
International Conference. September, 10 - December, 15, 2020. San Francisco, 

California, USA 
 

BRIDGE TO SCIENCE: RESEARCH WORKS  Conference Proceedings 

 
DOI: http://doi.org/10.15350/L_2/7 

 

 

Research Article 

 

SPREAD OF CORRUPT PRACTICIES IN THE RUSSIAN REGIONS 

 

Boris Zalivanskiy 1 

Elena Samokhvalova2 

 
1Candidate of Sociological Sciences, Associate Professor, Belgorod State University, Russia.  
2Candidate of Sociological Sciences, Associate Professor, Belgorod State University, Russia. 

 

DOI: http://doi.org/10.15350/L_2/7/41 

 
 

Abstract. 

This article are based on the methodology stipulated in the regulatory document of the Russian 

Federation Government (resolution No. 662). One of the research goals was to assess the level of 

petty corruption. According to the data obtained during the survey, a qualitative and quantitative 

analysis of corruption in the region was conducted, the structure of corruption, its causes and 

conditions were identified. The effectiveness of anti-corruption measures, as well as public 

awareness of them, was assessed. Recommendations are formulated that can help minimize 

corrupt practices and increase public confidence in government anti-corruption measures. 
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The problem of corruption spreading has long gone beyond the borders of individual 

states. The inclusion of corrupt practices both in business processes and in petty interaction 

between people causes enormous damage to economic development and political reputation in 

modern Russia [1, 2, 3], and in other countries [4, 5]. 

The lack of effectiveness of anti-corruption measures implemented by the subjects of anti-

corruption policy, in particular, is due to their lack of objective understanding of the extent of 

corrupt practices [6, 7]. 

In this regard, the issues of assessing corruption are constantly in the focus of attention 

of representatives from academia. Most researchers agree that the “shadow” nature of corruption transactions does not 
allow us to assess the scope of corruption using objective indicators, which can include, for 

example, the number of detected corruption-related crimes or the average size of a corruption 

transaction in a particular area. In addition, the interpretation of these indicators and their 

dynamics is also significantly difficult due to the lack of globally recognized approaches and 

assessment methods. Thus, a decrease in the number of corruption-related crimes may indicate 

both a reduction in the scope of corruption and a decrease in the operational efficiency of law 

enforcement agencies in detecting such crimes. This, in turn, may be caused by the growth of their 

(agencies) corruption. 

Partially, the way out of this situation may be to supplement objective data with 

measuring the population’s subjective perception of the scope of corruption in the territory of 
their residence. At the same time we would agree with Benjamin A. Olken, who noted that “measuring perceptions about corruption rather than corruption itself skirts the inherent 
difficulties involved in measuring corruption directly but raises the question of how those being 

surveyed form their perceptions in the first place, and how accurate those reported perceptions actually are” [6]. 

This study was conducted in accordance with the methodology for engaging in 

sociological research aimed at assessing the level of corruption in the constituent entities of the 

Russian Federation. For this purpose, 600 residents of the Belgorod region were involved in the 

survey. 



International Conference. September, 10 - December, 15, 2020. San Francisco, 

California, USA 
 

BRIDGE TO SCIENCE: RESEARCH WORKS  Conference Proceedings 

 
DOI: http://doi.org/10.15350/L_2/7 

 

One of the ways of qualitative and quantitative assessment of petty corruption defined by 

the Methodology is to determine the main motives that encourage residents to engage into 

corrupt relations. 

It should be clarified that, in accordance with the logic of the questionnaire, questions 

about motives were addressed only to those respondents who assessed the situation of 

interaction with representatives of state (municipal) institutions as corrupt. In this study, there 

were 225 people, 140 of whom knew, assumed or felt that in order to solve their problem that 

has recently arisen it might have been needed to pay a bribe to an official, while 85 respondents 

noted the absolute necessity for informal remuneration of an official at the time of their last 

appeal. 

When it comes to the types of corruption, modern researchers allocate three of them: 

corruption of survival (including the poorest category of the population, for example, an old 

woman gives fifty rubles to a nurse for the services in the hospital), corruption of comfort 

(participants are basically “middle class” members of the population who bribe, for example, to 
obtain a document in the shortest possible time) and corruption of prestige (participants are the 

most affluent citizens who bribe, for example, to buy status for money). 

The analysis of the survey results showed that over a third of respondents (35.6%) are 

ready to take the initiative and reward an official for getting a 100% result; another third (33.3%) 

would decide to pay a bribe if they knew in advance that their issue could not be resolved without 

it without it. Thus, almost 70% of the Belgorodians are already ready to resort to informal ways 

to solve their problems before the corruption situation arises. On the contrary, the proportion of 

those who would offer a bribe under pressure or after a hint from an official is relatively smaller 

(10.2%). 20.9% of the respondents found it difficult to answer. The respondents’ motives are more clearly shown when answering the next question, 
when only 11.6% hope to get a result or be provided with a service already assigned to the 

functions of the government institution (an official). Probably, in such cases, the initiative comes from an official himself. On the contrary, 26.7% are willing to “pay” for speeding up the solution 

of their problem, another 18.7% – for quality and 15.1% for minimizing difficulties in the process 

of appeal, including bribing on their own initiative.  

All this data might suggest that the main motive of those involved in the corrupt deals is 

not the corruption of “survival” – when turning to government institutions without a bribe means 

that the problem will not be solved - but the corruption of “comfort”, when clients are willing to incur costs for extra “convenience”. 
20.9% of respondents in Belgorod are sure that a bribe does not guarantee anything, 

which probably caused difficulties when answering the previous question. 7.1% of respondents 

were unable to determine the main result of paying a bribe. 

As for the prevalence of anti-corruption behavior, it was relatively easy for the majority 

of respondents from Belgorod (84%) to explain why they would not participate in corruption 

relations. The most significant of them is the presence of personal anti-corruption values and 

attitudes – 21.8% said that they do not give bribes even if everyone does, and 17.8% noted that they are disgusted to do it. The next most popular responses are “I can get what I need without bribes, my own way” (14.2%) and “it is too expensive for me” (12.9%). 
The inevitability of punishment scares only 5.3% of the region residents. Probably the 

latent nature of corruption-related crimes forms the citizens’ perception of the probability of punishment for such acts to be insignificant. Among the options included in the “other” category were the opinions that officials “have to perform their duties without bribes”, “it is illegal” and “it is not that bad to give a bribe only to certain categories, for example, a doctor”. A resident of the 
Belgorod region who got into a corruption situation and agreed to pay a bribe will have to spend 

25% more than the amount of the average annual monthly income per capita, since the average 

size of a bribe in petty corruption deals id 38 342 rubles.  

The respondents, who are informed about measures against corruption, were asked to assess the efforts the authorities make in that direction. It turned out that the government’s focus 
on fighting against corruption is questionable for most residents of the region – the answer “they 
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 do everything possible” was chosen only by 7.8% of respondents, while the answer “they do a lot” – only by 6.8%. On the contrary, “they do little” and “do nothing” are the most popular options 
among respondents; they obtained 40.9% and 31.0% of the votes, respectively. The total of 13.4% found it difficult to assess the authorities’ actions or did not answer the question. 

The factor that stimulates the spread of petty corruption is the lack of anti-corruption 

attitudes and behavior patterns among the population. Only about one in five said that he 

ultimately does not pay bribes, even if everyone does. About 13% of the region residents 

confirmed that they have experience of paying a bribe in a corrupt situation. In this regard, it is 

necessary to facilitate educational work among young people and information and awareness-

raising work among adults in Belgorod. As for educational work, it should include measures for 

the youngest category of children to develop the values of honesty and justice. In turn, 

educational activities for secondary and high school pupils and students should be aimed at 

explaining the norms of anti-corruption legislation, the causes and consequences of corruption, 

the role of everyone in its spread, the inevitability of punishment for offenses, and it should be 

implemented using modern forms of data submission. In order to carry out information and 

awareness-raising work among adults, if possible, it is necessary to organize an information 

campaign aimed at formation of standards of anti-corruption behavior. Organizations should 

introduce the practice of adopting anti-corruption compliance – a corporate anti-corruption 

program (policy) that will help reduce the risks of committing corruption-related crimes, causing 

damage to the organization because of using its material resources for personal gain or 

enrichment. 
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