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. Introduction

1. Initsresolution 55/61 of 4 December 2000, the General Assembly recognized
that an effective international legal instrument against corruption, independent of
the United Nations Convention against Transnational Organized Crime
(resolution 55/25, annex 1) was desirable; decided to begin the elaboration of such
an instrument in Vienna at the headquarters of the Centre for International Crime
Prevention of the Office for Drug Control and Crime Prevention; requested the
Secretary-General to prepare a report analysing al relevant international
instruments, other documents and recommendations addressing corruption and to
submit it to the Commission on Crime Prevention and Criminal Justice; and
requested the Commission, at its tenth session, to review and assess the report of the
Secretary-General and, on that basis, to provide recommendations and guidance as
to future work on the development of alegal instrument against corruption.

2. In the same resolution, the General Assembly requested the Secretary-General
to convene, upon completion of the negotiation of the United Nations Convention
against Transnational Organized Crime and the related protocols, an
intergovernmental open-ended expert group to examine and prepare, on the basis of
the report of the Secretary-General and of the recommendations of the Commission
at its tenth session, draft terms of reference for the negotiation of the future legal
instrument against corruption.

3. Initsresolution 55/188 of 20 December 2000, the General Assembly reiterated
its request to the Secretary-General, as contained in resolution 55/61, to convene an
intergovernmental open-ended expert group to examine and prepare draft terms of
reference for the negotiation of the future legal instrument against corruption, and
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invited the expert group to examine the question of illegally transferred funds and
the return of such funds to the countries of origin.

4. Initsresolution 2001/13 of 24 July 2001, entitled “ Strengthening international
cooperation in preventing and combating the transfer of funds of illicit origin,
derived from acts of corruption, including the laundering of funds, and in returning
such funds’, the Economic and Social Council requested the intergovernmental
open-ended expert group referred to in General Assembly resolution 55/61 to
consider, within the context of its mandates, the following issues, inter alia, as
possible items of work to be included in the draft terms of reference for the
negotiation of a future legal instrument against corruption: (a) strengthening
international cooperation in preventing and combating the transfer of funds of illicit
origin, including the laundering of funds derived from acts of corruption, and
promoting ways and means of enabling the return of such funds; (b) developing the
measures necessary to ensure that those working in banking systems and other
financial institutions contribute to the prevention of the transfer of funds of illicit
origin derived from acts of corruption, for example, by recording transactions in a
transparent manner, and to facilitate the return of those funds; (c) defining funds
derived from acts of corruption as proceeds of crime and establishing that an act of
corruption may be a predicate offence in relation to money-laundering; and
(d) determining the appropriate countries to which funds, referred to above, should
be returned and the appropriate procedures for such return.

5. Pursuant to General Assembly resolution 55/61, the Intergovernmental Open-
Ended Expert Group to Prepare Draft Terms of Reference for the Negotiation of a
Future Legal Instrument against Corruption was held in Vienna from 30 July to
3 August 2001 and recommended to the Assembly, through the Commission on
Crime Prevention and Criminal Justice and the Economic and Social Council, the
adoption of a draft resolution on the terms of reference for the negotiation of an
international legal instrument against corruption. The General Assembly adopted
resolution 56/[...] on[...].

6. In that resolution, the General Assembly decided that the ad hoc committee
established pursuant to resolution 55/61 should negotiate a broad and effective
convention, which, subject to the final determination of its title, should be referred
to as the “United Nations Convention against Corruption”.

7. In the resolution, the General Assembly requested the ad hoc committee, in
developing the draft convention, to adopt a comprehensive and multidisciplinary
approach and to consider, inter alia, the following indicative elements: definitions;
scope; protection of sovereignty; preventive measures; criminalization; sanctions
and remedies; confiscation and seizure; jurisdiction; liability of legal persons;
protection of witnesses and victims, promoting and strengthening international
cooperation; preventing and combating the transfer of funds of illicit origin derived
from acts of corruption, including the laundering of funds, and returning such funds;
technical assistance; collection, exchange and analysis of information; and
mechanisms for monitoring implementation.

8. The Genera Assembly also invited the ad hoc committee to draw on the report
of the Intergovernmental Open-Ended Expert Group, on the report of the Secretary-
General on existing international legal instruments, recommendations and other
documents addressing corruption (E/CN.15/2000/3 and Corr.1), as well as on the
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relevant parts of the report of the Commission on Crime Prevention and Criminal
Justice on its tenth session (see E/2001/30 and Corr.1, chap. I, sect. B.III), and in
particular on paragraph 1 of Economic and Social Council resolution 2002/13 as
resource materials in the accomplishment of its tasks.

9. The General Assembly requested the ad hoc committee to take into
consideration existing international legal instruments against corruption and,
whenever relevant, the United Nations Convention against Transnational Organized
Crime; decided that the ad hoc committee should be convened in Vienna in 2002
and 2003, as required, and should hold no fewer than three sessions of two weeks
each per year; requested the ad hoc committee to complete its work by the end of
2003 according to a schedule to be drawn up by its bureau; and accepted with
gratitude the offer of the Government of Argentina to host an informal preparatory
meeting of the ad hoc committee established pursuant to resolution 55/61, prior to
its first session.

10. The Informal Preparatory Meeting of the Ad Hoc Committee for the
Negotiation of a Convention against Corruption was held in Buenos Aires from 4 to
7 December 2001. The Informal Preparatory Meeting held ei ght meetings.

Organization of the session
Opening of the session

11. The Ad Hoc Committee for the Negotiation of a Convention against
Corruption held its first session in Vienna from 21 January to 1 February 2002,
during which it held 20 meetings.

12. Following the election of officers (see para. ...), the Chairman invited the
Officer-in-Charge of the United Nations Office at Vienna and the Office for Drug
Control and Crime Prevention of the Secretariat to make an opening statement.

13. The Officer-in-Charge of the Office for Drug Control and Crime Prevention
stressed that the Ad Hoc Committee was the beginning of a process that would lead
to historic action by the international community in the fight against corruption. The
task ahead was to equip the world with a broad, comprehensive, functional and
effective international instrument that would create or strengthen the capacity of
countries to counter corruption. The large number and diversity of the proposals
submitted by Governments from all regions were reasons for optimism and
demonstrated the keen interest of countriesin all parts of the world to making sure
that the convention against corruption enjoyed the quality, functionality and
universality that were the essential conditions for its widest possible applicability,
efficiency and effectiveness.

14. In his opening statement, the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee expressed
his determination to build consensus and indicated that the draft consolidated text
prepared in Buenos Aires was a good point of departure for serious negotiations.
The task of the Ad Hoc Committee was to rally together in bringing about a
profound change in behaviour and to secure a common commitment against
corruption. Despite the fact that for many years the international community had
had standards and there had been institutions in place, there was a sense that
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corruption was gaining ground. The Chairman emphasized that it was necessary to
recognize differences and respect cultural legacies, but with the aim of arriving at
common denominators for improving the situation. He also advocated the need to
affirm certain common ethical principles, as well as to establish a culture of
transparency and integrity.

Attendance

15. The first session of the Ad Hoc Committee for the Negotiation of a Convention
against Corruption was attended by representatives of [...] States. Also attending the
first session were observers for United Nations Secretariat units, United Nations
bodies and research institutes, specialized agencies and other organizations of the
United Nations system, institutes of the United Nations Crime Prevention and
Criminal Justice Programme network, intergovernmental organizations and non-
governmental organizations.

Election of officers

16. The Ad Hoc Committee elected the following officers by acclamation:
Chairman: Héctor Charry Samper (Colombia)

Vice-Chairmen: Thomas Stelzer (Austria)
Karoly Bard (Hungary)
Muhyieddeen Touq (Jordan)
Ivan Leslie Collendavelloo (Mauritius)
Abdulkadir Bin Rimdap (Nigeria)
Victor G. Garcialll (Philippines)
Javier Paulinich (Peru)
Peter Redmond Jenkins (United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland)

Rapporteur: Anna Grupinska (Poland)

17. The bureau of the Ad Hoc Committee met several times during the first session
to consider matters pertaining to the organization of work.

18. The Chairman informed the Ad Hoc Committee that its bureau had decided on
the following arrangements, in order to share the work involved in the negotiation
of the draft convention:

Preamble and final clauses: Chairman;
General provisions: United Kingdom, assisted by Hungary;

Preventive measures, including the code of conduct contained in the annex: Jordan,
assisted by Mauritius;

Articles 19-39, concerning criminalization and liability of legal persons of the draft
text: Hungary, assisted by United Kingdom;
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Articles 40-50, concerning sanctions and remedies, confiscation and seizures,
protection of witnesses and victims, law enforcement cooperation and jurisdiction:
Philippines, assisted by Nigeria;

International cooperation: Nigeria, assisted by Peru;

Transfer of funds of illicit origin: Peru, assisted by Austria;

Technical assistance: Mauritius, assisted by Jordan;

Follow-up mechanism: Austria, assisted by Philippines.

19. The bureau had reached this decision on the following understanding:

(@) The negotiation process would remain under the authority of the
Chairman;

(b) The Vice-Chairmen would take charge of a particular issue for the
purpose of increasing participation and teamwork, as well as of ensuring the
advancement of the negotiation process. In that context, the Vice-Chairmen might
chair either the plenary or informal consultations on the specific subject matter
assigned to them, including engaging interested delegations in informal dialogue in
order to attain consensus as necessary;

(c) The Vice-Chairman mentioned first under each subject would take the
lead, supported by the Vice-Chairman mentioned second.

Adoption of the agenda and or ganization of work

20. At its 1st meeting, on 21 January 2002, the Ad Hoc Committee adopted the
following agenda for its first session:

1.  Opening of the first session of the Ad Hoc Committee.
2 Election of officers.

3. Adoption of the agenda and organization of work.

4

Consideration of the draft United Nations Convention against
Corruption.

5. Adoption of the report of the Ad Hoc Committee on its first session.

Documentation

21. At its first session, the Ad Hoc Committee had before it, in addition to the
documents prepared by the Secretariat, documents containing proposals and
contributions submitted by the Governments of Algeria, Austria, Azerbaijan, Brazil,
Canada, China, the Czech Republic, Egypt, France, Germany, India, Malaysia,
Mexico, the Netherlands, Peru, the Philippines, the Russian Federation, Saudi
Arabia, Slovenia, South Africa, Spain, Ukraine and the United Kingdom.
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V.

Consideration of the draft United Nations Convention
against Corruption

22. The Chairman expressed the gratitude of the Ad Hoc Committee to the
Government of Argentina for having acted as host to the Informal Preparatory
Meeting of the Ad Hoc Committee, held in Buenos Aires from 4 to 7 December
2001. He invited the representative of Argentina to report on the results of the
Informal Preparatory Meeting.

23. Therepresentative of Argentinainformed the Ad Hoc Committee that 56 States
had attended the Informal Preparatory Meeting and that 26 proposals had been
submitted for consideration. He stressed the functional nature of the meeting, which
had aimed at consolidating the various proposals with a view to avoiding
duplication. He underlined that the compilation of a consolidated draft text in
Buenos Aires should not be perceived as an impediment to submitting further
proposals during the negotiations.

24. Before inviting delegations to make general statements, the Chairman
encouraged delegations to use the opportunity of their presence at the first session
of the Ad Hoc Committee to engage in dialogue, with a view to further streamlining
the text of the draft convention.

25. The Chairman aso invited delegations to state their positions in relation to
specific draft provisions, rather than trying to summarize such views and positions
on the entire broad array of matters covered by the draft convention in a general
statement.

26. The representative of the Philippines, speaking on behalf of the Group of 77
and China, noted that no country was completely free from corruption and stressed
the great importance attached by the members of the Group of 77 and China to the
task faced by the Ad Hoc Committee. The Group underscored the importance of
creating an effective and binding international legal instrument against corruption
that embodied a comprehensive approach. Such an instrument must establish an
internationally binding legal framework encompassing prevention, detection,
criminalization, investigation, prosecution and penalization of perpetrators,
remedies, rehabilitation and monitoring mechanisms. Likewise, the instrument
should address international cooperation and technical assistance among States in
their efforts to tackle the problem of corruption. Attention should be given to
broadening definitions covering private and public corruption. It was also vital that
the new instrument strengthen international cooperation as well as the institutions
and the capacity of States to fight corruption, while respecting the sovereignty of
States. Moreover, particular attention should be paid to the provisions on exchange
of information, lifting banking secrecy in cases where corruption was detected,
criteria for determining the country of origin of illicit assets, tracing the transfer of
funds of illicit origin, forfeiture and confiscation of proceeds from corruption and
shifting the burden of proof. The representative stated that the Group of 77 and
China attached great importance to the issue of repatriation of assets of illicit origin.
In that connection support was expressed for the proposal by Peru regarding the
organization of a seminar in June 2002 to deal with the problems of repatriation of
assets of illicit origin. The representative of the Philippines stressed the importance
of maximizing the efficiency of the work of the Ad Hoc Committee by enabling the
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broadest participation by all Member States. Measures to obtain that objective
included making documentation available in advance, avoiding parallel meetings
and ensuring availability of interpretation for all meetings of the Ad Hoc
Committee. Finally, the representative called on donor countries to provide
voluntary contributions for the participation of least developed countries on a non-
selective basis.

27. The representative of Spain addressed the Ad Hoc Committee on behalf of the
States Members of the United Nations that are members of the European Union.
Bulgaria, Cyprus, the Czech Republic, Estonia, Hungary, Lithuania, Malta, Poland,
Slovakia, Slovenia and Turkey also associated themselves with the statement. The
representative of Spain stressed the interest of member States of the European
Union in fighting corruption, which was indicated by the proposals several of them
had made for the draft convention. The members of the European Union emphasized
that the convention should contain both preventive and law enforcement measures,
striking a balance between the two types of provisions. They also advocated setting
a high global standard, at a level compatible with the principles of existing anti-
corruption instruments. In connection with criminalization, the representative stated
that account should be taken of existing international legal instruments and that
criminal offences and penalties should respect the fundamental principles
underlying Member States' legal systems. In that context, he recaled the
reservations of the European Union on illicit enrichment. As regards law
enforcement measures, it was pointed out that the future convention should cover
active and passive corruption in the public sector, of both national and foreign civil
servants, including international civil servants. Active and passive corruption in the
private sector, as well as trading in influence and accounting offences, should also
form part of the negotiations. The States members of the European Union were of
the view that the new instrument should cover criminalization of the laundering of
proceeds of corruption and should contain provisions on seizure and confiscation as
well as international cooperation in that regard. The representative stressed that the
important issue of return of illegally acquired assets should be addressed. The
provisions of the United Nations Convention against Transnational Organized Crime
should be used as the basis for drafting several key elements of the future
convention. The European Union was of the view that the Convention should
include binding preventive measures that should reflect the key principles of good
governance, integrity and transparency. It was also important to include, in line with
the United Nations Convention against Transnational Organized Crime, mechanisms
to provide technical assistance to developing countries and countries with
economies in transition, as well as the establishment of a monitoring mechanism,
which should be effective and flexible.

28. The representative of the Sudan, speaking on behalf of the Group of African
States, stated that the scope of the future convention should include all forms of
corruption, at the national and international levels and should include corruption in
the public sector as well as in the private sector. The new instrument should also
reflect the issues of prevention, detection, investigation, punishment and eradication
of corruption, as well as means to facilitate the bridging of differences in legal
systems. The members of the African Group attached particular importance to
preventing and combating money-laundering and the transfer of funds of illicit
origin, as well as to returning illicit funds to the countries of origin. The African
Group was disappointed at the fact that the funds currently available to the
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Secretariat were not sufficient to ensure the participation of all least developed
countries in the work of the Ad Hoc Committee. The representative reiterated the
importance of effective participation of least developed countries in order to
guarantee a truly universal character for the convention and called for voluntary
contributions to enable all least developed countries to participate on an equal basis
and throughout the negotiation process. The representative of the Sudan recalled the
Informal Preparatory Meeting held in Buenos Aires and expressed the hope that the
efforts made during that meeting would have a positive effect on the negotiating
process.

29. The representative of Venezuela, speaking on behalf of the Group of Latin
American and Caribbean States, thanked the Government of Argentina for hosting
the Informal Preparatory Meeting and recalled that on the occasion of that Meeting
members of the Group had submitted substantive proposals, which had been
incorporated into the consolidated text of the draft convention (see A/AC.261/3). He
recalled that during the Intergovernmental Open-Ended Expert Group to Prepare
Draft Terms of Reference for the Negotiation of a Future Legal Instrument against
Corruption, held in Vienna from 30 July to 3 August 2001, several elements were
identified by the members of the Group of Latin American and Caribbean States for
possible inclusion in the new convention, among them measures to prevent and fight
the transfer of funds of illicit origin and the laundering of proceeds derived from
corruption, as well as measures to facilitate the repatriation of such funds. In that
connection, the representative of Venezuela, on behalf of the Group, expressed
support for the proposal of the Government of Peru concerning the organization
during the second session of the Ad Hoc Committee of a seminar to deal with that
issue. The representative reiterated the need for the binding provisions of the future
convention to be complemented by measures of technical assistance in order to
allow uniform application. It was underlined that the convention should contain
preventive measures as well as provisions on broad international cooperation and
mutual assistance. The importance of the involvement of civil society and of the
private financial institutions was also underlined. The representative pointed out
that it would be advisable to have a schedule of meetings that avoided overlapping
between the plenary and informal consultations. Finaly, in order to allow the
broadest participation in the negotiation process, he suggested that a financing
system be established for the participation of least developed countries similar to
that followed for the negotiations of the United Nations Convention against
Transnational Organized Crime.

30. During the discussion that ensued, numerous representatives expressed their
gratitude to the Government of Argentina for having hosted the Informal
Preparatory Meeting in Buenos Aires in December 2001.

31. In their statements, several representatives placed emphasis on the need to
make possible the attendance of least developed countries at the negotiations in
order to produce atruly global and universal instrument and reiterated the call of the
representatives of regional groups to donor countries to make resources available to
the United Nations to cover the cost of participation of developing countries, in
particular least developed countries. In that connection, the representative of Japan
announced that his Government had contributed $30,000 to the United Nations
Crime Prevention and Criminal Justice Fund for the participation of least developed
countries in the work of the Ad Hoc Committee. The representative of France also
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stated that his Government was considering a voluntary contribution for the same
purpose.

32. Several participants welcomed the consolidation of the proposals submitted to
the Informal Preparatory Meeting into one text (A/AC.261/3 (Parts I-1V)) and
commended the work of the Centre for International Crime Prevention in that
connection. Some representatives reiterated the understanding that the Ad Hoc
Committee would not limit itself to the options included in the consolidated text but
would also consider other proposals presented during the negotiation process.

33. Many representatives expressed the view that the future convention against
corruption should be binding, effective, efficient and universal and that it should be
a flexible and balanced instrument that would take into account the legal, social,
cultural, economic and political differences of countries, as well as their different
levels of development. The need to have a convention with clear, precise and
realistic provisions that were concretely applicable at the national level was
advocated repeatedly.

34. Many representatives also stressed that the future convention should have a
multidisciplinary and comprehensive approach and should not only be considered as
a criminal law instrument, but should also strike a balance between preventive and
law enforcement measures.

35. Some representatives pointed out that the new convention should be
developed with full respect for the principles of sovereignty, territorial integrity and
non-interference in the internal affairs of States.

36. It was stated that the new convention should be developed taking into account
existing international legal instruments against corruption. It was deemed important
to ensure that the new convention build on the achievements of those instruments
and not set lower standards. Further, it was pointed out that the United Nations
Convention against Transnational Organized Crime contained many provisions that
encompassed useful solutions and represented significant achievements, reached by
consensus. To the extent possible, the new convention should make full use of those
provisions in order to facilitate and expedite the process of negotiation.

37. Several participants indicated that one of the goals of the future convention
should be to strengthen the national capacities to fight corruption and enhance
international cooperation to prevent, detect, control and eradicate corruption. One
participant expressed the view that the new instrument should focus on international
cooperation, and in particular international judicial cooperation, and should not try
to tackle corruption at the national level.

38. According to several representatives, the new convention should be a broad-
based instrument encompassing all forms of corruption. In particular, reference was
made to the need to cover public and private, active and passive corruption,
trafficking in influence, international bribery, improper use of state property,
obstruction of justice and abuse of power. According to some representatives, the
new convention should apply to domestic, foreign and international public officials,
whether appointed or elected.

39. The importance of producing clear and precise definitions, in particular of the
concepts of “corruption” and “public official”, was underlined in many statements.
In order to avoid discrepancies in the implementation of the convention, the
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proposal was to arrive at an autonomous definition of “public official”, a definition
that did not refer to the domestic law of States.

40. Prevention was highlighted as a key element of the new instrument. Many
representatives stressed the need to strike a balance between prevention and
enforcement measures. Some pointed out that those measures should be based on
the promotion of integrity, transparency, good governance, fairness and equality
before the law. Others were of the view that preventive measures would include
development of codes of conduct or ethics, an effective and impartial civil service,
effective systems for financing political parties;, establishment of independent
oversight bodies, free and transparent media, transparent public procurement rules,
and effective regulation of financial systems; denial of the tax deductibility of
bribes; promotion of an independent judiciary; and effective implementation of the
rule of law. Many delegations expressed the view that, in order to be effective,
prevention should address the socia and economic roots of corruption. Many
representatives also stressed the importance of both the involvement and
participation of civil society in preventing corruption and the promotion of public
awareness.

41. Several representatives underlined that the preventive measures of the future
convention should be binding in order to be effective, while others indicated that
those measures should not be of a binding nature and should be tailored to national
situations.

42. Inrelation to criminalization, many representatives stressed the importance of
uniform criteria for criminalizing corruption. The need to foresee the liability of
legal entities, as well as of establishing appropriate criminal, civil and/or
administrative sanctions, both for natural and legal persons was also advocated
during the discussion. In the view of some representatives, criminal law measures
against corruption would need to include the reversal of the burden of proof and the
lifting of bank secrecy. According to others, criminalization of illicit enrichment
was also necessary. Still others voiced concern regarding the reversal of the onus of
proof, as that would run contrary to constitutional principles or international
obligations and would thus be difficult to envisage.

43. Particular emphasis was placed on the inclusion of provisions of broad
international cooperation, including cooperation among law enforcement agencies,
exchange of information, training and cooperation in seizure and confiscation. In
that connection, several representatives pointed out that the future convention
should also provide for technical assistance to developing countries and countries
with economies in transition in order to strengthen their institutional capacity to
fight corruption and to ensure effective implementation of the convention.

44. Many speakers were of the view that it was essential that the future convention
against corruption address in an effective manner the question of the transfer of
assets of illicit origin and the need to devel op adequate mechanisms and measures to
ensure the return of such assets. Severa representatives highlighted the complex
questions related to that problem and in particular the issue of tracing of funds, the
identification of the legitimate beneficiary of funds or assets of illicit origin and the
question of title over those funds or assets. In that connection, support was
expressed by numerous representatives for the proposal by Peru for the
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organization, during the second session of the Ad Hoc Committee, of a seminar on
the matter.

45. The importance of effective mechanisms for monitoring the implementation of
the new convention was emphasized in many statements. It was also pointed out that
such mechanisms should have clear and precise tasks and obligations and should be
truly effective. According to some representatives, several existing international
legal instruments provided useful sources of inspiration in that regard.

46. At the 3rd meeting of the Ad Hoc Committee, on [...], the Chairman recalled
that, according to its terms of reference, the Ad Hoc Committee was to take into
consideration the contributions of non-governmental organizations and civil society,
in accordance with United Nations rules and following the practice established by
the Ad Hoc Committee on the Elaboration of a Convention against Transnational
Organized Crime. The Ad Hoc Committee was a body established by the General
Assembly and, consequently, followed the rules of procedure of subsidiary bodies of
the Assembly.

47. The Chairman indicated that the previous Ad Hoc Committee had admitted
non-governmental organizationsin consultative status with the Economic and Social
Council to its plenary meetings. Informal consultations of every kind (including
small working or drafting groups) were designated “closed meetings’, that is, only
government representatives were admitted. In plenary meetings, observers for non-
governmental organizations were alowed to make statements once al
representatives had spoken, time permitting. Observers for non-governmental
organizations wishing to distribute documents were asked to bring sufficient copies,
which would be placed at the documents distribution counter.

48. In view of the nature of the subject matter, it was foreseen that several non-
governmental organizations not having consultative status with the Economic and
Social Council would approach the Secretariat with requests to submit
documentation, participate in the sessions or both. In addition, it was expected that
the private sector and national independent bodies would express similar interest.

49. The Ad Hoc Committee approved the proposal submitted by the bureau.

50. The Chairman informed the Ad Hoc Committee that the bureau had received
the first such request, from Transparency International, and had decided to allow
that non-governmental organization to attend the Committee as an observer.

51. After completion of the general discussion, the Ad Hoc Committee began at its
4th meeting, on [...], the first reading of the draft convention against corruption.
Having deferred discussion on the preamble at the recommendation of the
Chairman, the Ad Hoc Committee completed the first reading of articles 1-...] of
the draft convention. The Ad Hoc Committee based its consideration of those
articles on the consolidated text contained in document A/AC.261/3 (Parts | and I1)
and on proposals and contributions made by Governments (A/AC.261/L.2-...).

11
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V.

Adoption of the report of the Ad Hoc Committee on its first
session

52. On the recommendation of its bureau, the Ad Hoc Committee decided to make
every possible effort to complete the first reading of the draft convention at its
second session. The proposed organization of work for the second session will
reflect that decision.

53. At its 20th meeting, on 1 February 2002, the Ad Hoc Committee adopted the
report on its first session (A/AC.261/L.1).

54. Also at its 20th meeting, the Ad Hoc Committee approved the proposal of Peru
regarding the organization of a workshop on the question of asset recovery and
authorized the Secretariat to organize that workshop for one day during the second
session of the Ad Hoc Committee. The purpose of the workshop would be to
provide interested participants with technical information and specialized
knowledge on the complex issues involved in the question of asset recovery. The
programme and format of the technical workshop would be finalized by the bureau
of the Ad Hoc Committee.

55. At the same meeting, the Ad Hoc Committee adopted the provisional agenda
and organization of work for its second session, to be held in Vienna from 17 to
28 June 2002 (A/AC.261/L.40).



