HOW SERIQUS IS CORRUPTION AS A PROBLEM AT SCHOOL
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This
is a composite index calculated from the average of
individual indices where respondents have stated
whether they perceive different situations as acts of
corruption or not and shown for each target group.
The individual indices were calculated by giving a
weight of +100 to “Yes” responses and a weight of
=100 to “No” responses.
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The index of readiness to participate in corruption ranges from =100 to +100, where -100 means not ready to engage at all and +100 means very much ready to engage in
acts of corruption. This is a composite index calculated from the average of individual indices where respondents have stated their readiness to engage in different acts
of corruption, and shown for each target group. The individual indices were calculated by giving a weight of +100 to “very much ready” responses, a weight of +50 to
“somewhat ready” responses, a weight of -50 to “not so ready” and a weight of -100 to “not ready at all” responses.



REASONS FOR BEING WILLING TO ENGAGE IN CORRUPTION ACT - BY TARGET GROUP (=200 OR 17% OF TOTAL 1,300 RESPONDENTS)
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REASONS FOR NOT BEING WILLING TO ENGAGE IN CORRUPTION - BY TARGET GROUP (}-=200 OR 17% OF TOTAL 1,300 RESPONDENTS)
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ACCEPTANCE OF BRIBES FOR RESOLVING A PROBLEM
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