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Corruption Perception Index 
The Corruption Perception Index (CPI) is developed by Transparency International and it was published for the first time as an annual index in 1995.
The CPI ranks over 100 states in the public sphere. It is a composite index, drawing on 16 different polls and surveys from 10 independent institutions carried out among business people and country analysts, including surveys of residence, both local and expatriate. The CPI focuses on corruption in the public sector and defines corruption as abuse of public office for private gain. The surveys used in compiling the CPI tend to ask questions in line with the misuse of public power for private benefit, with a focus, for example, on bribe-taking by public officials in public procurement. The sources do not distinguish between administrative and political corruption.
The CPI is valuable tool, because it is derived from 16 different surveys that garner the perceptions of both residents and expatriates, both business people, academia and risk analysts. The index provides a snapshot of the view of the decision-makers, who take key decisions on investment and trade. The CPI builds public awareness of the corruption issue and it draws the attention of governments to the negative image of their nation that low rankings in the CPI reflect, adding another reason for them to address the problem.
Corruption Perception Index ‘2005
In 2005, the TI Corruption Perception Index investigates the level of corruption in 159 countries. From its creation in 1995, the research includes an increasing number of countries and this year’s Index is the largest one. The Corruption Perception Index for 2005 is based on 16 surveys conducted by 10 independent institutions between 2003 and 2005 and offered to Transparency International.
Data for the CPI has been provided to TI free of charge, on a non-disclosure basis. The institutions that provided data for the 2005CPI are: Columbia University, Economist Intelligence Unit, Freedom House, Information International, International Institute for Management Development, Merchant International Group, Political and Economic Risk Consultancy, United Nations Economic Commission for Africa, W rld Economic Forum and World Markets Research Centre. It is difficult to improve a CPI score over a short time period. 
CPI and Bulgaria 
Bulgaria was ranked in the TI CPI for the first time in 1998 with the score 2.9 points. For the period from 1998 to 2002 the surveys show a slow but steady increase in its value: 3.3 points for 1999, 3.5 points for 2000, 3.7 for 2001 and 4.0 for 2002. This year the rank of Bulgaria is 4.0 which put the country at the 55th position. Between 2002 and 2004 the average rank of Bulgaria is 4 with a insignificant fluctuation.  
1999 – 3.3 



2002 – 4.0
2000 – 3.5 



2003 – 3.9
2001 – 3.7 



2004 – 4.1
2005 – 4.0
In defining the position of Bulgaria for the CPI 2005 have been used 8 sources:
State Capacity Survey (2003) of the Columbia University, The Economist Intelligence Unit Report (2005), The Report “Nations in Transit” (2005) by Freedom House, The Merchant International Group Survey (2005), The Risk Ratings Report (2005) of the World Markets Research Centre and the Global Competitiveness Report (2003, 2004 and 2005) of the World Economic Forum. 
	Country Rank
	Country/territory
	2005 CPI Score*
	Confidence range**
	Surveys Used***

	1
	Iceland
	9.7
	9.5 - 9.7
	8

	2

	Finland
	9.6
	9.5 - 9.7
	9

	
	New Zealand
	9.6
	9.5 - 9.7
	9

	4
	Denmark
	9.5
	9.3 - 9.6
	10

	5
	Singapore
	9.4
	9.3 - 9.5
	12

	6
	Sweden
	9.2
	9.0 - 9.3
	10

	7
	Switzerland
	9.1
	8.9 - 9.2
	9

	8
	Norway
	8.9
	8.5 - 9.1
	9

	9
	Australia
	8.8
	8.4 - 9.1
	13

	10
	Austria
	8.7
	8.4 - 9.0
	9

	11

	Netherlands
	8.6
	8.3 - 8.9
	9

	
	United Kingdom
	8.6
	8.3 - 8.8
	11

	13
	Luxembourg
	8.5
	8.1 - 8.9
	8

	14
	Canada
	8.4
	7.9 - 8.8
	11

	15
	Hong Kong
	8.3
	7.7 - 8.7
	12

	16
	Germany
	8.2
	7.9 - 8.5
	10

	17
	USA
	7.6
	7.0 - 8.0
	12

	18
	France
	7.5
	7.0 - 7.8
	11

	19

	Belgium
	7.4
	6.9 - 7.9
	9

	
	Ireland
	7.4
	6.9 - 7.9
	10

	21

	Chile
	7.3
	6.8 - 7.7
	10

	
	Japan
	7.3
	6.7 - 7.8
	14

	23
	Spain
	7.0
	6.6 - 7.4
	10

	24
	Barbados
	6.9
	5.7 - 7.3
	3

	25
	Malta
	6.6
	5.4 - 7.7
	5

	26
	Portugal
	6.5
	5.9 - 7.1
	9

	27
	Estonia
	6.4
	6.0 - 7.0
	11

	28

	Israel
	6.3
	5.7 - 6.9
	10

	
	Oman
	6.3
	5.2 - 7.3
	5

	30
	United Arab Emirates
	6.2
	5.3 - 7.1
	6

	31
	Slovenia
	6.1
	5.7 - 6.8
	11

	32

	Botswana
	5.9
	5.1 - 6.7
	8

	
	Qatar
	5.9
	5.6 - 6.4
	5

	
	Taiwan
	5.9
	5.4 - 6.3
	14

	
	Uruguay
	5.9
	5.6 - 6.4
	6

	36
	Bahrain
	5.8
	5.3 - 6.3
	6

	37

	Cyprus
	5.7
	5.3 - 6.0
	5

	
	Jordan
	5.7
	5.1 - 6.1
	10

	39
	Malaysia
	5.1
	4.6 - 5.6
	14

	40

	Hungary
	5.0
	4.7 - 5.2
	11

	
	Italy
	5.0
	4.6 - 5.4
	9

	
	South Korea
	5.0
	4.6 - 5.3
	12

	43
	Tunisia
	4.9
	4.4 - 5.6
	7

	44
	Lithuania
	4.8
	4.5 - 5.1
	8

	45
	Kuwait
	4.7
	4.0 - 5.2
	6

	46
	South Africa
	4.5
	4.2 - 4.8
	11

	47

	Czech Republic
	4.3
	3.7 - 5.1
	10

	
	Greece
	4.3
	3.9 - 4.7
	9

	
	Namibia
	4.3
	3.8 - 4.9
	8

	
	Slovakia
	4.3
	3.8 - 4.8
	10


	Country Rank
	Country/territory
	2005 CPI Score
	Confidence range
	Surveys Used

	51

	Costa Rica
	4.2
	3.7 - 4.7
	7

	
	El Salvador
	4.2
	3.5 - 4.8
	6

	
	Latvia
	4.2
	3.8 - 4.6
	7

	
	Mauritius
	4.2
	3.4 - 5.0
	6

	55

	Bulgaria
	4.0
	3.4 - 4.6
	8

	
	Colombia
	4.0
	3.6 - 4.4
	9

	
	Fiji
	4.0
	3.4 - 4.6
	3

	
	Seychelles
	4.0
	3.5 - 4.2
	3

	59

	Cuba
	3.8
	2.3 - 4.7
	4

	
	Thailand
	3.8
	3.5 - 4.1
	13

	
	Trinidad and Tobago
	3.8
	3.3 - 4.5
	6

	62

	Belize
	3.7
	3.4 - 4.1
	3

	
	Brazil
	3.7
	3.5 - 3.9
	10

	64
	Jamaica
	3.6
	3.4 - 3.8
	6

	65

	Ghana
	3.5
	3.2 - 4.0
	8

	
	Mexico
	3.5
	3.3 - 3.7
	10

	
	Panama
	3.5
	3.1 - 4.1
	7

	
	Peru
	3.5
	3.1 - 3.8
	7

	
	Turkey
	3.5
	3.1 - 4.0
	11

	70

	Burkina Faso
	3.4
	2.7 - 3.9
	3

	
	Croatia
	3.4
	3.2 - 3.7
	7

	
	Egypt
	3.4
	3.0 - 3.9
	9

	
	Lesotho
	3.4
	2.6 - 3.9
	3

	
	Poland
	3.4
	3.0 - 3.9
	11

	
	Saudi Arabia
	3.4
	2.7 - 4.1
	5

	
	Syria
	3.4
	2.8 - 4.2
	5

	77
	Laos
	3.3
	2.1 - 4.4
	3

	78

	China
	3.2
	2.9 - 3.5
	14

	
	Morocco
	3.2
	2.8 - 3.6
	8

	
	Senegal
	3.2
	2.8 - 3.6
	6

	78

	Sri Lanka
	3.2
	2.7 - 3.6
	7

	
	Suriname
	3.2
	2.2 - 3.6
	3

	83

	Lebanon
	3.1
	2.7 - 3.3
	4

	
	Rwanda
	3.1
	2.1 - 4.1
	3

	85

	Dominican Republic
	3.0
	2.5 - 3.6
	6

	
	Mongolia
	3.0
	2.4 - 3.6
	4

	
	Romania
	3.0
	2.6 - 3.5
	11

	88

	Armenia
	2.9
	2.5 - 3.2
	4

	
	Benin
	2.9
	2.1 - 4.0
	5

	
	Bosnia and Herzegovina
	2.9
	2.7 - 3.1
	6

	
	Gabon
	2.9
	2.1 - 3.6
	4

	
	India
	2.9
	2.7 - 3.1
	14

	
	Iran
	2.9
	2.3 - 3.3
	5

	
	Mali
	2.9
	2.3 - 3.6
	8

	
	Moldova
	2.9
	2.3 - 3.7
	5

	
	Tanzania
	2.9
	2.6 - 3.1
	8

	97

	Algeria
	2.8
	2.5 - 3.3
	7

	
	Argentina
	2.8
	2.5 - 3.1
	10

	
	Madagascar
	2.8
	1.9 - 3.7
	5

	
	Malawi
	2.8
	2.3 - 3.4
	7

	
	Mozambique
	2.8
	2.4 - 3.1
	8

	
	Serbia and Montenegro
	2.8
	2.5 - 3.3
	7

	103
	Gambia
	2.7
	2.3 - 3.1
	7

	
	Macedonia
	2.7
	2.4 - 3.2
	7


	Country Rank
	Country/territory
	2005 CPI Score
	Confidence range
	Surveys Used

	103
	Swaziland
	2.7
	2.0 - 3.1
	3

	
	Yemen
	2.7
	2.4 - 3.2
	5

	107

	Belarus
	2.6
	1.9 - 3.8
	5

	
	Eritrea
	2.6
	1.7 - 3.5
	3

	
	Honduras
	2.6
	2.2 - 3.0
	7

	
	Kazakhstan
	2.6
	2.2 - 3.2
	6

	
	Nicaragua
	2.6
	2.4 - 2.8
	7

	
	Palestine
	2.6
	2.1 - 2.8
	3

	
	Ukraine
	2.6
	2.4 - 2.8
	8

	
	Vietnam
	2.6
	2.3 - 2.9
	10

	
	Zambia
	2.6
	2.3 - 2.9
	7

	
	Zimbabwe
	2.6
	2.1 - 3.0
	7

	117

	Afghanistan
	2.5
	1.6 - 3.2
	3

	
	Bolivia
	2.5
	2.3 - 2.9
	6

	
	Ecuador
	2.5
	2.2 - 2.9
	6

	
	Guatemala
	2.5
	2.1 - 2.8
	7

	
	Guyana
	2.5
	2.0 - 2.7
	3

	
	Libya
	2.5
	2.0 - 3.0
	4

	
	Nepal
	2.5
	1.9 - 3.0
	4

	
	Philippines
	2.5
	2.3 - 2.8
	13

	
	Uganda
	2.5
	2.2 - 2.8
	8

	126

	Albania
	2.4
	2.1 - 2.7
	3

	
	Niger
	2.4
	2.2 - 2.6
	4

	
	Russia
	2.4
	2.3 - 2.6
	12

	
	Sierra Leone
	2.4
	2.1 - 2.7
	3

	130

	Burundi
	2.3
	2.1 - 2.5
	3

	
	Cambodia
	2.3
	1.9 - 2.5
	4

	
	Congo, Republic
	2.3
	2.1 - 2.6
	4

	
	Georgia
	2.3
	2.0 - 2.6
	6

	
	Kyrgyzstan
	2.3
	2.1 - 2.5
	5

	
	Papua New Guinea
	2.3
	1.9 - 2.6
	4

	
	Venezuela
	2.3
	2.2 - 2.4
	10

	137

	Azerbaijan
	2.2
	1.9 - 2.5
	6

	
	Cameroon
	2.2
	2.0 - 2.5
	6

	
	Ethiopia
	2.2
	2.0 - 2.5
	8

	
	Indonesia
	2.2
	2.1 - 2.5
	13

	
	Iraq
	2.2
	1.5 - 2.9
	4

	
	Liberia
	2.2
	2.1 - 2.3
	3

	
	Uzbekistan
	2.2
	2.1 - 2.4
	5

	144

	Congo, Democratic Republic
	2.1
	1.8 - 2.3
	4

	
	Kenya
	2.1
	1.8 - 2.4
	8

	
	Pakistan
	2.1
	1.7 - 2.6
	7

	
	Paraguay
	2.1
	1.9 - 2.3
	7

	
	Somalia
	2.1
	1.6 - 2.2
	3

	
	Sudan
	2.1
	1.9 - 2.2
	5

	
	Tajikistan
	2.1
	1.9 - 2.4
	5

	151
	Angola
	2.0
	1.8 - 2.1
	5

	152

	Cote d´Ivoire
	1.9
	1.7 - 2.1
	4

	
	Equatorial Guinea
	1.9
	1.6 - 2.1
	3

	
	Nigeria
	1.9
	1.7 - 2.0
	9

	155

	Haiti
	1.8
	1.5 - 2.1
	4

	
	Myanmar
	1.8
	1.7 - 2.0
	4

	
	Turkmenistan
	1.8
	1.7 - 2.0
	4

	158
	Bangladesh/Chad
	1.7
	1.4 - 2.0
	7



The Nordic countries have again performed very strongly in the CPI 2005, in stark contrast to the rampant corruption indicated by low scores throughout the Central Asian republics and Southern Caucasus. In addition, Russia and Belarus show declines in their CPI 2005 scores as compared with 2004, indicating severe problems. 
Improvers 2004 to 2005
In Ukraine (CPI 2005 score 2.6; CPI 2004 score 2.2) the improvement this year may be a sign that the new administration coming to power after the “Orange Revolution” is viewed in a far more positive light than its predecessor, and that the rejection of a flawed election and the subsequent democratic transition have resulted in an increased sense of optimism regarding governance and corruption in Ukraine.
Decliners 2004 to 2005
The two countries with the largest negative changes are Belarus (CPI 2005 score 2.6; CPI 2004 score 3.3) and Russia (CPI 2005 score 2.4; CPI 2004 score 2.8). These scores demonstrate a perception of endemic and worsening corruption. The declines can be linked to the reduction in the transparency of government activities in recent years, as well as a crackdown on independent organisations and the media, with several NGOs in Russia and Belarus having been closed down or outlawed. In Russia, this has led to fewer organisations and individuals in a position to act as watchdogs and monitor government activities, while in Belarus such entities were nearly absent to begin with.
Top performers
Iceland (CPI 2005 score 9.7; CPI 2004 score 9.5) has achieved the top score in Europe and Central Asia, as well as in the CPI overall. Several other European countries have also continued to perform very strongly in the latest survey, in particular Finland (CPI 2005 score 9.6; CPI 2004 score 9.7), Denmark (CPI 2005 and 2004 score 9.5) and Sweden (CPI 2005 and 2004 score 9.2). All Nordic countries’ scores show good performance over the ten years of CPI data, reflecting a professional and transparent public administration combined with strong civil society and civic culture.
New European Union members and proposed accession countries
Of the new EU member states, several have shown an improvement on their 2004 scores, including Estonia (CPI 2005 score 6.4; CPI 2004 score 6.0). This reflects sweeping reforms introduced over the years and, heavily influenced by the Nordic countries, the strong emphasis placed on the transparency of public institutions and e-governance.
In general, post-communist countries in Eastern Europe that are involved in the accession process show more positive signs than countries that are not. This fact points to the leverage of the accession process in promoting anti-corruption reforms in candidate countries. However, this external pressure is gone when the accession country becomes a member. Some long-term member states, such as Italy (CPI 2005 score 5.0; CPI 2004 score 4.8) and Greece (CPI 2005 score 4.3; CPI 2004 score 4.3), and several new members, such as the Czech Republic (CPI 2005 score 4.3; CPI 2004 score 4.2) and Poland (CPI 2005 score, 3.4; CPI 2004 score 3.5) have performed relatively poorly and show little or no sign of improvement. To some extent, this weakens the credibility of the EU in promoting anti-corruption in its new members and exporting anti-corruption to countries proposed for accession in 2007. However, it is clear that fighting corruption must be a key part of the next accession round, involving Romania (CPI 2005 score 3.0; CPI 2004 score 2.9) and Bulgaria (CPI 2005 score 4.0; CPI 2004 score 4.1). Both countries would be among the lowest EU scorers on accession.
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TRANSPARENCY INTERNATIONAL - BULGARIA
THE BULGARIAN NATIONAL CHAPTER OF TRANSPАRЕNCY INTERNATIONAL
Transparency International (TI) is a non-governmental organization dedicated to increasing government accountability and curbing both international and national corruption. It is the only global non-profit and politically non-partisan movement with an exclusive focus on corruption. Transparency International has multiple concerns: humanitarian, as corruption undermines and distorts development; ethical, as corruption undermines a society’s integrity; and practical, as corruption distorts the operation of markets and deprives ordinary people of the benefits which should flow from them.
Transparency International is active as an international movement in more than 90 countries and in the international arena. 
The Bulgarian National Chapter of Transparency International – Association “Transparency without Borders” was established in 1998. 
The founding members of TI-Bulgaria include a wide range of high public standing individuals, drawn from all sectors of society: academicians, journalists, lawyers, judges, attorneys at law, representatives of the business and financial world, members of students associations, artists, NGO activists and MPs from all parliamentary groups.
The mission of Transparency International-Bulgaria is to unify the efforts of national institutions, local authorities, private sector representatives, media and NGOs in the process of designing and implementing systemic reforms that will provide for effective actions in counteracting corruption in Bulgaria.
TI-Bulgaria team
TI-Bulgaria has successfully established a network of experts that includes a wide range of high public standing individuals, drawn from all sectors of society: academicians, journalists, lawyers, judges, attorneys at law, representatives of the business and financial world, members of students associations, artists, NGO activists and MPs from all parliamentary groups. The team of TI-Bulgaria consists of lawyers, political scientists, graduates in International Relations and European Affairs:
Diana Kovatcheva                                  Executive Director
Katia Hristova-Valtcheva                      Programs Director
Dessislava Yordanova                           Projects Coordinator
Vanya Kashukeeva-Nusheva                Projects Coordinator
Dimitar Popov                                       Projects Coordinator
Miglena Valtchova                                Office Manager
Ivaylo Bodurski                                    Intern
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Explanatory notes


* CPI Score relates to perceptions of the degree of corruption as seen by business people and country analysts, and ranges between 10 (highly clean) and 0 (highly corrupt).


** Confidence range provides a range of possible values of the CPI score. This reflects how a country's score may vary, depending on measurement precision. Nominally, with 5 percent probability the score is above this range and with another 5 percent it is below. However, particularly when only few sources are available, an unbiased estimate of the mean coverage probability is lower than the nominal value of 90%.


*** Surveys used refers to the number of surveys that assessed a country's performance. 16 surveys and expert assessments were used and at least 3 were required for a country to be included in the CPI.
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