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Abstract 

What lessons does prior research on causes of corruption offer public 

administrators operating in, and researchers studying the dynamics of, public 

sectors of most governments developing societies? In this paper we summarize 

a voluminous body of prior economic, social and political science research that 

tells us about the roots of corruption in public sector of developing countries. 

Informing the analysis is a "review of reviews" of a sprawling research that 

examines six indicators: government size, oil revenue, democracy, quality of 

bureaucracy, rule of law, and human development; that are assumed to be major 

factors in increasing or decreasing the level of corruption in developing societies.  

We discern from this formidable body of research what is known about causes 

of corruption, what is left to know, and how useful the prior research could 

become panacea for encountering administrative corruption of developing 

countries. Finally, based on research findings, suggestions for future research are 

presented 
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Introduction 

According to the Corruption Perception Index (CPA), over two-thirds of the 176 

countries in the globe, fall below the midpoint of the scale of 0 (highly corrupt) to 100 

(very clean). The global average score is a paltry 43, indicating endemic corruption in a 

country's public sector (Transparency Organization, 2016). Administrative corruption 

could be the outcome of mismanagement of a society’s potential talents and resources 

that could result in socio-political failure and economic crisis in that society. Therefore, 

the fight against administrative corruption is an undeniable imperative for all 

governments. (Zadegan & Mohammad, 2004). In other words, administrative corruption 

is an obstacle for organizations to function effectively, and a main factor that ends up to 

removal of institutions from achieving their goals (Frisch, 1994; Igiebor, 2019). In fact, 

administrative corruption is like an infection that pollutes the body of the organization, 

its members one after another, and infects the spread of the corpuscular community 

(Kasasbeh, Mdanat, & Khasawneh, 2018). The corruption, particularly the political and 

administrative corruption has been discussed from different point of views. But, 

corruption literature, have dealt, more frequently, with the question of how to cure this 

social ills. Compared with the literature on the solution of this bureaucratic illness, there 

are less debates on the roots of administrative corruption and the context within which it 

will exist. Therefore, the main question of this study is "What are the roots of 

administrative corruption in public sector of developing countries?"  If any of scholarly 

efforts on the subject is part of a puzzle, this study attempts to draw a general picture in 

order to combine different pieces of this puzzle. Therefore, this study aims at 

systematically reviewing recently published ISI articles on AC, to find out in what 

conditions   administrative corruption increases and where it may be decreased? 

Method 

In this meta-analysis research we reviewed one hundred ISI articles that were 

published over a period of 1995 to 2022 in international journals. The databases searched 

included Scopus, Oxford, Cambridge, JSTOR, Springer, Science Direct, ProQuest, 

Elsevier, and Google Scholar. In addition to these known databases, the authors had 

access to a tool called Dialog Classic, which is a collection of many data-bases. The 

search included terms related to the administrative corruption (roots, causes, reasons, and 

effect factors). Theoretical sampling in sequential order was used to comparatively 

analyze the convergences and divergences, of the causes of corruption in the articles that 

provided an opportunity to select the articles in the next stage.  In next stage we had access 

to articles containing roots and causes of corruption in public sector of developing 

countries. Then, by reviewing the selected articles we were able to extract the roots and 

causes of corruption from the texts, and identify the spectrum of opinions of scholars, 

their discussions and agreements and disagreements. It was at this point that we found the 

causes for corruption in developing countries, being measured by their frequency. These 

can be categorized into five factors: economic, political, bureaucratic, legal and social. In 

order to operationalize the five factors and set variables to be discussed in each concept, 

the authors received the views of the research committee’s professors, and a number of 

experts from political science and economics departments of Science and Research 

Branch of Islamic Azad University. Summing up the comments in the second round of 
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panels of experts led to selection of six representative variables in the five categories. In 

the economic dimension, the size of government and oil revenues, in the political 

dimension, the democracy, in the bureaucratic dimension, the quality of bureaucracy, in 

the legal dimension, the rule of law, and ultimately in the social dimension, human 

development were identified as representing variables for each class. 

Government Size & Corruption 

Government size can be viewed as an important subject for study of the corruption, 

but, the causality and direction of these two construct may be two-sited. What are the 

logic and impacts of government size on corruption? There is no consensus among 

authors on the issue from theoretical aspect. The literature that has examined the 

relationship between these variables vary and represent different point of views.  

Proposition 1: The effect of government size on reducing corruption is dependent on 

the level of democracy. 

Kotera et al. study results of 82 countries (2012) found that an increase in government 

size can lead to a decrease in corruption if the democracy level is sufficiently high. 

Furthermore, their findings show that the greater the level of democracy, the more 

decrease in level of corruption. These results provide some important implications for 

policymakers seeking to perform government interventions without aggravating 

corruption. The focus of a study by Montinola & Jackman (2002) is about causal 

relationship between the size of government and corruption. According to their findings, 

public-sector size, by itself, does not foster corruption. They argue, the level of growth 

and political stability mediate this relationship.  

 In summary, the reviews findings, reveal that if democracy runs low, an increase in 

the size of government will increase the level of corruption.  Conversely, there are studies 

that argue, increasing the size of government causes higher corruption in developing 

countries. In other words, the hypothesis is that, the larger the size of government and 

bureaucracy, the larger will be the number of bureaucrats, and the greater opportunities 

for them to be corrupt and demand bribes. The findings of several studies show that the 

overall size of the government budget relative to GDP is positively correlated with higher 

level of corruption ( (Rose-Ackerman & Palifka, Corruption and government: Causes, 

consequences, and reform, 2016; Mauro, The effects of corruption on growth and public 

expenditure, 2017; Gillanders, 2014; Goel & Nelson, 2021; dela Rama, Lester, & Staples, 

2022; Jetter, Agudelo, & Hassan, 2015; Philp, 2017; Gründler & Potrafke, 2019; Husted, 

1999; Mauro, Corruption and growth, 1995) (LaPalombara, 1994; Scully, 1991). Given 

the fact that an increase in the size of government, causes corruption, it is possible to 

conclude that a smaller government is desirable if the objective is to control corruption. 

It follows that an increase in the size of government will temporarily raises administrative 

corruption. As, (O’Donnell, 2001) state that the lesser government involvement in the 

economy, will lead to lower level of the corruption. 

Proposition 2: An increase in government size reduces corruption if economic 

development level is high. 
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When governments are in periods of economic downturns, providing adequate 

government services to citizen is unlikely. So, those citizens or customers who demand 

public services might be tempted to bribe public officials in order to seize more public 

services. This may happens in another way. The government may be forced to lessen 

employee salaries to reduce its payroll costs. Indeed, in conditions that economy is 

booming, evidence show that the larger the public sector in terms of government 

expenditures, the lower the extent of corruption. The discussion is that public-sector size 

itself does not foster corruption. It has to be emphasized that corruption declines with 

increasing economic development, as reflected in GDP per capita. GDP reflects a number 

of factors, of course, but we have emphasized its substantial correlation with average 

wages, both private and public. Along with their intrinsic interest, the results for per capita 

GDP thus speak at least indirectly to part of the claim made for an effect of government 

size on corruption. The higher wages in both the private and public sectors associated 

with increasing GDP will reduce the incentives for corruption. In other words, wages 

would seem to be the critical quantity, not the sheer size of the public sector itself.  

  It appears from our analysis that corruption increases in periods of economy 

downturns. According to the study of (Li’an & Jing, 2009) corruption increases at 

economy downturn. They have used a panel data at the provincial level during the period 

1989—2004. Applying a fixed-effect model and IV estimation, they found that 

government size positively affects the occurrence of corruption, and the effect becomes 

larger for the increase in the size of the "core" government sector. They also identified 

the significant impacts of the size and structure of government expenditures on 

corruption. Also, (Arvate, Curi, Rocha, & Miessi Sanches, 2010) found that increasing 

the size of government causes higher corruption in developing countries. Given the fact, 

there is a consensus on promoting good governance, the policy recommendations are all 

related to strengthening governments capacity to formulate appropriate policies regarding 

expenditures, revenues and reducing the “room” for corruption. 

Oil Revenues & Corruption 

Over the past decades, "huge oil revenues" have been considered as a major source of 

corruption in oil-rich countries. In countries where the main part of government income 

is earned from oil revenues and GDP growth depends on oil production, oil revenue and 

corruption, as well as the society’s political structure, transformation and social condition 

are fundamental variables for analyzing the corruption phenomenon. Let us see what 

literature tells us about the connection of resource rents and corruption in rentier 

countries? 

Proposition 3: mechanisms through which resource rents affect corruption cannot be 

separated from political systems. 

In a study, (Arezki & Brückner, 2011) examined the effect of the interaction between 

resource rents and democracy on corruption for a panel of 29 Sub-Saharan countries 

during the period from 1985 to 2007. They found that higher resource rents lead to more 

corruption and the effect is significantly stronger in less democratic countries.  They 

support their argument by documenting that higher resource rents lead to more (less) 

government spending in less (more) democratic countries.  Also, Shaxson’s study 
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(Shaxson, 2007) that was based on nearly 15 years' research into oil and politics in sub-

Saharan Africa, and included interviews with numerous key players, explores the 

dynamics of the resource curse theory. Shaxson’s conclusion support the argument of 

development theorists who are in favor of political rather than economic development, in 

developing  societies. Further, the study of (Ross, 2008) represents that oil wealth often 

wreaks havoc a country's political system. He blames political leaders of developing 

countries for being indifferent to the advice offered by development specialists and adds 

that they are too busy profiting from corruption and crushing their opponents.  

Understanding the interplay between political systems and resource rents is a matter 

of key importance for the design of risk management strategies to tackle corruption. As 

the authors commented so far, it is not advisable to separate the issue of resource rents 

from political systems when studying the evolution of corruption following a resource 

bonanza. This is because less democratic countries are able to dispense pork-barrel 

spending to disguise redistribution and quell the masses (Arezki & Brückner, 2011)  

Proposition 4: If the quality of democratic institutions is relatively low, resource rents 

will increase corruption. 

In a cross national study of 39 countries in a period of 1997 to 2013, (Mahdavi, 2014) 

asserts that  the political institutions employed by states to govern their petroleum wealth,  

are responsible for much of the variation that are seen in corrupt outcomes.  He argues 

not only political institutions do not matter for corruption — a long-held view in political 

economy, but those accountable to watch corrupt behavior, are themselves involved in 

the matter. The separate literature on political corruption has similarly shown that rent-

seeking is exacerbated by or borne out of so-called “bad” institutions (Krueger, 1974; 

Rose-Ackerman, The economics of corruption, 1975; Buchanan, Tollison, & Tullock, 

1980; Rose & Peiffer, 2019). In general, regulatory NOCs may facilitate corruption 

because these firms are staffed with political appointments (as opposed to meritocratic 

appointments), who not only have the opportunity to solicit bribes from contract bidders 

but also have little incentive or even knowledge to pick the “best” bidder on the basis of 

technical skill. In other words, these types of managers are more prone to bribery and 

extortion given not only their political connectedness but also their capacity as 

gatekeepers of oil licenses and lucrative contracts. Research’s results of (Bhattacharyya 

& Hodler, 2010) confirm that the relationship between resource rents and corruption 

depends on the quality of the democratic institutions. They use panel data for 124 

countries covering the period 1980 to 2004. In their study, various alternative measures 

of natural resources, corruption and the quality of the democratic institutions, are 

examined.  The findings imply that democratization might be a powerful tool to reduce 

corruption in resource-rich countries.  Brunnschweiler’s study re-examines the effects of 

natural resource abundance on corruption, considering the role of institutional quality. 

The empirically significant relationship between institutional quality and resource 

dependence reflects that countries with poor institutions are unlikely to develop non-

primary production sectors to reduce their dependence on resource exports 

(Brunnschweiler, 2008). 

The results of several studies show that the relationship between resource rents and 

corruption will depend on the quality of democratic institutions. Rentier states, politically 

http://www.ijmae.com/


International Journal of Management, Accounting and Economics  

Vol. 9, Issue. 10, October, 2022  

ISSN 2383-2126 (Online) 

DOI: 10.5281/zenodo.7324806                                                                                               www.ijmae.com  

 

 
674 

tend to become authoritarian (Hammond, 2011), prevent democratization and political 

participation. Obviously, in such this system, the quality of democratic institutions is 

relatively low, and separation of powers and independence of the judicial system is 

nonexistent. 

Proposition 5: Government control over all aspects of the economy in resource-rich 

countries increases corruption opportunities. 

(Arezki & Brückner, 2011) by using panel fixed effects regressions and a new measure 

of country specific oil rents that is driven by cross-country differences in geology, 

examine the effects of oil rents on corruption for a panel of 30 oil-exporting countries 

during the period 1992–2005. They found that an increase in oil rents significantly 

increases corruption. They support their argument by documenting there is a significant 

effect of oil rents on corruption in countries with a high share of state participation in oil 

production. Also (Bardhan, 2017) indicate that the role of OPEC on corruption is 

noteworthy, because the state control of all aspects of the dominant sector of an economy 

does in fact increase the opportunities for rent seeking and corruption. Freed of the 

political constraints associated with direct taxation, political leaders have every incentive 

to engage in the politics of patronage, an environment in which corruption flourishes. 

As economists argue the rentier states by restricting economic freedom, create 

opportunity to maximize their involvement in the economy. 

Proposition 6: In resource-rich and less democratic countries, political leaders, 

through mechanisms such as populist cost policy, convert natural resources to corruption 

in order to survive their political status. 

(Andersen & Aslaksen, 2013), in a sample of more than 600 political leaders in up to 

152 countries, found that allocation and distribution of government income through 

populist cost policy is a means for the maintenance of undemocratic regimes.  The 

authoritarian governments, which gains their revenues through resource rents, do not set 

up an effective tax system or alternatively, do not have much incentives to let other 

economic sectors to grow.  Hence, political leader’s legitimacy rest on widespread 

occupation. There are studies that suggest, leaders in developing economies, in the 

absence of property rights (individual or communal), eliminate “open access” conditions 

to natural resources and incentives for investment and long-term management of the 

resources (Badeeb, Lean, & Clark, 2017; Barbier, 2010) .Also, in a study (Torvik, 

2002)argues that people in this conditions try to obtain quotas or entitlements for access 

to natural resources rather than focusing on direct production. Intense competition to 

capture economic rents creates ample opportunities for corruption and can motivate 

people to offer bribes or government officials to solicit bribes. 

Democracy & Corruption 

Generally speaking, institutionalist literature especially in empirical terms – has 

focused on political factors as the main state- related factors for explaining corruption. 

To start with, there are numerous cross country studies dealing with the impact of the type 

of political regime on corruption: are democratic states less corrupt than authoritarian 
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ones? Contrary to , (Harriss-White & White, 1996) there seems to be a significant 

relationship between democracy and corruption, though it is a non-linear one. This non-

linearity has been defined as either a U-shaped (e.g (Bardhan, 2017)), a J-shaped (e.g., 

(Bäck & Hadenius, 2008)), or an S-shaped (e.g., (Sung, 2004)) relationship. 

Proposition 7: Corruption is reduced by establishing democracy 

(Paldam, 1999) finds that there is a negative relationship between corruption and the 

level of democracy. He adds that since there is a strong interaction (vice-versa) between 

democracy and pattern of transition, therefore the independent effect of democracy on 

corruption is uncertain. But, (Akçay, 2002) has mentioned that more democratic nations 

are less corrupt because of two reasons. First, democratic regimes possess effective 

governance system, rule of law, accountability and transparency, whereas undemocratic 

regimes do not. Second, democratic regimes embraces those leaders who have political 

will to address corruption, create the environment in which civil organization can deal 

with corruption, and support anticorruption activities. Similar argument is put forward by 

(Shleifer & Vishny, 1993)who say that countries with more political competition have 

stronger public pressure against corruption – through laws, democratic elections, and 

even independent press – and so, are more likely establish organizations that reduce rather 

than maximize corruption. Therefore, they conclude that democracy is negatively related 

with corruption.   

  Comparative politics, tell us about the impact of classical distinction between 

majoritarian and proportional representation (PR) systems over corruption. In the PR 

systems, with the existence of large voting districts, democracy has a positive effect in 

controlling corruption. In the majoritarian systems that characterized by the number of 

MPs elected in a single district, democracy has the same positive effect on reducing 

corruption. Despite the fact that, in the both systems the relationship between variables 

do not change much, the individual accountability of MPs in majoritarian is lower than 

PR system. Thus, it is likely that in the latter, the candidates be more prone to engage in 

corrupt activities (De Vries & Solaz, 2017; Klašnja, 2015; Esarey & Schwindt-Bayer, 

2018)  

  The relationship between democracy and Corruption could be moderated by variables 

such as “independent media”. (Bardhan, 2017) but (Jetter, Agudelo, & Hassan, 2015) 

state that the relationship between independent media and democracy is not statistically 

significant. As (Klašnja, 2015) state, the main reason that political freedom reduces 

corruption is that it imposes transparency and creates a balance in the political system. 

In addition, as democratization process goes on, political stability is more pervasive 

for governments to fight corruption, so it's not surprising that writers like (Jetter, Agudelo, 

& Hassan, 2015), (Rose-Ackerman, Corruption in international business, 2018) and 

(Leite & Weidmann, 1999) found that corruption increases in unstable politics. Thus, 

while some argue that with the increase of democracy, corruption decreases, other 

scholars believe that corruption will increase in the early stages of democracy, and will 

be decreased as the political stabilization goes on (Jetter, Agudelo, & Hassan, 2015)  
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Bureaucracy Quality & Corruption 

A growing literature, mainly in economics and political science, has highlighted the 

relationship between the quality of bureaucracy and corruption in developing societies. 

The lack of "bureaucracy quality" plays an important role in creation and spread of 

corruption. On other hand, the higher the quality of bureaucracy, the more possibility for 

corruption to diminish (Bardhan, 2017; Van Rijckeghem & Beatrice S. , 1997). Scholars 

and policy-makers agree that factors like “good governance”, “state capacity”, and 

“quality of government” foster social and economic development. Also researchers have 

argued that in highly inefficient government institutions where the level of meritocracy 

is low, the likelihood of corrupt activities to increase is high. (e.g., (Hall & Jones, 1999; 

Acemoglu, Johnson, & Robinson, The colonial origins of comparative development: An 

empirical investigation, 2001; Acemoglu, Johnson, & Robinson, Reversal of fortune: 

Geography and institutions in the making of the modern world income distribution, 2002; 

Easterly & Levine, 2003; Rodrik, Subramanian, & Trebbi, 2004)) 

Proposition 8: The higher level of meritocratic recruitment the lesser level of 

corruption 

(Rauch & Evans, 2000) and (Dahlström, Lapuente, & Teorell, 2012) show that some 

bureaucratic factors, i.e. professionalism and meritocratic recruitment which are 

statistically significant deterrent of corruption, reduce corrupt activities. Their argument 

goes on to state that even other political and administrative factors such as the years of 

democracy or the type of electoral system, as well as employees’ competitive salaries, 

carrier stability or internal promotion, compared to meritocratic recruitment, do not have 

much significant impact on reduction of corruption. 

They argue that one way to reduce corruption is separating interests of bureaucratic 

agents from those of their political principals. This policy prevents opportunistic actions 

such as accepting bribes or organizing kickbacks to take place. The elected officials and 

professional bureaucrats may engage in corrupt behavior, but this requires coordination 

of actors with different interests. The premise is that, weakening the ties between 

politicians and bureaucrats diminishes the possibility of their collusion and increases the 

chances for both groups to reveal corrupt actions taken by the other group. (Frankel, 2014) 

argue the possibility of separation of interests between these groups can be occurred as a 

result of different source of their accountability. Politicians are accountable to their 

constituencies and higher civil servants are accountable to their professional peers or to 

the public at large. (Alesina & Tabellini, 2008) conclude, the separation of interest might 

be limited to parliamentary systems where the carrier of professional civil servant become 

independent from the carrier of political incumbents. 

 Proposition 9: The low level wages of civil servant is a cause for corruption. 

 There is a classical premise in the literature on bureaucracy and corruption which 

assumes that public servants low incomes is a main cause for corruption. Traditionally, 

the authors who study public servants’ wages and penalties for corrupt behavior, tend to 

use cost-benefit analysis. Within this framework they apply cost-benefit analysis in which 

economic incentives – carrots and sticks – might be set so that public servants are not 
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tempted to engage in corrupt behavior (Becker & Stigler, 1974). Although, it needs much 

efforts to conduct empirical investigation over the incentives of public servants, it is 

assumed that their incentives can be affected by the amount of their wage and the 

probability of detection and the penalty they may receive for corruption (Ninepence, 

2020). The study of (Ninepence, 2020) presents the first empirical estimation of the effect 

of civil service payments on corruption. First, they showed that theory is ambiguous on 

the relationship between civil-service payment and corruption. Then, they examined the 

issue using a new data set on wages for low-income countries. Their findings based on a 

cross-country averages presented evidence of a significant relationship st between relative 

civil-service payments. Also, the study of (Herzfeld & Weiss, 2003) that measured 

employees’wage-to-GDP ratios, suggest that wage increases, significantly reduce 

corruption. The effect of wages on corruption has been also highlighted by Evans and 

Rauch (Evans & Rauch, 1999) . However, other studies show that this relationship is not 

always statistically significant (Kuntz, et al., 2015; Dimant & Tosato, 2018) 

Rule of Law & Corruption 

Despite the disagreement over the definition of the rule of law and indicators to 

measure this concept, most of the studies have raised the question of whether civil 

servants are law abiding and stand the norms governing their formal responsibilities. This 

again raises the question of whether a country could enjoy a higher level of rule of law 

and yet facing a widespread corruption?.  (Mendonça & Fonseca, 2012) show 

that corruption is inherently related with rule of law. It seems that most of developing 

societies sustaining serious corruption problems, have a very weak rule of law and law 

enforcement system (Igiebor, 2019)  

Proposition 10: A higher level of rule of law is associated with a lower level of 

corruption. 

The idea that a weak rule of law implies a high level of corruption is supported by 

(Leff, 1964)  and (Huntington, 1968). Also, the World Bank considers rule of law as an 

important dimension of good governance and the essential means for controlling 

corruption. In brief, in countries where a higher rule of law exist, it is ensured that no one 

is above the law and thus the corruption may decrease much. As Herzfeld & Weiss’s 

study (Herzfeld & Weiss, 2003),indicate, an effective legal system has been viewed as a 

key component in reducing corruption (see also (Rose-Ackerman, Corruption in 

international business, 2018; Van Rijckeghem & Beatrice S. , 1997)) 

(Mendonça & Fonseca, 2012) poses the question as whether there is a causal link 

between corruption and rule of law. They argue that the low level of rule of law in 

developing societies is associated with high level of corruption. The discussion focuses 

on politician’s behavior whose success in elections depends on large sums of money that 

is acquired through illegal granting of state contracts to their friendly business partners. 

More than a few layers of society are involved and are affected by this trail of money. In 

the first place, politicians misappropriate public funds; and in order to protect themselves 

they intervene in the judicial process.  Because of perpetual lack of rule of law, citizens’ 

liberties and rights are not protected. Corrupt politicians require political appointees in 

government organizations to grant procurement contracts facilitate cheap sales of state 
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land and assets to their personal businesses or their family or friends’ companies. The 

recipients of the contract reward the influential politicians with a generous commission. 

This side payment serves as party/campaign finance or enrichment (sometimes as large 

as half the contract–up to millions of dollars). They deliberately avoid targeted reforms 

such as, independent, powerful anti-corruption agencies; supervisory bodies to enforce 

public wealth declarations; civil service reform; electoral law reform; public procurement 

supervision and transparency. While the media and civil society may uncover these 

activities, and investigations and prosecutions may follow, most of the people involved 

in the exposed illicit transactions never receive punishment. The cases of corruption get 

dropped, or resolve without punishment and due justification. Politicians and their 

business partners intervene in the judiciary process in order to avoid punishment. This 

endangers principles of rule of law, separation of powers and independence of judiciary. 

Human Development & Corruption 

Human development is defined as “expanding the choices people have to lead lives 

that they value” (Programme, 2001) . Extending human capabilities through human 

resource development; such as good health and nutrition, education and skill training are 

choices that can be expanded. According to the Human Development Index (HDI) 

released by the United Nations Development Program, human development includes 

three vital aspects of socioeconomic development: health, education and living standards. 

HDI is based on three indicators, all of which are equal in weight (United Nations 

Development Program, 2001): 

 Longevity, as measured by the life expectancy (at birth) index; 

 Educational attainment, as measured by an index evaluating a combination of 

adult literacy (two-thirds weight) and the combined gross primary, secondary, 

and tertiary enrolment ratio (one-third weight); 

 Standard of living and access to resources, as measured by an index calculating 

real GDP per capita in terms of purchasing power parity (PPP). 

Although literature links human development and corruption, the causal relationship 

between these variables remains unclear. While many researchers support the decisive 

role of corruption in preventing human development indexes to improve (Akhter, 2004; 

Gatti, 2004; Leys, 2017; Mauro, Corruption and growth, 1995), some recent studies 

support a Vis versa relationship between them. (Zhang, Cao, & Vaughn, 2009). It seems 

corruption and human development has a dialectic effect on each other, which means they 

influence and are influenced by each other thus form a vicious cycle. (Anand & Sen, 

Human development and economic sustainability, 2000; Prados de la Escosura, 2015) . 

It is argued that targeted efforts to strengthen human development are necessary to break 

this vicious cycle and facilitate the process of combating corruption. First of all the human 

development constructs encourage the importance of economic power to improve the 

quality of life (Anand & Sen, Human development index: Methodology and 

measurement, 1993; Anand & Sen, Human development and economic sustainability, 

2000). Human development increases the willingness and ability of individuals to monitor 

the corrupt practices to happen and the motivation for corrupt behavior. 
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Proposition 11: Increasing the level of human development reduces the level of 

corruption. 

According to the study of (Husted, 1999), in countries with higher GNP per capita, the 

level of corruption is lower. This argument is based on the fact that governments are 

restricted by private party opposition and the fact that the more resources are more likely 

to reduce the incentive to get involved in corrupt practices (Cheung & Chan, 2008; 

Husted, 1999). Second, in countries with higher levels of human development, people are 

more educated and capable of monitoring and evaluating public behavior. The analysis 

of data collected from Uganda showed that better education was associated with better 

knowledge of the corruption reporting process. This, in turn, led to a reduction in 

administrative corruption and improved public service quality (Hsiao, Vogt, & Quentin, 

2019). Similarly, (Cheung & Chan, 2008) by examining the Gross Enrollment data in 

education and Corruption Perceptions Index data, found that, increasing in the number of 

literate people will lead to a decline in corruption. Ultimately, by definition, a higher level 

of human development creates an environment that provides equal access to opportunities 

for people to exercise their freedom and maximize their potential (Ul Haq, 1995). As a 

result, increase in human development encourages more people to collectively seek social 

justice and enhance moral standards (Zhang, Cao, & Vaughn, 2009; Sen, 1999). Within 

such an environment, corruption is likely to be restricted. To conclude the above 

literature, which shows the link between corruption and income, education and free will, 

researchers have proposed the following statements: It seems countries with longer life 

expectancies, higher education and literacy, adequate salary, and the ability of citizens to 

participate in communities, the level of corruption is less likely to increase. 

Conclusion 

This study was conducted to examine a broad range of prior economic, social and 

political researches that were published in accredited international journal during a period 

of 1995 to 2022 on the roots of corruption in the public sector of developing countries. It 

examined the six concepts that linking to and influencing the administrative corruption: 

government size, oil revenues, democracy, bureaucracy quality, rule of law and human 

development. The results showed that though each of these concepts as independent 

variables, have measured the level of corruption, the corruption has been influenced by 

mediating and moderating variables as well. Given that combating corruption is essential  

for investigating the quality of  governance in developing societies, this paper  attempted 

to present what the previous studies have told us about the roots and causes of corruption, 

and the context (political, economic and social) in which it may exist. It aimed at 

presenting the gaps in the literature and where researchers need to focus in their future 

researches on the topic. The paper may present some idea or possible plan (policy advice) 

for policy makers to strengthen the government's capacity, and promote the institutional 

quality and democracy to fight back corruptive practices in developing areas. This goal 

might be achieved through a strong political will and by such a means like restructuring 

the state bureaucracy, rule of law and human development. 

As to the limitations of this research, we have to note that in order to extract the causes 

of corruption in developing countries, the literature could not place the importance and 

priority of the five concepts that have affected the level of corruption in developing 
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societies. Also, the reviewers had to deal with the international and local statistics and 

data available to them at the time of enquiry, so, in order to determine the appropriateness 

of the above-mentioned indicators they had to consult with several social science 

academicians and professionals.  Obviously, the generalizability of the findings requires 

more comprehensive research. Therefore, we suggest that this study be carried out using 

a longitudinal method and other research strategies. 
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