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Practitioner:
in corruption levels and evaluating whether anti-corruption efforts are succ
two challenges are linked but not inseparable. To make progress on the latter
evaluating whether anti-corruption efforts are having an i t. the U4 Anti-Corruption
Resource Centre and the UK Department for International lopment are launching an
exploration into the use of proxy indicators. Proxy indicat re alternatives to “direct”
indicators that more directly measure the phenomenon under study but that may be hard
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[ = At an abstract level, all corruption indicators are proxy
Assessment Frameworks for budget support. Rt ) Eriemal corruption is a collective term for
2 Jesper Johnsen a range of different practices. Complex, overarching Anti-
Corruption ¢y concepts can rarely be measured directly by a single Corruption
V4l Resource z indicator. However, some individual types of corruption, Vil Resource
Bhil Mason © such as bribery and certain types of fraud, can be Centre
Centre directly measured with reasonable accuracy. We are,
DFID however, still left with two overall indicator problems:
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Indicator challenges we confront

* Linked, but not inseparable:
— Measuring changes in corruption levels
— Evaluating whether anti-corruption efforts are successful

* Progress on measuring bribery and financial fraud, but
two overall indicator problems remaining:

— How to measure other types of corruption (patronage, conflict
of interest, abuse of power, etc.)

— How to present a measure of overall corruption levels in a
country, region, sector, or organisation not biased towards
measurable types of corruption, and can show trajectories of
change



In many areas, we have the tools. We need regular,
systematic, household-level data collection

* Perceptions — institutional integrity scores (T| GCB)
e Experiences — victimization (UNODC)

* Current NGO polls allow us to diagnose corruption,
advocacy

 Household level data would let us study what works
and why (e.g. effects of integrity initiative on health
outcomes)



National statistics offices — integrity warriors?
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