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Chuong trinh chong hoi
10 co thanh cong khong?

« Cong wéc chéng héi lé cua OECD (ABC) (tén chinh
thac Ia cdng wec chéng héi 16 déi vai vien chac
Nngoai giao trong cac giao djch thuwong mai quéc té)
da dwec coi la mét théa thudn quéc téthanh cong —
hon nhiéu so vdi cac cong cu chéng tham nhing
khu vyc khac hodgc cdng wec chéng tham nhing
cua LHQ. Thém chi con thanh céng hon Ky vong cua
nhom dng hé.

« Matthew Stevenson (2014), Harvard Law School, viét
vé chéng tham nhdng toan cau
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OECD- ABC la



Pong co dang sau OECD-
ABC

1. Quéc gia sé tai caa cac dy an FDI, tai nhiéu nwac
dang phadt trién, khédng cd nang lvc hay déng co
dé chong tham nhong.

2. Hanh déng don phuong baéi cac nudc dau tu la
khéng kha thi do thiéu hanh déng chung. Tham
Nnhong gdy ra cac hau qua cho ca xa hoi, nhung keé
tham nhdng thi huang lgi lan.

¢ Thuwong lwong vé OECD-ABC duwoc dan dat bai siva déi ndm
1998 vé Luat chéng tham nhing cua Hoa Ky, theo do bat
buéc viéc thuvong lvgng vai cac quac gia dé han ché.
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BETTER POLICIES FOR BETTER LIVES
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Noi dung chinh cua OECD-ABC

Hiéu lwvc ngodi bién gidi: BEn tham gia cam két théng

qua cac luat lé trong nuwéc dé hinh sy hda hanh vi héi 16
cua cac cong ty khi hoat dong ngoai Ianh thé.

Nhém Iam viéc: OECD khdng truc ti€p thyc hién, nhung

nhom Iam viéc gidm sat viéc thdng qua cac diéu luat va
van dé thyc thi.

Qua trinh phan bién: 1) 2 nuéc tham gia phu tfrach viéc

tham dinh va chuan bj bdo cdo. 2) Tat cd cac thanh vién
ra soat va danh gid hoat dong, va dé xuat sita doi. 3)
Khdng nuéc nao co thé can thigp chong lai viéc xuat ban
bdo cdo (trir khi chi cd mot nwdc chong lai)




Bao cdo co thé rat nang ne

« “Tinh huéng & Hungary lién quan dén phap nhadn
khd phac tap. Yéu cau phai co thé nhdn bi trirng
phat thi méi co thé fruy t6 duoc phdp nhdn fao ra
mot 16 héng phdp Iy 16N theo do phdp Nhén cd thé
tron tranh duoc trach nhiem.” (Bao cdo giai doan 3).

e “Nuéc Uc chi cd mét finh hudng veé héi 16 & nuwéc
ngodi dan dén phai truy t6 frong téng cong 28 dé
xuat diéu tra tham nhing & nuéc ngodi nhan dugc
bé&i Canh sat lién bang Uc. Bay I mét guan ngai
nghiém trong.” (Phase 3 Report).
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Khung thoi gian cua OECD-ABC

e 1989: Bat dau tir mot nhdm lam viéc theo thai vu
e 1997: Thuong lvgng va dat dwgc théa thuan.
e 1999: CO hiéu lyc.

Qud trinh danh gid

* Giai doan 1 (Giai doan ddanh gia), bat dau nam 1997, tap trung
vao cAc tailigu phop ly duwoc xdy dwng béi cac bén tham gia
dat du yéu cau cua cong uaéc.

* Giai doan 2 (Giai doan danh gia hiéu lec), bat dau nam 2002,
ngmen Ic:u'u iéu cAc tailieu phdp Iy dugc dp dung dung dan
va hop ly

 Giai doan 3 (Giai doan thyc thi), thdng bdo vé thei gian thyc
hién ngay 12/2009; Tap Trung vao nhém cac quéc gia tham
gia va tudn tha tinh than caa cong wéc bang viéc trieng phat
cdc cong dan va doanh nghiép vi pham & nuwédc ngoai.
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Penalties Cases
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Figure 1: Foreign Bribery Punishments and New Investigations in Signatory Countries mn
Four Years before and after Phase 3. In the first panel, we present average penalties in anti-
corruption cases from the OECD Foreign Bribery Report (2014, p. 20, Figure 7). In the second

panel, we present the average number of new investigations from the Trace International Report

(2014, p.§, Figure 2).



Gia thuyét

 HI1: Sau khi thyc hién giai doan 3, doanh nghiép
tr cac quoc gia tham gia cdng wédc sé giam
duwogc tan suat hoi 16 so vai cac quéc gia khéng
tham gia.

« H2: Sau khi thyc hién giai doan 3 (2010), doanh
nghiép tir cac quéc gia thyc hién cdng uéc tich
cuc sé giam duwogc tan suat hoi 16 so vai cdc quéc
gia thyc hién long leo.
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Céach tiép can chuan déi véi danh
gia chinh sach chong tham nhiing

1. Do vou agree with this statement? “It 15 common for firms m my line of business
to have to pay some wrregular “additional unofficial pavments.”

1. dYes

0. O No

2. On average, what percentage of income do firms in your line of business typically
pay per annum in unofficial pavments to public officials?
1. J0% 5. 0 Less than 1%

. From 1% to less than 2% 6. 1 From 10% to less than 20%

.
3. 1 From 2% to less than 3% 7. 1 From 20% to less than 30%:
4. 1 From 5% to less than 10% 8. 1 Over 30%




Cach tiép can chuan do6i vaéi danh gia chinh
sach chong tham nhiing
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Figure 2: Differences between OECD Anti-Bribery Convention Signatories and Non-
Signatories Using Standard Corruption Questions. Data obtained from four years of annual
PCI-FDI survey (2010—2013) using questions €¢ll and el12. which replicate questions j7a and j7b
from the World Bank’s Enterprise Survey. These graphs show unadjusted differences in means.
but the results are robust to multiple regression using firm-level, sector-level. and country-level
controls.
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Van dé vai cach tiép can chuan
August 20, 2012

 Nguyen Duc (Bau)
Kien, chu tich ACB bi
bat vi tham nhing.

« ACB - dugc cho |lad mot
ngdn hang cé phan
thanh cong nhat (nuéc
Nngodi ndm 49% cé
phan)

« Kien co qguan hé mat
thiét véi tha fvéng
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Cach tiép can phan tich
thyrc nghiém khac




Dtz lieu PCI

Annual business survey used to gauge
Viethamese business environment.

Use 2010-2013 Foreign Investment Surveys.
n=1,500 per year (6,066 overall).

Sample is stratified by age, legal form, and
broad industrial sector.

35% response (high for business surveys), but
problematic — detailed comparison to
underlying population to make sure nof
biased
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Xtr ly van dé véi cach tiép can chuan

1. S&r dung thiét ké khac biét trong khac biét déi vai dir ligu
tir giai doan 3 cho phép chung ta loai bé duoc tac déng
cua cdac nhan 16 khdng thay daéi theo thoi gian (mac dé
dan chd, tdi san, tv do bdo chi).

2. S dung phuwong phdap diéu tra dua frén sé cau hoi
khdng ghép dugc UCT (LIST) dé gidam mac dé chéch
mang tinh hé thang do hanh vi xa héi va khéng tra loi
phong van.

3. Tan dung su khdac biét vé thoi gian doanh nghiép tham
gia thi tfrwong, thoi gian ky hep déng véi chinh pha, va
loai hinh haéi 16.
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Tién tdi mot phwong phap chinh xac hon dé
do luvong tham nhing

Cdac cau hai thiét ké theo phuwong phdap sé cdu haéi khdng ghép cép
(Unmatched Count Technique (UCT, LIST) Question) (Raghavarao and
Federer, 1979).

Theo mot phiéu thu thap thong tin, mét nguoi dugc hoi vé s6 lan thyc hién
cdc hoat déng vo6 hai nhung fuong déi it xay ra tai mét dia diém va thoi
gian cho truéc.

Nhom tha hai nhan duwgc cung mét bé phiéu hoi deng thoi cd thém cac
cAu héi nhay cam.

Nguoi tra |61 chi phai nhaé lai s6 hoat dong ho da thuc hién va khéng bao giy
thira nhan hanh vi sai trdi.

Téng hgp thédng tin cho phép bao vé tinh riéng tv va tranh 16 cac hanh vi
déng [6a vai sai frai.

Sw khdc biét vé tri trung binh gitta hai nhdm phiéu cho phép tinh dugc ty lé
nguai 1ra loi da thuc hién cac hanh vi nhay cay hay sai frai.

Ky thuat ndy da dugc ching minh cho thay cung cép bang ching 16t nhat
va bao mat nhat vé cac hanh vi nhay cdm frong nhiéu nghien ctu 13p lai
(Couts and Jann 2009).

Estimate (Probability of Bribery) = Mean (Form A) - Mean (Form B)
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UCT Question 1: Please take a look at the following list of common activities that
firms engage in to expedite the steps needed to receive their mnvestment
license/registration certificate. How many of the activities did yvou engage in when
fulfilling any of the business registration activities listed previously?

Followed procedures for business license on website.

Hired a local consulting/law firm to obtam the license for the firm for vou.
Paid informal charge to expedite procedures.

(Only Available on Form B of the Survey)

Looked for a domestic partner who was already registered.

Treatment Mean SE Low High Bribe

No 1.421 | 0.02 | 1.38 | 1.46
Yes 1.624 | 0.02 | 1.58 | 1.67

20.3%




Khac biét vé gia tri trung binh:

Trwoce va sau khi thue hién giai doan 3

3. Before Phase 3 by OECD Anti-Bribery Convention Signatory Status

OECD Treatment Mean SE Low High Bribe
No No 1.370 0.03 1.31 1.43 18.6%
No Yes 1.556 0.03 1.49 1.62
Yes No 1.437 0.03 1.38 1.50 23,70
Yes Yes 1.674 0.03 1.61 1.74

4. After Phase 3 OECD Anti-Bribery Convention Signatory Status

OECD Treatment Mean SE Low High Bribe

No No 1.339 0.11 1.11 1.56

40.7%
No Yes 1.746 0.12 1.51 1.99
Yes No 1.548 0.07 1.41 1.69

11.5%

Yes Yes 1.664 0.09 1.48 1.85




Ho6i quy da bién st dung phuwong phap LIST

Ly, =), + ROECD, +y,Phase3, + y;0ECD* Phase3, + C, + A+ +e, 1f treatment=0 (negative binonual regression)
) g =(y,-3,)=0,+8,0ECD. +8,Phase3. + 6,0ECD, * Phase3, +C. + 1+ a+e, if treatment=1 (non-linear least squares)




Table 2: Correlates of Corruption During Business Entry (LIST Method)
All Firms Registered after 2000

Dependent variable: difference between the Firm& Country &

aCtIV{tIeS reported by treatme.n‘ tgro up .afqd Diff-in- No Survey SectorFE  Country Entry Year
predicted number of nonsensitive activities of Means Controls  Year FE C 1 FE
control group. ontrols
(1) (2) (3) (4) (6) (8)
Firm Entered after Home Country Completed Phase 0.224* 0.260** 0.248** 0.168
(0.123) (0.132) (0.099) (0.129)
Signed OECD Bribe Convention =1 0.055 0.070** 0.088** 0.258*
(0.039) (0.035) (0.035) (0.149)
OECD*Phase3 -0.346** -0.343**  -0.352%** -0.273* -0.410*
(0.168) (0.165) (0.129) (0.146) (0.218)
Constant 0.203**  (.184*** 0.077 -0.040 0.004 -0.934***
(0.040) (0.045) (0.049) (0.145) (0.476) (0.316)
Observations 2,116 2,041 2,041 2,032 1,312 1,347
Provincial Clusters 50 49 49 49 44 44
RMSE 0.978 0.968 0.949 0.946 0.927 0.931
Log-Likelihood -2955 -2828 -2785 -2752 -1741 -1767
LR Chi2 Test NA 253.9%*  339.2%  4(05.4%** 2422%*  4399.6***
BIC 5917 5686 5623.5 5770.6 3588 1687.9




Reqistration Procurement
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Figure 3: Conditional Effect of Enforcement on Reductions in Bribe Propensity. Based on
Models 5 and 10 in Table 4. Number of observations in histograms include both first and second

stages.




Két luan

Van dé dac biét quan frong déi véi cac luat 1é chéng héi 16 vuot bién
gigi mét quéc gia

o Cdc phdan tich thyc nghiém truéc ddy khdng dua tin cay

X{r ly van dé bang thiét k& nghién cau it chju anh hueng cda van dé
chéch lyva chon va do lwong tham nhong déi véi cac sai s6 do
lwudng mang tinh hé théng,.

Chung téi phdt hién ra la:

o Néu chi tham gia vao cdng uac thi khdng cé tac déng Ién viéc héi 16.

o Chi sau khi gidm sat nghiém tuc giai doan 3 cda viéc thyc hién cdng
wdC chung ta méi nhan dién duoc sy khac biét vé van dé héi 6.

o Phat hién twong tw nhu vay daéi véi cac khoan thanh todn phi chinh
thirc khi dang ky kinh doanh, hoac haéi 16 khi dau thau.

o Doanh nghiép tir cac nwac tham gia cong weéc OECD-ABC, va diac
biét I cac nuwac tich cyc ap dung, it ¢ xu huédng héi 16 so véi doanh
nghiép fir cac nuwéc khdng tham gia cong wac, ngay ca khi kiEm soat
van deé tu lva chon tham gia vao cong uvéc OECD-ABC.



Kiém dinh d0 nhay

1) Gia dinh xu hwéng song song;

2) Kich c& cua Bandwidth;

3) M hinh dir liéu gop vs md hinh dit liéu bang;

4) Két qua virng doéi véi hanh vi haoi 16 frong dau thau




Gia dinh song song
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