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Public Perception of Corruption & Folklore of Corruption: A Study Based on a Survey on
the Public Perception of Urban Residents in C City
.......................................................................................... Baishun Yuan
Abstract As one of the approaches for measuring corruption public perception of
corruption and its indicators are frequently used. However public perception of
corruption is essentially a kind of folklore of corruption. The publics perception of the
extent of corruption is almost always based on exaggeration or fantasy not actual
experience of corruption. The prevalence of the folklore of corruption in certain societies
can be measured mainly through public perception of corruption. The existence of the
folklore of corruption is confirmed by the 925 questionnaires collected during a survey
conducted of urban residents of C City China. Unlike similar studies this paper found
no apparent link between the folklore of corruption and the age education and income of
the respondents. However personal experience with corruption can be linked to age
education and income. Respondents with corruption experience also exaggerated the
level of corruption and minimized the effectiveness of anti — corruption efforts.
Therefore any fight against corruption must focus on reducing the occurrence of
corruption the experience of corruption and the prevalence of corruption.

Key Words  Public Perception of Corruption; Folklore of Corruption; Measuring

Corruption; Anti — Corruption Policy

@ SYMPOSIUM: Corruption Measurement Multi — recognition and the Optimization of
Clean Government Policy

Introduction

Measuring Corruption: A New Framework including Corruption Situation Anti —
corruption Performance and Corruption Risk
.............................................................................. Yong Guo & Wei Song
Abstract Measuring corruption is not only an essential theoretical issue but also an
important basis for anticorruption policy making. Based on the current literature and the
practices of different levels of governments in China and abroad this study discusses
certain key issues in measuring corruption and proposes a new theoretical framework
which includes corruption situation anti — corruption performance and corruption risk.

This article argues that this three — dimensional framework could help better explain a
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given corruption/anticorruption situation and provide more comprehensive indicators for
corruption measurement.
Key Words Measuring Corruption; Corruption Situation; Anti — corruption Performance;

Corruption Risk

How Do Anti — corruption Efforts Affect Public Perception of Corruption? —Evidence
from Guangdong Province in China

.................................................................. Zongfeng Sun & Litianging Yang
Abstract The topic of “perception of corruption” has become popular among scholars
and practitioners in recent years. Integrity managers must make clear the relationship
between anti — corruption efforts and the public perception of corruption. In the extant
literature there is no inquiry on how anti — corruption efforts affect public perceptions of
corruption. This paper investigates how the public’s perception of corruption changes
when leading cadres are found to be corrupt. This study uses the corruption
investigations of two Municipal Party Committee Secretaries in Guangdong Province in
2014 as a case. Using a propensity score matching model we find that compared to
those citizens living in a city where their “first in command” was not investigated those
citizens whose “first in command” was investigated will on average perceive the level of
corruption to be 2. 3 ( range 0 — 100) higher. This is primarily because the public does
not necessarily see the investigation of a Municipal Party Committee Secretary as a signal
of increased anti — corruption efforts but rather just the rise of corruption itself. This
finding contributes to determining the appropriate factors leading to bias in corruption
perception which are important both theoretically and practically.
Key Words Anti — corruption Effort; Corruption Perception; Propensity Score

Matching

Measuring the Subjective Perceptions toward ICAC: A Survey Study on DC Members in
Hong Kong

Abstract Little attention has been paid to the perceived effectiveness of anticorruption
agencies. This study analyzed data collected from a mailing survey of District Councilor
( DC) Members in Hong Kong to explore how the city’s political elite perceived the

Independent Commission Against Corruption ( ICAC) in recent years. The findings
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