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Corruption monitoring and measurement 

Aspects of corruption Concepts measured in the CMS 

Corruption is not monolithic. It includes 
forms/behaviour like: 
 
 
• Administrative corruption 
• Grand corruption (political level)  
• Executive and legislative capture (state 

capture)  
• Patronage, paternalism, clientelism and 

being a “team player” 

Administrative corruption 
Incidence of corrupt practices in interactions 
between citizens and businesses with the 
administration and corruption in public 
services 

Type of corruption measured 
- Corruption among lower and middle level 
officials; 
- The most widespread forms of “petit” 
corruption associated with gifts, favors and 
money 

Excluded: grand (political) corruption, state 
capture 

 



Can corruption be 
measured through 

surveys? 

Yes, specific forms of corruption 
through:  
- Interviews with stakeholders 
- Review of institutional performance 
- Audits of specific projects 

- Survey based measures are the ONLY 
available 

- Distinction between experience and 
perception 

- Need to adapt methodology to the 
specific sector studied 

 

Are corruption measures 
objective? 
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Preconditions  Identification 

Tolerance 

Susceptibility  

Assessments whether specific social situations 
(clear corruption) are identified as corruption 

Assessments whether specific activities of MP 
and public officials and admissible (e.g., free 

lunch, nepotism, etc.) 

Whether respondents are inclined to give a 
bribe (as citizens) or receive a bribe (as officials) 
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Experience/ Victimization Pressure  
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Corruption pressure 



Involvement (paying a bribe) 
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Perceptions: Level of corruptness of officials 
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Countering efforts 
Overall 

perspective 

Can corruption be dealt with? 



Overall perspective 



Corruption pressure (SELDI 2014) 
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Corruption pressure (SELDI 2014) 
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Bulgaria: corruption profile (SELDI 2014) 
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