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The Influence of Particularism and Transparency on National Corruption
Level: A Cross-Country Analysis

= Al(Heungsik Park)

| ABSTRACT |

While previous studies have largely focused on political and economic factors that affect the level of
national corruption, the effects of particularism as a social cultural variable and the transparency of the
public sector have yet to be explored. This paper aimed to examine the effects of particularism and
transparency on the level of corruption. The hypothetical statements that higher particularism and lower
transparency are likely to increase a nation's corruption level were tested statistically using secondary
data from 37 countries. The results partially confirmed the hypotheses and revealed that particularism
didn't have a significant effect but the effect of transparency level was significant. GDP had the greatest
impact on the level of corruption, followed by transparency while the effect of democracy level was not
significant. Despite increasing governmental concerns over how to reduce the level of corruption, few
systematic studies have been undertaken to provide empirical evidence. The present study treated
particularism and transparency as independent factors that influence the level of corruption, whereas
previous literature on corruption ignored their effects. In this respect, this study can help to enrich our
understanding of the influences of factors such as cultural differences and transparency on the level of
corruption.
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A (transparency of government policy making) Y
Du (2003)% H-3f¢} Frdo] A4 FAHEFDD Frxlo] w
7 2k el Fofof T #Fddl TS IMD dlolE & o

iy

_,d
37
,—ﬁ of

¢}

of

4) JIE

(<

Zy=+o] W15 9] A4 (democracy index): EIU®F Freedom House(o]dt FH)7} 2+
, BESh FHE EIU9F #Zeo] 22¥ Auo]E F3l] ol& #AsARt, WFF2 )
= A7 (elections) = A gL}, whebA o] Aol = Buh £3421 EIU A|5E5 °]
stelth EIUE 2006 A5 16771 =7ke] RIFF9 vd A& A= 24, &4
olgff 2 FtAC R FAHE A¢E Lxst A g oAl 7HH] B, S AA 3A
I} tpd2] (electoral process and pluralism), A]512] Z}r(civil liberties), 42 <

(functioning of government), A=A Frojet HX F3K(political participation and

o oo ol o

3) http://www.imd.org/research/centers/wcc/research_methodology.cfm. 7Y 2011.9.9.3-%.



political culture) oFe] 60 A& o 7] x38] HAAL. 72 A ol digh S
& 13, A 3 7 At T shuel B dllof sk A9 05 eR, 7 doqE
= %L’\}QE} ZF Jo9H 45 1002 ok, Aw F42 vred, E I WU

=3
To A 5/ 49 Age Hiteolt tiEEe AT 5 HAE7F B 7Hexpert
assessments)oh—, A= o g BE V& ofE2ZFAMpublic-opinion surveys)ol 7]
3k o=z AMuo|7t gl AT FAF =7F Aol Aol AE7F HIHE AFE-3

AT ST A 3k 0F-F 107kA eIt W59 A|4= gho] S5 1 5
o] b= AE Ak 7lEF v Al ok Hwl 1999 GDPE World Bank,
IMF 5 t}oFsl 247|850 42 Al &st=d], ol 7]odA= World Banke] Ho]E =
AH-&-SF T

of ATAME B9 W A4ze] o] B F& WA v} R 57 1A
2} g gre] Fatel di@ wmE slskel AFH AL

Al (hierarchical regression analysis)& 3dFQlth oln] AaAdFEo] WFF2], GDP2
Q

ol el 0lE JFE el A ARAR W, o F a1 WA AA49 7
shol A3k AL DA WA GEAE Hshn, T o A 7
AL Bo BAMOoR PIHuA @ F8Y Ao] MR HrFog} TIRE T

Wy &8 serstad ssich

o] Aol & TR 377 ZErlolt) <EE> Iz H=2o] ‘Zyd By @y *
8 W] HolE oA, 1998 2010 7b4] = 7F -8 2 $-FFo](Uruguay)
7} 2678 FobA Ful7h 7HE weol &4, v e A= 28]y 147 0] whA Q.35

SRS BoFy e AUt 218 S, B4 g S S 4MAR
By z,:ﬁf_o] ol MAEAES & = At FELS HH-EFF(UNPA) Ho]gnt
Agetd, 577 e g A A ‘100(%) - BE-E5Fo/(UNPA) ot} dE 59,
S e] HPE-E4F007} 26% 8= AL HAEFIAT} 6%, EFFAAE 74%etE
solth. & it A FelA gmET WA BA-SE5FoNE 8RR G
Hop F8th o] A d=xo] 545 Aol #4 did w7 T & o' ydtE



=ls
811% Y HT} ShA AL, ofAloto A= 4 i =71 5 7P & FFolth IMD7}

= A7 AL ow)dtt}. EIU(Economist Intelligence Unit) W59 A ¢ 3=
A8 FEyEE FHA K¢ 44308 =19 333Kt ¢ Hr)

_ | smxs | s =
2 B2 | o5 (CPI) =0 GoP xo |78
2010 | 1998 | 2010 | 2010 | 1998 | 1994 | 2010
S X% 2010 6.05 2.50 1.00
(CP) | 1998 | 5.97 | 2.60 | .949™ | 1.00
DIZEZF0| 2010 7.49 1.64 720" | . 713™ 1.00
cop | 2010 | 2919821274 ] 874" | 886™ | 783" | 1.00
1998 | 15,590 | 12,180 | .894™ | .886™ | .695™ | .947™ | 1.00
=20 | 1994 | 70.81 | 18.14 | 694~ | 753~ | 663 | 699" | 693" | 1.00
== 2010 4.37 1.68 794" | 758" | 521" | .701™ | .660™ | .517™ | 1.00

xp<(0D; #**p<Ol; #*xp<(001; 2—tailed tests.
T =7F o) AF(CPD+= ghel 255 4Aks0] FHe =71E gn|git),
=0 ‘ﬂ—?——zrﬂb EIU(Economist Intelligence Unit) *<=o|t}. =71 1919 GDP H+ 2
FeArkE A4 olskE W BT
D 5T BEoA HE-5F2(UNPA) HoJHE U2 AFESIItE & W9
(%)olt). ARE AA| 5479 %= '100 - BT g'oltt

Ll d AAAS Bl W Zho] Az WA A}
EATHS 7Y 24 g w7k Hat Fo A4 CPL gk 19984 5.97, 20104
6052, H|aZ =gk} 20109 17870 %A} CPIZ 7]Fo2 ol5S &4, £4
FE9 CPIL gk 309 =4 1°u 6.1 329 L2524 6038 Atojojtt. EP%O
b47 0% 3991t o= W 9] 2010 CPI H+ gk TI A AA =7k CPI
B o7 =2 o= A ZA} gl Z7be] H]E] BA mpRe FEHIo] A
fAoR ARe Ydetse] & o Bol XFHUASS 7H Ak v‘i— Az, dA F
Fo A Aert T4 #AAA AL

Z¥zy r=713, p<.001; r=.720, p<.001). WIFF27} H} W3t =7 } |+5 FF3REs



J
o
4
:\-l::|
4>
M
=2
o
ro
Jim
4>
M
10
to
02
0x
10
02
oo
I

duides @ R Aow dAee IS HoFe Aow, Fujrp A4 A
e ST ARk WS A A FTH(ALdL, 2009). & E°l, Tl Fd ok w5
o] Aol thste] “F-of= "WFFolet Wl A ui(democracy and the rule of law)E

AN = S Bk v, 24 23k olH @ dA dd S dEe] sed
steh. 7 H9) = CPIE GDP9l: 1x9] FAA #AE Hola Ut} ozl %
Aatol A (20100 8D)e] “gh=re] A9 19078 AHd A5 S7HEI vbRI) Ao
S7HES AR A dAeks i dAsks Aotk RIFEFo et wRl 1909

GDPZrel #A 9A FAAHe 1, I ARE AYs =uh1998%7 2010 ZHz} r=.695,
p<.001; r=.733, p<.001). ¥-3] A= CPI(1998, 2010)¢} 59 2 FEwAdute] AA -
Aoy AT WS 3 AEdAArE ug =uEe AL gl
(multicollinerity) &A1& oJAlA] 3t} oo we} v XA H2E Ay 714 &4
ol X7} AUE, 2010 GDP+= & =}gHA| (tolerance)”} 284% ko VIF(variance
inflation)+= 3.5202.2 10Kt} A gro} EA7} 9l Aoz ddssi)

‘.‘

P—(

2) JIE9 &3

O <3 2> 20109 7, EE WTE 2 &d 28 (full modeD®] A5
@ AR Arolth, o]F Fal 2t By WM /b B £Eel U I o

tn do

&
2te] ol shetalaa) sttt

S Ha 211 X200

S8 8= 1607 2CH3] 3EH| 4EH7)

B [Beta®| T B [Beta] T B [Beta] T B [Beta] T
Constant | -2.509 ~1.602 | 2.001 1.633 |1.578 1.260 | .286 252
BIZEZE 05010 | 1.138 | .700 | 5.626™ | .160 | .098 | .810 | .033 [.020 | .151 | .038 |.024| .206
GDP2010 .000 |.813[6.714™ | .000 | .747 | 5.769™ | .000 | .515 | 3.983™
CEETT 023 | 171 1.325 | .021 |.161 | 1.453
EY 4510 499 | .337 | 3.486™
F Value 31.652™ 59.507" 41.195™ 45.047
Adjusted R® A74 775 .780 .838

a) Beta standardized coefficients¢|t}.

*p<(0b; **p<Ol;, *++p<(01; 2-tailed tests.

1 =7F Fof 52 2010 TI CPL = HJHO 12] ] grolt}, E722](100 — UNPA %)=
1994, YA R1=522] 245, GDP, §8442 2010 dleJg ot} Tl5=2]= EIU9]
democracy index 2010°]t}, OJX}‘-u-(l”aW dat. )b <HE>S %

F2: EIU Al FHY electoral democracy A2 AMEES o, 74]—% 3AEA 4 A B
p<001oA ¢J8ta, Adjusted R square= 42} 510, 512, 780, 84301t}

T3 49 FAoll A N=350]t}.

4) http://www.transparency.org/about_us. A< 2011.9.9.



14 et=221ste| 2 H16d 4=

ASA AR 1dAA WFFe W 522 7 B 5o - TS
1) 2] 31(b=1.138, p<.001), Adjusted R2%= 474% AW HE w]$ =& Ho= et
v 2eb Aol A =Rl 1919 GDPE AW ®IFE F7heha), ulgTe] Ao e
g ol foahx &skth Iwl 1909 GDPe Fuj 4o gk Vo FHHoR
Folgt 2101 AL (b=.000, p<.001), Adjusted R2% 7752 FA &3tk 53] =7} §-9)
o 3k GDP9 719 Beta gto] 8130.= W3] $259] 098] Hls] AN &
Aoldet, W] Wdo] 1x4 3| A HAFAT Faf FFEed digk 7]o]E GDP
b AR A diAE L S-S 7T WFEFe] o] Be yglEo] AAld o
2 GDP F+% w2 H wE Ao= sAdrt. 3dA FA oAM= 5779 HEE
A WMER F7489al, Adjusted R2E ©HA] 78007 ok F7HEFAATE o714 o]
A B AL F 7ot stue w7F B o] gigk S50l ko] AAY
o) &tA] &oktE Ho|th(h=.023, p>.05). & 3htE o224 =9 wigo AuEs 27}
Ao g AA FT7MAIIA = EJth= dolth Trompenaars (1997: 53)+ ‘w3 -2

o PES ANBE T Fa, 557 At Roetn wPort w4 A o]
o e gAel s FEAe AW weR e 4w, %7 )
7ol FARHO L oA THb=499, p<O1). Adjusted R2E 838747
| B9 Sk B FEe Ay
Su, F7h Ru) el WFFele 54
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20104 19984
& Ha 210 Xl22010 & B 211 X998
S8 8 =% 25 =8 g 1S 2CH
B | Be T B | Be T B | Be T B | Be T
Constant |3.055 8807 |1.8%4 2.062 Constant  {3.018 9.170™ |.923 1.096
GDPa2o1o | .000 | .874| 10.637™ | .000 | .760 | 6.717 GDPios 000 |.836 | 11.305™ | .000 | .701 | 6.989™
S+F9 904 022|163 | 1.443 | 2o 033 |.267 | 2.666
F Value 113.148™ 59.366™ F Vaue 127.801™ 78.509™
A‘”;Eted 757 764 Adiusted FP 77 812

*p<(0b; **p<Ol;, *+xp<(001; 2-tailed tests.
! Be=Beta #tolth.

HA 20109 1998 7 B A H7F B FEoll tidk GDPE 7]o7F o9
2 712 Adjusted R28H= HollA B, & Apolo] & xfo]7} ¢lth. 1998 R& ol A
GDPeo] AH e Adjusted R2 = 779%9 01 2010deE 7572 024 At} o|AS
GDP9] 49, =7} F3 ol nXe g F Al 1h tﬂxﬂi A#EA YeERY
I AEE AR O 5T e BE, 19989 BE W{— 1994 45
o7} 1998\ =7} Fof FFEel frolgh %S Ulacl L 2010 2EolA = 1994d &
T 9] 2010 =7F Fa) gl gk e fofshA °~‘°‘E} o7& ATH ﬂﬂ
A4 2vA B4 A9E B A ELFo)e] 1998 =7} Ry 5

_4

e F53t9 3] AAG7F Be=267914 20100l = 1632 748G o o4 9]0]—
A gtk GDPE 7 AlA zroll FEo] AR A #EAFHJoY, EFF e a3
201017} 1998 BFolAl Aol &S ou|gitt. vpolr) olelgt Ayt 1994 &
S b By o] tiEk ddko] 19983 20108 Afolol thEa, 1 o gke]
A7)7F 23 EE AARE ‘HelErE eelE AelolA, & 2010 % Lﬁvﬂy Aol =
SAg Zlo] olojx TEtf= Flojth gl BEYPS A}%H =H e g o
gt e BAS & A, FAXE WS Ao ebg Holoof gt 4 Ad 5
W o] WEke adRolt) AN 5479 FFo] 1998 EPA A= Folde
U 20109 R¥olAE 28X Xtk 5459 19949 dHolHE 2010 Rl ALS
g A9 By FAH AFEH &S F USS UHEAY A FAHORE 55T
o] g&o] HaHEAS TS AlALete] A A Al e E A
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AR, 71 ATE W W, GDPY Qe old o
o 5z Aol FAACI. A NFF e fx
a4 gkt WA ATASE GDPS Role] 4F BAS
itk Holth ZATolAE (2010: 820 687] =7hE WAoo 19984
AA A WEEe] A dd G BASEA, Rt AR AT 4
aujie] o, AvkA A9l gy Fom FA £a4% BA

iz ) aths ATASE, Ald, 20098 AHE 2A =gz AN, P

FolW =0 a%o] Frkshe AOR PSRtk AT o] AFNHE W GDP
bk R pEel Qb $AH E3E 2EUhE ASSEA, 1 ol B3l 3
o FE FUEY s|ERMelu W §F FHL AT ol T x5e] Fobd
Agre 4 39 WA 8T o], ¥

FHEORFYH By AREAd ¢ U
T BAE S AR AAA vube 2t
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F7rebar, RIFFejef GDP 3he] 2 udA wjzel, GDP7F =7F H-3 &l
gt T IS dASHHA RIFFo] g3t= o ol FofskA Fdn WS
FEol froshAl @2 AZ ol Aok Aol ok Aol = ko] dASH 74

of & Bl Wi #7144 AE7F dasiy
A, Mz g& Bao s188 vy ARge wE Aotk o] = 23
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o] 11 A= ofd Aol <
= Ao Rhgst Aow BIAdo] o, i e Qe F
ANA el EUA FA7E Atk dE 5o, 2= Fu ey P4
A WHH GDP, 9179 5 WA 17 SFFde 719 A
Aottt Trompenaars (199499 HA-55F9] %= Ztar 7]
e thol] #gh tlojEjo]li, 574 WHE dsith tolE 9 o]efgh
T WAL zol= 5y WEEY Jo] FAHGEH BEHAS THedes AL
U} Hofstede (1984)7F A AlA 700171 =7b2 digo= 3 23t xko] d++= IBM(3%
71 Hermes) A1€& o], & 54 719 tde Aol doleeh= Hla-s gt
(Hofstede & Hofstede, 2005). 542 o] Huh= WXATE A 7] FAAEZH
B U Aot} Yo}l Trompenaars (1997)2] HHA-E4=329] z/\}oﬂ’q @A = F
YAF 75%, AW A2 25%0]a1, A 9WE BEX = 50 50%, 9U 4.7%, F9 57.3%,
ol 27} 45%, L~Ed Lol wAME 1.8%, oFAoF 7.0%, 71EHFH 4, 7H] 2
& At T) 19.6%°]tt. Thomsen (2003)<> Trompenaars (1997)¢] HHA-55F2

dyntE o] &ste] dimfa o A=A (linguistic liaison officers of the Danish
armed forces), ¥ub Aw 1e]x A, A 28 7o £3174 Lo o= w3t

Ad} o3 zpol7b ATh o] W|Fo] R HPA-EFF9 HolH = 7Y FAMAL,

?9

2 A9 el A 203 5o AYAAE A ol A}
GEANS HAe AAEAT o) el GDPE: A dolElel} YulAE Aol
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e ¥4 238 APIAS 5 9
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A Aes ddo] REEA] O ue AS ou|ekA= ¥t Pazmandy (20110 52)7F
AAsE, B Agso] Fo AFE AA Fo gl ad AAE ARgSHAT, -
3 Aol gk Ak olsfell A7 2 elth AA, TI CPIY FHA4 AFs ¥
ol digk Aolt} £3kA WgrAe] S54Fox 7|9 SARE e 2Ab Aol
Atk CPL 5559, FHAE2 A4 A, S Fa4<0 ey = 1919 GDP+ 7
A dolgoltt. dlolEle] o]H gt A ztel= HY W] Gl I LI 4
< WEjskle ¢ e Aselth B AyAa(e]dR, 2004 150-152; Ko &
Samajdar, 2010)< TI CPI7} zt= o A2 o] EAH S olv] of2] 7HA = A4
&l gt o]# 3 AP EL AV]|NME FaEI AEo|t) Ve BE Q4 ST 37
ARt webd 4 At 2 AR AA 7S & SHA] etk olse BT
A Aol g s dntsE ASE 7 = AEolth B F gl 22 &
55 AREE AT 7N WS 5Y MR 3 E40A FAE dEr] ofdE A
ehal A et 24 Aol A at &-golA oo & etk
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