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Transparency International (1993, Berlin)

e Corruption Perceptions Index
* Global Corruption Barometer

Legatum Institute (2006, London)

* Legatum Prosperity Index

World Economic Forum (1971, Geneva)

* Global Competitiveness Index




Corruption Perceptions Index
— 13 Data Sources

Bertelsmann Foundation Bertelsmann African Development
Sustainable Governance Foundation Bank Governance
Indicators 2014 Transformation Index Ratings 2012
2014

Economist Freedom House
Intelligence Unit Nations in Transit
Country Risk Ratings 2013

IMD World Political and Economic

Global Insight o Risk Consultancy Asian
Competitiveness Intelligence 2013

Count_ry Risk Yearbook 2013

Ratings

Transparency
International Bribe
Payers Survey 2011

Political Risk Services

International Country
Risk Guide

World Bank - Country World Economic World Justice Project
Policy and Forum Executive Rule of Law Index

Institutional Opinion Survey (EOS) 2013
Assessment 2012 2013




Corruption Perceptions Index
2013

countries

and
territories




Corruption Perceptions Index
2013 - How did we score?

D k, 91 .
eﬂmar Score 0 (highly corrupt)

* Singapore, 86 to (very clean).

+ Japan, 74

Brunei, 60
-

~ Malaysia, 50

China, 40 4 Sri Lanka, 37
¢ 4 Philippines, 36

Thailand, 35| —* #Indonesia, 32—
Vietna‘m, 31 Laos, 26
Cambodia, 20
+ North Korea, 8




Worsening CPI ranking:

Becoming more and more
corrupt?
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Global Corruption Barometer (2013) -
People’s perceptions and experiences

el e eee i ® Transparency International
Indicator? Secretariat in Berlin

« Approximately 1,000 ppl from
JlenEe sle ek each 107 countries). National
representatives.

A R © Face to face, telephone,
methodology Used ? and online interviews




Global Corruption Barometer:
12 Questions

Over the past 2 years,
how has the level of
corruption in this
country changed?

How effective do you
think your
government's actions
are in the fight against
corruption

Can ordinary people
make a difference in
the fight against
corruption?

To what extent do you
think that corruption is
a problem in the public
sector in this country?

Are you willing to get
involved in the fight
against corruption?

In your dealings with
the public sector, how
important are personal
contacts to get things

done

Reporting corruption

To what extent is this
country's government
run by a few big
entities acting in their
own best interests

What was the most
common reason for
paying the
bribe/bribes?

Refusing to pay a bribe




Perceptions of corruption, by
institution: 2013, 2011

I:%usiness/ 3 X Religious 011
Private sector

Scale 1-5

1= not at all corrupt
5 = highly corrupt




Experience of bribery in public
services in 2013 (%)

Education

Land services

Taxrevenue 1 Medical and _
and/or customs health ~ —*"Thailand

-=-Global

Registry and
permit services




Legatum Prosperity Index:
89 variables, 8 sub indices

Entrepreneurship
& Opportunity
Personal
freedom

Legatum
! Safety
Social Pr0per|ty & Securi
capital Index b




LPI Governance: Prosperity =
wealth + wellbeing

* Government Stability * Efforts to Address Poverty
* Government Effectiveness * Confidence in the Judicial System
* Rule of Law * Business and Government Corruption

* Regulation * Government Effectiveness

e Separation of Powers * Rule of Law
* Political Rights * Regulation
* Government Type * Environmental Preservation
* Political Constraints * Separation of Powers
* Government Approval
* Voiced Concern
* Confidence in Military
* Confidence in Honesty of Elections




LPI Governance — why we
could not score more?

Rank

Switzerland, 1
: New Zeatand, 2
Australia, 7° P
¢—Japan, 21
CONEONE, 20 Malaysia, 34
2 Sritanka;; 48
india f54 FIUPPINGE DS o
Thailand, 57 ¢ ¢ China, 65
Cambodid, 73790NeSIa 7

Afgnanistan, 142




Legatum’s Governance Indicators -
Who do you trust? (2012, 2013)

Military —2012 —2013
86.9 89.3

92 92

Financial Instituions 80.1 Judicial System
75.9

59

Honesty of Elections 73'ANationaI Government

% of population surveyed by Gallop Poll




Legatum’s Governance Indicators:

% of people who think businesses and
Government Corrupt (2010-2013)

100
20 ; | 86.7
80 -
e
60 -
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Global Competitiveness Index
2013: 12 Pillars

Health and
primary
education

Macroeconomic

Infrastructure environment

Financial
market
development

Higher
education and
training

Goods market Labor market
efficiency efficiency

Business
sophistication

Technological

readiness Innovation

Market size

Covering 148 economies




Global Competitiveness Index
2013: a competitive ASEAN?

Rank

+—Singapore, 2

Malaysia, 24
¢ ¢ Brunei, 26
Thailand, 37 ¢ 4 |ndonesia, 38

Philinp 50

¢ Vietnam, 70
+—Laos

8%
< Cambodia, 88




The most problematic factors for
doing business in Thailand (%)

Insufficient capacity to |nadequately educated
innovate, 7.5 workforce, 6.1

Inefficient government Inadequate supply of
bureaucracy, 13.4 infrastructure, 5.2

Access to financing, 4.2

Poor work ethicin
national labor force,
3.1

Tax regulations, 2.9

Restrictive labor

Policy instability, 13.5 regulations, 1.8

____Taxrates, 1.8

Crime and theft, 1.1

Foreign currency
regulations, 1.1

Government instability/
coups, 16.5

Inflation, 0.9

Poor public health, 0.7




GCI Institution Pillar 2013: worse
than global average

Transparency of
government
policymaking
22 3.9
Wastefulness of S e
government / 3

3

spending [ ‘ 3.1 | politicians
Favouritism in DI @ 3.8 lIrregular
decisions of . \ / 4 payments and

government... bribes

——Thailand
9 3.8

Judicial -=Mean
independence
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