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Casey Kelso, Director of AFME Department, Transparency International
“Promoting the UN Convention against Corruption (UNCAC) in the Middle East”

Tuesday 7 March 2005 – Amman, Jordan

Good morning! I would like to express my appreciation for the remarks of Jordan’s Minister for Political Development and Parliamentarian Affairs – Dr Sabri Ebehat, and Minister for Public Sector Development Salem Khazaeleh – as well as the parliamentarians, civil society anti-corruption activists and leaders of the business community who took the time to be here today… 

I’ve heard a saying in Arabic: “The costly news of today will be free tomorrow.” I take that to mean that the secret corruption that occurs today will, in time, become common knowledge. So the cost of corruption can’t be counted simply in the hundreds of millions – potentially billions – lost in bribes or outright stolen cash but in the loss of reputation and investment… And the loss of peoples’ hopes for reform.
The Arab Business Council (ABC) of the World Economic met in Bahrain in November 2005. They are responding to this challenge and called for greater transparency, accountability and the rule of law in public institutions. They said that transparency “…will enhance efficiency in public spending, increase the confidence of private investors and reduce the scope for corruption”.  
There are three benchmarks for measuring how far we have come in tackling corruption in the Middle East and North Africa region. The first is Transparency International’s Corruption Perception Index. Our latest shows that 14 Arab and North African countries out of 20 countries listed in the CPI scores less than 4.0, a sign of that our work together is not yet done...
---------

Another good benchmark is how much involvement civil society has in government’s healthy commitment to fight corruption in all forms. 

----------

When asked why our Transparency International local chapters and their work on the ground play such a large role in the organisation’s global strategy, I am always quick to reply that experience has pointed to one very important realisation. In order to be meaningful and hold promise of real change, the debate on corruption must be held internally, within the community in which it is taking place. If it is driven by the outside, this debate will have less impact and is less likely to lead to lasting change. Such outside intervention in the Middle East has historically never produced positive outcomes… such as greater transparency.

TI has directed a lot of its efforts at the international level – most successfully at the World Bank -- to convince skeptical international financial institutions that corruption is a problem which had to be tackled. This work is beginning to bear fruit.  But corruption is most effectively addressed through national initiatives. Informed home-grown strategies hold the best chance of success.
A third benchmark for assessing how well we are fighting corruption is the acceptance of and adherence to international standards – such as the UN’s corruption convention.

The challenge is for civil society to examine the structural obstacles to transparency and fighting corruption, and work in partnership with the government to adopt reforms. Chief among them is the UN Convention Against Corruption. I stop here, and leave the floor to those who can better explain the content – and importance – of the treaty… Thank you for your kind attention..
