INFORMAL'| CONSULTATION | MEETING!] OFI] THE
FRIENDS JOF THE HELSINKI [PROCESS AND! [FRIENDS
OF THE UNCAC ON THE IMPLEMENTATIONI OF THE

UNCAC
LISBON, 22/ 24 MARCHI 2006

COLCHAIRS"SUMMARY

INTRODUCTION

Background

Thelinformal consultation meeting svas_convened at thel initiativelofl Finland
and Portugal tol discussvays.and means(that the/Conferenceloff States Parties
(CSP)Lof the United Nations_Conventionl against Corruption (UNCAC).may
employ_toldischargel lin a successful Jand lefficient manner litslichallenging
mandate, dutlined inl paragraphl 4 bfl articlel 63 ofl the. Convention. 11t wwas
understood(that thelmeeting/ was_intended as an’ opportunity for dialogueland
tol_permit__countries tol_preparebetter! forl thel CSP.LIThel meeting wwas_ not
geared_towards_the developmentlof_ common[ jpositions_otl designed ‘asl a
foruml tol seekl agreement onl issues. This is_ a2’ summaryl of thel discussions by
thelJcol chairs landl should Inotbel lconsidered ‘as’ ‘anegotiated textl by ‘the
participants.

Preventingfandl¢ontrolling corruption was dnel ofl thelkey topics discussed by
thelsvorking’ groupslof thel Helsinki Process, 4 joint initiativelofl Finland and
Tanzania, Jas lwell Jas_thel Helsinki IConference Jof September! 2005..[IThe
Conferencel tecommended promoting thelimplementation/ of thel UNCACby
ensuring/ that an effectivelmonitoring mechanismlisldeveloped by thel CSP.

Thellthird ILisbon[ IStudy! Toutl Ifot lthel IPortugueselspeaking ICountriesl lof
November 2005, colorganized byt UNODCLand thel Ministryl bff Justicel bf
Portugal<wvas on the/ samel wavellength, tecommendingf aslit' did an' enhanced
participation inlthel CSP [ inl order to_ guaranteelan  effectivelimplementation of
thelConvention.

Thelinformal ¢onsultation meeting/ was held inl Lisbon, from 22 tol 24 March
20006.In viewt of thel informal haturel 6f thel meeting it waslmoderated byl the
representatives_ofl Finland_ andl Portugal.l Thel representatives_ofl Argentina
and France/ in theitl capacity_as_ col_chairs_ofl thel Group_ofl Friends_of the
UNCAC accepted tolmoderatel part of thel discussions.

Agenda

Thelinformal ¢onsultations'meeting decided! tolstructurelits. discussions.along
the following agenda:

1. Opening of thelinformal consultations.
2. Adoption ofl thelagendaland organizationl of work.

3. Implementation off thel United Nationsl Convention| against_ Corruption
andl theltolelofl thel Conferencel of States parties
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II.

III.

(a) Review mechanisms of otherlinternational legal instruments;
(b) Preparations for the Conferencel of States Parties.

4. Technical | assistance’ | and | implementation.] of | thel] United | Nations
Conventionlagainst Corruption.

5. Thelway forward.
6. Closing of thelinformal consultations.

ATTENDANCE

Thel meeting Wwas_attended by tepresentatives_ofl thel Friends_of thel Helsinki
Processl governments'andl thel Friends of thel UNCAC governments as well as
Bolivial as_thel current’ Chairl of thel Group_ofl 77 and China.[ Representatives
of_lintergovernmental lorganisationslsupporting Irespectivel limplementation
mechanisms_participated_as_observers. See. Appendix/ 1:/ Meeting Participants
for a detailed list ofl participants.and observers.

SUMMARY!OFDISCUSSIONS

General

Thelinformal ¢onsultations meeting was_ opened buy  H.E..Mr.LAlberto Costa,
Ministerl ofl JusticeL ofl Portugal svhol reiterated his_country’s_.commitment to
ensuring Ithel full implementation of thel UNCAC land' ol kcontributing to
enhanced_ | international ] cooperation] tol]that I purpose..l Thel linitiativel | of
Portugal to act as host tol thelinformal consultations_meeting waslanl ¢ffort to
offer tollcountries Janl lopportunityl tolbeginl lan lactivel land_openlIdialogue
essential_inl developing consideratel and informed wiews_onl such” 4 delicate
and complex' matterl asl thel teview of thelimplementationl of thel Convention
byl thel CSP.

ThelIparticipants_|tolIthe_linformal lconsultations’ imeeting Jexpressed Itheir
gratitude tol the. Governments_of Finland and Portugal for! their initiativel to
convenel_and hostl thel meeting.[ They also_ commended! thel leadershipl role
exercised byl Argentinal and Francelin theitl current function as_Co_ Chairs_ of
thel Vienna basedl informal prouplofl thel Friends_ofl thel Convention. They
recalled withl appreciationl the! contribution of Norwayl and Peru, onl whose
initiativel thel Group twasestablishedlin 2003, and of Austrial and Egypt that
had servedlas. Col Chairs of thelGroup.

Thel viewl fwasl shared_ithat thel Groupl should bel encouraged itol lcontinue
acting as_ thel tallying{ point of efforts_ tol promotel thel Convention.[Following
thelentry_intol forcel of thel Convention, thel Grouplshould bel encouraged. to
gearl its activities_ towards supportingl implementation_ of thel Convention'and
ensuring appropriate preparations_for the efficient andl effectivel functioning
ofl the[CSP.

At thel samel time] it Wwas feltd that! thel initiativel tol bffetl countries’ a forum
where dialoguel could be indertakenl at 4 governmental level onl theselissues,
especiallyl on’ enhancing thel capacitylofl thel CSPLtol consideri ways and means
of ] discharging | its_ | mandated.| function'] of' | reviewing | and | supporting
implementation_ of’ thel Conventionlwerel swelcomel andl commendable. This
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was_ particularly thel caselinl viewlofl thel improved tepresentation offered by
extending thel consultations! tolincludel thel countries! that participated_in the
Group_lof_ |Friends’ofl Ithel |Helsinki |Process_land Ifurther lenhancing/ Ithe
consultations byl includingf Bolivial as_thel current’ Chairl off thel Grouplofl 77
and ] China. | Thellcombined | composition|of thel linformal | consultations
provided.al good_initial platforml that could bel ised as_al launchl pad for a
gradual lexpansion whichl wouldl Jbel Inecessaryl ltol safeguard Ithel linclusive
naturel of 4 consultation process_that svould lead tolinl depthl discussionl by
thelConference of States Parties.

Key! Conclusions/from UNODCI[Regional and Subl Regional Seminars

Thelmeeting was briefed about! progress_in thelpromotion ofl the! ratification
andlimplementationl of thel Convention and the telated activities.of UNODC
whichlincluded thel organisationl ofl seven regional ot subl tegional seminars
covering morel that' 100_countries_and_thel productionl ofl 4 legislative_ guide.
Keyl¢onclusions émerging froml theselactivities included. thel following:

(a) Therelsvas thelneed tolinvolveléxperts as_earlylas possiblelin thelworkl of
thel CSPLinlView_ of thel highly! technical haturel ofl manyloflits_ provisions.
Further, thel CSPLshould belanl opportunity! for representatives_ofl anti |
corruption authorities ol éstablishlworking] telationships andlbenefit from
eachlother’s expertiseland knowledge.

(b) Therelwas heed tol build 4 solidl knowledgel base on corruption.[In that
context/ therel Jwas[ Jan[ lincreasing ldesire tol Jexplorel lthel Ifeasibilityl lof
graduallyl moving] from[ perception/ based datal tol developing & scientific
methodology |ofl Imeasuring Jcorruption] that lwould |provide_Ja Imore
accuratel picture.

(c) Therel was_al need tol seekl iways_ tol_ensurel thel capacity of thel {CSP to
dischargel | its_| function'] ofl | reviewing | thel | implementation' | ofl] the
Convention /It has beenl toncluded that thel Conventionl ¢alls for - much
morethoughtful approachl tol how thel mandatel of! thel CSP_wouldl be
carried out. Inl that context, attention_ ought tol be devoted tollessons
learned.| froml] thel | experience | gained. | froml | thel | operation’ | ofl | the
Conferencelofl the[Parties tol thed UNTOC Convention.

(d) ALl cross_cutting ] question | hasl I beenl] technical | assistancel | as_ ! al | key
componentloflimplementation and howt the strong link! between! technical
assistanceland implementationl established byt thel Conventionlitselfl could
belmaintained and further strengthened.

Thel ¢consistency withlwhichl theselissues had emerged in almostiall tegionslof
thelworld led tol some key ¢onclusions.

First thatl therel wvas 4 clearl evolutionlinl thinkingl among ¢ountries_about the
importancelofl focusing efforts. tol ensuring efficient and effective. review of
implementationl of thel Conventionl by thel CSP.[Thelissuel remained delicate
andl fraught withl complexity because ofl thel broad scopelof the Convention,
whilelitsl global haturel ¢reated thel heed tol devisel adequatel but! alsol feasible
waysl_tol_achievel thatl goal.. However, it Wwasl clear! that' therel swas 4l tenewed
sensellofl Jpurposelland that Icertain lideas lwhichl hadl Jcausedl Jwidespread
scepticism! during the hegotiationsofl thel Convention/ nollonger did so.
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Second, Itherel ] continued | tol | existl ] strong | momentuml] forl ] al ] genuinely
collaborative [ inclusivel and pragmaticl approachl to implementationl thatl Svas
akinl tol thel $piritl that' madel the. Convention possibleland allowed hegotiations
to_findlinnovativelsolutions! told broad tange 6fl complexissues_ in 4 way that
ensured. the high! qualityloff thelinstrument.

Third/ therel was_unwavering commitment ofl states_ttolsparel nolleffortl in
discharging| theirl incumbent functionl bf cooperating in" implementing the
Convention.

Fourth /[ Itherel Iwas[]a lheightened Isensellofl Iresponsibilityl |caused byl the
increased awareness_ofl thel heed toljoin forces in fighting corruption.swhich
had beenlbrought about by thel Convention [[At thelsame! time,[thel successful
negotiation Jof_thel IConvention Jandlits_lexpeditiousllentryt lintol lforcel Thad
created_increased_hopeland heightened expectations_among/ the public_at
large’ and thelmedia.

Prerequisites to Ensuring thel Adequate Implementation of UNCAC

Thell informal ] consultationsl] meeting | expressed ] appreciation’ | for | the
opportunity_ to belinformedlabout thel éssential ¢haracteristics, thel bperations
andl] thel! results_] ofl ] mechanisms_| designed | tol] monitort] other | existing
international legal commitments_and supported byt thel Council_bf Europe,
thel /LOECD,[thel |Europeanl]Commission, |African |Union[ landl IthelJOAS.
Participants_alsolappreciated. the opportunityl ofl receivingl clarifications_and
engaging! in’ dialoguel with representatives_ofl some_ofl thesel brganisations,
wholattended the ieeting aslobservers.

Participants_] highlighted | certain[| prerequisites’ tol] ensuring | adequate
implementation_of_thel IConvention. [Theselincluded lcontinued Jefforts_to
promotelthel tatification ofl thelConvention, solasltoincreaseland broaden the
participationl of Stateslin| thel (CSP_and enable’ thel attainment of thel ffull
potential_ofl thel Conventionl that! stems_fromlits’ global nature Therel vas
satisfactionl Jwith |thel Iresultslofl Ithel Iregional landl Isubltegional Iseminars
organised byl the. UNODClforl that purpose,and therelwas_ éncouragement to
continuel these activities, taking intolaccountand building/ onl suchl tesults.
Thel need tol imakel availablel tolasl imany! developing countries_as_ possible
legislativel | assistancel] towards_] ratificationl ] and | implementation[ | ofl] the
Convention wwaslalso.emphasised.

Key | Characteristics | of JUNCAC_| Offering | a | Basisl| for | Review | of
Implementation

Further/ participants_highlighted somel key! characteristics_ofl thel Convention
that | offered | a | goodl ] basis_| for | effectivel | and | efficientl | review! | of its
implementationMore specifically:

(a) ThelConvention tvas predicated onl thel shared realisation that' corruption
wasLal probleml affecting all ¢countries.and all societies andlwas nollonger a
purelyl domesticlissue. Thus, the Convention_held thel least potential of
lending itselfl tol political controversylalong lines_ofl divisionl that might
existlinl otherlissues between developing and developed ¢countries;

(b) ThellConvention IwaslJthel |product_Jofl la Ibroad Jand genuinel |global
consensusl | that! |was[ | freelyl lentered linto. |'That! |consensus! | was also
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manifested byl the highl tatel 0 fl signatures and thel rapidly. growing number
of _ratificationsl_orl accessions. In that light, discharging thel bbligations
foreseen by thd Convention was anl ¢stablished commitment;

(c) Thellprovisionsl]ofl Ithel ] Convention']onl limplementation land, /more
specifically, onl thel mandatel off thel CSP [$verel formulated inl 4 sway! that
accentuated Ja_|positive/ |constructivel land supportivel lapproach.[I'This
formulation, further strengthenedl byl thel inclusivel naturel of thel entire
Convention, left littlel tooml forl doubtsl about! intrusiveness/inl thel review
of | implementation.l] Rather, | reviewl | of ] implementation'] hadl] been
conceived as_a process_of_ mutual supportland éncouragement as twvell as
learning and sharing{ bfl experiencesamong peers_iwith high! regard[ for
equalitylandltespect forl sovereignty and diversity;

(d) ThelConvention twas_designed asl 4l livingf operational tool,[vithl purposes
andobjectives__clearlyl set_outlinl a carefullyl balanced imanner. Inl that
context, it lwaslJa_ |powerful lenginel Jof |partnership_ land |provided_a
framework that prescribed action at_the domesticllevel las_lal pillarl_of
effectivelinternational ¢ooperation andlvicelVersa.

Key Elements_of the/ Review of Implementation byl the CSP

Thelldiscussionl] then' Jrevolved ]around |keyl lelementslofl | thel Ireviewt ] of
implementation’ by thel ICSP.Inl that context, therel was[ discussion_‘about
lessons_thatl hadl lemergedfrom[ thel loperation_lof thel IConference ofl ithe
Partiesltol thel UNTOCLConvention. [That_ Conference ofl_thel Parties_had
begunl charting its’ coursel and_developing/ its_ working methods without an
earlyl preparatory_process__that’ would afford the opportunityl tol States_to
exchangel views, focus_their attention andl outlinelissues_that! tequired_more
inl depth analysis.. Thus, thel Conferencel ofl thel Parties_ hadl takenl al longer
timelJthanl Jexpected Itol Jdeterminel thow! it lwould lorganisel Jits_ work land
dischargel lits_Ifunctions. /It Jestablished la_lprogramme’ lof lwork! that was
intended ] tol] helpl] it | build | a_| knowledgel | basel] about!] thel| status’] of
implementation and challenges’ facing countrieslinl suchl implementation. For
that purpose/ it instructed thel Secretariat to collect information onl thel basis
of questionnaires. that it teviewed andlapproved.

Facedl with al low_ ratel lofl responses, thel Conferencel lof thel [Parties took
importantl decisions| that highlight' the! legal bbligation ofl States’ Parties_to
furnishl it Jwith Ithel lrequired linformation/ It Jalsol lfocussed lonllissues_lof
compliance thatl lemerged. froml ithe! lanalysislofl_ithel information’ provided.
Further/ Ithel IConferencel lof Ithel Parties| Idecided lat litsl lsecondl Isession to
establishl 4 working groupl onl technical assistancel tol teview! heeds_ emerging
froml the! tesponses_ofl states parties_andl advisel thel Conferencelon how such
needs should be met.

Thel process_bfreviewing implementation’ ofl thel Conventionl byl thel CSP
could bel structured alongl 4 multil stagel gradual approach. It waslinderstood
inlthatl context thatl implementationl andlits. teview werel long terml processes
and_hadtol belapproached as_such. That fwas_ 4 result lof several factors,
including thelvolume and complexitylofl the provisionsland obligations ofl the
Convention/ thel growing humber off States Parties andl thel fact! that countries
werelatl different levelslofl development and hadldivergent levelslofl capacity.
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Stages of Reviewing Implementation

Thel first stagel of teviewing implementation would involvel determination of
thel $copelof thel teviewt i.e. whichl provisions_ort sets_ofl provisions_ would be
looked atl in[ which' order. It twas__pointed out! that suchla determinationl svas
necessaryl becausel of thel broad scopelofl thel Convention and thel multitude
oflits_ provisions.and consequent obligations. Caution should bel exercised in
making| suchl determination in order hot! tol ipsetl thel careful équilibriumlon
which! thel Convention[¥as based,and thelintegritylof thelinstrument inl view
of thel fact that! thel Convention hadlbeenl deliberatelyl designed inl a svayt that
its_provisions.were mutually Supportive.

OnelwaylLofl approaching thisl issuel might! bel tol determinel thel scopelof the
basis_ofl thellevel of obligations, beginning with! thoselofl directly.mandatory
nature. Anotherl fvay_might bel to focusLonl thel types_ofl actions.tequired by
States_Parties Jfor thel limplementation lofl lobligations, lcombined ‘withl lan
eventual shiftl froml thel enabling| phasel (e.g.legislation)  tol the! functioning
phasel(e.g/institutions_and application of legislation).

Oncel this_ determination’ | wasJmade, |a_] threelstepl]approachl]could Ibe
envisaged.. Experiencel has_shownl that thel point_ of departurel for review of
implementation was_thel accumulationl of_ knowledge! through! thel tollection
and analysis of informationlin/4 structured and systematic way.

However, anl effortl should bel made tol findlsways_ofl collecting’ information
different than the more! traditional lquestionnaires, s’ _experiencel_has also
shown! that inl spitel of’ their! usefulness_in’ standardising’ responses_andl thus
permitting’ comparabilityl andl analysis, therelswerel problemsl_that authorities
faced ] inl]providing | responses. | Al lwayl | ofl lavoiding | questionnaires land
simultaneouslyl putting the_ accent onl & country’s_sensel bfl bwnershipl and
respectl fort its.commitment! and sensel of responsibilitylswould bel tol beginl the
process.throughl 4 selfl assessment_teport.. Suchl 4 teport could be  prepared
based onl 4 set of guidelines, ot al checklist that the Secretariat could develop
under! thel guidancel of thel CSP.[Technical assistancel should bel availablel to
countries_requestingl fit tol performlisuchl selfl assessment_andl compile the
relevant Ireport.IThel Iself assessment report would lalsollidentifyl Igaps_Jin
implementation’ and include! thel needs_inl technical assistance! tol fill those
gaps/as appropriate/ Thel selfl assessment teportl could bel accompanied byl an
action| planl with| specificliwaysl to_addressl matters_of compliance, including
time! framesl for! thel tequired actions.

Thel second step would bel thel indertaking off thel fequired actionslidentified
inl thelaction plan [ together with thel provision| of technical assistancel based
onl the heeds identified, as well as’ action” onlany recommendations! that the
CSPmaythave offered.

Thel third stepl in thel review! process_would bel an"assessment_bf progress
madelandl achievement ofl thel actionslindertaken, together withlal review_ of
follow upl that might bel tequired.

AlprocessLstructured_along! thesel lines_would jpermit attentionl tol turnl to
other keyl issues__lassociated lwithl lthel Ireviewl Jofl_implementation Jand lthe
functioning ofl thel CSP.[ Suchissues_could includel thel timel framel bfl each
stepland, consequently/ thel periodicityl ofl thel review! process, as well as_ the
determination ofl the most_appropriatel model of 4 mechanisml that swould
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support_thel process_andl thel CSP_in| discharging/ its. functions_as_thel bnly
decision making Ibodylin Imatters_]related ItolIthel limplementation lofl Ithe
Convention. Suchl determinationsl wouldl inl turnl €nable anl informed debate
onlmatters telated tol the financing{ of thelprocessland support mechanism, as
well as a ore detailed descriptionl of thel functionsl that! thel Secretariatwould
belassigned tol performl andlits consequent tequirements.

Thel methodl described above would combinel two_approaches whichl iwere
feltl toLhavel cleart merit. Theselsverel thel encouragement and_thel compliance
approachlwhichl svould heed tol bel carefully balanced._Thel method twaslalso
felt tol present thelbenefitl 0f gradual movement froml phase tolphase that was
considered to_bel important_inl buildingl andl sustaining lconfidencel inl the
process_whichl fwasla_ key! prerequisite__tol full iparticipation, kcredibilityl land
legitimacy.

Methods for Reviewing! Implementation

Theldiscussionl then turned. tol the heed tol ensure thelinvolvement ofl experts
andthel reviewt bf_ implementation. [Thel matterl was_approached inl several

ways.

First| therel wasl 4 need[ tol involvel expertslinl examining| i humber off very
technical provisionsLofl thel Convention. Suchl heed had beenlidentified also
byl thel Conferencel bfl the Parties_ bf thel UNTOC Convention whichl had
established igroupsllof_lexperts_tollconsider! lissues_Irelated tollinternational
cooperation. In viewt of thel ¢ross_cuttingl haturelofl international ¢ooperation
andLits_ keyl importancelin’ thel Convention, as well asl thel haturel ofl asset
recovery asla fundamental principlel 6f thel Conventions, therel were twolareas
wherelthelinvolvement of éxperts was_¢rucial.

Second/ it could bel useful tol foresee thel involvement. of al tepresentative, yet
functional Jgroupllofl lexperts’Ithatl jwouldl helplIthe ICSP_Ireview! Ithel Iself |
assessment | reports_| in | al | systematicl| and | comprehensivel | manner, | by
considering] analysing| andl synthesising thel information contained in' such
reports.[This aspect! was_deemed! essential inl viewl off thel sheerl ¥olumel bf
informationl that could bel expected and thel heed tolavoid flooding thel CSP
with[ raw! material[ an approachl that wouldl entail the’ riskl ofl 4 superficial
reviewl ofl implementation. Suggestions werel made about thel possibility ofl a
standing| brouplofl_experts tol_carryl butl reviews_on behalfl of thel CSPLand
reporttJtollit, land Jconsiderablel ldiscussion took! placel lon ithel Jadvisability,
timelineslaAndl compositionl of suchl 4 group_and whethet experts_should be
appointed by governments_orl asked tolservelin their individual ¢apacity.

Considerable discussionlwas held alsolabout thel¢oncept ofl peerl teview. The
considerablel meritl lofl peer! reviewt was_highlighted as_anl attributel of the
review process that would lend such processi¢redibility. and objectivity. It as
suggested_ that thel ICSPLitselfl was_al peet review foruml andl thel question
would then nhot be whether peer! teview should belestablished but' how! that
quality 6f thel CSPLshould bel madel tol supportiits more  efficient and éffective
functioning,.

Ittwas pointed outlseveral times during thel discussionl that alwell functioning,
efficient and adequately tesourced Secretariat withl thel tequisitel éxpertiseltwvas
crucial_fofl thel success_of thel CSP’s_endeavours. It was inderstoodl thatl the
mandateLof the[Secretariatiwasldescribedlin[ Articlel64 o f thel Conventionland
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thatlits’ functions_ and requirements’ would need to_be reviewed and taken
carel bfl dependingl bnl thel iway thatl thel CSPLiwould_decidel to_performlits
review functions, including in’ thel event ofl establishment ofl mechanismsl to
support suchl feview.

Technical Assistance

Inl Jadditionl tol_highlightingl ithel importancel ofl_technical lassistancel in ‘the
preceding discussion,[andlits  tolelat various stagesl ofl thelimplementation and
its__review._process,_thel meeting discussed thel need tol ensurel inter agency
cooperation/and ¢oordination  of technical assistance.

Following’ questions.about thel haturel andl sources_ofl technical assistance, it
was_clarified that technical assistance 3was_provided froml bothl bilateral and
multilateral_ donors.[IFotl thel United Nations [ the[ bulkl of technical assistance
was__iprovided throughl lvoluntary’contributions byl Jdonors. Thel ichallenge
ahead was_howl to_lensurel the Imainstreaming lofl thel Conventionl and_lits
implementationlin technical assistancelactivities.

Way Forward

Several suggestions_ were made about theltwayl forward. [ The suggestions|_that
seemed. tolgain most Support were:

(a) Thel issues_discussed andlideas. presentedlinl thel informal consultations
meeting should be discussed in regional groups_in Vienna inl order to
further enrichl the debateland should bel shared twithl as'many  delegations
asLpossible.[ [ Delegationsl should bel_encouraged_to teport back’ tol their
capitals. Discussions_could alsol bel brganised in thel margins  of coming
events_suchl as_tthel ‘annual session_of the. UNLICommissionl on[ Crime
Preventionland Criminal Justice inl April 2006Land thel Conferencelofl the
Parties_of the UNTOU in October 2006.

(b) Thel activel andl continuous.involvement bfl Permanent. Missions tol the
UNLinl Viennalis_ ¢rucial forf advancing consultations_ regarding/ thel teview
ofl thel implementationl bft UNCAC/ especiallyl inl thel framework  of the
Grouplof thel Friends_bfl the. Convention. /At the samel time, therelis
merit inl Andl benefit tol bel derived fromlincluding representatives. from
capitalslin’ consultations. I it  is' deemed necessary to hold othetl informal
consultationsimeetings, lthosel Ishould Inotl /be held 'toolIclose Itol Ithe
Conferencel off States Parties_and ati least thellast suchl meeting should/ be
heldlin Vienna. 1t would_ alsolbel fruitful tol havelbroader! participationin
possiblel future meetings.

(c) Effortslto providelissues tolbe taken onlthel agendalofl the! first CSP.could
bel considered. Drafting 4 honl paper onl teviewing thelimplementationl of
UNCAC for! thel Conferencel ¢ould alsol bel considered.

Appendix 1:[List of Participants
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