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CorruptionCorruption: : 
a)a) CreatesCreates manymany economiceconomic problemsproblems andand

inequalitiesinequalities..
b)b) Reduces Reduces growthgrowth andand flowsflows ofof capital.capital.
c)c) LimitsLimits developmentdevelopment andand distortsdistorts policypolicy makingmaking..
d)d) MissallocateMissallocate talenttalent..
e)e) Reduces Reduces thethe publicpublic confidenceconfidence onon institutionsinstitutions..
f)f) WeakensWeakens thethe rulerule ofof LawLaw..

TheThe higherhigher thethe frequencyfrequency ofof corruptioncorruption, , thethe higherhigher
thethe propensitypropensity toto committcommitt suchsuch actsacts..

FacingFacing suchsuch environmentenvironment, , newnew generationsgenerations havehave no no 
incentives incentives toto behavebehave honestlyhonestly..
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ObjectivesObjectives::
1)1) AnalyseAnalyse thethe incentives incentives ofof individualsindividuals toto behavebehave

corruptlycorruptly..
2)2) AnalyseAnalyse thethe impactimpact ofof beliefsbeliefs andand perceptionsperceptions

onon suchsuch behaviourbehaviour..

MethodsMethods::
1)1) QuantitativeQuantitative: : usingusing a a surveysurvey by by TransparencyTransparency

MexicoMexico (Encuesta Nacional de Corrupci(Encuesta Nacional de Corrupcióón y n y 
Buen Gobierno 2001).Buen Gobierno 2001).

2)2) QualitativeQualitative: : FocusFocus GroupsGroups ((SpringSpring 2003. 2003. MexicoMexico
CityCity).).

FocusFocus onon paymentpayment ofof bribesbribes onlyonly..
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ItIt isis widelywidely believedbelieved in in MexicoMexico thatthat corruptioncorruption dates dates 
fromfrom Colonial times.Colonial times.

ManyMany eveneven thinkthink thatthat corruptioncorruption isis anan inherentinherent partpart
ofof thethe cultureculture..

ManyMany phrasesphrases reflectreflect hishis situationsituation: : ““El que no El que no 
transa no avanzatransa no avanza””

ENCUP ENCUP SurveySurvey: A : A publicpublic servantservant can can taketake benefitsbenefits
fromfrom hishis positionposition ifif he he makesmakes goodgood thingsthings: 37% : 37% 
agreeagree, 11% , 11% partiallypartially agreeagree..

QuantitativeQuantitative AnalysisAnalysis

General use General use ofof surveyssurveys::

1)1) HelpfulHelpful in in determiningdetermining statisticalstatistical significancesignificance ofof
somesome factorsfactors onon thethe origininsoriginins ofof behaviourbehaviour, , 
whichwhich may be may be helpfulhelpful in in policypolicy--makingmaking..

2)2) HelpfulHelpful determiningdetermining withinwithin country country variationvariation ofof
corruptioncorruption..

3)3) HoweverHowever, , surveyssurveys may may suffersuffer fromfrom poorpoor
response response ratesrates, , andand alsoalso realityreality may may differdiffer fromfrom
perceptionsperceptions..

4)4) PotentialPotential biasbias resultingresulting fromfrom ““culturalcultural””
background.background.
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ModelModel ofof corruptioncorruption actionaction decisiondecision throughthrough a a ProbitProbit::

Pr(bribePr(bribe))==ββx+x+εε

PossiblePossible toto calculatecalculate thethe frequencyfrequency ofof bribebribe paymentspayments throughthrough
a a PoissonPoisson--NegbinNegbin modelmodel..

Encuesta Nacional sobre CorrupciEncuesta Nacional sobre Corrupcióón y Buen Gobierno 2001, by n y Buen Gobierno 2001, by 
Transparencia Mexicana.Transparencia Mexicana.

RepresentativeRepresentative atat thethe nationalnational levellevel andand appliedapplied toto 13,790 13,790 
individualsindividuals askingasking ifif theythey paidpaid somesome bribebribe in in exchangeexchange forfor a a 
publicpublic serviceservice, , andand how how manymany times.times.

EliminatingEliminating observationsobservations withwith ““dont knowdont know””, , ““did not responddid not respond””
and myssing; and considering head of household we get and myssing; and considering head of household we get 
8846 observations.8846 observations.

Variables Variables includedincluded::
SexSex
IncomeIncome levellevel
EducationEducation
WorkWork statusstatus
AgeAge
GeographicalGeographical dummiesdummies
GovernorGovernor´́ss politicalpolitical partyparty
InstitutionalInstitutional frameworkframework indexindex
DummyDummy individual individual complainscomplains withwith lawlaw becausebecause fearsfears

toto be be caughtcaught..
DummyDummy individual individual complainscomplains withwith lawlaw becausebecause ofof

moral moral issuesissues..
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Probit. Dependent: 1=Paid a Bribery. 

 Coefficient Z Marginal Effects 
Male 0.1833*** 3.51 0.0560*** 
Income 1.2-3.6 0.0655 1.22 0.0208 
Income 3.7-6.0 0.3212*** 4.93 0.1083*** 
Income 6.1-8.7 0.4043*** 4.28 0.1414*** 
Income 8.8-10.8 0.4807*** 4.01 0.1715*** 
Income 10.9-13.3 0.6429*** 4.40 0.2356*** 
Income +13.3 0.4317*** 3.39 0.1526*** 
Primary 0.0128 0.20 0.0040 
Secondary 0.2156*** 2.87 0.0712*** 
High School 0.2377*** 2.81 0.0795*** 
University 0.2310*** 2.52 0.0772*** 
Owner/Self Employed 0.1009** 2.22 0.0323** 
PRD -0.4873*** -6.23 -0.1360*** 
PAN -0.0854* -1.73 -0.0265* 
North -0.4590*** -5.38 -0.1329*** 
Center -0.3114*** -3.70 -0.0954*** 
South -0.4889*** -6.06 -0.1355*** 
Institutions -0.7746*** -5.22 -0.2448*** 
Fear 0.0751 1.15 0.0242 
Blaming -0.2000 -1.38 -0.0589 
26-50 years  0.0337 0.42 0.0106 
+50 years -0.0931 -1.08 -0.0291 
Constant -0.3003 -2.10  
N 8846   
Wald χ2 (p) 258.02 (0.00)   
Log Likelihood -4780.30   
Sample for household head. Z is the coefficient divided by its standard error. ***, **, * Significant at 1, 5 and 
10% respectively. Weighted coefficients. Income in thousands. Base categories: Female; income under 1.2; 
no schooling; salaries and other workers; PRI; Capital; Beneficial to the society/order/peace; 18-25 years old. 

Poisson and Negative Binomial. Dependent: Frequency of Briberies 

 Poisson Negative Binomial 
 Coefficient Incidence Rate Ratio Coefficient Incidence Rate Ratio 
Male 0.3677*** 

(2.52) 
1.4445*** 
 

0.3309*** 
(2.59) 

1.3923*** 
 

Income 1.2-3.6 0.2602* 
(1.65) 

1.2972* 
 

0.2527** 
(1.84) 

1.2875** 
 

Income 3.7-6.0 0.3878** 
(1.99) 

1.4737** 
 

0.2695** 
(1.94) 

1.3093** 
 

Income 6.1-8.7 0.6522*** 
(2.39) 

1.9198*** 
 

0.5641*** 
(2.68) 

1.7579*** 
 

Income 8.8-10.8 0.7274*** 
(2.69) 

2.0698*** 
 

0.7419*** 
(2.99) 

2.0999*** 
 

Income 10.9-13.3 1.0011*** 
(3.17) 

2.7215*** 
 

0.9692*** 
(3.56) 

2.6358*** 
 

Income +13.3 1.0867*** 
(3.22) 

2.9646*** 
 

1.1821*** 
(3.39) 

3.2628*** 
 

Primary 0.0637 
(0.32) 

1.0658 
 

0.1036 
(0.63) 

1.1091 
 

Secondary 0.5001*** 
(2.35) 

1.6489*** 
 

0.5082*** 
(2.93) 

1.6623*** 
 

High School 0.4976** 
(2.09) 

1.6447** 
 

0.5654*** 
(3.07) 

1.7602*** 
 

University 0.5866** 
(1.88) 

1.7979** 
 

0.8404*** 
(2.78) 

2.3175*** 
 

Owner/Self Employed 0.1263 
(0.1198) 

1.1346 
 

0.0963 
(0.96) 

1.1011 
 

PRD -0.7594*** 
(-3.94) 

0.4679*** 
 

-0.7190*** 
(-4.81) 

0.4872*** 
 

PAN 0.1879 
(1.05) 

1.2067 
 

0.0849 
(0.55) 

1.0886 
 

North -1.0237*** 
(-5.13) 

0.3592*** 
 

-0.9823*** 
(-5.35) 

0.3744*** 
 

Center -0.7081*** 
(-3.42) 

0.4925*** 
 

-0.4886*** 
(-2.89) 

0.6134*** 
 

South -1.1823*** 
(-6.58) 

0.3065*** 
 

-1.0820*** 
(-6.38) 

0.3388*** 
 

Institutions -0.6066 
(-1.30) 

0.5451 
 

-0.9195** 
(-1.90) 

0.3987** 
 

Fear 0.2150 
(1.14) 

1.2398 
 

0.2333 
(1.48) 

1.2628 
 

Blaming -0.4358 
(-0.80) 

0.6467 
 

-0.1775 
(-0.32) 

0.8372 
 

26-50 years  -0.0359 
(-0.14) 

0.9646 
 

-0.0519 
(-0.27) 

0.9494 
 

+50 years 0.0625 
(0.21) 

1.0645 
 

-0.0387 
(-0.18) 

0.9619 
 

Constant  0.3369 
(0.84) 

 0.4358 
(1.23) 

 

α   7.4324***,a  
(0.3613)b 

7.4324*** 
 

N 8846  8846  
Wald χ2 (p) 182.7(0.00)  215.2 (0.00)  
Log Likelihood -19984.66  -8828.27  
Goodness of Fit χ2 34424.5(0.00)    
Sample for household head. Z value in parentheses. Z is the coefficient divided by its standard error. ***, **, 
* Significant at 1, 5 and 10% respectively. Weighted coefficients. Income in thousands. Base categories: 
Female; income under 1.2; no schooling; salaries and other workers; PRI; Capital; Beneficial to the 
society/order/peace; 18-25 years old. a) The likelihood-ratio test for α=0 is significant at 1%, the data is not 
Poisson. b) St. Dev.  
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QualitativeQualitative AnalysisAnalysis

BetterBetter understandingunderstanding ofof logiclogic andand dynamicdynamic ofof thethe
processprocess ofof corruptioncorruption underunder differentdifferent situationssituations..

ReasonsReasons aboutabout perceptionsperceptions individualsindividuals havehave aboutabout
corruptioncorruption andand how do how do theythey applyapply themthem in in dailydaily
lifelife..

FocusFocus GroupsGroups: : HelpfulHelpful in in identificationidentification ofof
perceptionsperceptions constructionsconstructions, how , how individualsindividuals
representrepresent institutionsinstitutions andand themselvesthemselves in in 
corruptioncorruption, , andand how how theythey feelfeel, , thinkthink andand actact
aboutabout itit..

PerceptionsPerceptions in a in a societysociety are are shapedshaped in a in a collectivecollective
andand negotiatednegotiated wayway. . AttributesAttributes givengiven by by peoplepeople
toto evaluateevaluate theirtheir ownown behaviourbehaviour are are thethe outcomeoutcome
ofof a a specificspecific kindkind ofof social social andand cultural cultural contextcontext..

NineNine FocusFocus GroupsGroups composedcomposed ofof eighteight toto ten ten 
individualsindividuals, , recruitedrecruited by by sociodemographicsociodemographic
criteriacriteria. . HouseholdHousehold headsheads..

HereHere wewe focusfocus onon thethe violationviolation ofof anan obligationobligation by a by a 
publicpublic officerofficer oror publicpublic servantservant providerprovider in in orderorder
toto obtainobtain a personal a personal benefitbenefit in in thethe formform ofof moneymoney
oror giftgift fromfrom thethe personperson oror personspersons thatthat bribebribe himhim
oror whomwhom he/he/sheshe extortsextorts..
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VeryVery flexible flexible understandingunderstanding ofof corruptioncorruption..

LegalityLegality: : seemsseems toto be be diffusediffuse andand notnot consideredconsidered as as 
a a firstfirst choicechoice. . LegalityLegality isis consideredconsidered: No : No 
legitimatelegitimate; ; optionaloptional andand discretionaldiscretional..

LawLaw regardedregarded as a as a penaltypenalty thatthat peoplepeople withoutwithout thethe
rightright resourcesresources oror clevernesscleverness mustmust suffersuffer in in orderorder
toto getget theirtheir interestinterest defended.defended.

BribesBribes understoodunderstood as irregular as irregular oror illicitillicit paymentpayment in in 
orderorder toto obtainobtain a a ““favorfavor”” or a better service from or a better service from 
a public official, or even in order to be exempted a public official, or even in order to be exempted 
from the aplication of the law.from the aplication of the law.

ThereThere isis no no differencedifference in in thethe willingnesswillingness toto bribebribe
betweenbetween malemale andand femalefemale. . WomenWomen show show betterbetter
skillsskills forfor negotiationnegotiation, , andand thusthus theythey dontdont reportreport
toto paypay bribesbribes as as oftenoften as males.as males.

PeoplePeople commitcommit corruptioncorruption mostlymostly whenwhen::
a)a) TheyThey are in a are in a hurryhurry
b)b) TheyThey do do notnot know know thethe rulesrules
c)c) TheyThey wantwant toto skipskip normal normal proceduresprocedures
d)d) WantWant toto havehave certaintycertainty thatthat theirtheir problemproblem willwill

be be solvedsolved oror thethe proceduresprocedures willwill be done.be done.
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HighHigh--incomeincome individualsindividuals tendtend toto bribebribe more more becausebecause
thethe systemsystem allowsallows social social conductconduct toto gogo onon thethe
oppositeopposite directiondirection ofof normsnorms andand rules, rules, andand
followingfollowing rules rules isis perceivedperceived toto costcost themthem more more 
time time andand energyenergy..

IndividualsIndividuals perceiveperceive thethe alreadyalready existentexistent corruptcorrupt
environmentenvironment andand developdevelop a a predispositionpredisposition toto paypay
bribesbribes..

No No sensesense ofof guiltguilt whenwhen payingpaying bribesbribes, , butbut doesdoes notnot
mean mean theythey dondon’’t consider corruption as bad thing t consider corruption as bad thing 
in ethical and moral terms.in ethical and moral terms.

ConclusionsConclusions::

Use Use ofof bothboth quantitativequantitative andand qualitativequalitative methodsmethods in in 
thethe understandingunderstanding ofof behaviourbehaviour ofof citizenscitizens
regardingregarding corruptioncorruption..

In general, In general, itit couldcould be be saidsaid thatthat thethe institutionalinstitutional
frameworkframework andand otherother incentives are incentives are responsibleresponsible
forfor thethe corruptcorrupt behaviourbehaviour ofof individualsindividuals..

IndividualsIndividuals behavebehave accordinglyaccordingly toto thethe institutionalinstitutional
environmentenvironment theythey perceiveperceive..

IndividualsIndividuals alsoalso actact accordinglyaccordingly toto thethe benefitsbenefits in in 
termsterms ofof moneymoney oror time (time (opportunityopportunity costscosts).).


