairs
Embassy of South Africa

59, Quai d'Orsay

75343 Paris Cedex 7

France

Mr. Shoayb CASOO
Minister Plenipotentiary
Embassy of South Africa
59, Quai D'Orsay

75343 Paris

Ms. H. CRONJE
National Prosecuting Authority

Tumelo GOPANE
Mr. Ruan KITSHOFF
Chief Director

Department of Public Service
Administration
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Tel: +33 1 56 26 50 94
Fax: +33 1 56 26 50 92
Email: petrovicova@oecd-sr.com

Tel: +386 41 228 121
Email: jure.skrbec@kpk-rs.si

Tel: + 386 1 478 8483
Fax: + 386 1478 8472
Email: roman.prah@kpk-rs.si

Tel: +33 1 53 59 23 23

Fax: +33 1 53 59 23 63

Email:
multilateral.relations@afriquesud.
net

Tel: +33 1 53 59 23 03
Email: cassos@foreign.gov.za

Email: gopanet@depsa.gov.za

Tel: +27 12 33 61 007/9
Fax: +27 12 33 61 805
Email: RuanK@dpsa.gov.za
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South Africa/Afrique du Sud Dr. Ellen KORNEGAY
Deputy Director-General:Governance
Department of Public Service and
Administration
Private Bag x 916
Pretoria 001
South Africa

South Africa/Afrique du Sud Mr. Dioka MOGANO
Third Secretary: Multilateral
Foreign Affairs
Embassy of South Africa
59 quai d'Orsay
75343 Paris Cedex 07
France

South Africa/Afrique du Sud Mr. Sybrand Gerhardus NEL
Deputy Director of Public
Prosecutions
National Prosecuting Authority (NPA)
123 Westlake Avenue; Weavind Park;
Silverton
Pretoria
South Africa

South Africa/Afrique du Sud Ms. Sandile NKULA-NIONI
National Prosecuting Authority

South Africa/Afrique du Sud Dr. Mashau Silas RAMAITE
Deputy National Director of Public
Prosecutions
National Prosecuting Authority
123 Westlake Avenue; Weavind Park;
Silverton
Pretoria
South Africa

South Africa/Afrique du Sud Ms. Berdine SCHUTTE
Legal Officer
International Relations
Department of Justice and
Constitutional Development
Private Bag X 81
Pretoria 0001
South Africa
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Tel: +27 12 336 1053
Fax: +27 086 510 8292
Email: ellenk@dpsa.gov.za

Tel: +(33-1) 53 59 23 46
Fax: +(33-1) 53 59 23 63
Email: moganod@foreign.gov.za

Tel: +27(12) 845 6747
Fax: +27(12) 843 2747
Email: sgnel@npa.gov.za

Tel: +27(12) 845 6765
Fax: +27(12) 843 2765/ 2761
Email: msramaite@npa.gov.za

Tel: +27 12 315 1849
Fax: +27 12 315 1557
Email: bschutte@justice.gov.za



South Africa/Afrique du Sud

South Africa/Afrique du Sud

Spain/Espagne

Spain/Espagne

Spain/Espagne

Mrs. Nomasonto Maria SIBANDA-
THUSI

Ambassador

Embassy of South Africa

59 Quai d'Orsay

75343 Paris Cedex 07

France

Mr. Menzi SIMELANE
Competition Commissioner
Competition Commission
Private Bag X23

Lynwood Ridge

0040 Pretoria

South Africa

M. Antonio SANCHEZ
BUSTAMANTE — Chef de Délégation
Directeur Général

Direction Générale du Commerce et
des Investissements

Ministére de I'Industrie, du Tourisme
et du Commerce

Paseo de la Castellana, 162

28071 Madrid

Espagne

Mme. Aurora MEJIA ERRASQUIN
Directeur Général

Direction Générale de Coopération
Juridique Internationale

Ministére de la Justice

San Bernardo, 62

28071 Madrid

Espagne

M. Valentin LAISECA FERNANDEZ
DE LA PUENTE

Sous-Directeur Général des
Investissements Extérieurs
Direction Générale du Commerce et
d'Investissements

Ministére de I'Industrie, du Tourisme
et du Commerce

Paseo de la Castellana, 162

28071 Madrid

Espagne
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Tel: +33 1 53 59 23 23

Fax: +33 1 563 59 23 33
Email:
ambassador@afriquesud.net

Tel: +27 12 394 3332
Fax: +27 12 482 91 23
Email: menzis@compcom.co.za

Tel: + 34 91 349 36 56
Email: asanchez@mcx.es

Tel: + 34 91 390 22 79
Email: aurora.mejia@mjusticia.es

Tel: + 34 91 349 39 83
Email: vlaiseca@mcx.es
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Spain/Espagne

Spain/Espagne

Spain/Espagne

Spain/Espagne

Spain/Espagne

M. Alberto CORNEJO PEREZ
Sous-Directeur Général Adjoint aux
Impbts Spéciaux et Taxes sur le
Commerce Extérieur.

Direction Générale des Impots.
Ministére des Finances

Alcala, 5

28071 Madrid

Espagne

Mme. Cristina BARRENO
MALAPERT

Conseiller technique

Direction Générale du Commerce et
des Investissements

Ministére de I'Industrie, du Tourisme
et du Commerce

Paseo de la Castellana, 162

28071 MADRID

Espagne

M. Luis RODRIGUEZ SOL

Procureur

Office du Procureur chargé de le
répression des délits économiques en
matiére de corruption

Paseo de la Castellana, 147

28071 Madrid

Espagne

M. Rafael ALCALA

Magistrat

Secrétariat Général Technique
Ministére de la Justice

San Bernardo, 62

28071 Madrid

Espagne

M. Luis RUEDA
Procureur

Cour des Comptes
Fuencarral, 81
28071 Madrid
Spain

44

Tel: + 34 91 595 88 94

Fax: + 34 91 595 85 58

Email:
alberto.cornejo@tributos.meh.es

Tel: + 34 91 349 38 50
Fax: + 34 91 349 35 62
Email: cbarreno@mcx.es

Tel: +34 91 57174 15
Email:
l.rodriguezsol@fiscalia.mju.es

Email: rafael.alcala@miju.es

Tel: + 34 91 447 88 05
Email: luis.rueda@tcu.es



Spain/Espagne

Spain/Espagne

Sweden/Suéde

Sweden/Suéde

Sweden/Suéde

Switzerland/Suisse

Mme. Maria Dolores VILLAR
Avocat de I'Etat

Délégation du Gouvernement a la
Communauté de Madrid

Garcia de Paredes, 65

28071 Madrid

Espagne

Mme Paloma AVILA DE GRADO
Conseiller Economique et
Commercial

Office Commercial

Délégation Permanente

22, avenue Marceau

75008 Paris

France

Ms Birgitta NYGREN
Ambassador

Ministry for Foreign Affairs
103 39 Stockholm
Sweden

Ms Malin PALMGREN

Senior Public Prosecutor
National Anti-Corruption Unit
Swedish Prosecution Authority
P.O. Box 702 96

SE - 107 22 Stockholm
Sweden

Mr. Erik FAGELSBO

Senior Public Prosecutor
Swedish Prosecution Authority
The National Anti-Corruption Unit
Box 70 296

Stockholm

Sweden

Mrs. Muriel BARRELET
Collaboratrice scientifique, avocate
Service du droit pénal international
Office fédéral de la Justice
Bundesrain 20

3003 Berne

Switzerland
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Tel: + 34 91 272 92 39
Email: m.villar@dsje.mju.es

Tel: +33 1 44 43 30 33
Fax: +33 140 70 06 54
Email: pavilag@mcx.es

Tel: +46 8 405 36 05

Fax: +46 8 723 11 76

Email:
birgitta.nygren@foreign.ministry.s
e

Tel: +46 8 762 11 18

Fax: +46 8 762 16 80

Email:
malin.palmgren@aklagare.se

Tel: +46 8 762 1684
Fax: +46 8 762 1680
Email: erik.fagelsbo@aklagare.se

Tel: +41 31 323 08 50

Fax: +41 31 312 14 07
Email:
muriel.barrelet@bj.admin.ch
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Switzerland/Suisse Mme Claire DAAMS
Procureur fédéral suppléante
Ministere public de la Confédération
Suisse
Taubenstrasse 16
3003 Berne
Switzerland

Switzerland/Suisse M. Michel-André FELS
Procureur fédéral
Ministére public de la Confédération
Suisse
Taubenstrasse 16
3003 Berne

Switzerland/Suisse M. Olivier PRAZ
Collaborateur scientifique
Section des affaires économiques
Département fédéral des affaires
étrangéres DFAE
Bundesgasse 28
3003 Berne
Switzerland

Switzerland/Suisse Mme Anne SCHICK
Collaboratrice scientifique
Département fédéral de I'économie -
DFE
Secrétariat d'Etat a ['économie -
SECO
Effingerstrasse 1
Berne
Switzerland

Switzerland/Suisse M. Lukas SIEGENTHALER
Chef du secteur investissements
internationaux et entreprises
multinationales Département fédéral
de I'économie - DFE
Secrétariat d'Etat a ['économie -
SECO
Effingerstrasse 1
3003 Berne
Switzerland
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Tel: +41 31 325 15 01
Email:
claire.daams@ba.admin.ch

Tel: +41 31 325 09 66
Email: michel-
andre.fels@ba.admin.ch

Tel: +41 31 323 89 88
Fax: +41 31 324 90 72
Email: olivier.praz@eda.admin.ch

Tel: +41(3) 324 0807
Email:
anne.schick@seco.admin.ch

Tel: +41 31 32 40854

Email:
lukas.siegenthaler@seco.admin.c
h



Switzerland/Suisse

Turkey/Turquie

Turkey/Turquie

Turkey/Turquie

Turkey/Turquie

Turkey/Turquie

M. Stefan FLUCKIGER

Ministre, Représentant Permanent
Adjoint

Délégation Permanente

28, rue de Martignac

75007 Paris

France

Mr. Ertan YALCIN

First Secretary
Permanent Delegation
9, rue Alfred-Dehodencq
75116 Paris

France

Mr. Abdullah CEBECI
Deputy General Director
Ministry of Justice

Milli Midafaa cad. No:22
Bakanliklar

06659 Ankara

Ms. Deniz OZCAN

Trainee

Permanent Delegation of Turkey to
the OECD

9, rue Alfred Dehodencq

750116

Paris

Ms. Meltem TURKER

Expert

Undersecretariat of Foreign Trade
Basbakanlik Hazine Mustesarligi
Inonu Bulvari

Emek

06100 Ankara

Turkey

Mr. Ahmet ULUTAS
Judge

Ministry of Justice

Milli Miidafaa cad. No:22
Bakanliklar

06659 Ankara
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Tel: +33 1495574 52

Fax: +33 14551 01 49

Email:
stefan.flueckiger@eda.admin.ch

Tel: +33 1 42 88 50 02
Fax: +33 14527 28 24
Email: eyalcin@mfa.gov.tr

Tel: +90 312414 78 43
Fax: +90 312 425 02 90
Email: acebeci@adalet.gov.tr

Tel: +33 1 42 88 50 02
Email: deniz.ozcan@gmail.com

Email: turkerm@dtm.tr.gov

Tel: +90 312 414 78 26
Fax: +90 312 425 02 90
Email:
ahmet.ulutas@adalet.gov.tr



DAF/INV/BR/M(2008)2/REV 1

Turkey/Turquie

Turkey/Turquie

United Kingdom/Royaume-
Uni

United Kingdom/Royaume-
Uni

United Kingdom/Royaume-
Uni

United Kingdom/Royaume-
Uni

United Kingdom/Royaume-
Uni

Mr. Yavuz YILDIRIM
Head of Department
Presidency of Revenue
Administration

Ministry of Finance
llkadim cad. N Blok
Dikmen

06100 Ankara

Turkey

Mr. Latif YILMAZ
Assistant Expert
Ministry of Finance
Maliye Bakanligi
Ilkadim cad No. 2
06100 Ankara
Turkey

Ify AGBOOLA
Department for Business, Enterprise
and Regulatory Reform

Colin COWAN
City Of London Police

Mr. Tony FARRIES

Vetting and Overseas Corruption
SFO

Serious Fraud Office (SFO)

Elm House, 10-16 EIm Street
WC1X 0BJ London

Mrs. Helen GARLICK
Assistant Director.

Serious Fraud Office (SFO)
Elm House

10-16 Elm Street

WC1X 0BJ London

United Kingdom

Peter MONDAY
Department for Business, Enterprise
and Regulatory Reform
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Tel: +90 31241534 79
Fax: +90 312 415 28 22
Email: yyildirim@gelirler.gov.tr

Tel: +90 312 415 23 23
Email: lyilmaz@maliye.gov.tr

Email:
Ify.Agboola@berr.gsi.gov.uk

Tel: +44 20 7239 7388
Fax: +44 20 7833 5475
Email:
tony.farries@sfo.gsi.gov.uk

Tel: +44 207 239 7272
Fax: +44 207 837 1689

Email:
Peter.Monday@berr.gsi.gov.uk



United Kingdom/Royaume-
Uni

United Kingdom/Royaume-
Uni

United States/Etats-Unis

United States/Etats-Unis

United States/Etats-Unis

Observers/Observateurs

EC/CE

Nick VAN BENSCHOTEN
Department for Business, Enterprise
and Regulatory Reform

1 Victoria Street

London

SW1H OET

United Kingdom

Mr. Steve WILMOTT
Ch Superintendent
City of London Police

Mr. Mark Mendelson

Deputy Chief of the Fraud Section
U.S. Department of Justice

1400 New York Avenue, N.W.
Washington, DC 20530

United States

J. Troy BEATTY

Senior Counsel

U.S. Securities & Exchange
Commission

100 F. Street; N.E.

20549 Washington

United States

Richard FIGUEROA
Senior Advisor for Anti-Corruption
Bureau of Economic, Energy and

Business Affairs, Office of Monetary

Affairs

U.S. Department of State
4880 2201 Street NW
20520 Washington
United States

Miss Eve BELHASSEN
stagiaire

Permanent Delegation
rue de la Loi

1049 BRUXELLES
Belgium
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Email:
nick.vanbenschoten@BERR.gsi.g
ov.uk

Tel: +44207 601 2501
Email: steve.wilmott@city-of-
london.pnn.police.uk

Tel: +1 202 514 1721
Email: mark.mendelsohn@
usdoj.gov

Tel: +1(202) 551 6681
Fax: +1(202) 772 9280
Email: BeattyT@sec.gov

Tel: (1 202) 647 8853
Email: figueroa@state.gov

Tel: +33.1.44.05.31.60
Email: ve75@hotmail.fr
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International Monetary Fund Mr. Luc LERUTH
(IMF)/Fonds monétaire Fiscal Expert on Public-Private-
international (FMI) Partnership

Offices in Europe

Permanent Delegation

Paris

66, Avenue d'lena

75116 Paris

UN Office on Drugs and Mrs. Brigitte STROBEL-SHAW
Crime (UNODC)/Office des UNODC
Nations Unies contre la United Nations
drogue et le crime (ONUDC)  Leopoldsgraben 26 D
3400 Klosterneuburg
Austria

OECD Secretariat/Secrétariat de ’OCDE

Mrs Carolyn H. ERVIN
Director
OECD Directorate for Financial and Enterprise Affairs

Mr. Patrick MOULETTE
Head, Anti-Corruption Division
OECD Directorate for Financial and Enterprise Affairs

Mr. Nicola BONUCCI
Director
OECD Directorate for Legal Affairs

Ms Christine URIARTE
Senior Analyst, Anti-Corruption Division
OECD Directorate for Financial and Enterprise Affairs

Mr. David GAUKRODGER
Senior Analyst, Anti-Corruption Division
OECD Directorate for Financial and Enterprise Affairs

Mr. Alex CONTE

Principal Administrator, Accession

Anti-Corruption Division

OECD Directorate for Financial and Enterprise Affairs

Mr. Sébastien LANTHIER
Policy Analyst, Anti-Corruption Division
OECD Directorate for Financial and Enterprise Affairs

Mr. William LOO

Legal Analyst, Anti-Corruption Division
OECD Directorate for Financial and Enterprise Affairs
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Tel: +33 14069 32 19
Fax: +33 1 47 23 40 89
Email: lleruth@imf.org

Tel: +43 1 26060 4407
Fax: +43 1 26060 74407
Email: Brigitte.Strobel-
Shaw@unodc.org

Tel: +33 1 45 24 80 23
Fax: +33 14524 79 31
Email: carolyn.ervin@oecd.org

Tel: +33 1 45 24 91 02
Fax: +33 1 44 30 63 07
Email: patrick.moulette@oecd.org

Tel: +33 1 45 24 91 02
Fax: +33 1 4524 80 53
Email: nicola.bonucci@oecd.org

Tel: +33 1 45 24 97 91
Fax: +33 1 44 30 63 07
Email: christine.uriarte@oecd.org

Tel: +33 14524 1319
Fax: +33 1 44 30 63 07
Email: david.gaudrodger@oecd.org

Tel: +33 1 45 24 94 01
Fax: +33 1 44 30 63 07
Email: alex.conte@oecd.org

Tel: +33 1 45 24 15 22
Fax: +33 1 44 30 63 07
Email: sebastien.lanthier@oecd.org

Tel: +33 1 4524 94 44
Fax: +33 1 44 30 63 07
Email: william.loo@oecd.org



Mr. Joachim POHL
Policy Analyst, Anti-Corruption Division
OECD Directorate for Financial and Enterprise Affairs

Ms France CHAIN
Policy Analyst, Anti-Corruption Division
OECD Directorate for Financial and Enterprise Affairs

Ms Olga SAVRAN
Policy Analyst, Anti-Corruption Division
OECD Directorate for Financial and Enterprise Affairs

Ms Sandrine HANNEDOUCHE-LERIC
Legal Adviser
OECD Directorate for Legal Affairs

Ms Gwenaélle LE COUSTUMER
Policy Analyst, Anti-Corruption Division
OECD Directorate for Financial and Enterprise Affairs

Ms Melissa PEERLESS
Communication Officer, Anti-Corruption Division
OECD Directorate for Financial and Enterprise Affairs

Ms Wendy PRINCE-LAGOUTTE
Administrative Assistant, Anti-Corruption Division
OECD Directorate for Financial and Enterprise Affairs

Ms Axelle BARREY
Assistant, Anti-Corruption Division
OECD Directorate for Financial and Enterprise Affairs

Ms Dianne FOWLER

Assistant, Anti-Corruption Division
OECD Directorate for Financial and Enterprise Affairs
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Tel: +33 1 45 24 95 82
Fax: +33 1 44 30 63 07
Email: joachim.pohl@oecd.org

Tel: +33 14524 78 36
Fax: +33 1 44 30 63 07
Email: france.chain@oecd.org

Tel: +33 14524 13 81
Fax: +33 1 44 30 63 07
Email: olga.savran@oecd.org

Tel: +33 14524 80 78

Fax: +33 1 45 24 80 53

Email:
sandrine.hannedouche-leric@oecd.org

Tel: +33 1 45 24 98 11
Fax: +33 1 44 30 63 07
Email: gwenaelle.lecoustumer@oecd.org

Tel: +33 1 45 24 97 04
Fax: +33 1 44 30 63 07
Email: melissa.peerless@oecd.org

Tel: +33 14524 18 10
Fax: +33 1 44 30 63 07
Email: wendy.prince-lagoutte@oecd.org

Tel: +33 1 45 24 99 64
Fax: +33 1 44 30 63 07
Email: axelle.barrey@oecd.org

Tel: +33 1 45 24 78 47
Fax: +33 1 44 30 63 07
Email: dianne.fowler@oecd.org



