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Abstract	

This paper is looking at theoretical approaches linking norms and values to corruption and then tests these 

approaches on the data from the ESS and the WB focusing specifically the differences between post-

communist countries and the rest of European countries. Author concludes that even 25 years after the fall 

of the iron curtain the values connected to corruption are still different in post-communist countries. 

However, there is no significant difference concerning the norms about corruption between post-

communist countries and the rest of Europe, which might signify positive future development in a fight 

with corruption in post-communist countries. 

	 	



	

Introduction	

Corruption	is	perceived	as	one	of	the	most	serious	threats	to	society,	democracy,	and	to	good	

governance.	As	some	authors	suggest	(Rose,	2001,	p.	105;	Rose-Ackerman,	1999),	corruption	is	

the	 greatest	 obstacle	 to	 progress	 and	 to	 democratization	 in	 post-communist	 societies.	

Corruption	 decreases	 the	 quality	 of	 the	 public	 sector	 in	 many	 areas,	 can	 be	 an	 obstacle	 to	

democratization	 and	 can	 even	 trigger	 civic	 unrest	 (Brown,	 Touchton,	 &	 Whitford,	 2011;	

Pellegata,	 2012;	 Rose-Ackerman,	 1999).	 Corruption	 distorts	 the	 formal	 system	 of	 rules	 and	

governance	(Scott,	1972,	p.	2).	Moreover,	as	Karklins	adds	(2005,	p.	4).,	corruption	involves	the	

loss	of	equal	access	to	public	power	and	position,	which	distorts	the	norms	of	equality	and	that	

leads	to	a	loss	of	public	trust	and	belief	in	the	political	system.	In	states,	where	the	democratic	

norms	 and	 institutions	 are	 still	 in	 process	 of	 building,	 the	 distrust	 to	 public	 officials	 can	 be	

translated	into	disbelief	of	democracy	per	se.	Corruption	is	also	dangerous	from	the	economic	

point	of	view.	 It	 can	be	a	barrier	 to	economic	growth	 (World	Bank,	1997b),	 it	also	negatively	

impacts	 the	 ratio	 of	 investment	 to	 GDP	 (Mauro,	 1995;	World	 Bank,	 1997a)	 and	 the	 level	 of	

foreign	investment	(Wei	&	Wu,	2001).	Corruption	can	also	contribute	to	an	uncertain	business	

climate,	can	hold	back	state	reform	and	can	nourish	organized	crime	(Rose-Ackerman,	1999,	p.	

17).		

One	 would	 expect	 that	 European	 countries	 could	 have	 similar	 levels	 of	 corruption,	 being	

culturally	similar	and	geographically	very	close	to	each	other.	However,	political	and	economic	

development	of	European	countries	was	 interrupted	when	communist	regime	divided	Europe	

into	west	and	east	for	almost	half	of	century.	States	under	communist	regime	developed	under	

very	different	 conditions.	 Today,	 25	 years	 after	 the	 fall	 of	 the	 iron	 curtain	when	Europe	was	

reunited,	 thanks	 to	 the	 European	Union	 and	 to	 globalization	 the	 countries	 are	 influenced	by	

each	other	and	united	as	never	before.	

However,	 even	 after	 25	 years,	 European	 countries	with	 a	 communist	 history	 have	 in	 general	

higher	 levels	of	 corruption	 (Shleifer,	1997)	 than	 the	 rest	of	Europe	and	political	 corruption	 is	

there	in	fact	a	serious	problem	(Karklins,	2005).	One	possible	explanation	to	this	problem	might	



be	 that	 citizens	 of	 communist	 countries	 have	 different	 values,	 which	 are	 more	 prone	 to	

corruption.	Another	explanation	might	be	that	being	corrupt	is	still	a	norm	in	post-communist	

countries.	This	article	is	trying	to	answer	the	question	why	post-communist	countries	still	suffer	

from	high	corruption	levels	and	whether	are	different	values	or	norms	root	of	this	problem.	

	

Corruption	in	Europe	

Even	though	corruption	 in	Europe	 in	general	 is	very	 low,	especially	 in	Scandinavian	countries,	

post-communist	 European	 countries	 are	 an	 exception	 with	 levels	 of	 corruption	 consistently	

high	as	warns	for	example	the	World	Bank	through	its	 indicator	Control	of	Corruption		(graph	

1).	

Graph	1:	Control	of	corruption,	pooled	data	

	



Source:	World	Bank.	Average	control	of	corruption	1996-2014.	Control	of	corruption	shows	how	the	countries	are	

successful	in	controlling	corruption,	the	indicator	goes	from	-3	to	3,	while	3	indicates	that	country	is	successful	in	

controlling	the	level	of	corruption.	

	

	Similar	 results	 can	 be	 observed	 through	 direct	 experience	 with	 corruption	 (graph	 2).	

Communist	regime	provides	incentives	to	bribe	either	due	to	scarcity	of	goods	or	to	the	general	

belief	 that	 it	 is	 alright	 or	 even	 the	 encouraged	 to	 steal	 from	 the	 state.	 As	 the	 famous	Czech	

saying	illustrates:	“Who	does	not	steal	from	the	state,	steals	from	his	own	family”.	

	

Graph	2:	Direct	experience	with	corruption	

	

Source:	ESS	round	2,	2004.	

	



Research	and	data	show	that	in	authoritarian	regimes	the	level	of	corruption	is	higher	than	in	

democratic	regimes,	however,	surprisingly,	there	are	mixed	results	of	the	effect	of	democracy	

on	the	level	of	corruption	concerning	transition	to	democracy	(Blake	&	Martin,	2006;	Pellegata,	

2012;	Treisman,	2000).	Brown	(2011)	presents	the	hypothesis	that	the	effect	of	democracy	on	

corruption	 is	 nonlinear	 and	 thus	 the	 results	 describing	 the	 effect	 of	 democratization	 on	

corruption	 are	mixed.	According	 to	 Pellegata’s	 analysis,	 countries	 that	 are	moving	 from	non-

democracy	to	democracy	(hybrid	mode)	have	the	level	of	corruption	higher	in	the	beginning	of	

the	 transformation	 than	 they	 had	 in	 non-democratic	 regime.	 Researchers	 suggest	 that	 the	

transition	come	hand	in	hand	with	distortion	or	even	absence	of	the	former	rules,	which	brings	

more	possibilities	to	corrupt	activities.	However,	over	time,	the	level	of	corruption	should	start	

slowly	 declining	 thanks	 to	 enforcing	 new	 rules	 and	 laws	 (Pellegata,	 2012).	 This	 theory	 is	

supported	 by	 findings	 of	 Triesman,	 whose	 regression	model	 shows	 that	 the	 current	 level	 of	

democracy	does	not	have	any	effect	on	the	level	of	corruption,	but	long	exposure	to	democracy	

lowers	corruption	(Treisman,	2000).	

In	regard	to	these	findings,	one	would	expect	that	the	level	of	corruption	would	slowly	decline	

in	 post	 communist	 European	 countries,	 which	 are	 now	 for	 more	 than	 25	 years	 exposed	 to	

democracy.	

	

Table	1:	Control	of	corruption	in	post-communist	countries	over	time	

Country/	
year	 1996	 1998	 2002	 2006	 2010	 2014	 Difference	

AL	 -1.09	 -1.01	 -0.86	 -0.81	 -0.49	 -0.55	 0.54	
BA	 -0.35	 -0.28	 -0.35	 -0.29	 -0.32	 -0.28	 0.07	
BG	 -0.78	 -0.24	 -0.2	 -0.1	 -0.21	 -0.28	 0.5	
BY	 -0.93	 -0.63	 -0.78	 -0.63	 -0.73	 -0.32	 0.61	
CZ	 0.65	 0.55	 0.36	 0.3	 0.26	 0.32	 -0.33	
EE	 -0.06	 0.57	 0.64	 0.96	 0.86	 1.27	 1.33	
HR	 -0.82	 -0.72	 0.25	 0.09	 -0.03	 0.19	 1.01	
HU	 0.58	 0.65	 0.52	 0.61	 0.25	 0.13	 -0.45	
LT	 -0.06	 0.03	 0.04	 0.07	 0.27	 0.48	 0.54	
LV	 -0.82	 -0.03	 -0.12	 0.29	 0.13	 0.34	 1.16	
MD	 -0.2	 -0.29	 -0.95	 -0.58	 -0.69	 -0.85	 -0.65	



ME	 	 	 	 -0.38	 -0.24	 -0.01	 	
MK	 -0.96	 -0.67	 -0.88	 -0.37	 -0.06	 0.09	 1.05	
PL	 0.54	 0.67	 0.33	 0.17	 0.41	 0.59	 0.05	
RO	 -0.22	 -0.68	 -0.38	 -0.15	 -0.22	 -0.14	 0.08	
RS	 -1.03	 -1.08	 -0.91	 -0.28	 -0.29	 -0.19	 0.84	
RU	 -1.02	 -0.94	 -0.92	 -0.85	 -1.06	 -0.87	 0.15	
SI	 1.32	 1.3	 0.72	 1.02	 0.85	 0.69	 -0.63	
SK	 0.36	 0.25	 -0.1	 0.4	 0.24	 0.12	 -0.24	
UA	 -1.03	 -1.15	 -1.02	 -0.68	 -0.98	 -1	 						0.03	

Source:	WB	Governance	 Indicators.	Average	control	of	corruption	 indicator	 in	post-communist	states.	Control	of	

corruption	shows	how	the	countries	are	successful	in	controlling	corruption,	the	indicator	goes	from	-3	to	3,	while	

3	indicates	that	country	is	successful	in	controlling	all	of	the	corruption.	

	

However,	as	shown	in	Table	1,	the	control	of	corruption	in	post-communist	countries	does	not	

increase	 in	 time	 in	 general.	 In	 fact,	 on	 average	 the	 control	 of	 corruption	 remains	 the	 same	

between	 1996	 and	 2014,	 increasing	 most	 significantly	 in	 Estonia,	 Latvia	 or	 Croatia,	 but	

decreasing	 in	 Slovenia	 or	 the	 Czech	Republic.	 According	 to	 Johnson	 (Johnson,	 2005,	 p.	 31)	 it	

seems	that	democratization	in	Central	Europe	has	not	reduced	corruption.	

So	why	 it	 is	 that	 central	 and	eastern	post-communist	 countries	 in	Europe	did	not	manage	 to	

lower	their	corruption	levels,	as	researchers	expected?	

	

Theories	explaining	level	of	corruption	

There	exist	many	theories	trying	to	explain	the	causes	of	corruption	and	to	answer	the	question	

why	in	some	societies	corruption	is	more	widespread	than	in	others.	Many	of	the	texts	dealing	

with	corruption	are	connected	to	theories	using	either	norms	or	values.	First	group	of	theories	

connected	to	norms	include	criminological	theory,	the	theory	of	social	disorganization,	theory	

of	 ‘bad	apples’	and	 ‘bad	barrel’,	and	rational	choice	theory.	Theories	connected	to	values	are	

Weber’s	protestant	ethics	and	Inglehart’s	post	materialist	theory.	Finally,	third	group	of	texts	is	

not	 connected	 to	 any	 theories,	 as	 it	 is	 rather	 empirical	 statistical	 work	 of	 correlations.	 Even	

though	this	group	does	not	in	most	cases	refer	to	any	theory,	in	order	to	cover	the	most	used	



approaches	to	study	of	corruption,	 I	will	present	the	most	 important	findings	of	this	group	of	

authors	as	well.	

	

Norms	

Norms	 are	 defined	 as	 shared	 understanding	 about	 actions	 that	 are	 obligatory,	 permitted,	 or	

forbidden	 within	 society	 (Ostrom,	 2000).	 Theories	 referencing	 to	 norms	 in	 the	 research	 of	

corruption	are	usually	combining	micro	perspective	and	macro	perspective.	Norms	exist	on	the	

level	of	society,	however,	there	are	internalized	by	an	individual,	and	individual’s	behaviour	is	

reciprocally	 influenced	 by	 norms.	 Corruption	 is	 then	 behaviour	 of	 public	 officials,	 which	

deviates	from	the	norms.	The	literature	studying	the	relations	between	norms	and	corruption	is	

inconclusive,	 some	 authors	 argue	 that	 social	 norms	 influence	 corruption	 (Fisman	 &	 Miguel,	

2007;	 Rose-Ackerman,	 1999),	 however,	 there	 are	 also	 results	 showing	 that	 the	 relations	

between	 corruption	 and	 norms	 are	 not	 that	 straightforward	 (Cameron,	 Chaudhuri,	 Erkal,	 &	

Gangadharan,	 2005;	 Kapoor	 &	 Ravi,	 2012).	 Below	 are	 presented	 authors,	 which	 analyse	 the	

relations	between	norms	and	corruption	 in	post-communist	societies.	Majority	of	them	argue	

that	 norms	 concerning	 corruption	 are	 different	 than	 norms	 in	 countries	 which	 have	 never	

experienced	communist	rule.	

	

Rational	choice	theory	-	game	theory	

Rational	choice	theory	argues	that	every	 individual	 first	weights	the	gains	and	costs	and	then	

acts	in	order	to	maximize	the	utility	and	minimize	the	costs.	A	public	officer	therefore	decides	

whether	the	possibility	of	being	caught	is	greater	than	the	enjoyment	of	money	he	was	offered,	

and	acts	accordingly.	This	theory	was	supported	by	Rose-Ackerman	who	argues	that	the	reason	

for	 corruption	 is	 precisely	 the	 fact	 that	 public	 officials	 believe	 that	 expected	 advantages	

outweigh	the	expected	costs	(1978).	

Game	theory	derives	from	the	same	line	of	thinking	as	the	rational	choice	theory.	Game	theory	

looks	at	the	decision	making	of	an	individual	when	collaborating	with	a	different	person.	One	of	



the	 most	 famous	 applications	 of	 the	 game	 theory	 is	 the	 Prisoner’s	 dilemma.	 In	 the	 classic	

prisoner’s	 dilemma	 situation,	 there	 are	 two	 prisoners	 and	 each	 of	 them	 goes	 through	

interrogation.	If	one	betrays	the	other,	he/she	goes	free,	however,	if	both	of	them	betray	the	

other	one,	they	serve	very	long	sentence	in	prison.	But	if	none	of	them	betray	the	other,	they	

both	 serve	 short	 sentence.	 The	 variation	 of	 a	 prisoner’s	 dilemma	 can	 be	 applied	 to	 the	

evolution	 of	 norms	 as	 well.	 In	 their	 article	 Bendor	 and	 Swistak	 define	 social	 norms	 as	

“behavioral	rules	that	are	backed	by	sanctions”	(2001,	p.	1494).	If	one	violates	social	norm,	he	

or	she	would	be	avoided	or	ostracised.	There	have	to	be	sanctions	from	the	third	party	so	the	

norms	would	be	stable.	They	present	very	interesting	theory	of	the	evolution	of	norms,	which	

derives	 from	 the	 game	 theory.	 They	 argue	 that	 norms	 are	 developed	 through	 the	 repetitive	

game.	When	one	person	betrays	the	other	one,	the	third	party	sanctions	him	or	her.	When	this	

game	 is	 repeated	 enough	 times,	 the	 behaviour	 of	 not	 betraying	 becomes	 the	 norm.	 Better	

norms	survive	in	the	society	while	worse	wither	away.	This	understanding	of	norms	can	be	used	

in	the	study	of	corruption;	for	a	short	term,	or	in	countries	where	the	system	is	not	based	on	

fairness,	such	as	in	autocracies	or	in	communism	as	in	our	case,	it	is	convenient	to	be	corrupt.	

However,	for	the	longer	period	of	time	or	for	countries,	which	are	democratic	and	have	the	rule	

of	 law,	 it	 is	more	convenient	 to	be	honest.	 In	communism,	being	corrupted	could	be	rational	

and	maybe	even	 the	best	decision	not	only	 for	 the	 individual,	but	also	 for	 the	 society.	 Some	

social	 scientists	 argue	 that	 corruption	 can	be	good	 in	 some	cases	 for	 the	 society	as	 a	whole.	

When	the	laws	and	public	office	in	the	country	is	not	fair	and	does	not	guarantee	equal	access	

to	services,	corruption	can	substitute	for	this.	For	example	 in	developing	countries	corruption	

could	be	beneficial	for	all	because	it	can	help	the	economic	system	to	function	more	properly	

(Flatters	&	Macleod,	1995).	Being	corrupt	itself	became	a	norm	during	communism	and	it	takes	

time	to	change	norms.	After	the	fall	of	the	iron	curtain,	thanks	to	emergence	of	democracy	and	

the	 rule	 of	 law,	 new	 norms	 such	 as	 being	 fair,	 treat	 everybody	 equal,	 and	 integrity,	 slowly	

started	to	emerge.	First,	 it	was	a	deviance	to	not	offer	or	accept	a	bribe,	but	more	and	more	

people	accept	this	deviance,	it	becomes	a	norm	(Huntington,	1968).		

One	 can	 say	 that	 the	 norms	 in	 post-communist	 countries	 might	 have	 changed	 under	 the	

communist	 rule.	 It	 became	 more	 rational	 to	 become	 corrupted	 and	 to	 bribe.	 New	 norms	



emerged	and	being	 corrupt	was	no	more	 sanctioned,	on	 the	 contrary,	 due	 to	 the	 scarcity	of	

goods	people	believed	that	it	is	important	to	steal	from	the	state.	As	the	famous	Czech	saying	

illustrates:	 “Who	 does	 not	 steal	 from	 the	 state,	 steals	 from	 his	 own	 family”.	 Almost	 half	 of	

century	 under	 communism	 is	 a	 long	 time	 to	 change	 the	norms	of	 the	people,	 it	 is	 therefore	

expected	 that	 norms	 in	 the	 post-communist	 states	 might	 be	 different;	 corruption	 might	 be	

perceived	as	something	that	everybody	does.	

It	 is	 very	 difficult	 to	 find	 a	 proper	 question	 which	 can	 be	 understood	 as	 norms	 concerning	

corruption.	 The	 closest	 one	 to	 the	 concept	 of	 norms	 is	 probably	 question	 asked	 in	

Eurobarometer,	 which	 focuses	 on	 the	 business	 culture.	 Specifically,	 it	 asks	 respondents,	

whether	they	believe	that	corruption	is	part	of	the	business	culture	in	a	country.	The	results	for	

Europe	can	be	seen	in	graph	5.	

	

Graph	5:	Corruption	is	part	of	business	culture	

	

Source:	Eurobarometer	2011,	2013.	Corruption	is	part	of	business	culture	1-totally	agree,	2-tend	to	agree,	3-tend	

to	disagree,	4-totally	disagree	
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Values	

The	motivations	 for	 one’s	 incline	 to	 be	 corrupted	 can	 be	 studied	 from	 the	 point	 of	 view	 of	

values.	 According	 to	 Weber,	 values	 are	 “the	 actions	 of	 persons	 who,	 regardless	 of	 cost	 to	

themselves,	act	to	put	into	practice	their	convictions	of	what	seems	to	them	to	be	required	by	

duty,	honour,	the	pursuit	of	beauty,	a	religious	call,	personal	loyalty,	or	the	importance	of	some	

‘cause’	 ...	 value-rational	 action	 always	 involves	 commands	 or	 demands	which,	 in	 the	 actor’s	

opinions,	are	binding	on	him.”	(Weber,	1920).	Some	authors	suggest	that	values	changed	under	

communism	(Karklins,	2005)	

	

Values	–	security	

The	Schwartz	(1992)	Value	Survey	(SVS)	is	currently	the	most	widely	used	by	social	and	cross-

cultural	psychologists	 for	studying	 individual	differences	 in	values.	Below	 is	outlined	the	main	

concept	of	the	Schwartz	value	survey.	

	

Table	 1.	 Definitions	 of	 Motivational	 Types	 of	 Values	 in	 Terms	 of	 their	 Goals	 and	 the	 Single	

Values	that	Represent	Them	

POWER:	 Social	 status	 and	 prestige,	 control	 or	 dominance	 over	 people	 and	 resources.	 (social	

power,	authority,	wealth,	preserving	my	public	image)	

ACHIEVEMENT:	 Personal	 success	 through	 demonstrating	 competence	 according	 to	 social	

standards.	(successful,	capable,	ambitious,	influential)	

HEDONISM:	 Pleasure	 and	 sensuous	 gratification	 for	 oneself.	 (pleasure,	 enjoying	 life,	 self-



indulgence)	

STIMULATION:	Excitement,	novelty,	and	challenge	in	life.	(daring,	a	varied	life,	an	exciting	life)	

SELF-DIRECTION:	 Independent	 thought	 and	 action-choosing,	 creating,	 exploring.	 (creativity,	

freedom,	independent,	curious,	choosing	own	goals)	

UNIVERSALISM:	 Understanding,	 appreciation,	 tolerance	 and	 protection	 for	 the	 welfare	 of	 all	

people	and	for	nature.	(broadminded,	wisdom,	social	justice,	equality,	a	world	at	peace,	a	world	

of	beauty,	unity	with	nature,	protecting	the	environment)	

BENEVOLENCE:	Preservation	and	enhancement	of	 the	welfare	of	people	with	whom	one	 is	 in	

frequent	personal	contact.	(helpful,	honest,	forgiving,	loyal,	responsible)	

TRADITION:	 Respect,	 commitment	 and	 acceptance	 of	 the	 customs	 and	 ideas	 that	 traditional	

culture	or	 religion	provide	 the	self.	 (humble,	accepting	my	portion	 in	 life,	devout,	 respect	 for	

tradition,	moderate)	

CONFORMITY:	Restraint	of	actions,	inclinations,	and	impulses	likely	to	upset	or	harm	others	and	

violate	social	expectations	or	norms.	(politeness,	obedient,	self-discipline,	honoring	parents	and	

elders)	

SECURITY:	Safety,	harmony	and	stability	of	society,	of	relationships,	and	of	self.	(family	security,	

national	security,	social	order,	clean,	reciprocation	of	favors)	

	

	

Research	show	that	post-communist	countries	have	different	values	than	countries	which	have	

never	 experienced	 communist	 rule.	 This	 has	 been	 observed	 also	 by	 Inglehart	 (1997),	 who	

analyses	value	change	in	43	societies	and	comes	with	an	observation	that	there	exist	clusters	of	

countries	 falling	 into	 specific	 value	 categories	 (picture	 1),	 with	 almost	 all	 post-communist	



countries	being	in	the	top	left	corner	signalling	that	they	indeed	share	different	values	than	the	

rest	of	the	world.	The	closest	value	from	the	Schwartz	scale	is	Security.	

	

Picture	1:	Values	in	the	world	

	

	

	

	

	

Data	and	method	



For	my	analysis	 I	use	25	countries,	all	 in	Europe,	9	have	a	communist	past	and	the	rest	

(16)	do	not.	I	use	the	European	Social	Survey	(ESS),	World	Values	Survey	(WVS),	Eurobarometer	

and	World	Bank	(WB)	data	as	the	sources	for	my	dataset.	The	data	are	aggregated	over	all	time	

periods	(1996-2014).	

	

Dependent	Variable	

I	will	be	using	 the	Control	of	corruption	by	 the	World	Bank.	The	data	 is	collected	every	

year	and	the	World	Bank	data	is	comparable	over	time,	therefore	it	is	possible	to	pool	the	data	

across	 multiple	 years.	 Control	 of	 corruption	 shows	 how	 the	 countries	 are	 successful	 in	

controlling	 corruption,	 the	 indicator	 goes	 from	 -3	 to	 3,	 while	 3	 indicates	 that	 country	 is	

successful	in	controlling	the	level	of	corruption.	

Independent	Variables	

I	test	norms	as	used	by	the	Eurobarometer,	question	which	is	focused	on	the	business	culture	

and	corruption.	Then	I	use	values	as	understood	by	Schwartz.	

Unfortunately,	due	to	extremely	small	sample	size	I	cannot	use	any	other	variables,	especially	

as	I	need	to	include	interactions.	

	

Results	

	 1.1.	 1.2.	 1.3.	 1.4.	



Communist	
history	

-0.725426**	
(.2722786)	

-.8917325	
(1.338)	

.9005		
(.750)	

1.68		
(1.678)	

Norms	
(business	
culture)	

0.9715248***	
(.1736062)	

.9584911**	
(.297629)	

1.171	***	
(.750)	

1.2379	***	
(.299)	

Values	
(Security)	

0.3338753	
(.5605642)	

.3529	
(.593)	

-.225	
(.573)	

-.342		
(.6251)	

History*norms	 	 .0922	
(.7359)	 	 -.3673		

(.702)	

History*values	 	 	 2.6142	**	
(1.178)	

2.806	**	
(1.255)	

Intercept	 -.4496253	 -.41355	 -1.10	 -1.296	
Adjusted	R2	 0.82	 0.81	 0.85	 0.84	
Number	of	

cases	 25	 25	 25	 39	

	

Results	 show	 that	 security	 values	are	not	 connected	 to	 corruption	perceptions,	only	when	 in	

interaction	with	the	communist	history.	This	shows	that	security	values	increase	corruption	in	

communist	 countries.	Norms	are	 very	much	 connected	 to	 corruption,	 however,	 interestingly,	

they	 are	 not	 significant	 when	 in	 interaction	 with	 communist	 past.	 It	 seems	 that	 norms	 are	

important	in	all	countries,	there	is	not	difference	based	on	the	communist	past.	

	

	

Conclusion		

This	article	discusses	 the	most	 important	 theories	connected	to	corruption	and	offers	several	

explanations	of	 the	 fact	 that	corruption	 levels	are	higher	 in	post-communist	countries.	 It	also	

discusses	which	 theories	might	 be	 helpful	 and	which	 are	 inconclusive	 in	 the	 study	 of	 higher	

corruption	levels	in	post-communist	countries.		

This	 article	 serves	 as	 a	 basis	 for	 understanding	 corruption	 and	 its	 development	 in	 post-

communist	 Europe.	 It	 seems	 that	 the	 crucial	 effect	 that	 is	 connected	 to	 the	 legacy	 of	

communism	have	values,	post-communist	countries	have	higher	security	values.			



First,	 there	 exist	 lots	 of	 authors	 arguing	 that	 due	 to	 a	 long	 communist	 rule,	 norms	 in	 post-

communist	countries	are	today	different	than	in	the	rest	of	Europe.	During	communism,	being	

corrupt	became	the	norm,	and	even	after	25	years	after	the	fall	of	iron	curtain,	this	norm	has	

not	 been	 changed	 yet.	 However,	 descriptive	 data	 and	 some	 research	 doubt	 this	 hypothesis,	

norms	of	understanding	corruption	as	something,	which	is	not	seriously	wrong,	are	not	present	

more	in	post-communist	European	countries	than	in	the	rest	of	Europe.	It	is	therefore	not	clear	

whether	norms	are	important	in	understanding	corruption	in	post-communist	countries.	
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