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Letter from the Director  
 
Dear Delegates,  
 
My name is Felix Hohne and I am currently a junior at St. George’s School. It is my utmost 
pleasure to be serving as the Director of the Association of the Southeast Asian Nations 
(ASEAN) at CAHSMUN 2016. Whether you are a beginner or an experienced delegate, it is 
my sincere hope that you will enjoy and learn a lot from this upcoming conference.  
I have always been interested in Southeast Asia, as I grew up in Shanghai, China and am fluent 
in Chinese. At the Shanghai American School, I began my involvement in Model United 
Nations. I delegated at three conferences in China and one conference in Malaysia, before 
coming to Vancouver. As a result, I am deeply passionate about ASEAN and the future of the 
region.  
 
This year in ASEAN, we will be addressing two very important topics: The Effects of 
Economic Growth on Religion, and Government Corruption of ASEAN Member States. 
Without a doubt, these topics are vital to the future of ASEAN. It is imperative that your 
research covers both topics and the histories of all member nations. I hope that both topics 
will aid your understanding of ASEAN, its mandates and mission, and its role in the world.  
 
Best Regards,  
Felix Hohne, 
ASEAN Director – CAHSMUN 2017 
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Committee Description:  
 
The Association of Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN) is an organization founded in 1967 by 
Indonesia, Malaysia, the Philippines, Singapore, and Thailand in order to facilitate 
cooperation in economic, social, and educational fields and promote regional peace and 
stability.  
 
The fundamental principles of ASEAN are1: mutual respect for the independence and 
sovereignty of all nations, the right of states to be free of external interference, non-
interference in the internal affairs of other nations, the renunciation of the use of force, and 
cooperation among member states.  
 
Today, 10 countries are part of ASEAN: Brunei Darussalam, Myanmar, Cambodia, Indonesia, 
Laos, Malaysia, Philippines, Singapore, Thailand, and Vietnam. Several other regional forums 
exist as part of ASEAN: ASEAN Plus Three, which is an ASEAN summit with ASEAN 
members and China, Japan, and the Republic of Korea, as well as the ASEAN Regional forum, 
which is a large forum of 27 states designed to improve dialogue in the Asia-Pacific region.  
 
ASEAN has evolved into an economic community with a free trade area and new plans to 
integrate the economies of ASEAN further, such as through the 2020 ASEAN Banking 
Integration Framework. ASEAN also collaborates in education through the ASEAN 
University Network, which focuses on the sharing of knowledge through partnerships and 
joint curriculum development, as well as co-operation in Information and Communication 
Technology. ASEAN holds regular ASEAN summits with heads of states and also holds over 
600 meetings annually at all levels. Furthermore, ASEAN is a political-security community, 
with cooperation in the defense industry. ASEAN Member states have signed the Southeast 
Asian Nuclear Free Zone treaty, making ASEAN a nuclear free zone. Through integration, 
ASEAN hopes to develop a stronger regional identity and promote peaceful development in 
the region. Many of the major issues in the Asia-Pacific region, such as the South China sea 
maritime disputes, are regularly discussed within ASEAN.  
 

 
 
 

                                                   
1 http://asean.org/asean/about-asean/overview/. 
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Topic B: Government Corruption of ASEAN Member States 
Overview 
  
It is widely believed that the effects of corruption are highly damaging to a country's 
development. According to Western economic theory, corruption erodes the legitimacy of the 
government, reduces transparency, and changes the political environment to one based on 
patronage2. As promulgated by the American Washington Consensus, corruption increases 
the cost of goods and services, funnels state resources into high-profile projects when other 
projects are more necessary, causes greater economic inequality, and weakens work ethics. In 
a democracy, corruption encourages cynicism in the population and decreases public 
participation in government3. The problem of corruption is a major one around the world, 
but an especially acute one in ASEAN. The Corruptions Perception Index, published yearly by 
Transparency International, measures the level of corruption worldwide, and a majority of 
ASEAN countries have been found to be highly corrupt.  
 
For the developing nations of ASEAN, according to the Western market-based economic 
model, increased trade and foreign direct investment are major components to economic 
development4. However, the increase in trade allows for increased corruption and hinders 
Foreign Direct Investment because businesses are less comfortable investing in corrupt 
countries, and corruption has the potential to decrease profits, as money needs to be sent for 
bribes and essential government services. While corruption has long been a major concern for 
ASEAN, only Singapore has been truly successfully in stamping out corruption.5 According to 
the Washington Consensus, for a developing nation to fully develop, the government must 
eliminate corruption. Whether or not a member of ASEAN should follow the Washington 
Consensus in regards to corruption, emulate the Singaporean model, or imitate the Chinese 
model of focusing on economic growth while only spending limited resources to fight 
corruption, should be decided by the country and the delegate. However, these different 
models of thinking define and attempt to solve corruption in different ways and the delegate 
should think about how to define the problem for his or her country.  
 

 
 

                                                   
2 http://www.corruptionwatch.org.za/learn-about-corruption/what-is-corruption/we-are-all-affected/ 
4Ibid.  
4 http://trade.ec.europa.eu/doclib/docs/2012/january/tradoc_148991.pdf 
5 http://www.forbes.com/sites/riskmap/2016/03/02/corruption-risks-in-south-east-asia-where-are-the-greatest-
concerns-for-us-investors/#7776cc8f33ae. 
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Timeline:   
o! August 1965: Singapore, one the world’s least corrupt countries, is expelled 

from Malaysia and gains independence as the Republic of Singapore  
o! August 8th 1967: Formation of ASEAN by Indonesia, Malaysia, Singapore, 

Thailand and the Philippines  
o! 1976: Treaty of Amity and Cooperation is adopted as the founding document 

of ASEAN to promote perpetual peace, everlasting amity and cooperation 
among the people of Southeast Asia 

o! January 1992: adoption of the ASEAN Free Trade Area (AFTA) granting a 
Common Effective Preferential Tariff between member states to increase trade 
and reduce barriers to trade  

o! 1993: Revision of Singapore Prevention of Corruption Act, one of the strongest 
and most powerful anti-corruption laws in the world  

o! December 1995: ASEAN Framework Agreement on Trade in Services adopted 
through which ASEAN member states enter rounds of negotiations to liberalize 
trade  

o! December 2005: the United Nations Convention against Corruption goes into 
effect  

o! October 2008: Thaksin Shinawatra, former prime minister of Thailand, was 
sentenced two years in prison in absentia for abuse of power and corruption  

o! November 2008: Huỳnh Ngọc Sĩ, vice director of Department of Transport of 
Ho Chi Minh City, Vietnam, is convicted of bribery and sentenced to six years 
in prison after being found to have accepted $800,000 in bribes from a Japanese 
company to secure a road contract  

o! January 2009: Malaysia Anti-Corruption Commission Act comes into force  
o! January 2010: ASEAN-China Free Trade Area goes into effect, creating a large 

free trade market between ASEAN and China  
o! April 2010: Cambodia adopts Law on Anti-Corruption, updating its anti-

corruption legislation  
o! 2015: 1Malaysia Development Berhad (1MDB) Scandal: Malaysia’s Prime 

Minister, Najib Tun Razak, is accused of funneling $1 billion from 1MDB, the 
government’s strategic development company, to his bank accounts  

o! 2015: Establishment of ASEAN Economic Community (AEC) to improve 
economic integration of ASEAN  
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Historical Analysis  
 
To understand the history of corruption in ASEAN, it is necessary to compare the trajectories 
of Malaysia—and ASEAN more generally—against Singapore. While Malaysia is the second 
cleanest country in ASEAN, it it bears more similarities to other ASEAN countries which are 
far more corrupt than Singapore.  Singapore, which was a part of Malaysia from 1963 to 1965, 
scores 84 on the Corruption Perceptions Index, whereas Malaysia scores 50. Other nations 
within ASEAN score between 22 and 50. As a result, analyzing how Singapore became the 
cleanest country in the region is important to the understanding of corruption in ASEAN 
today.  
 
Anti-Corruption Measures in Singapore  
 
In 1959, when Singapore attained self-government, corruption was rampant. The anti-
corruption bureau was weak, corruption was not a major offence, and public officers were 
poorly paid. 6Singapore, because it was a small city state without a large population or 
significant natural resources, needed to fight corruption. Singapore was small and lacking 
natural resources. There appeared to be no reason why foreign investment would be attracted 
to Singapore. However, it could use its small size to its advantage by reducing corruption. 
With lower corruption, foreign companies would be attracted to invest in Singapore and 
establish corporate headquarters, increasing the prosperity of Singapore. As a result, 
corruption control was a national interest on which the entirety of the Singaporean economy 
depended on. The resolve to curb corruption was demonstrated in as early as 1960, where 
Parliament declared that it would take “all possible steps … to reduce the opportunities of 
corruption”7. Because fighting corruption was so vital to the Singaporean economy, Singapore 
has had intense political will to fight against corruption. In 1975, when Minister of State Wee 
Toon Boon, a Minister in the Government of the ruling party, was accused of corruption, he 
was duly convicted, demonstrating that from the beginning Singapore matched words with 
need, mobilizing the public and the civil service to fight corruption. 8 
 
Corruption in Malaysia  
 
In Malaysia, the ruling United Malays National Organization (UMNO) party-led coalition 
had been in power since 1957. According to the human-rights focused non-governmental 
                                                   
6 http://www.unafei.or.jp/english/pdf/RS_No83/No83_17VE_Koh1.pdf 
7 Ibid.  
8 http://eresources.nlb.gov.sg/history/events/09325feb-9611-4052-be91-6388123d1105 
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organization Human Rights Watch, UNMO had done so through “electoral manipulation, 
censorship, intimidation, and use of criminal statues such as the Sedition Act to punish 
political opponents.”9 The government lost the popular vote in 2013, but received a legislative 
majority. The opposition leader, Anwar Ibrahim, is currently imprisoned on charges of 
sodomy. The Prime Minister, Najib Tun Razak, is currently being investigated for a 
corruption scandal. According to the charges, $1 billion was illegally transferred from the 
government-owned 1MDB development bank to his personal bank accounts.10 Because of the 
personal corruption charges against the Prime Minister, there has been more cynicism around 
the effectiveness of anti-corruption bodies countering corruption.  According to The 
Malaysian Insider—a news website blocked in Malaysia—the police is considered to be the 
most corrupt institution in Malaysia, and public contracts are often a source of corruption11.  
Malaysia is the second least corrupt country in ASEAN. However, there is a substantial 
difference between Singapore and Malaysia in terms of corruption. Because there was 
enormous political will to enforce anti-corruption legislation—as a clean economy was 
necessary to make the small island state of Singapore competitive—Singapore strictly enforced 
its anti-corruption rules, while Malaysia did not.  
 
Other ASEAN Nations  
 
Other countries in ASEAN are considerably more corrupt than Singapore. In Thailand, after 
the Prime Minister Thaksin Shinawatra was removed from office by a military coup, he was 
sentenced to two years’ imprisonment in absentia due to violations of conflict-of-interest-
rules by helping his wife buy land cheaply from a state agency12.  His sister, Yingluck 
Shinawatra, became Prime Minister in 2011. She attempted to manipulate global rice prices—
since Thailand produced 30% of the world’s rice supply—by stockpiling rice, causing a 
worldwide shortage, and then selling the rice at a higher price. However, the plan ultimately 
failed. Additionally, Yingluck Sinawatra then attempted to pass a new bill offering a blanket 
pardon for the perpetrators of violence in the last decade. This could have potentially paved 
the way for the return of Thaksin Sinawatra, but was rejected by the Senate. In November 
2013, the Constitutional Court ruled that a 2007 Constitutional amendment that “would have 
permitted the relatives of representatives to become senators, increasing nepotism among the 
political elites,”13 was unconstitutional.  Immediately after, the Ministry of Finance defaulted 
on its payments to farmers for the rice pledging scheme, resulting in the National Anti-

                                                   
9 https://www.hrw.org/asia/malaysia. 
10 http://www.wsj.com/specialcoverage/malaysia-controversy. 
11 http://www.business-anti-corruption.com/country-profiles/east-asia-the-pacific/malaysia/show-all.aspx. 
12 https://www.theguardian.com/world/2008/oct/21/thaksin-thailand-corruption. 
13 http://thediplomat.com/2015/05/the-rice-and-fall-of-yingluck-shinawatra/. 
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Corruption Commission (NACC) declaring that the scheme was corrupt and that Prime 
Minister Yingluck Sinawatra was aware of the irregularities. On May 22, 2014, following the 
aforementioned events, a military coup was carried out to remove the Prime Minister from 
office.  
 
In April 2016, the Cambodian ambassador to South Korea was found to have made $100,000 
in selling visas, keeping insurance payments for Cambodian workers who had died in South 
Korea. Additionally, the ambassador kept in his possession 500 pieces of jewelry and 12.7kg of 
gold14.  
 
In 2014, it was discovered that for the last thirteen years, four Indonesian cartels had been 
producing counterfeit vaccines. At least fourteen hospitals and eight midwife clinics 
administered the fake vaccines. The Indonesian Food and Drugs Agency had been warned 
about the counterfeit vaccines in 2011 but refused to take any action until a police 
investigation in 201615. Additionally, Indonesia’s parliament speaker, Setya Novanto, was 
accused of trying to extort shares of $1.8 billion from the international mining company 
Freeport McRoRan. Furthermore, devastating fires causing over $30 billion in damages has 
been found to have been caused by local corruption.  

 
Current Situation  
 
How Singapore has one of the lowest corruption rates in the world  
 
At the national level, Singapore has relatively little corruption due to effective anti-corruption 
acts, anti-corruption agencies, adjudication, and an efficient government administration. 
Singapore has developed powerful laws granting the Singapore Corrupt Practices Bureau 
(CPIB) the right to investigate public and private graft. Unusually, the CPIB considers taking 
money bribery even if the official takes no action afterwards. The CPIB not only investigates 
corruption among officials, but also holds both citizens and business accountable. 
Singaporean citizens paying bribes abroad can be prosecuted. The CPIB is the only agency in 
Singapore permitted to investigate corruption, and reports directly to the Prime Minister, 
allowing it freedom of action. The courts swiftly and severely prosecute those accused of 
bribery, and contractors who have bribed public officials are barred from applying for further 

                                                   
14 http://www.bbc.com/news/world-asia-35994375. 
15 http://www.smh.com.au/world/anger-intensifies-over-fake-vaccine-scandal-rocking-indonesia-20160719-
gq8zw9.html. 
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contracts for several years. The Singaporean government also ensures an efficient 
administration by creating a strict ethical code, providing high salaries comparable to the 
private sector, and reducing government bureaucracy and transparency to reduce bribes.  
These four pillars allow the Singaporean government to effectively fight corruption.16  
 
Anti-Corruption efforts in Indonesia and Vietnam  
 
Indonesia has also attempted to crack down on corruption: Joko Widodo, the president of 
Indonesia, moved many government services online to increase transparency and reduce the 
ability of government bureaucrats to engage in corruption. Furthermore, he took action to 
clean up the oil and gas sector by replacing the entirety of the corrupt board of the state-
owned oil and gas firm Pertamina; he also sold Petral, the offshore trading arm of Pertamina, 
because it was long suspected of being under control of Indonesia’s criminal network. 
However, he then nominated Budi Gunawan, head of Jokowi’ political party, as head of the 
national police force, which many viewed as his attempt to grant his political patron a favor. 
Soon after the nomination, Mr. Gunawan was declared a suspect in a bribery case. The police 
then charged the head of the Indonesia’s Corruption Eradication Commission (KPK) and his 
deputy as suspects in criminal cases Under law, KKP commissioners under investigation can 
no longer work on behalf of the KPK.17 These charges have effectively paralyzed the 
organization. The situation has made many doubt President Jokowi’s ability to fight 
corruption in Indonesia.  
Vietnam, in its fight against corruption, has required around a million officials to declare their 
incomes and assets to see whether officials have accumulated more wealth than they would 
have been able to legally and thus have engaged in corruption. Nevertheless, the system is 
based on trusting officials to truthfully declare the assets. As only five officials were found to 
have made false declarations on their declaration of assets and only one was charged in 2014, 
the measure has been mostly ineffective, because officials feel safe about lying on their asset 
declarations. As a result, Vietnam’s new financial disclosure law, said to be one of the most 
powerful tools to tackling corruption, has been found to be useless. Another factor that 
weakens the usefulness of the new law is that the financial disclosures are not made public.18  
 
 

                                                   
16 http://www.unafei.or.jp/english/pdf/RS_No83/No83_17VE_Koh1.pdf 
17 http://www.economist.com/news/asia/21653671-jokowis-arduous-task-cleaning-up-government-damnable-
scourge. 
18 http://thediplomat.com/2016/02/vietnams-corruption-problem/. 
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Multilateral anti-corruption strategies 
 
To combat corruption, Brunei, Indonesia, Malaysia, and Singapore signed a Memorandum of 
Understanding in 2004, which has then served as a foundation for regional collaboration19. 
Through this Memorandum of Understanding, ASEAN members have pledged to work 
closely to combat corruption via information sharing and capacity building.  
The new ASEAN Economic Community, a new free trade zone, should start to raise standards 
in anti-corruption activities. However, because the trade deal will require increases in 
infrastructure development, the potential for increased graft is likely. The Trans-Pacific 
Partnership, signed in 2015, also contains some of the strongest anti-corruption standards of 
any multilateral trade agreement. Article 26 of the TPP requires nations to ratify UNCAC and 
include civil society in fighting corruption20.  
 
Numerous civil societies and private coalitions have formed to tackle cooperation. The 
Vietnam Integrity Alliance (VIA) is a coalition of businesses seeking to develop a fairer and 
competitive business environment in Vietnam21 by working  together to expose corrupt 
officials. As it can be financially ruinous for companies dependent on public contracts to 
expose corruption, only by working together can companies feel safe in exposing graft. 
Another example of cooperation in the private sector is Thailand’s Private Sector Collective 
Action Coalition against Corruption, which trains companies to establish effective anti-
corruption mechanisms.  
 
Corruption in China 
 
In China, because of the widespread nature of corruption, many government officials  grew 
accustomed to the corruption and considered it an official benefit enjoyed by all members of 
the Chinese Communist Party, as their actual salaries were barely enough to support a family. 
This culture of corruption was especially prominent in infrastructure projects; since the 1980s, 
China has spent over $900 billion on infrastructure. However, in China’s high speed rail 
system, China’s Minister of Railways Liu Zhijun received bribes of around $120 million, and 
Zhang Shuguang, the deputy chief engineer, had $2.8 billion in overseas bank accounts, even 
though he only earned several thousand yearly in his government job. Many of the highest 
members of the Communist Party had been implicated in corruption scandals as well. Former 
top general Xu Caihou, and former head of the Ministry of Public Security, Zhou Yong Kang, 

                                                   
19 http://www.globaltimes.cn/content/726141.shtml. 
20 http://www.eco-business.com/news/the-missing-piece-in-the-fight-against-corruption/. 
21 https://towardstransparency.vn/vietnam-integrity-alliance. 
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were some of the highest leaders implicated after General-Secretary Xi Jinping began a large 
corruption campaign after assuming office in 2012.  In 1995, China was at the bottom of the 
list in the Corruptions Perceptions Index, though it must be noted that 41 countries were 
included in the 1995 ranking. Nevertheless—since 1978—China has grown approximately 
10% annually, the fastest sustained expansion of a major economy in history. Through this 
economic development, China has lifted 800 million people out of poverty.22  
 
UN Involvement  
 
The main contribution of the UN to anti-corruption efforts is the adoption of the UN 
Convention against Corruption (A/RES/58/4) (UNCAC). The treaty, signed in October 2003 
with 178 parties, is the world’s first global, legally binding anti-corruption legislation. It 
requires states to implement numerous anti-corruption measures.  
 
First, the state must implement preventive measures. All states must implement effective anti-
corruption bodies, increase transparency in electoral campaigns, write or update codes of 
conduct for servants, and raise public awareness of the problem of corruption.  
States must also improve their criminalization and enforcement of anti-corruption legislation. 
This is especially important since prior to the signing of the treaty, different standards of 
corruption existed. For example, in some states, corruption legislation solely focused on 
fighting public sector bribery. In other areas, similar legislation did not criminalize bribery if 
the public servants who accepted the bribes were not able to deliver on their promises. 
UNCOC criminalizes active bribery of national, international, or foreign public officials, 
passive bribery of national public officials and embezzlement of public funds. States are 
encouraged to criminalize several other offenses such as passive bribery of foreign and 
international public officials, trading in influence, abuse of function, private sector bribery 
and the concealment of illicit assets. Furthermore, states are required to assist each other in 
the fight against corruption in all phases through mutual legal assistance, technical assistance, 
and extradition. In UNCAC, bank secrecy can no longer be considered a reason to refuse a 
request for assistance.  
A major improvement of UNCAC is asset recovery. Corrupt government officials that flee 
their country often take with them millions or billions of funds that could be otherwise be 
used by the government. These corruption cases have often plundered national wealth. By 
recovering the assets, developing countries can receive some of the funds that they lost due to 
corruption. UNCAC also requires states to keep records to make it easier to trace, seize, or 

                                                   
22 http://www.worldbank.org/en/country/china/overview. 
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confiscate assets. Countries are required to provide each other technical assistance and 
establish cooperation through international and regional organizations23. 
 
UNCAC has established both an intergovernmental expert group to make recommendations 
for further improvements and a peer review process in which countries review each other’s 
progress and compliance with UNCAC. According to Transparency International, the 
monitoring process is working and is producing results, but the process still has several major 
problems. After the review is conducted, follow-up on the review recommendations is not yet 
occurring, not enough information about the review process is being provided, and NGOs, 
academia, and the private sector are not being included. As the UNCAC review mechanism 
doesn’t require states to participate or make the results public, the lack of transparency 
decreases the credibility of the mechanism.  
 
The United Nations has also established International Anti-Corruption Day, which is 
observed annually on 9 December. This measure is designed to raise awareness about 
corruption and effective strategies to fight it.  
 
Possible Solutions  
 
The Singaporean Model  
 
Numerous strategies are available to combat corruption and increase economic growth, from 
very resource intensive to less resource intensive. The most aggressive strategy is the 
Singaporean model. By developing powerful anti-graft agencies, criminalizing all forms of 
bribery, developing an efficient court system to hear corruption cases and reduce government 
bureaucracy, improving government efficiency, and increasing public sector salaries 
comparative to private salaries, corruption can dramatically be reduced. However, such an 
approach requires enormous political will over a long period of time, and it is not clear 
whether all ASEAN states have this political will. It is neither in the short-term interest of 
officials or business to reduce corruption unilaterally. Companies must bribe to receive 
government contracts and officials must grant favors to their political patrons to remain in 
office. If a company or business decides not to engage in corruption, then they will be quickly 
sidelined. Thus, there must be strong outside pressure if the Singaporean method should 
succeed. Furthermore, it will demand increased investment and further use of already-
strained government resources. States must decide whether or not they are willing to pursue 

                                                   
23 https://www.unodc.org/unodc/en/treaties/CAC/. 
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corruption this aggressively and if they wish that such legislation be done at the ASEAN level, 
rather than at the national level.  
 
The ASEAN Integrity Community  
 
A further option is the development of an ASEAN Integrity Community (AIC) as an 
independent anti-corruption institution to standardize corruption rules and enforcement, and 
to monitor corruption. An AIC would have membership from government, business, and civil 
society. It will coordinate anti-corruption measures across ASEAN and develop realistic and 
clear priorities to reduce corruption. Through AIC, technical knowledge can be pooled and 
best practices can be shared.24 The danger of this approach, however, is that the AIC will 
develop a strong set of rules but will not be implemented on the ground. There will also be 
concerns about sovereignty as states in an AIC would be pressured to adopt certain 
legislatures and certain actions, which may be in the conflict with the interests of the senior 
leadership of each country, particularly leadership that may be corrupt.  
 
Freedom of Press  
 
Another approach is to develop strong freedom of information, free press, and whistleblower 
laws. By doing so, states can create a mechanism that will push states towards more 
accountability and ultimately less corruption, as the corrupt behaviors of officials will be 
exposed. However, the success of this strategy may be in doubt, as there may be strong 
incentives in certain businesses and governments to prevent exposure of corrupted officials. 
Corruption is a victimless crime, in which both parties benefit. The party that suffers, society, 
is not part of the transaction. Through corruption, business and officials can get ahead and 
accumulate wealth. Enormous pressure would be necessary for them to surrender the wealth 
that could be achieved through corruption. In addition, freedom of press laws would not be 
very successful if they are not enforced. Finally, applying such a strategy may be against the 
ideas of numerous authoritarian governments in ASEAN, which would want to prevent 
further spreading of democracy throughout their country.  
 
Is corruption a national priority?  
 
One important aspect to analyze is the high corruption, high growth model of Chinese 
growth. Standard economic doctrine is known to hold the belief that corruption harms 

                                                   
24 https://www.transparency.org/whatwedo/publication/asean_integrity_community. 
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economic growth. However, China, with its tremendous economic growth over 30 years, 
happened to have extraordinarily high corruption, as the business fortunes of contemporary 
China had been built in a highly competitive environment where bribes were the norm.  
A possible theory is that high corruption was part of the process of moving from a planned 
economy to a market economy, since after the largest transfers of value from the state to the 
private citizen had been complete, graft in China fell. A recent poll found that nine per cent of 
Chinese citizens had firsthand experience of corruption and had known someone who had 
paid a bribe in the previous year.25 Singaporean citizens also reported the same level of direct 
experience of bribery. Furthermore, five per cent of Americans reported that they had paid a 
bribe. Additionally, looking at both English industrialization in the 18th and 19th century and 
American industrialization in the 19th century, most examples of industrialization involve 
high levels of corruption. As a result, delegates should carefully consider whether corruption 
for their country and their situation is exceptionally harmful, a byproduct of economic 
industrialization, or something potentially in between.  
 
States also have the option of not focusing their resources on corruption. If corruption is not a 
national priority, resources necessary to fight corruption may be used to develop critical 
infrastructure, improve the education system or attracting foreign direct investment. States 
have scarce resources, and because corruption may be seen as an integral part of 
industrialization, those states may make the decision to concentrate all of their effects on more 
pressing matters rather than focusing solely on fighting corruption. Nonetheless, disregarding 
corruption could cause great inefficiencies within the government, and any other initiatives 
may be made less effective by corruption. Finally, corruption is likely to decrease the 
legitimacy of governments, and an unwillingness to fight corruption may turn a corrupt 
country into a kleptocracy.  
 
Bloc Positions  
 
When it comes to fighting bribery, no state is actively against it. However, different states will 
have a different willingness to fight corruption, different government systems, and also 
underlying tensions due to international differences.  
 
China  
China is by far the largest economy in the region. Having grown tremendously over thirty 
years, China has developed a substantial influence in ASEAN, even though it is not an official 

                                                   
25 http://www.chinacenter.net/2012/china_currents/11-2/growth-and-corruption-in-china/. 



CAHSMUN 2017 ASEAN Backgrounder  14 

member. China’s strongest political ally in the region is Cambodia, which has explicitly 
supported China in the South China Sea arbitration case. However, while the countries may 
be amicable with one another, their primary concerns in regards to corruption may be 
different. Increased China-ASEAN economic and financial cooperation and the Asian 
Infrastructure Investment Bank are opportunities for economic growth in ASEAN.  
 
Singapore, the Republic of Korea, and Japan  
These three countries are the most economically developed, and have the lowest corruption 
rates out of the ASEAN states. Their technical expertise and economic prowess make them 
important players in fighting corruption. However, Japan and Korea do not always view each 
other favorably; 79% of the South Korean population hold a negative view of Japan, which—
after Chin—is globally the second most negative perception of Japan by a state. Nevertheless, 
on the issue of international corruption, collaboration between the three countries should be 
possible.  
 
Philippines and Vietnam  
Since the end of the Cold War, relations between Philippines and Vietnam have warmed 
significantly despite the fact that the two countries do not share the same governance system,. 
The countries have pledged to deeper cooperation with one another on the topics of economic 
relations and trade. This relationship and deep cooperation can potentially act as a motive for 
both the Philippines and Vietnam to work together on the topic of fighting corruption.  
 
Indonesia and Malaysia  
Indonesia and Malaysia share myriad similarities with one another: the Indonesian language 
and the Malaysian language are mutually intelligible, both are Muslim-majority countries, and 
both countries are of Austronesian ancestry. While there have been conflicts over maritime 
disputes and disagreements over migrant workers, both recognize the necessity of a close 
relationship. Additionally, there are strong bilateral trade ties between the two countries. As a 
result, fighting corruption in Indonesia and Malaysia will most likely require each other’s 
support.  
 
 
Discussion Questions  

1)! How much political will does your country have to fight corruption? 
2)! Is your country willing to surrender some sovereignty to fight corruption?  
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3)! Does your country prefer to combat corruption at the national level or would your 
country prefer to use ASEAN as the main body to fight corruption?  

4)! How will the relationship be between ASEAN’s anti-corruption campaign and 
UNCAC?  

5)! How important are Western NGOs and a free media to fighting corruption?  
6)! How should ASEAN balance sovereignty and anti-graft measures when the highest 

leadership of a country is accused of corruption?  
7)! How will anti-corruption measures affect the AEC?  
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