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• The literature on corruption finds that economic, political and 
cultural factors are all closely related to corruption. Poverty and 
income disparity are drivers of corrupt behavior. Likewise, the 
government system is not transparent and accountable. Hierarchical 
and non-democratic social relationships also contribute to an 
increase in corrupt practices. All of these factors nourish the abuse 
of power by government and state apparatus (Ghaniy & Hastiadi, 
2017). 

• What about religion? Can religion decrease or increase corruption? 

• Normatively, religion should be able to control the corrupt behavior 
of its adherents. All religions teach not to harm others. But in 
reality, nations with the majority of the religious population are not 
free from corrupt practices. Even acute corruption cases are found 
in countries with strong religious identities, whatever the religion 
(Corruption Perception Index, 2011) 
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• Social scientists do not observe religion normatively and 
formally because it can not explain the behavior of corruption. 
They rather see how values, norms and behaviors are directly 
related to corrupt practices. For example, norms and rules on 
accountability, professionalism, equality and adherence to laws 
associated with democratic values (Seldadyo & De Haan, 2006; 
Serra, 2006). 

• In this context what is observed is not a religion per se, but 
rather a religious understanding or culture developed by 
religious communities. For that, not only religious culture of 
followers of Islam, Christianity, Hinduism can be different; but 
the religious culture between communities in one religion can 
also vary. 

• Through this approach, scientists find religion as a factor that 
may contribute positively, negatively, or even unrelated to 
corruption (Ghaniy & Hastiadi, 2017; Shabbir & Anwar, 2007). 
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• Based on the results of those studies, it can be assumed that 
religious understanding that emphasizes the importance of honesty, 
accountability, equality, hard work, and law-abiding, will be 
negatively correlated with corrupt practices. Conversely, religious 
understanding that places greater emphasis on adherence to social 
hierarchy, social status, and tolerance to lawlessness, will tend to be 
positively correlated with corruption. Some researchers also note 
that religious patterns that are more concerned with non-mundane 
and ritual affairs tend to have no connection with real issues, such 
as politics, economics, and perhaps corruption. 
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• How about in Indonesia? 

• Before explaining the findings about the relationship between 
religion and corruption, it is necessary to first explain the notion of 
corruption and religion in this survey. Following Transparency 
International (2011) corruption is interpreted as “the abuse of 
entrusted power for private gain”. The perpetrators can come from 
the strata of regular employees, managers, directors, or high-level 
government / state officials. 

• One common form of corruption is receiving public rewards for 
services rendered outside the legitimate rules. This could involve 
both senior officials and regular staff. The rewards may be money, 
goods, services, or other forms of gifts. Such cases of corruption 
can be found in government agencies that directly relate to the 
community, such as civil records, education, health, and security 
(ICW, 2014). 
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• This survey will address the corruption from two dimensions: attitude 
and behavior. Attitude is a view and assessment of respondents to the 
practice of corruption, collusion and nepotism. The behavior includes 
experiences and corrupt actions that have been perpetrated by 
respondents, forced or voluntary. 

• In this survey religion is seen as views and behaviors that reflect 
respondents' understanding of the beliefs they embrace or are 
interpreted as religiosity or piety (Pepinsky, Liddle, & Mujani, 2017). 
Dimensions include: First, the subjective judgment of respondents about 
the quality of his personal religiosity and the significance of religion for 
his life. 

• Secondly, the intensity of religious ritual practices carried out by the 
respondents. Third, the socio-religious affiliation of the respondents. 
Fourth, respondents' religious attitude related to tolerance towards 
other religious communities. These last two dimensions are expected to 
illustrate religious attitudes and behaviors that are more in touch with 
real issues such as corruption. 
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• The population of this survey is all Indonesian citizens who have 
the right to vote in the general election, ie those who are aged 
17 years or older, or already married when the survey was 
conducted. 

• A total of 1,540 respondents were selected by multi-stage 
random sampling method. Based on this number of samples, an 
estimated margin of error of ± 2.6% at 95% confidence level. 

• Selected respondents were interviewed face-to-face by trained 
interviewers. One interviewer was assigned to one village / sub-
district (kelurahan) consisting of only 10 respondents 

• Quality control of the interview results is done randomly for 
20% from total sample by the supervisors by returning to 
selected respondent (spot check). In the quality control process, 
there were no meaningful error found. 
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Sampling Flowchart 
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Village/Sub-ditrict population at the 
national level 

Village/sub-district at provincial level is 
randomly selected based on its proportion 

In every village/sub-district 5 neighborhood 
association (RT) are randomly selected 

In every RT, 2 households are 
randomly selected 

In each randomly selected household, 
one voting age adult (male/female) is 
randomly selected 



SAMPLE VALIDATION 



Comparison of Demographic Profiles of LSI 

Samples and Populations of the BPS Census 
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CATEGORY SAMPLE POPULATION KATEGORI SAMPLE POPULASI

Male 50.0 50.1 Islam 89.0 87.3

Female 50.0 49.9 Protestant/Catholic 8.8 9.8

Others 2.1 3.0

Rural 50.0 50.2

Urban 50.0 49.8 Javanese 43.4 40.2

Sundanese 15.5 15.5

Madura 2.8 3.0

Bugis 4.1 3.6

Betawi 3.2 2.9

Batak 1.8 2.7

 Minang 2.7 2.7

Others 26.5 29.4

ETHNICITY

RELIGION

RURAL-URBAN

GENDER
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CATEGORY SAMPLE POPULATION CATEGORY SAMPLE POPULATION

ACEH 1.9 1.9 NTB 1.9 1.9

SUMUT 5.2 5.5 NTT 1.9 2.0

SUMBAR 1.9 2.0 KALBAR 1.9 1.8

RIAU 2.6 2.3 KALTENG 0.6 0.9

JAMBI 1.3 1.3 KALSEL 1.3 1.5

SUMSEL 3.2 3.1 KALTIM 1.3 1.3

BENGKULU 0.6 0.7 KALTARA 0.6 0.2

LAMPUNG 3.2 3.2 SULUT 0.6 1.0

BABEL 0.6 0.5 SULTENG 1.3 1.1

KEPRI 0.6 0.7 SULSEL 3.2 3.4

DKI 3.9 4.0 SULTRA 0.6 0.9

JABAR 18.2 18.1 GORONTALO 0.6 0.4

JATENG 13.6 13.6 SULBAR 0.6 0.5

DIY 1.3 1.5 MALUKU 0.6 0.6

JATIM 15.6 15.8 MALUT 0.6 0.4

BANTEN 4.5 4.5 PAPUA BARAT 0.6 0.3

BALI 1.3 1.6 PAPUA 1.3 1.2

PROVINSIPROVINSI

Comparison of Demographic Profiles of LSI 

Samples and Populations of the BPS Census 



GENERAL STATE OF CORRUPTION 



In the past two years, how do you think the current level of corruption in Indonesia, whether it is 
increasing, decreasing, or unchanged? ... (%) 

Corruption in our country for the last two 
years 
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In the August 2017 survey, the majority of citizens (54%) felt that the level of corruption in our 
country has increased in the last two years. Nevertheless, citizens who feel "corruption rate is 

increasing" are less in proportion compared to findings in 2016 (70%). 
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NOTE:  2017 Survey by LSI with target population aged 17 years and above or already married, 
while the 2016 survey by the Polling Center with a target population aged 19 years and over or already married. 



In your opinion, has the central government been serious in combatting corruption? …(%) 

How serious is the government in 
combating corruption? 
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The majority of citizens (67.3%) viewed the government as serious or highly serious in 
combating corruption. The number of respondents who perceived the government as serious or 
very serious in combating corruption is almost the same or slightly decreased compared to last 

year (69%). 
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NOTE:  2017 Survey by LSI with target population aged 17 years and above or already married, 
while the 2016 survey by the Polling Center with a target population aged 19 years and over or already married. 



Findings 

 There is a different view between the public's assessment of 
the phenomenon of corruption and the government's policy on 
corruption. On the one hand, the majority of people consider 
corruption in this country tend to be increasing, but on the 
other hand they also appreciate the government's seriousness 
in combating corruption. 

 This could mean that the belief in government efforts to 
eradicate corruption is strong enough, even though people 
have not found the effort to be effective and bring real results. 
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Corruptive Behavior 



In the past year, have you ever been involved with public officials in the following affairs? If yes, 
have you ever been asked to give money / gifts to receive services you need outside official 

fees?…(%) 

CORRUPT BEHAVIOR OF PUBLIC SERVANTS / 
GOVERNMENT OFFICIALS:  
Have you ever been involved with public officials in the following 
affairs? If yes, have you ever been asked to give money / gifts? 

• The interaction between citizens and government officials was most prevalent in terms of administering the 
completeness of public administration (50.3%), then in health services (46.6%), while dealing with public schools 
(30.3%), and police (14.9%). 

• The probability of acts of corruption by the largest civil servants occurs when citizens deal with the police: of the 
14.9% of citizens who have ever dealt with the police, 46.1% have been asked to give gifts / money outside official 
fees. 
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In the past year, Have you ever been involved with public officials in these affairs? If Yes, have you 
ever given money/gifts without being asked? …(%) 

CITIZEN’S CORRUPT BEHAVIOR:  
Have you ever been involved with public officials in these affairs? 
If Yes, have you ever given money/gifts without being asked?  

• The interaction between citizens and government officials was most prevalent in terms of administering the 
completeness of public administration (50.3%), then in health services (46.6%), while dealing with public schools 
(30.3%), and police (14.9%). 

• The probability that citizens make the most gratification occurs when citizens deal with the police: of the 14.9% of 
citizens who have ever dealt with the police, 40.4% have actively (without being asked) to give gifts / money in order 
to get the services they need. 
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The relationship between corrupt behavior of citizens (giving 
gratification) and experience of being asked for money / gifts 

19 

The more often the citizens experience the occurrences of being asked for money / 
prizes by government employees, the more often the said citizens -on other 

occasions-actively give money / gifts (gratuities) without being asked. 

Pearson’s r=0.706*** 



Index Explanation 

 Experience of Being Asked for Money / Gifts is a composite index of 7 items of 

experience when citizens are being asked for money / gifts by government employees outside 

of official fees in various affairs. Each item has a scale of 1-3: 1 = had contact with the 

command officer but never asked for money / prizes, 2 = never in contact with government 

employees, 3 = had contact with command officers and was asked for money / prizes. The 

seven items are added together to Experience of Being Asked Money Index on 7-21 scale. 

 Corruptive Behavior is a composite index of 7 items of citizens' behavior of gratuities to 

commanders in various affairs. Each item has a scale of 1-3: 1 = had contact with the 

command official but never giving money / gifts, 2 = never in contact with government 

employees, 3 = had contact with the command officer and giving money / prize even without 

being asked . The seven items are added together to form Corruptive Behavior Index on 7-21 

scale. 
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Findings 

• The interaction between citizens and government officials was 
the most common in the administration of public administration 
(50.3%), then in health services (46.2%), public schools 
(30.3%), and police (14.9%). 

• The probability of acts of corruption by the public officials 
occurs when citizens deal with the police: of the 14.9% of 
citizens who have ever dealt with the police, 46.1% have been 
asked to give money/gifts outside official fees. 

• Probability of citizens to engage in bribery is also greatest when 
they deal with the police: of the 14.9% of citizens who have 
ever dealt with the police, 40.4% have proactively (without 
being asked) given money/gifts in order to obtain needed 
services. 

 

21 



Findings 

• The correlation analysis between the experiences of the 
community being asked to give money / gifts beyond the 
official fees and their experience of giving money / gifts beyond 
the official fee is very strong (0.706). It means that the more 
often government officials display corrupt behaviors toward the 
citizens, the citizens would also often act corrupt by following 
the request of the government officials. 
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ATTITUDE TOWARD CORRUPTION 



In your opinion, is it acceptable or unacceptable for the Indonesian citizens to provide something like: money, 
goods, entertainment, gifts outside the terms / conditions to facilitate a process or as a form of gratitude when 

dealing with government agencies? …(%) 

According to you, is it natural or unnatural to give money / gifts 
when dealing with government agencies? 
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The majority of citizens (63.2%) argue that giving money / prizes when dealing with 
government agencies (gratification) is an unacceptable thing. 
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What do you think about the use of personal relationships (through acquaintances or family) to facilitate 
the processing of a personal affair/interest? It is … (%) 

Attitude on Collusion and Nepotism 
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The majority of citizens argue that collusion is a negative act: 44.6% rate it as unethical + 
9.2% rate it as a crime. 
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Relationship between Corrupt Behavior 
(Gratification) and Attitudes toward Corruption 
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Corrupt behavior is positively and significantly correlated with attitudes toward corruption. 
The more citizens show tolerance toward corruption, the more corrupt their behaviors are.   

Note: Attitudes Against Corruption is a composite index of 2 items: (1) Attitudes towards giving money / 

prizes when in connection with government agencies, 1 = unacceptable, 2 = no know / no answer, 3 = 

acceptable; (2) Opinion on collusion, 1 = crime / unethical / bad, 2 = no idea / no answer, 3 = normal / 

necessary. Both items are added to form an index of attitudes toward corruption on a 2-6 scale. 
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Findings 

• The public's view of corrupt practices is quite alarming. A total 
of 30.4% argue that giving money / gifts to facilitate the affairs 
when dealing with government agencies (gratification) is a 
natural thing. A similar number (35.2%) is also found in public 
attitudes toward collusion. 

• Although not a majority, 3 out of 10 Indonesians, they assume 
that gratification and collusion are acceptable common 
practices. 

• The survey found a link between people's behavior and 
attitudes toward corruption. There is a positive and significant 
relationship between the two. The more the citizens are tolerant 
of corrupt practices, the more corrupt also their behaviors are. 

27 



Religiosity & Tolerance 
(Only for Muslim respondents) 



In your own assessment, how pious or religious are you so far? ... (%) 
(Base: Muslim Respondent) 
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How pious or religious are you? 

Approximately 74.9% of Muslims find themselves very pious or pious enough. 
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How often do you consider religious values when making important decision with regard to your 
own living? ... (%) (Base: Muslim Respondent) 
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Approximately 82.9% of Muslims very or quite often consider religion when 
making important decisions. 



81.1 78.9
82.9

75.9 73.8 74.9

0

10

20

30

40

50

60

70

80

90

100

 Mei 2014 Mar-Apr

2016

Ags 2017

Very/quite often
consider religion in
making decision

Feeling very/quite pious

Trend in pious feeling and considering 
religion (%) (Base: Muslim Respondent) 

In the last four years, the level of Muslim religiosity is stable. 
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Do you routinely/always, fairly often, rarely, or never do these religious activity? …(%)  

(Base: Muslim Responden) 

Muslim Prayer Activity 

About 55.9% of Muslims routinely perform five obligatory prayers. While the 
routine Ramadan fasting is at 67.5%, and sunnah prayers at 14.4%. 
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Trend of “Routine/Always” for Muslim 
Rituals (%) 2010-2017 

In the last 8 years, the intensity of Muslim rituals trend is rather stable 
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Relationship between Religiosity with 
Attitudes and Behaviors toward Corruption 
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The religiosity of citizens is not related to corrupt behavior, but is related to 
attitudes toward corruption. The more religious, the more anti-corruption. 

NOTE: Muslim Religiosity is a composite index of 5 items of religiosity (subjective judgment of piety, 

considering religion in making decisions, five daily prayers, sunnah prayers, and Ramadan fasts). Each item is 

measured on a scale of 1-5: 1 = very religious, 5 = very religious. All five items are added together to form the 

Muslim Religiosity index on a scale of 5-25. 
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Findings 

• Indonesian Muslim society is classified as religious. As many as 
74.9% of all Muslims in this country are very or quite pious. 
Therefore, it is natural that 82.9% of them very often or quite often 
consider religion when making important decisions. 

• Public piety is also reflected in the practice of rituals performed. As 
many as 55.9% routinely perform the five obligatory prayers and 
28.4% quite often do so. Those who always do Ramadan fasting 
routinely as much as 67.5% and those who often fast at 24.6%. 
Those who always practiced sunnah prayers at 14.4% and those 
who often do as much as 30.3%. 

• Nevertheless, the meaning of religion and ritual behaviors lived 
only significantly related to their attitude to corruption. Nothing to 
do with corrupt behavior. The more religious, the more anti-
corruption in the term of attitude they are. Yet, corrupt behavior 
continues to run and has nothing to do with religious matters. 
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II. Religious Organization Affiliation 
 



In our society there are a number of religious social organizations such as NU, Muhammadiyah, 
etc. Do you feel as part of the NU, Muhammadiyah, or any other Islamic organization, or you 

do not feel like part of any Islamic organization? …(%)  

(Base: Muslim respondents) 

Affiliation with religious organization 

The majority of Indonesian Muslims are affiliated with religious organizations, 55.6%. While those 
who do not feel part of any Islamic organization are 40.9%, and those who do not know / do not 

answer at 3.5% 
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Relationship between Islamic Organizations 
Affiliation with Attitudes and Behavior 
toward Corruption 
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Corruption behavior and attitudes to corruption have nothing to do with the 
affiliation of Islamic organizations. 

Note: Affiliation with Islamic Organizations consists of 1 item measured on a scale of 0-1: 1 = feel the part 

of an Islamic organization, 0 = does not feel any part of any Islamic organization. 
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Findings 

• In Indonesia there are quite a lot of Islamic social organizations 
(NGOs), such as Nahdlatul Ulama (NU), Muhammadiyah, Persis, 
Matlaul Anwar, Perti, DDII, al-Wasliyah and so on. These mass 
organizations are institutions that serve to promote certain 
religious beliefs to their members. 

• More than half of Indonesian Muslims (55.6%) feel part of a 
particular Islamic organization, while 40.9% do not feel part of 
any Islamic Organizations. This shows the participation of 
people in Islamic organizations is quite high. 

• However, the survey found that being part of an Islamic 
organization was not significantly related to corrupt attitudes 
and behavior. That is, being part of the Islamic Organization is a 
separate business from the problem of corruption. Both are 
completely unrelated. 
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INTOLERANCE  
(Only for Muslim Respondents) 



Do you mind IF: Non-Muslims holding religious events in your surrounding area?... (%) 
(Base: Muslim Respondents) 
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39.6

52.2

8.3

35.6

56.7

7.7

0

10

20

30

40

50

60

Yes, I do mind No, I don't

mind

It Depends /

DK / NA

Mar-Apr'16

Ags'17

The majority of Muslims (56.7%) do not mind if non-Muslims hold religious events in the 
surrounding area. 
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Do you mind IF: Non-Muslims building place of worship in your surrounding area? ... (%) 
(Base: Muslim respondents) 

Non-Muslims building place of worship 
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As many as 48.2% of Muslims would object if non-Muslims build a place of worship around 
here. 
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Do you mind IF: Non-Muslims becoming Regent/Mayor? ... (%)  
(Base: Muslim respondents) 
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Non-Muslims becoming Regent/Mayor 

Approximately 47.4% of Muslims object if non-Muslims become regents / 
mayors. 
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Do you mind IF: Non-Muslims Becoming Governor? ... (%) 
(Base: Muslim respondents) 

Non-Muslims Becoming Governor 
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Approximately 48.2% of Muslims object if non-Muslims become governors. 
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Do you mind IF: Non-Muslims Becoming Vice President? ... (%)  
(Base: Muslim respondents) 

Non-Muslim Becoming Vice President 
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Approximately 49.6% of Muslims object if non-Muslims become vice 
presidents. 
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Do you mind IF: Non-Muslims Becoming President?? ... (%)  
(Base: Muslim respondents) 

Non-Muslim Becoming President 
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About 53.2% of Muslims object if non-Muslims become president. 
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Do you mind or do not mind IF: Non-Muslims hold a religious event in the neighborhood? Non-
Muslims build a place of worship around here? ... (% who responded to “Yes, I do mind")  

(Base: Responden Muslim) 

Trend of Religious-Cultural Intolerance 

In the past year, intolerance level towards non-Muslims in worship issue has 
tended to fall/decrease. 
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Source: Wahid Institute-LSI (2016) 
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Trend of Intolerance in Politics  

In the past year, Muslims have become increasingly intolerant of non-Muslims 
in politics (becoming head of government). 
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Sumber: Wahid Institute-LSI (2016) 



Relationship between Intolerance with 
Behavior and Attitudes toward Corruption 
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Intolerance is not related to corrupt behavior, but is significantly related to 
attitudes to corruption. The more intolerant the more pro tendency toward 

corruption. 

NOTE: Intolerance toward Non-Muslims is a composite index of 6 items of intolerance (the establishment of 

houses of worship, religious events, non-Muslims be bupati / mayor, governor, vice president, and president). 

Each item is measured on a scale of 1-3: 1 = no objection, 2 = no idea / no answer, 3 = objection. The six 

items are summed to form an index of Intolerance against Non-Muslims on a scale of 6-18 (6 = very tolerant, 

18 = very intolerant). 
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Findings 

 Religious intolerance of Muslims in Indonesia is still quite high. 
As many as 35.6% of Muslims object if non-Muslims hold 
religious events in their residence areas. 48.2% Muslims also 
object if non-Muslims build a place of worship in their area. 
However, this tendency of intolerance tends to decline in the 
past year, from 39.6% to 35.6% (religious events) and from 
52% to 48.2% (building of houses of worship). 

 The political intolerance of Muslims is also high. Quite a few 
Muslims objected if non-Muslims became regents / mayors 
(47.4%), governors (48.2%), vice presidents (49.6%) and 
presidents (53.2%). Different from religious intolerance, in the 
last year Muslim intolerance in politics tends to strengthen. 
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Findings 

 The survey found that intolerance has a significant relationship 
with attitudes toward corruption, but is not significant with 
corrupt behavior. These findings suggest that the more 
intolerant a person is, the more he / she will perceive the 
practice of corruption as a natural thing. 

 The link between intolerance and pro-corruption attitudes may 
be indirect. Intolerance is an expression of an attitude that 
does not uphold the law, equality of citizens' rights, and 
political openness (democracy). These principles are pillars 
that serve to control corrupt acts. If it is not supported by 
being tolerant, it can have an impact on the attitude that 
teaches corruption. 
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ATTITUDE TOWARD DEMOCRACY 



Do you strongly agree, agree, have no opinion, disagree or strongly disagree with the statement 
below? "Compared to other forms of government (kingdom, sultanate, authoritarian 

government), democracy is the best form of government for a country like Indonesia" …(%) 

Support for Democratic System 

The majority of citizens (76.3%) agree or strongly agree that democracy is the best 
form of government. 
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Do you strongly agree, agree, have no opinion, disagree or strongly disagree with the statement 
below? "Every citizen is free to embrace religion or belief according to his own 

conscience" ... (%) 

Support for Democratic Values:  
Religious Freedom 

The majority of citizens (89.1%) agree or strongly agree that every citizen is free to 
embrace religion and belief. 
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Relationship between Attitudes to Democracy with 
Behavior and Attitudes to Corruption and Intolerance 

55 

Support for democratic systems and values is not related to corrupt behavior, but 
relates to attitudes to corruption and intolerance. The more pro-democracy, the 

more anti-corruption and more tolerant. 

NOTE: Attitudes toward Democracy is a composite index of 2 items of democracy (democracy as the best 

form of government, freedom of religion). Each item is measured on a scale of 1-5: 1 = very anti democracy, 5 

= very pro democracy. Both items are summed to form an index of Democracy Attitude on a scale of 5-10. 
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Findings 

 The majority of current voters support that democracy is the 
best form of governance for Indonesia compared to other 
forms of government and supports religious freedom in 
Indonesia. Nevertheless, there is a small proportion of citizens 
who do not support or do not have an attitude towards the 
form of democratic government and religious freedom. 

 Attitudes toward democracy relate to attitudes toward 
corruption and intolerance to other groups (non-Muslims). The 
more supportive of democracy, the more anti-corruption and 
more tolerant towards non-Muslims. 
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Determinant Factors that affect 
behavior and attitudes toward 

corruption 



Regression Analysis: Factors that affect the 
behavior of corruption 

58 

N=1371, R2=.480 
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Regression Analysis: Factors that affect the 
attitude of pro-corruption 
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Findings 

 Attitudes toward corruption, the experience of being asked for 

money / prizes by government employees, and the level of 

education have a significant effect on corrupt behavior, 

regardless of the condition of other factors. 

 The experience of being asked for money / gifts and a pro-

corrupt attitude promotes corrupt behavior, whereas 

educational level decreases corrupt behavior. 

 Among these factors, the most powerful influence in shaping 

corrupt citizens' behavior is the experience of being asked to 

give money / gifts by government employees. 
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Findings 

 Meanwhile pro-corruption attitudes are significantly influenced 

by levels of religiosity, intolerance, rural-urban areas, age, and 

education. Among these factors, the greatest effect is rural-

urban, then education. 

 Factors of living in rural areas (compared to urban setting), 

intolerance, and age raise pro attitudes toward corruption. 

Conversely religiosity and level of education decrease pro 

attitudes toward corruption. 

 Education is a variable that has consistently contributed to pro 

attitudes and corrupt behavior. The higher the education, the 

more negative the attitude toward corruption and the lower 

corruptive behavior. 
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CONCLUSION 



Conclusion 

 Most of the people (54%) consider that corruption in Indonesia 
has increased in the last two years. Nevertheless, the majority 
of citizens (67.3%) still believe that the government is serious 
in combating corruption. 

 The practice of corruption by state apparatus is quite common 
when citizens interact with officials for various matters. 

 For example when citizens deal with police. Of those ever in 
contact with police, 46.1% of them have been asked to give 
money / gifts beyond official fees. The probability of corruption 
by state apparatus is also significant when citizens deal with 
courts (39.6%), when applying for civic employments 
(31.3%), or when administering the check lists of public 
administration (26.9%). 
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Conclusion 
 

 On the other hand, our society is also quite often displaying 
corrupt behavior, which is actively granting gratification to 
state apparatus in order to obtain the desired service. 

 Of those ever in contact with the police, 40.4% of them had 
been actively (without being asked) giving money / gifts to 
the authorities. The probability of citizens making 
gratifications is also quite large when they deal with courts 
(33.3%), when administering administrative check lists 
(30.4%), or when applying for civic employments (20.9%). 

 These are all factual evidence that corrupt practices and 
bribery in our society are still very fertile. 
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Conclusion 
 

 Citizens as individuals are the unit of analysis in this study. 
Therefore, corrupt behavior of citizens (giving gratification 
to the apparatus) is studied more in-depth. 

 The results of the analysis found that citizens 'corrupt 
behavior was influenced by the citizens' own attitude 
toward corruption. The more the citizens are tolerant of 
corrupt and nepotism practices, the greater the tendency of 
the citizens concerned to behave corruptly. 

 Furthermore, what factors explain the attitude and corrupt 
behavior of the citizen? Are citizens corrupt attitudes and 
attitudes determined by the degree of religiosity, the 
affiliation of religious organizations, and tolerance? 

 Here are the answers to these questions. 

65 



Conclusion 
 

 Religiosity: the results of the analysis show that the level 
of religiosity of the citizens is not the factor that determines 
the behavior of corruption (giving gratification). Corrupt 
and non-corrupt behavior can not be explained by the level 
of religiosity or piety. Simply put, corrupt behavior can be 
found in those who are religious and those who are not. 

 Nevertheless, citizen piety seems to have influenced their 
attitude toward corruption. The more religious, the more 
anti-corruption, collusion and nepotism. 

 In other words, the level of religiosity of new citizens has 
an impact on the normative level, yet has no effect on the 
level of behavior. 
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Conclusion 
 

 Affiliation with Islamic organizations: The results of 
the analysis also show that being part of an Islamic 
organization has no significant impact on corrupt attitudes 
and behavior. 

 That is, being part of an Islamic organization is a separate 
business from the issue of corruption. 

 This finding is an input to Islamic mass organizations to 
make the issue of corruption as a common enemy in their 
sermons. Islamic organizations should be better able to 
educate their congregation to resist corruption. So far the 
function does not seem to run, so it has not affected the 
congregation. 
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Conclusion 
 

 Tolerance toward different religious adherents: The 
results of the analysis show that tolerance towards 
different religions has no significant impact on corrupt 
behavior. Simply put, corrupt behavior can be found in 
those who are tolerant or intolerant. 

 Nevertheless, tolerance has a significant impact on 
attitudes toward corruption. The more intolerant the 
citizens are, the more corrupt and collusive practices 
are. 

 Tolerance is essentially inseparable from the attitude of 
upholding the principle of citizen equality, legal 
obedience, and political openness. These principles 
proved able to facilitate citizens to be anti-corruption 
and collusion. 
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Conclusion 
 

 Other factors: The results of the analysis show that citizen 
corrupt behavior is largely determined by the experience of 
being asked for money / gifts beyond the official costs 
when dealing with the state apparatus, then the level of 
education. The experience of being requested for money / 
prize by the apparatus will increase the intensity of citizens 
corrupt behavior, on the contrary the level of education will 
reduce corrupt behavior. 

 Meanwhile, at the level of attitude, attitudes toward 
corruption are also influenced by demographic conditions, 
namely rural-city, age, and education. Those who live in 
rural and older areas tend to be more pro-corruption, 
whereas more educated people tend to be more anti-
corruption. 
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Conclusion 
  The results of this survey indicate that serious efforts should be 
made at least in two ways. First, reduce the pro-corruption and 
collusion attitudes that are still held by many residents. Second, 
translating the embodiment of the anti-corruption attitude that 
some citizens have held into anti-corruption behavior. 

 Efforts to reduce pro-corruption attitudes, or vice versa, increasing 
anti-corruption attitudes, can be done through anti-corruption 
education. This effort is made formally through educational 
institutions, as well as informal or non-formal channel by engaging 
religious groups to participate in socializing the religious values of 

anti-corruption and obeying the law as embodied in the value of 
democracy. This is because, in the Indonesian society, especially 
for Muslims who look religious, this religiosity is significantly 
related to attitudes toward corruption. Therefore, efforts to 
improve anti-corruption must be done, not only involving 
stakeholders in general, but also religious groups. 

70 



Conclusion 
  At the same time, efforts to improve anti-corruption behavior 
should also be done. The goal is to translate anti-corruption 
attitude into behavior. Of course, this effort can not be separated 
from the administration of clean government, especially from 
institutions that provide public services, including police, 
administrative agencies or public documents, courts, civil servants 
registration, public health services, education services in public 
schools, universities, and other institutions that come into contact 
with the community. 

 These efforts appear to be more effective in urban settings, at a 
younger age, and in educated groups. However, efforts to reduce 
corruption attitudes and behavior should be extended to those in 
rural, older, and less educated groups. 

 Thus, it is hoped that Indonesians will be able to display not only 
anti-corruption attitude, but also anti-corruption behavior. 

71 



THANK YOU 


