Journal of Digital Convergence ISSN 2713—6434 / eISSN 2713—6442
Vol. 18. No. 10, pp. 129-136, 2020 https://doi.org/10.14400/JDC.2020.18.10.129

FAA o 95

£}
r o
s
of
)
-{E
&
=2
=)
R
rr
o
0%

b
W OICTEAY 0%, Tt Ta 4997

REEL

Effects of External Factors on Corruption
in Government Society

Young—Min Bae!, Seung—Jo Han**
'Professor, Division of ICT Military, Gimcheon University,
Senior Researcher, Agency for Defense Development

£ O ¥ AT A SR ABEEAS aslo] FHALS PR el VA JF& T LASEMS
Fol AYH o2 B, FAMS FARIE Foli ek walskw] Itk WA FHSo] viehn FH BN
o) e 4GS, § e S 34 ALE FE B $ARE ASH0R gD At k. Axg
olZolut A8] AT ol gl HFo] FANIE o wvke] AREA FAASE ek 5 AEEAL Yk HgE
Q4 vigo R # A7k Baslth 6009 A ANE ugow WiEe] Holso] melo] 7% sglon], ¥AZ
3 BEFAY A olF FARIE FolEom ASEeA 9ol FAA ] RN AHH JG2 1]
A A0 btk FFNE B4 PR F2E AAE FAM AANAQ 1 SeE F7h AAH A
8o waat Q4e] AF Pt B FAH AT DLt}

Abstract The purpose of this study is to identify the influence of external—social and cultural factors
on the perception of corruption in the public society through the Structural Equation Model(SEM) and
to seek ways to reduce corruption in the public society. Currently the level of corruption in public
sectors that people think is still large, and it is necessary to continuously reduce corruption in public
sectors in order to improve national competitiveness. Since one society is a part of a country in system
theory and social network theory, public society needs quantitative research in order to find the causes
of corruption and solve them. The model was built and the variables were defined in SEM based on
600 questionnaires. As a result of analysis, corruption in public offices has decreased since the
implementation of the solicitation and graft law, and socio—cultural factors have had a direct impact
on corruption in public offices. The further research area is to seek detailed ways for transforming the
education and awareness of civil society across the country in addition to the efforts of the public

officials themselves in order to reduce corruption in public offices.
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Fig. 1. National competitiveness ranking by country[4]
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Table 3. Level of corruption in the public sector after
the implementation of the Anti graft Law
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Table 7. Results of pearson's correlation analysis in observed variables

Obs. Var. Al A2 A3 A4 Bl B2 B3 B4 B5
Al 1 0.685 0.523 0.635 0.112 0.487 0.561 0.500 0.490
A2 1 0.6368 0.720 0.150 0.537 0.582 0.507 0.554
A3 1 0.681 0.230 0.433 0.490 0.429 0.476
A4 1 0.134 0.556 0.622 0.535 0.619
Bl 1 0.185 0.190 0.272 0.165
B2 1 0.734 0.651 0.637
B3 1 0.670 0.682
B4 1 0.609
B5 1
Table 8. Running results of SEM
Lat. Var. Obs. Var. Estimate SE. CR. p Standardized
Coefficient
Al 0.883 0.041 21.778 < 0.05 0.760
A2 0.967 0.037 25.827 < 0.05 0.851
A A3 0.852 0.040 21.186 < 0.05 0.746
A4 1 - - - 0.865
Bl 0.343 0.060 5.678 < 0.05 0.241
B2 1.066 0.050 21.411 < 0.05 0.823
B B3 1.102 0.048 22.976 < 0.05 0.875
B4 1 - - - 0.777
B5 1.044 0.052 20.270 < 0.05 0.786
C1 1 - - - 0.826
C C2 0.979 0.045 21.751 < 0.05 0.832
C3 0.987 0.045 21.917 < 0.05 0.841
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