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Towards a Holistic Approach 

CORRUPTION 

AND THE NOTION 


OF SECURITY1
 

According the European Security Strategy, Europe has never been so pro
sperous, so secure, nor so free. The progressive spread of the rule of law and 
democracy has seen authoritarian regimes change into secure, stable and 
dynamic democracies. Yet, as large-scale aggression against any Member 
State is now improbable, Europe faces new threats which are more diverse, 
less visible and less predictable: terrorism, proliferation of weapons of mass 
destruction, WMD, regional conflicts, state failure, and organized crime. In 
this article the author argues that corruption is directly related to these thre
ats and, thus, has to be taken as a key parameter in a holistic notion of secu
rity. It is stressed that corruption is foremost a cultural, socio-endogenous 
phenomenon that is conceptually and phenomenologically broader than the 
frameworks offered by the concepts of ‘crime’. He argues, that corruptive 
exchanges are commonly but wrongly described as bilateral relationships, as 
simple agent-client affiliations. Yet, the constellation is normally of tri-late
ral nature (at least) and it is also of a most “victimo-generic” character at all 
levels, micro- as well as macro-sociologically. In continuing, the author deli
neates potential relationships between various social, economic, and politi
cal key indices, as the Transparency International Corruption Perception 
Index, the Failed States Index, and the Freedom House Indices on political 
and civil rights. By correlating the three indices he exhibits a strong positive 
relationship between the tendency to state failure and corruption, and a clear 
negative correlation between political/civil rights and corruption. He discus
ses the relevance of these findings to the concept of social order and security 
and concludes by stating that corruption, consequently, has to be seen as a 
key factor in comprehensive notion of security. The author’s argumentation 
is augmented by various tables and diagrams. 

Let me start with a quotation from the cedented in European history. (…). Over 
current European Security Strategy, A this period, the progressive spread of the 
Secure Europe in a Better World, that reads: rule of law and democracy has seen autho
‘Europe has never been so prosperous, so ritarian regimes change into secure, stable 
secure, nor so free. The violence of the and dynamic democracies. Successive en
first half of the 20th Century has given way largements are making a reality of the vision 
to a period of peace and stability unpre- of a united and peaceful continent.’2 
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Yet, the study continues in addressing 
the security environment and with this the 
global challenges and key threats for the 
European Union in the 21st century. As 
‘large-scale aggression against any Mem
ber State is now improbable, (instead) 
Europe faces new threats which are more 
diverse, less visible and less predictable’3: 
terrorism, proliferation of weapons of 
mass destruction, WMD, regional con
flicts, state failure, and organized crime. 

In this article I will argue that corrup
tion, a phenomenon that countries prefer
red to treat until very recently almost as a 
state secret, is directly related to these 
threats and, thus, has to be taken as a key 
parameter in a holistic notion of security. 
In doing so, I will show that corruption is 
foremost a cultural, socio-endogenous 
phenomenon that is conceptually and phe
nomenologically broader than the frame
works offered by the concepts of ‘crime’. 
In continuing, I shall delineate correla
tions between various social, economic, 
and political key indices and shall discuss 
their relevance to the concept of social 
order and security. Lastly, I will summa
rize by emphasizing my main arguments. 

Human interaction has to be based upon 
sets of rules, if we do not want to end up in 
Thomas Hobbes’ literal bellum omnium 
contra omnes, i.e. the ‘war of everyone 
against everyone.’ 

Starting at the micro-level, the 
interaction between two indi
viduals, the notion of ‘trust’ is 
a most basic element for buil

ding up these rules. 

To continue, in social sciences general 
social order has often been described by 
the concept of ‘social contract’ between 
the individuals of a community or society. 

Originally going back to concepts by 
Plato, Hobbes, Locke, and Rousseau, 

argued that security and order could only 
be achieved and safeguarded by a contract 
in which all citizens would delegate their 
individual power to a central power, in 
return for the protection of life, property 
and prosperity. In contemporary termino
logy, we would state that social order, 
security, and stability as well as sustain
able development are primarily based upon 
a modern form of the ‘social contract’: the 
‘rule of law’. In the general post-Westpha
lian socio-historical development over the 
last centuries, this has become embedded 
in the notion of the ‘(nation) state’. 

Max Weber characterized the 
state as “a human community 
that (successfully) claims the 

monopoly of the legitimate use 
of physical force within a 

given territory.”4 

Consequently, ‘the state is not a unified 
entity (but rather) a set of institutions 
which describe the terrain and parameters 
for political conflicts between various 
interests over the use of resources and the 
direction of public policy.’5 

I will not spend too much time in outli
ning various definitional aspects of the 
notion of ‘corruption’. I will rather go 
along with the broadly accepted and com
prehensive definition of corruption as the 
‘misuse of entrusted power or authority 
for private gain’.6 Or with the words of 
Lambsdorff, ‘This is what corruption is 
about: someone violates the rules of the 
game in a way that was not anticipated by 
others.’7 

A corruptive exchange is commonly but 
wrongly described as a bilateral relation
ship, a simple agent-client affiliation. I shall 
show that this assumption is essentially 
wrong and that the constellation is normally 
of tri-lateral nature (at least). In addition, 
and by fundamentally misunderstanding 
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things, corruption in the layman sphere is 
also regularly characterized as a win-win 
situation, as both the corrupter and the 
corruptee are supposed to unproportionally 
gain by their illicit deal. What one must 
not to forget, though, is that there is always 
a losing party8 in the game, and that is we: 
you and me and society as a whole. 

Substantiating this notion, I will be basi
cally following a concept by Diego Gam
betta derived from the principal-agent 
theory.9 Numerous other authors like 
Svensson10 – just to name a few – have 
been working with similar conceptions. 

Gambetta characterizes cor
ruption as a distortion of 

resource-allocation achieved 
through illicit exchanges. 

Corrupters obtain valued resources not 
because they are entitled to them accor
ding to the rules of allocation, but because 
they pay a bribe to corruptees who can 
deliver them.11 

Following Gambetta’s terminology, there 
is a buyer-corrupter – we will name him 
“Mister C” – who wants some resources, 
and there is a seller-corruptee – named 
“F” – who can allot the resource coveted 
by C. But there is also a truster “T”, who 
entrusts F with certain resources and 
expects F to distribute them according to 
certain rules. Agent F, therefore, is always 
a fiduciary of T, who handles certain 
resources on behalf of T but can use his 
discretion on the allocation process for his 
private illicit gain. C is potentially anyone 
whose interests are affected by F’s actions. 
To recapitulate, in our tri-lateral constella
tion T equals the principal, F the agent, 
and C the client. 

If C pays a bribe to F, corruption works 
as a market, albeit an illegal one; yet, it 
has one victim: T. If F and C decide to 
exchange, they jointly cheat on T. F is bri

bed by C to violate the rules in C’s favour 
and against T’s interests. Therefore, cor
ruption is neither a Pareto improvement 
nor a win-win situation, as T is worse off 
even though F and C are better off.12 

All that said, it becomes obvious already 
at this stage of our discussion that corrup
tion, by distorting – on the micro-level – 
one of the key elements in human and 
social interaction, i.e. ‘trust’, also jeopar
dizes – on both the meso-13 and macro
level14 – the above mentioned social con
tract, the rule of law. Subsequently, social 
order and security as a whole are sabota
ged. This might, ultimately, lead to the 
corrosion from within, the implosion, and 
the collapse of complete social entities or 
even of entire states. Recent phenomena 
and keywords in this regard are the con
cepts of ‘state capture’15 as well as ‘state 
failure’, the latter having been addressed 
already above. 

Corruption is an old, universal pheno
menon and has been omnipresent in socie
ties throughout history.16 Already the Old 
Testament, Exodus 23, 8 reads, ‘And thou 
shalt take no bribe; for the bribe blindeth 
those whose eyes are open, and perverteth 
the words of the righteous.’ Similar rules 
and (ethical) stipulations can be found, 
inter alia, in the Koran, the Codex Hamu
rabi et cetera. The US sociologist Lipset 
describes, ‘Dictatorial and democratic 
polities; feudal, capitalist, and social eco
nomies; Christian, Muslim, Hindu, and 
Buddhist cultures and religious institu
tions have all experienced corruption.’17 In 
other words, corruption is neither an oc
currence of contemporary times nor a no
tion of the modern nation state. It is also 
being increasingly viewed not merely as 
the (reprehensible) privilege or alleged 
monopoly of the public sector but as a per
vasive feature of the overall social matrix, 
i.e. basically as a socio-endogenous phe
nomenon. 
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We may as well refrain from calling cor
ruption a “victim-less crime”, but rather 
emphasize that corruption automatically 
and apodictically generates victims at all 
levels. 

To recapitulate, corruption, consequently, 
is conceptually broader than the criminal 
justice framework and it phenomenologi
cally includes the widest range of potential 
human interaction. One may therefore 
sometimes wonder when corruption is still 
being dealt with as by-product of organized 
crime or equivalent serious crime pheno
mena, or when the threshold of naming 
(and blaming) corruptive behaviour tends 
to start at the prosecutorial level. We 
should rather set off to accept that corrup
tion, by and large, is a sociological pheno
menon that makes any single individual of 
a community or society both a potential 
victim but also a potential perpetrator. 

The German philosopher Burghard 
Schmidt wrote in a recent publication on 
corruption: “To the same extent that cor
ruption breaks economic laws in specific 
cases, so too does it confirm the entire 
economic system. It looks after it, stands 
in for it, defends it, and loves it. Rather 
than crossing justice it is, in fact, its 
greatest ally and supporter. A true system 
without laws knows no criminality; nor 
does corruption as political instrument 
strike through the set of economic values 
with different values from a different set. 
Instead, it confirms and justifies the abso
lute authority of the existing set of econo
mic values. To reiterate, its nose continues 
to sniff out value and does not stray from 
the scent.”18. 

Corruption is often described as social 
disease; a disease to the stability of socie
ties with a devastating impact on econo
mic and social development as well as on 
prosperity, also interrupting the free and 
fair flow of international trade and 
(foreign) investment. 

According to a World Bank survey, the 
equivalent of one trillion USD is paid for 
bribes every year. All these assets and 
resources get lost for the original cause, 
consequently increasing the price of ‘the 
product’ or ‘the service’ (without adding 
to its value) both micro- as well as macro
economically.19 

In the following table I enlisted, in 
groups, Member States of the European 
Union, states of South Eastern Europe as 
well as the states with a score of 2.5 points 
or below in Transparency International’s 
(TI) Corruption Perceptions Index (CPI) 
200620. The table delineates their GDP per 
capita on the basis of the purchasing power 
parity as well as their position in the CPI. 

This table is not to be understood as an 
irrefutable proof of a direct and mono
causal correlation between these sets of 
data; however, it clearly exemplifies that 
the per capita GDP21 of the European Uni
on’s ten best ranking states22 in TI’s annual 
evaluation has been exceeding that of the 
five last ranking countries by (more than) 
factor 17. 

In this context, research indi
cates that higher levels of cor
ruption significantly decrease 

GNP growth rates. 

Paolo Mauro’s subject regression analy
sis, first published in 1995, found that in a 
sample of 67 countries a 2.4 decline in the 
corruption index provided by Business 
International23 is associated with a four 
percentage point increase in the per capita 
growth rate. A 2.38 drop in the a/m index 
correlates to an increase in government 
spending on education by around half a 
percent of the GDP. A 0,78 percentage 
increase in the growth rate of corruption is 
linked to a severe decline of 7,8 percen
tage points per year in the rate of income 
growth among the poor.24 Mauro provided 
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more support for these results in a 1997 
analysis based on a sample of 94 countries 
and making use of data provided by the 
Political Risk Service’s International 
Country Risk Guide (PRS/ICRG). His fin
dings are supported by various other inve
stigations as, e.g., Knack & Keefer 
(Knack/Keefer 1995), Brunetti, Kisunko 
& Weder (Brunetti/Kisunko/Weber 1998), 
and Gymiah-Brempong (Gymiah-Brem
pong 2002).25 

In a next step, I shall add two more indi
ces to our table. Firstly, the 2007 Failed 
States Index (FSI). It ranks 177 countries 
based on their social, economic, and poli
tical pressures. The FSI was first intro
duced in the July/August 2005 issue of 
Foreign Policy magazine and is compiled 
using the Fund for Peace’s internationally 
recognized methodology, the Conflict 
Assessment System Tool (CAST).26 Taking 
into account 12 social, economic, and 
political indicators, the FSI ranks 177 
states in order of their vulnerability to vio
lent internal conflict and societal deterio
ration. The index scores are based on data 
from more than 12,000 publicly available 
sources collected from May to December 
2006. The indices27 are: 

Social Indicators 
1 Mounting Demographic Pressures
 
2	 Massive Movement of Refugees or 

Internally Displaced Persons creating 
Complex Humanitarian Emergencies 

3	 Legacy of Vengeance-Seeking Group 
Grievance or Group Paranoia 

4	 Chronic and Sustained Human Flight 

Economic Indicators 
5 Uneven Economic Development along 

Group Lines 
6 Sharp and/or Severe Economic Decline
 

Political Indicators 
7 Criminalization and/or Delegitimization 

of the State 
8 Progressive Deterioration of Public 

Services 
9	 Suspension or Arbitrary Application of 

the Rule of Law and Widespread 
Violation of Human Rights 

10 Security Apparatus Operates as a 
”State Within a State“ 

11 Rise of Factionalized Elites
 
12 Intervention of Other States or External 

Political Actors 

The ranking of the states is based on the 
total scores of the 12 indicators. For each 
one, the ratings are placed on a scale of 0 to 
10, with 0 being the lowest intensity (most 
stable) and 10 being the highest intensity 
(least stable). The total score is the sum of 
the 12 indices and is on a scale of 0–120.28 

Secondly, the Freedom House’s Freedom 
in the World survey – we will call it the 
Freedom House Index, FHI – will be 
added to the chart. It provides an annual 
evaluation of the state of global freedom 
as experienced by individuals. The metho
dology of the survey is grounded in basic 
standards of political rights and civil liber
ties, derived in large measure from rele
vant portions of the Universal Declaration 
of Human Rights. The survey does not rate 
governments or government performance 
per se, but rather the real-world rights and 
social freedoms enjoyed by individuals. 
The survey includes both analytical 
reports and numerical ratings for 193 
countries and 15 select territories. Each 
country and territory is assigned a numeri
cal rating – on a scale of 1 to 7 – for politi
cal rights and an analogous rating for civil 
liberties; a rating of 1 indicates the highest 
degree of freedom and 7 the least amount 
of freedom.29 

By correlating the three indices – i.e. 
CPI, FSI, and FHI – a strong positive re

24 
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lationship between the tendency to state 
failure and corruption, and a clear nega
tive correlation between political/civil 
rights and corruption is exhibited. The 
subsequent evidence provided in diagrams 
1, 2, and 3 is convincing. 

In similar vein, Daniel Kaufmann, 
director for global governance and regio
nal learning at the World Bank, Aart 
Kraay, lead economist at the World Bank, 
and Massimo Mastruzzi, research analyst 
at the World Bank, in a recent study pre
sented a set of governance indicators cove
ring 209 countries over the period 1996
2004.30 Their indicators capture six key 
dimensions of institutional quality of 
governance: (1) voice and accountability, 
(2) political stability and lack of violence, 
(3) government effectiveness, (4) regula
tory quality, (5) rule of law, (6) control of 
corruption. Their research shows a repre
sentative set of estimates of a ‘develop
ment dividend’ of good governance. 

It follows that there is a strong causal 
impact of institutional quality on per capita 
incomes worldwide. As their following 
chart indicates, a realistic one-standard
deviation improvement in governance 
would give chance to raise incomes in the 
long run by about two- to threefold.31 

In concluding, let me summarize by 
emphasizing the following key points: 
• It is essential to work towards a wider 

contextualisation of the notion of cor
ruption. Corruption as a specific deviant 
social behaviour is an overall sociologi
cal phenomenon that has been omnipre
sent in (almost) all societies throughout 
human history. It is culture-based, socio
endogenous, and therefore conceptually 
broader than the framework offered by 
the concepts of crime or organized crime 
and is phenomenologically not restricted 
to the public sector. 

• Corruptive exchanges are commonly but 
wrongly described as bilateral relation-

CPI vs. FHI: low corruption correlates with a high 

standard of political/civil rights. 

Grafik: Kreutner 

CPI vs. FSI: a high rate in the Corruption Perceptions 

Index goes along with a high risk of state failure. 

Grafik: Kreutner 

Grafik: Kreutner 

FSI vs. FHI: a high risk of state failure links with a 

lack of political/civil rights. 
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Governance Indicators (Kaufmann-Kraay-Mastruzzi) 

ships, as simple agent-client affiliations. 
Yet, the constellation is normally of tri
lateral nature (at least) and it is also of a 
most “victimo-generic” character at all 
levels, micro- as well as macro-sociolo
gically. 

• Various studies show strong relations 
and nexus between key social, political, 
and economic parameters. Paolo Mauro’s 
research indicates that higher levels of 
corruption significantly decrease GNP 
growth rates. In linking the Corruption 
Perceptions Index, the Failed States 
Index, and the Freedom House Index, I 
investigated potential correlations bet
ween these indicators. As a result, a 
strong positive relationship between the 
tendency to state failure and corruption 
as well as a clear negative correlation 
between political/civil rights and corrup
tion have been exhibited. 

• Corruption and anti-corruption policies, 
therefore, are not about conviction, they 
are about daily behaviour. They are 
about good governance, strong institu
tions, high state capacity, and the rule of 
law; and ultimately, they are about a 
society’s culture. 

• Key responsibility of the modern nation 
state is to ensure ‘security’ for its citi

zenry, both in a physical sense as well as 
in a ‘societal security’ framework. If the 
state fails doing so, the ‘social contract’ 
gets undermined, injustice and inequality 
prevail. That again generates even more 
poverty, breeds additional corruption, 
and finally social unrest and conflict. 

• It therefore has to be understood that 
corruption affects our security environ
ment on various levels. By undermining 
the foundations of ‘trust’, the ‘social 
contract’, the rule of law, the principle of 
equality, sustainable development and 
economic prosperity, and the legitimacy 
of the government, corruption might 
directly lead to social disorder and con
flict. It may ultimately even bring about 
effects such as ‘state capture’, i.e. stake
holders shaping and affecting the formu
lation of the rules of the game through 
private payments to public officials and 
politicians32, or the collapse of the state 
(‘state failure’), the latter being a pheno
menon that undermines global gover
nance, and adds to (further) regional 
instability.33 

• Following Alam: ‘Since corruption is 
embedded in the matrix of society’s in
stitutions, any quick resolution to the 
problems of corruption may not be pos
sible.’34 In curbing corruption we have to 
focus on long-term strategies and action 
plans involving the political, social and 
economic sphere. 

It is thus certainly safe to argue that cor
ruption has to be seen as a key factor in a 
factual and comprehensive notion of secu
rity. It is, therefore, equally safe to claim 
that by fighting corruption we considera
bly contribute to the realization of both a 
prosperous ‘area of freedom, security and 
justice’ for Europe and of the UN Millen
nium Development Goals for the entire 
globe. 

http:instability.33
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Countries, GDP, CPI & Ranking 
Tabelle: Martin Kreutner 

Country GDP per capita35 (PPP)36 CPI37 CPI Ranking38 

Austria $ 34,600. 8,6 11 

Belgium $ 33,000. 7,3 20 

Denmark $ 37,000. 9,5 4 

Finland $ 33,700. 9,6 1 

France $ 31,100.- 7,4 18 

Germany $ 31,900. 8,0 16 

Greece $ 24,000. 4,4 54 

Ireland $ 44,500. 7,4 18 

Italy $ 30,200. 4,9 45 

Luxembourg $ 71,400. 8,6 11 

Netherlands $ 32,100.- 8,7 9 

Portugal $ 19,800. 6,6 26 

Spain $ 27,400. 6,8 23 

Sweden $ 32,200. 9,2 6 

UK $ 31,800. 8,6 11 

EU 15 $ 34,313. 7,71 18,2 

Country GDP per capita (PPP) CPI CPI Ranking 

Bulgaria $ 10,700. 4,0 57 
Czech Republic $ 21,900. 4,8 46 
Cyprus $ 23,000. 5,6 37 
Estonia $ 20,300. 6,7 24 
Hungary $ 17,600. 5,2 41 
Latvia $ 16,000. 4,7 49 
Lithuania $ 15,300. 4,8 46 
Malta $ 21,000. 6,4 28 
Poland $ 14,300. 3,7 61 
Romania $ 9,100. 3,1 84 
Slovakia $ 18,200. 4,7 49 
Slovenia $ 23,400. 6,4 28 
EU +12 $ 17,567. 5 45,8 

EU 27 $ 25,940. 6,36 32 

Albania $ 5,700. 2,6 111 
Bosnia-Herzegovina $ 5,600. 2,9 93 
Croatia $ 13,400. 3,4 69 
FYR Macedonia $ 8,300. 2,7 105 
Moldova $ 2,000. 3,2 79 
Montenegro $ 3,800.-
Serbia $ 4,400. 3,0 90 
States of SE Europe $ 6,171. 2,97 91,2 
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Country GDP per capita (PPP) CPI CPI Ranking 

Benin $ 1,100. 2,5 121 
Gambia $ 2,000. 2,5 121 
Guyana $ 4,800. 2,5 121 
Honduras $ 3,100. 2,5 121 
Nepal $ 1,500. 2,5 121 
Phillippines $ 5,000. 2,5 121 
Russia $ 12,200. 2,5 121 
Rwanda $ 1,600. 2,5 121 
Swaziland $ 5,200. 2,5 121 
Azerbaijan $ 7,500. 2,4 130 
Burundi $ 700. 2,4 130 
Central African Rep. $ 1,200. 2,4 130 
Ethiopia $ 1,000. 2,4 130 
Indonesia $ 3,900. 2,4 130 
Papua New Guinea $ 2,700. 2,4 130 
Togo $ 1,700. 2,4 130 
Zimbabwe $ 2,100. 2,4 130 
Cameroon $ 2,400. 2,3 138 
Ecuador $ 4,500. 2,3 138 
Niger $ 1,000. 2,3 138 
Venezuela $ 7,200. 2,3 138 
Angola $ 4,400. 2,2 142 
Congo, Rep. $ 1,400. 2,2 142 
Kenya $ 1,200. 2,2 142 
Kyrgyzstan $ 2,100. 2,2 142 
Nigeria $ 1,500. 2,2 142 
Pakistan $ 2,600. 2,2 142 
Sierra Leone $ 900. 2,2 142 
Tajikistan $ 1,300. 2,2 142 
Turkemistan $ 8,500. 2,2 142 
Belarus $ 8,100. 2,1 151 
Cambodia $ 2,700. 2,1 151 
Côte d’Ivoire $ 1,600. 2,1 151 
Equatorial Guinea $ 50,200.- (sic) 2,1 151 
Uzbekistan $ 2,000. 2,1 151 
Bangladesh $ 2,300. 2,0 156 
Chad $ 1,500. 2,0 156 
Dem. Rep. of Congo $ 700. 2,0 156 
Sudan $ 2,400. 2,0 156 
Guinea $ 2,100. 1,9 160 
Iraq $ 2,900. 1,9 160 
Myanmar/Burma $ 1,800. 1,9 160 
Haiti $ 1,800. 1,8 163 
Last quarter of CPI: $ 4,102. 2,25 nil 

Last 5 of CPI: $ 2,200. 1,90 nil 
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CPI & Ranking, Failed States Index, Freedom House Index Tabelle: Martin Kreutner 

Albania 2,6 111 70,5 67 3 3 3
 

Herzegovina 2,9 93 84,5 124 4 3 3,5
Croatia 3,4 69 60,5 51 2 2 2
FYR Macedonia 2,7 105 74,1 83 3 3 3
Moldova 3,2 79 85,7 130 3 4 3,5
Montenegro n/a n/a 55,6 42 3 3 3
Serbia 3,0 90 81,1 112 3 2 2,5

Bosnia

Country CPI Failed States Index Freedom House Index 
Score Ranking Score Ranking Polit. R. Civil R. Comb. 

Austria 8,6 11 26,0 12 1 1 1 
Belgium 7,3 20 25,5 11 1 1 1 
Denmark 9,5 4 22,2 8 1 1 1 
Finland 9,6 1 18,5 2 1 1 1 
France 7,4 18 34,1 21 1 1 1 
Germany 8,0 16 38,4 24 1 1 1 
Greece 4,4 54 43,5 31 1 2 1,5 
Ireland 7,4 18 19,5 4 1 1 1 
Italy 4,9 45 37,1 22 1 1 1 
Luxembourg 8,6 11 28,1 13 1 1 1 
Netherlands 8,7 9 28,6 15 1 1 1 
Portugal 6,6 26 32,4 16 1 1 1 
Spain 6,8 23 39,2 25 1 1 1 
Sweden 9,2 6 19,3 3 1 1 1 
UK 8,6 11 34,1 21 1 1 1 
Bulgaria 4,0 57 60,3 50 1 2 1,5 
Czech Republic 4,8 46 42,1 29 1 1 1 
Cyprus 5,6 37 70,2 65 1 1 1 
Estonia 6,7 24 50,5 38 1 1 1 
Hungary 5,2 41 51,2 39 1 1 1 
Latvia 4,7 49 56,7 43 1 1 1 
Lithuania 4,8 46 49,0 35 1 1 1 
Malta 6,4 28 48,5 34 1 1 1 
Poland 3,7 61 47,6 33 1 1 1 
Romania 3,1 84 60,9 52 2 2 2 
Slovakia 4,7 49 49,3 36 1 1 1 
Slovenia 6,4 28 37,5 23 1 1 1 

Benin 2,5 121 72,0 74 2 2 2
 
Gambia 2,5 121 76,0 92 5 4 4,5
 
Guyana 2,5 121 73,3 79 3 3 3
 
Honduras 2,5 121 74,8 84 3 3 3
 
Nepal 2,5 121 93,6 157 6 5 5,5
 
Phillippines 2,5 121 83,2 122 3 3 3
 
Russia 2,5 121 81,2 116 6 5 5,5
 
Rwanda 2,5 121 89,2 142 6 5 5,5
 
Swaziland 2,5 121 81,3 117 7 5 6
 
Azerbaijan 2,4 130 81,2 116 6 5 5,5
 
Burundi 2,4 130 95,2 159 3 5 4
 
Central African Rep. 2,4 130 101,0 168 5 4 4,5
 
Ethiopia 2,4 130 95,3 160 5 5 5
 
Indonesia 2,4 130 84,4 123 2 3 2,5
 
Papua New Guinea 2,4 130 85,1 126 3 3 3
 
Togo 2,4 130 86,6 132 6 5 5,5
 
Zimbabwe 2,4 130 110,1 174 7 6 6,5
 
Cameroon 2,3 138 89,4 143 6 6 6
 
Ecuador 2,3 138 79,9 105 3 3 3
 
Niger 2,3 138 91,2 146 3 3 3
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Country CPI Failed States Index Freedom House Index 
Score Ranking Score Ranking Polit. R. Civil R. Comb. 

Venezuela 2,3 138 79,8 104 4 4 4 
Angola 2,2 142 84,9 125 6 5 5,5 
Congo, Rep. 2,2 142 93,0 152 5 5 5 
Kenya 2,2 142 91,3 147 3 3 3 
Kyrgyzstan 2,2 142 88,2 137 5 4 4,5 
Nigeria 2,2 142 95,6 161 4 4 4 
Pakistan 2,2 142 100,1 166 6 5 5,5 
Sierra Leone 2,2 142 93,4 155 4 3 3,5 
Tajikistan 2,2 142 88,7 139 6 5 5,5 
Turkemistan 2,2 142 87,5 135 7 7 7 
Belarus 2,1 151 85,2 127 7 6 6,5 
Cambodia 2,1 151 85,7 130 6 5 5,5 
Côte d’Ivoire 2,1 151 107,3 172 6 6 6 
Equatorial Guinea 2,1 151 88,2 137 7 6 6,5 
Uzbekistan 2,1 151 93,5 156 7 7 7 
Bangladesh 2,0 156 95,9 162 4 4 4 
Chad 2,0 156 108,8 173 6 5 5,5 
Dem. Rep. of Congo 2,0 156 105,5 171 6 6 6 
Sudan 2,0 156 113,7 177 7 7 7 
Guinea 1,9 160 101,3 169 6 5 5,5 
Iraq 1,9 160 111,4 176 6 5 5,5 
Myanmar/Burma 1,9 160 97,0 164 7 7 7 
Haiti 1,8 163 100,9 167 4 5 4,5 
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