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ABSTRACT:

The present study explores the beliefs and attitudes towards corruption of a group of middle-class and university-educated young
people in the cities of Lima and Callao (n=22). A qualitative study was developed through in-depth interviews with a guide
that inquired about three central themes (1) the conceptions about corruption, (2) the characteristics attributed to corruption
and (3) the intention to become involved in acts of corruption. The results are contrasted with the definitions that from various
organizations and from the social sciences have been developed on the subject. Specifically, participants identify three general
conceptions of corruption. The structural conception of corruption defines it as a phenomenon rooted in institutions and
normalized in society. The cultural definition presents corruption as a phenomenon with a historical foundation that influences
people's identity, and the definition of direct corruption, which includes the daily manifestations of acts of corruption. The
representation of the phenomenon is mostly negative, however there are some reasons when its presence is considered legitimate
or necessary. Finally, the discussion shows how corruption erodes trust and affects life in society through the damage caused to

the public sphere.

KEYWORDS: Corruption, Culture, Institutions, Normative Transgression.

RESUMEN:

El presente estudio explora las creencias y actitudes hacia la corrupcién de un grupo de jévenes de clase media y educacién superior
universitaria de las ciudades de Lima y Callao (n=22). Se desarrollé un estudio cualitativo a través de entrevistas en profundidad
con una guia que indagaba por tres temas centrales (1) las concepciones sobre la corrupcién, (2) las caracteristicas atribuidas a la
corrupciény (3) laintencién de involucrarse en actos de corrupcién. Los resultados se contrastan con las definiciones que diversos
organismos y desde las ciencias sociales se han desarrollado sobre el tema, identificindose tres concepciones generales sobre la
corrupcidn. La concepeidn estructural de la corrupeidn la definen como un fenémeno arraigado en las instituciones y normalizado.
La definicién cultural presenta la corrupcién como un fenémeno con un fundamento histdrico que influye en la identidad de las
personasy la definicién de la corrupcién directa, que comprende las manifestaciones cotidianas de los actos de corrupcién. Aunque
la representacién del fendmeno es mayoritariamente negativa, se observan algunas razones sobre las cuales se considera legitima o
necesaria su presencia. Finalmente, a lo largo de la discusién se aprecia cémo la corrupcién erosiona la confianza y afecta la vida
en sociedad a través del dafio que se produce a lo publico.

PALABRAS CLAVE: Corrupcidn, Cultura, Instituciones, Transgresién Normativa.

INTRODUCCION

Definingcorruption is a complex matter, because depending on the society where the issue is addressed, there
are different representations and valuations about it (Julidn & Bonavia, 2020; Basabose, 2019; Miranzo,
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2018; You, 2018; Kobis et al.,, 2016; Graycar, 2015; Rabl & Kiihlmann, 2008). The representational
variability of corruption is also manifested when individuals tend to relativize morality and ethics, justifying
or sanctioning corrupt actions depending on certain characteristics of the actor who carries them out, as well
as the context and conditions in which they are carried out (Cabezas & Paredes, 2020; Lépez-Lépez et al.,
2017; Agbo & Iwundu, 2016; Lépez-Lopez et al., 2016).

Considering the apparent difficulty to homologate a concept of corruption, different international
organizations develop approaches to it based on the central idea that corruption comprises: “[a] misuse of
a public or private position for direct or indirect personal benefit". (United Nations Office on Drugs and
Crime [UNODC], 2004, p. 23). In this regard, the World Bank (2014) and the Banco Interamericano de
Desarrollo (BID, 2020) coincide in defining corruption as the abuse of public positions for private gain
and highlight that administrative corruption is a form of distortion of the rules of the State. In addition,
the World Bank (2014) considers corruption as a form of ‘capture of the State’, which occurs through
illicit actions involving actors from the public and private sectors, who seek to influence the policies of a
government, with the sole purpose of allocating or obtaining undue benefits. Consistently, Transparencia
Internacional (2009) understands corruption as the abuse of power for personal benefit and, according to the
amount of funds and resources involved and the sector where it occurs, classifies it as large-scale corruption,
small-scale corruption and/or political corruption. Finally, among the list of illicit actions that comprise
corruption are acts exercised by officials such as: bribery, fraud, undue appropriation, nepotism, extortion,
influence trafficking, misuse of information for personal or private purposes, and the purchase and sale of
judicial decisions (UNODC, 2020).

From different Social Sciences, other aspects attributed to corruption are revealed. For instance, Soto
(2003), refers to the damage that corruption causes to the public interest of an institution or community.
Moreover, Estévez (2005), represents corruption as a distorted conduct, in terms of the actions or inactions
of those who confuse the public with the private, in order to obtain private benefits violating the common
good. Warf (2018) and You (2018) incorporate in their definitions of corruption the dishonest, fraudulent,
and untrustworthy behavior of those who perform the corrupt act, which in turn brings as a consequence
the deterioration of the trust of those who experience or observe corruption.

In the same vein, Rabl and Kiihlmann (2009, 2008), Rabl (2011) and Zhao et al. (2019a, 2016) refer
that corruption is a deviant behavior, manifested in the violation of legal or moral norms and the abuse of
power or resources entrusted, to obtain private benefits in a deliberate and clandestine manner. Meanwhile,
Ubilluz (2010) and Serna (2009) link behavioral aspects of corruption with its effects on society, bringing
the concept closer to that of pathologies that affect the common good, in which collective ideals are displaced
by individual interests.

In the Peruvian context, for the Comisién de Alto Nivel Anticorrupcién (2013), corruption is the
deviation of the public service towards private interests through the violation of law, which affects both
the legitimacy of the authorities and the fundamental rights of citizens. For Quiroz (2013, p.38) it is "the
misuse of political-bureaucratic power by groups of public officials, colluding with greedy private interests,
to [...] obtain economic or political advantages contrary to the goals of social development through the
misappropriation or diversion of public resources, and the distortion of policies and institutions". Finally,
Quiroz (2013) and Portocarrero (2005) add to the previous definitions that corruption in Peru turns out
to be an endemic problem.

In fact, 96% of Peruvians believe that corruption in the government is a serious problem and more than
90% say they have little or no confidence in institutions like government, courts, and police (Transparencia
Internacional, 2019). With the development of the COVID-19 pandemic in 2020, perceptions of the effects
of corruption in Peru deepened. According to Transparencia Internacional (2021), Peru reaches a low score
(38 points) in the global survey on perception of corruption in the public sector, which is in line with the
results of Latinobarémetro (2021), regarding the high perception that parliamentarians (65%), judges and
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magistrates (63%) and even the president and his officials (60%) are suspected of being involved in acts of
corruption. It is worth noting that the same report indicates that there would be a 10% of interpersonal trust
in Peruvian society, only 2 points below the average in Latin America.

Considering the definitions and approaches previously presented, corruption will be defined in this
research as a socially deviant or transgressive behavior that involves (1) the abuse of a public or private
position, (2) the violation or distortion of legal and moral rules, (3) the purpose of which is to satisfy private,
personal or third party interests, to the detriment of the public good, (4) that violates the rights of individuals
and (5) that affects interpersonal trust and confidence in the institutions of the citizenry; additionally, (6) it
can be installed in a society as an endemic problem due to its persistence over time

From normative transgression to corruption

Levels of perceived corruption in a society are apparently related to the levels and ways in which individuals
valuate corruption itself and other types of normative transgressions (Beramendi et al., 2020; Janos et al,,
2018; Beramendi & Zubieta, 2013; Ferndndez-Dols & Oceja, 1994). Specifically, Shalvi (2016) and Gichter
and Schulz (2016) empirically find that the constant perception of transgression or rule violation ends
up damaging the intrinsic honesty of people within a society. This is related to a progressive conviction
of assigning greater value to dishonesty (Marin, 1999). In this regard, it becomes relevant that individual
dishonesty is not only influenced by the cost-benefit analysis of committing a transgressive act, but also
by social norms and exposure to unethical behaviors, as models of socialization, in different settings of
interaction among citizens. (Alva et al., 2021; Wenzel et al., 2017; Gino et al., 2009).

In the same vein, when the prevalence of dishonest behaviors, such as cheating, are widespread, tolerated,
and often go unpunished in society, individuals will underestimate the consequences of being caught
performing a transgressive act, questioning, in turn, their own beliefs about what dishonesty means (Nordin
etal, 2013). As a consequence, people may see dishonesty and transgression in certain everyday matters as
justifiable, without damaging their self-image as honest. (De Klerk, 2017; Shalvi, 2016; Gichter & Schulz,
2016; Shalvi et al., 2011; Anand et al., 2004).

Justifications lead to the performance of new dishonest acts with more frequency, without producing guilt
or discomfort due to the moral costs of such behaviors, as long as individuals evaluate that the gains from
their transgressive behaviors are greater than their moral costs. (Wenzel et al., 2017). To avoid moral cost
of transgressions, individuals tend to attribute their own transgressive behaviors to necessity or contextual
conditions that force them breaking the rules (see Delgado, 2013). Additionally, Gichter and Schulz (2016)
mention that to justify their dishonesty people socially compare themselves with the degree of dishonesty
they perceive in their social environments.

Likewise, people use moral disengagement as a cognitive mechanism to allow themselves to commit
immoral acts (Zhao et al., 2019a; Zhao et al., 2019b; Barsky, 2011). According to Bandura (1999), moral
disengagement disables the internalized moral standards that regulate individuals’ behavior, allowing them
to restructure or reframe their unethical or deviant behaviors so that they appear less harmful or socially
acceptable. The elements previously listed and discussed lead to the process of normalizing corruption, which
is internalized in the culture and even shapes some personal and social expressions of identity. (Cabezas &
Paredes, 2020; Roth & Acosta, 2018; Sautu, 2014; Nordin et al., 2013; Portocarrero, 2005; Fernindez-Dols
& Oceja, 1994).

According to Arellano Gault (2017) and Ashforth and Anand (2003), the process that reinforces the
normalization of corruption comprises three steps: (1) institutionalization of corruption, where an initial
corrupt act becomes embedded in structures and processes until it becomes routine; (2) rationalization of
corruption, where representational frameworks are developed to justify and even positively value corruption;
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and (3) socialization of corruption, where individuals are induced to see corruption as something permissible,
and even desirable (see also Quiroz, 2013).

For Hadiprajitno and Amal (2019), favorable attitudes toward corrupt actions will encourage people to
attempt to perform corrupt acts. As a result, the more widespread the corrupt behavior is in the society, the
greater the likelihood of emitting such behavior again (Tavits, 2010). For some social groups in Peru, tolerant
attitudes towards transgressive behaviors are historically rooted, becoming internalized in the culture and
identity as the viveza criolla or criollada (Quiroz, 2013; Portocarrero, 2005). Thus, criollada would be
constituted as a cultural transgressive model of disrespect and disregard for the law (De Aliaga, 2012).

Based on the above, this qualitative research seeks to answer the following questions: how do a group
of students and university graduates in the cities of Lima and Callao understand corruption, and what are
their attitudes and behavioral intentions towards corruption? To this end, the following research objectives
are proposed (1) to explore the concept of corruption in young university students and graduates; (2) to
investigate the characteristics that young university students and graduates attribute to corruption; and (3)
to identify the reasons why young university students and graduates would engage in acts of corruption

METHOD

Participants

Participants were 22 young people from the cities of Lima and Callao, with undergraduate university
studies in progress (n=10) or already completed (n=12). Participants ranged in age from 18 to 33 years
old. Regarding sex, 10 participants were women and 12 were men. Also, students and graduates belonged
to careers in three areas of study classified by the Superintendencia Nacional de Educacién Superior
Universitaria [SUNEDU] (2017) as follows: Engineering and Technology (n=3), Medicine and Health
Sciences (n=1), and Social Sciences (n=18). Table 1 shows the sociodemographic characteristics of all
participants in the study.
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Table 1. Sociodemographic characteristics of participants (n=22).

Type of s Perceived Socio
Code Age Sex/Gender Career aivarily District ey
Student 1 25 Woman/Female Psychology Public Callao Middle
Student 2 20 Woman/Female Psychology Private Brefia Middle
Student 3 21 ManMale Law Private Callao Middle
Student 4 19 Woman/Female Political Science Public San;ms e Lower-middle
Student 3 18 ManMale Journalizm Private Sm;ma k- Lower-middle
Student 6 19 ManMale Psychology Private Ce'fﬁ de Middle
Student 7 13 ManMale Political Science Public Independencia Middle
Student 8 20 ManMale Political Science Private Puente Piedra Middle
Student 9 % ManMale Accounting Private Miraflores Upper-middle
Student 10 25 WomanFemale  Odontology Public Chorrillos Middle
y ' San Juan de .
Graduate 1 28 ManMale Economics Private s Middle
Graduate 2 31 ManMale : 11‘131 Private Callao Middle
Enginesring
Gradoste3 29 ManMale Economics Privae Vol Maria del Middle
Triunfo
Graduate 4 26 ManMale Accounting Private Pueblo Libre Middle
Graduate 5 25 Woman/Female Econcmics Public Callao Middle
Graduate 6 29 WomanFemale  Management Private Callao Middle
Graduste7 25  WomanFemale Ef?“'ﬂe?s Private Miraflores Upper-middie
gineering
Graduate 8 33 ManMale Enei -:a.l Public Callao Middle
gineering
Graduate 9 33 Woman/Female Law Private San Borja Middle
ek 5% ManMale  Management  Privae oo orunde Middle
10 2 Porres
= 29 Woman/Female Econcmics Private A de Middle
11 Porres
12 - 28 Woman/Female Economics Private Pueblo Libre Upper-middle

Data collection techniques

To collect the sociodemographic information of the participants, a general data sheet was prepared in which
data related to age, sex, district of residence, career, type of higher education institution and self-perceived
socioeconomic level were inquired.

In order to gather the information corresponding to the research objectives, individual in-depth interviews
were conducted on the basis of a semi-structured interview guide, which was elaborated with reference to
the literature reviewed and previous qualitative studies on the subject (Alva et. al, 2021; Genemo, 2019;
Lépez-Lopez et al., 2016; Cuéllar, 2016). The questions that compose the interview guide and its structure
were validated by three expert researchers on the subject of corruption (a social psychologist, an economist
and a lawyer), who corrected aspects of phrasing (style) and content (relevance and coherence) in order to
appropriately address the research objectives. Once the interview guide was validated by the experts, two
pilot interviews were conducted to make adjustments to ensure the quality, comprehensibility, appropriate
length and sequence of the questions.
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Finally, the interview guide was divided into two sections: (1) beliefs regarding corruption: conceptions
and characteristics; (2) reasons and intention to become involved in acts of corruption. Table 2 shows the
structure of the interview guide in relation to the objectives of this research.

Table 2. Structure of the interview guide

Objectives Section Questions
To explore the concept of corruption in ~ Beliefs regarding corruption: For you, what is corruption or what do
voung university students and graduates. conceptions and characteristics vou understand by corruption?

To inquire into the characteristics that Why (reasons) do you think people get
young university students and graduates involved in corruption?
aftribute to corruption. What do vou think people who commit

acts of corruption value most?

What do you think people who commit
acts of corruption are like? What
behavior do vou think a corrupt person
may exhibit?

How do vou think corruption affects
Peru? Or What consequences do you
think corruption generates in Peru?

To identify the reasons why young Reasons and intentions to Do vou think it is justifiable to commit
university students and graduates become involved m acts of acts of corruption under what
engage in acts of corruption. cormuption circumstances?

Do vou think that a certain level of

corruption 1s beneficial for Peru? Why?
Have vou ever lived through or seen an
act of corruption? Do vou know anyone
close to you who has participated in an
act of corruption? Under what
circumstances did it occur? Why do
you think they did it?

Have vou ever been tempted to commit
an act of corruption? How did vou feel
about it?

What would you do if a corrupt act was
proposed to you? What would you
conzider in order to commit a corrupt
act? Under what circumstances would
you agree to participate in a corrupt
act?

Procedure

The snowball technique was applied for the selection of participants in the study, and they were intentionally
selected, considering their accessibility and availability. During the recruitment process, participants were
informed about the general purpose of the research. Those who agreed to be interviewed were provided with
the terms of informed consent, where they were notified of the conditions of free and voluntary participation,
since they had the option of leaving the interview at any time they wished without any type of prejudice. The
procedure to be followed during the interview was also explained. In addition, authorization was requested
for the interviews to be recorded in audio and video, and it was remarked that the information obtained
during the interview would be confidential and would only be used for strictly academic purposes.

All interviews were conducted between September 25 and October 24, 2020, via a video-calling platform
due to the pandemic context of COVID-19. The interviews were conducted individually and lasted
approximately 35 to 60 minutes. Subsequently, the recordings were transcribed, and an identification
code was assigned to each participant. For the interpretation of the qualitative data, a deductive-inductive
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thematic analysis was applied as a methodological design that allows for a deeper understanding of the
meanings and experience of the participants of the study with respect to the phenomenon addressed
(Creswell, 2014).

For the systematization of the qualitative data, we used the methodology proposed by Nowell et al, (2017)
forareliable and rigorous thematic analysis, and which consisted of the following four steps: (1) transcription
of the interviews, reading and re-reading, for familiarization with the content and annotation of general
ideas; (2) identification of units of analysis, through quotations from the testimonies, to categorize and
code them, in a process of searching for structures and meanings; (3) identification of relationships between
categories to form conceptual networks and argumentative constellations; and (4) generation, review and
naming of emerging themes. After two consecutive coding processes, the final result was 2 main themes and
12 categories that integrated common semantic patterns. Regarding the abovementioned, the ethical and
rigorous criteria of qualitative research such as the veracity, authenticity and credibility of the information
collected were validated (Creswell, 2014)

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Below, the results regarding the beliefs and attitudes of the interviewees about corruption are presented and
discussed. The results are organized into two major themes generated after the qualitative analysis: (1) the
conceptualization of corruption from the perspective of the participants and (2) the reasons and intentions
of the participants to be involved in acts of corruption.

Theme 1: Corruption from the perspective of participants

The first theme refers to (1) the conception of corruption and (2) the characteristics that the participants
attribute to this phenomenon. Consequently, 6 categories describe these topics, which have made it possible
to address the first two objectives of the study.

The first objective corresponds to the examination of the concept of corruption. In relation to this, 3
categories are identified in the participants' narratives that coincide with the three-dimensional approach to
corruption proposed by Cabezas and Paredes (2020).

The first category Corruption as a structural phenomenon refers to corruption as the "institutional
subjugation to private interests and corrupt behaviors" (Cabezas & Paredes, 2020, p.45). From this
conception, norms and institutions would be aligned to make corrupt acts less punishable, so that power is
used for private benefit while the illegal is legitimized. Two subcategories emerge from the view of corruption
asastructural phenomenon. The first refers to corruption as (1) an institutionalized act and the second refers
to corruption as (2) an abuse of power from authority and institutions

“For me, corruption is a systemic phenomenon to the extent that, for example, at the level of regional, local and central
Y gl
governments, it is widespread. [...] corruption is also a structure since it can be present in any institution [...]”. (Student 5,

Male, 18 years old).

Both students and graduates agreed on the idea that corruption is rooted in the institutions that
govern Peru. The generalization of corrupt acts in both the public and private spheres contributes to the
perception of the 'institutionalization' of corruption in the participants. Precisely, Arellano Gault (2017)
and Ashforth and Anand (2003) specify that, through institutionalization, a corrupt act penetrates processes
and structures until it becomes a habitual, frequent, or common behavior. Additionally, interviewees agree in
associating 'abuse of power' with corruption. According to Rabl and Kithlmann (2008, 2009), Rabl (2011)
and Zhao et al. (2016,2019a), corruption is manifested in the abuse of the public power for the achievement
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of particular benefits. This idea is one of the most consensual in the reviewed literature so it was expected
that it would not be absent from the participants' expressions.

The second category Corruption as a cultural phenomenon refers to the fact that corruption presents a
highly complex cultural dimension, given that this phenomenon manages to integrate itself into daily life,
regulate the codes of social interaction and even leads to corrupt behaviors being accepted by society (Cabezas
& Paredes, 2020; Beramendi & Zubieta, 2013). In this regard, Julian and Bonavia (2017) point out that, if
corrupt behaviors are perceived as normal in the group, there would be an intragroup reinforcement in which
the corrupt behavior would not transgress the norms of the group itself and, therefore, would lead to the
implicit acceptance of these behaviors. For the present study, 4 subcategories emerge referring to corruption
asacultural phenomenon: (1) corruption as a transgressive act, (2) corruption as an anti-value, (3) corruption
as a viveza or criollada, and (4) corruption as a normalized act.

“Trying to break the law or the rules in a State institution [...] in order to obtain a personal objective, which could have a
negative impact on society or any institution”. (Student 6, Male, 19 years old).

Both groups of participants (students and graduates) conceive corruption as an act in which norms are
transgressed or laws are broken or normative loopholes are exploited for particular ends, which in turn harms
those who do not participate in the act. Beramendi and Zubieta (2013) point out that the lack of control
and sanctions, the distrust in the regulatory system, the existence of incoherent rules, corrupt practices,
and the infringement of laws by the authorities, contribute to a generalized transgression of the rules. This
would cause transgressive mechanisms are established in daily life and become the most important tools
of interaction among people. Then, the frequent proximity to situations of transgression would be a risk
factor that would lead to committing new acts of corruption in the future (Rottenbacher & Schmitz, 2012).
Additionally, Mejia Navarrete (2018) states that transgression of norms serves to obtain personal benefitsin a
sort of egocentric individualism. This means that the transgressive individuals believe they deserve everything
they find in their ways, with no limits at all

"He prioritizes his own interests [...] over the welfare of others [...] and is willing to do whatever it takes to achieve his own
goal [...] he does not care if this affects even his own family or [...] people who are innocent of any wrongdoing”. (Graduate
S, Female, 25 years old)

The participants understand corruption as a constraint to moral or ethical behavior, made up of ‘anti-
values” such as dishonesty, disloyalty, and selfishness. Based on this idea, corruption would be harmful to
people's moral integrity. Regarding this point, Blasi (2005) and Bock and Samuelson (2014) agree that moral
principles and convictions regulate the behaviors of individuals in any situation, but phenomena such as
corruption undermine self-regulation and moral identity built around people's ethical sense. Then, things do
not work under what they should be but through unmoral ways that force people to tolerate or adapt to a
socially corrupt functioning (Beramendi & Zubieta, 2013; Quiroz, 2013)

“[...] itis an act supported by the law of the most devious, where [one] wants to take advantage at any cost, either to benefita
close friend [...] oryourself][...] it is the criollada that we live almost daily, the lack of respect [...] for others... those foundations
of conduct are the ones that make corruption [...]. It is so much so that it has become part of Peruvian customs. [...] there
is always going to be a tendency to look out for one's own interests before those of others because it is part of our culture”.

(Graduate 2, Male, 31 years old)

From the narrative of the participants, particularly the graduates, corruption is part of Peruvian history
and society. Corruption would be acknowledged with resignation when recalling passages of colonial history,
highlighting the viveza criolla or criollada as a characteristic feature of being Peruvian (Ubilluz, 2010;
Portocarrero, 2005). Despite being a problematic phenomenon, viveza criolla has gained acceptance and is
represented with some positive characteristics in Peruvian society. On this point, it could be added that if the
viveza criolla is positively valued as a mean of survival or adaptation in a society where transgressions of the
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norms are exalted, it could lead to adherence to corrupt behaviors (Quiroz, 2013; Aliaga, 2012; Portocarrero,
2005). Corruption is rationalized by justifying it (Arellano Gault, 2017; Ashforth & Anand, 2003), to such
an extent that if it is not penalized, it could be internalized in the social identity (Cabezas & Paredes, 2020;
Espinosa, 2003)

“[...] in Peru I have sometimes felt that repudiable acts have been normalized [...] people do not understand the consequences
of what they do and they normalize it... in Peru it is normalized to bribe a policeman... I feel that this is changing a little, but
not enough. [...]". (Graduate 1, Male, 28 years old)

Previous descriptions show that corruption would be part of the culture and everyday life in Peru.
Sihombing (2018) notes that, for young people, corruption is perceived as an everyday problem that occurs in
themselves and their environment, and is not necessarily a specific problem of the public sector. The historical
image of corruption in Peru would have validated the normalization of corrupt behaviors in society over
time (Quiroz, 2013). It is worth mentioning that the normalization of corruption would be triggered, among
other conditions, by the perception of a corrupt environment (Alva et al., 2021; Janos et al., 2018), the
justification of transgressive acts (Wenzel et al., 2017; Gichter & Schulz, 2016) and moral disengagement
(Zhao et al., 2019a; Zhao et al., 2019b; Bandura, 1999).

The third category Straight corruption is defined as an outcome of the corrupt structure and corrupt
culture. According to Cabezas and Paredes (2020, p. 45), "any visible or perceptible manifestation of corrupt
acts typified by positive legislation" is straight corruption. This dimension incorporates offenses such as
bribery, fraud, misappropriation of funds, traficking of influence, among others, which are applied in both
the public and private sectors and provide benefits to those who carry them out, even when they have negative
effects on society. Consistently, the results show that straight corruption is represented as a criminal act.

"[...] corruption is a crime that includes different areas, whether it is collusion... misappropriation of funds... influence
trafficking and so many crimes that occur not only at a private level but also that predominate, and we perceive it, in the
public aspect, in our institutions... and they end up affecting us [...]" (Student 4, Female, 19 years old)

This would be linked to the idea of corruption as an action in which the actors involved collaborate with
cach other and execute a criminal act for a common purpose. Corrupt practices are therefore associated not
only with reprehensible moral acts but also with the activities of criminal organizations (Poeschl & Ribeiro,
2010). The dimensions of corruption become interconnected when corrupt structures are institutionalized
and internalized in the culture to produce recurring corruption offenses such as bribery (Cabezas & Paredes,
2020).

In sum, it can be inferred from the participants' responses that, in Peru, corruption has a historical legacy of
normalized and institutionalized transgressions, which finds its maximum expression in a criminal act, which
includes the abuse of power and ‘anti-values’ serving private, individual, and collective, ends, with negative
social consequences for society. This conceptualization coincides with the conceptual elements taken from
the literature, but also incorporates cultural components of the participants' own context.

The second objective of the study secks to investigate the characteristics attributed to corruption. In this
sense, 3 categories are identified from the participants' responses: (1) beliefs about what motivates people to
engage in acts of corruption, (2) personality types and the characterization of the actors involved in acts of
corruption, and (3) the consequences attributed to this phenomenon.

The first category Corruption motives starts from the idea that the motivation to perform an action is key
in understanding why there is a willingness to behave immorally or perform illegal behaviors (Chugh, 2012).
The literature related to Self-Determination Theory refers those individuals can have intrinsic and extrinsic
motivations (Ryan & Deci, 2000), being extrinsic motivations those enhancing tendencies towards corrupt
behaviors (Agbo & Iwundu, 2016). For this study, participants emphasized that extrinsic and external
regulation motives such as customs and child-rearing styles, and extrinsic and identified regulation motives
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such as ambition for power, money, or social status were conditions conducive to corruption. Additionally,
they pointed to the absence of control and necessity as motives for individuals to engage in corruption

"I think they are already used to do it, it may be the power, it may be the quick profit they can get. [...] those who aspire to
more and are not very clear about their values because they only want to survive, to improve their quality of life, will tend
to be unethical [and] corrupt [...]". (Graduate 2, Male, 31 years old).

For the participants, individuals engage in corrupt acts motivated by certain child-rearing styles and
customs that are learned through interaction with the environment and constitute a socialization process
that influences behavior. Thus, individuals can learn since childhood that corruption is a common behavior
and, even, authority figures and peers can validate these actions by approving them, so that corruption
becomes something habitual in the society (Dong et al., 2012).

Ambition for power, money and improved social status are extrinsic motivators that stand out in the
participants' narratives. Ambition that involves unrealistic achievement goals and distorted values based
on wealth and social status is a pathology that leads to antisocial emotions and behaviors (Casallas, 2020).
Moreover, although power and money act as external incentives that motivate participation in corruption,
experiences of having observed a successful corrupt act are what make individuals anticipate a successful
outcome as well (Chugh, 2012)

"[...] at some point they committed that and there were people who saw it and did not say anything, so if they do it again,
nobody will say anything [...] they know they will not be punished". (Graduate 5, Female, 25 years old).

The lack of control is added as an opportunity that individuals find leading them more easily to acts of
corruption. While perceived impunity allows individuals to underestimate the consequences of being caught
by a transgressive act (Nordin et al., 2013).

"[...] I think people do it because it is extremely necessary, even though they may have moral dilemmas, many times the
decision to perform a corrupt action is linked to the survival of one's own family or that the next day one can eat, continue
working in a company, continue studying [...]" (Student 7, Male, 18 years old).

Finally, participants identify that necessity leads to corruption. In developing countries, there is a reduced
capacity of States to fulfill basic needs (Nunez & Flanagan, 2015), which motivates, for example, the payment
of bribes to be able to access to basic public services, therefore, individuals would have the incentives to
engage in corruption in order to protect themselves from situations of deprivation (Dimant & Tosato, 2018,
Justesen & Bjernskov, 2014). On the other hand, environmental pressure and the need for acceptance in
society can lead to engaging in dishonest acts. In this regard, Goldschmidt and Anonymous (2008) find
that officers in a police department in Chicago engage in dishonest acts due to peer pressure, the need to be
productive and to represent an identity of effective officers.

The second category refers to the Personality of the corrupt. According to Ajzen (1991), personality traits
influence behavior through cognitive mechanisms related to behavioral, normative and control beliefs. There
are, then, certain personality traits that are associated with participation in dishonest, transgressive, and
corrupt acts. For the present study, 6 subcategories emerge referring to the personality traits of the actors
involved in corruption. The interviewees mainly characterize the personality of the corrupt subject with dark
traits and only made a brief mention of the weakness of the corruptible subject and the lack of interest of
the subject affected by corruption.

"Envy, greed, non-humility, constant competition [...] they are immediatists". (Graduate 8, Male, 33 years old).

Psychopathy and Machiavellianism are traits of dark personalities that manifest themselves in selfishness,
low self-control, and other antisocial personality traits, which are linked to accelerated lifestyles and tend
to immediacy (Jonason et al., 2010); an issue that could be aligned with the outcomes offered by acts of
corruption. Likewise, this inclination towards immediate results would be linked to an unstable environment
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of uncertainty, in which there would be less adherence to norms (Brumbach et al. 2009), as occurs in
developing countries, given the dissatisfaction of basic needs and the search for survival that affects their
citizens.

"[...] I describe them as cynical [...] hypocritical in a general way... and ambitious.” (Graduate 12, Female, 28 years old).

In sum, participants characterize the corruptor as unscrupulous, unethical, with a distorted view of what
is morally right and wrong, someone who likes to stand out, selfish, self-centered, hypocritical, dishonest,
cynical, disloyal, a liar, eloquent, manipulative, and ambitious. Such characteristics are consistent with the
personality traits of the dark triad (Paulhus & Williams, 2002; Jonason et al., 2010).

The third category named Corruption consequences reflects from the perspective of the participants
a consensus regarding the long-term negative impact of corruption in economic growth, equality of
opportunities, effectiveness of public institutions and quality of governance (Transparencia Internacional,
2014). The effects of corruption, however, are not only on a large scale (Myint, 2000) but also in a diversity
of sectors and spheres of civil and political society (Miranzo, 2018). In this sense, 2 subcategories were
identified that concentrate (1) the macro-social consequences and (2) the individual consequences that
the interviewees pointed out with respect to corruption. In relation to the consequences of corruption,
5 additional subcategories emerge and their impacts are associated with the loss of social welfare, loss of
prestige, normative distortion, lack of opportunities and distrust among citizens

"[...] every act of corruption diminishes growth, the economic development of the country, affects the provision of public

"

services that are very important, health, education, justice [...]" (Graduate 6, Female, 29 years old).

In terms of macro-social consequences, the participants mainly pointed out the damage that corruption
generates in the society's prosperity. At the time of the COVID-19 pandemic, when the study was conducted,
the deficiencies of the institutions and the ethical shortcomings of the people who make up these institutions
were revealed. On the one hand, public institutions related to public health were the reflection of years of
accumulated deficiencies resulting from the corrupt practices of different governments, with the poorest
citizens being the most affected during the health crisis. On the other hand, citizens themselves, who lived
with corruption before the pandemic, showed transgressive behavior and resistance to regulatory measures
aimed to control the health crisis.

"Corruption generates a feeling that things can work without the need to pay attention to the law... it is not surprising that
most people do not know what the law says or know it to the extent that they can get some benefit from it [...]" (Student

7, Male, 18 years old).

Thus, during the first and second year of the pandemic, both citizens and authorities transgressed norms
and committed acts of corruption, with their own individual interests or needs prevailing over collective
interests or the rights of others. Cepeda (2021) notes that the COVID-19 crisis has allowed corrupt actors
to benefit through mismanagement of funds, overpricing of medicines, political corruption and extortion
to families seeking access to Intensive Care Unit (ICU) beds. In this regard, Dezecache et al. (2020) point
out that, in the face of a situation that threatens integrity, people become rivals by nature and brutality and
misery emerge

"[...] reduction of opportunities, because there is influence trafficking in which many people who are capable of holding
public positions do not obtain them because priority is given to those who have influence at the political level". (Student

4, Female, 19 years old).

Regarding individual consequences, participants point to the lack of opportunities caused by corruption.
In certain ways, they are aware of the different cases of traffic of influence shown by the media and,
particularly, the graduates highlight having experienced situations in which the positions were named and
their abilities had no value when applying for positions in both the public and private sectors. As Almagro
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(2020) points out, the permanent corruption in politics means that public positions are not occupied by
people with a service vocation and, rather, discourages the adhesion of people with a true vocation. Thus, the
new generations could be more sensitive to developing a generalized distrust in the political system, which
translates into cynicism, given the wave of corruption scandals in Latin America that are also exposed in social
networks. It is worth noting that the interviewees did not indicate positive consequences of corruption, but
they did justify corrupt practices in certain circumstances. These aspects will be developed in the following
section.

Theme 2: Intentions to engage in corruption

The literature points out that attitudes toward an object, action, or event are constructed from (1) cognitions
or beliefs that go through an evaluative process, (2) affects or feelings that are experienced directly or
indirectly, and (3) actions or behaviors (Petty et al., 2003; Crano & Prislin, 2006). If a person presents a
favorable attitude toward an object, action or event, there will be an intention to incline his or her behavior
positively toward the attitudinal object. Considering this relationship between attitudes and behavioral
intentions, we analyze 4 categories that emerge from the narrative of university students and graduates in
relation to the valuation of corruption and the intention to engage in corrupt acts.

The first category, Experience with transgression, according to Dalton (2002), shows that norms and
transgression coexist in societies. The transgression of norms in society grounds phenomenons such as
corruption (Arellano Gault, 2017; Zaloznaya, 2014). It is the experience, direct or indirect, with transgressive
acts which are part of the construction of attitudes towards corruption (Cuellar, 2016). Also, fraudulent
acts become accepted when they are not considered harms or victims, such as illegal downloading of movies
and music (Ribeiro et al., 2020). In this sense, this category identifies direct and indirect experiences of
participants with acts of transgression that in some cases could predispose them to engage in corrupt acts.

"[...] now seeing the social distancing, the quarantine... I have seen in the news many authorities who have been breaking
this rule, this law!... because I understand that a law was [enacted] saying that from such and such region they cannot go out
at such and such time and everything... and the same authorities have been found drinking alcohol, holding social events
[...] walking without a mask, without social distancing... and they continued going about their daily lives as if nothing was
happening". (Student 2, Female, 20 years old).

When references are made to non-compliance of the norms stipulated to contain COVID-19, the
authorities themselves are seen in the media as actors that delegitimize the norm through non-compliance
and lack of respect for the institutions, of which they are also part. As Beramendi et al. (2020) point out,
transgressors base their actions on a lack of legitimacy because they perceive that the norm is unfair and,
therefore, not respectable. This distorted perception of norms eventually gives rise to thoughts such as "if the
other person does it, why can't I?". In this sense, young people perceive an abuse of the position held by the
authorities, in which private desires and interests take precedence over the work of the public officer. There
would be, then, an amplifying connotation of generalized disrespect in a sort of vicious circle of transgressions
that are not sanctioned and whose exemplifying agent is an authority. In this regard, Dalton (2002) points
out that when human behavior breaks the rules, one order is transgressed and another is generated, in which
morality is contaminated, bad examples emerge and the breaking of rules continues.

"[...] the abuse of leisure hours within the office when they celebrate a holiday... the hours they stop working... in some way

"

they are stealing working hours from the State [...]". (Graduate 11, Female, 29 years old).

On the other hand, there is a clear abuse of trust in the practice of public functions. The use of
working hours for other activities would be something commonly seen in government officials. According to
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Rottenbacher and Schmitz (2012), the norm is interpreted as a matter of convenience and its transgression
is even justified and accepted depending on the context.

In the case of direct experiences, most of the graduates reported situations related to copying or cheating
in the university and workplace

"I took it as a joke, it was like planning something bad, there is a combination of nerves and adrenaline because you are going
to do something against the rules... but when the time came I was really scared and I started to think about the consequences
[...] they could cancel the exam and even withdraw me from the course and ruin my record, in the end I felt more relieved
that T had not done it." (Graduate 5, Female, 25 years old).

In the narrative of young university students, the attraction of engaging in a transgressive act stands out,
this is associated with the feeling of adrenaline, but, at the same time, there are negative emotions such
as nerves and fear, and a potential social control, which makes the act not occur. Facing risky activities,
individuals will seek to maximize their benefits and minimize their costs (Prabowo, 2014). Hu et al. (2021),
for example, find that when individuals, particularly those who possess power, are faced with the temptation
to transgress, they take into account the moral costs of the agreement, the benefits to receive, as well as the
harms that may be caused. Moreover, not only monetary gains provide incentives to commit transgressive
acts, but also non-monetary aspects such as pleasure, excitement or status are considered, given that in human
nature the aim is to maximize pleasure and avoid pain (Gorsira et al., 2018; Prabowo, 2014). Likewise,
Wu and Zhu (2015) argue that experience with transgressive acts damages individual satisfaction due to
feelings of shame, guilt, or victimization; however, these psychological costs can be minimized in corrupt
environments.

“[...] the work [the consultant] did not comply with the characteristics required by the investment system, but the consultant
refused to correct it... it was up to me to notify [the consultant] that he would no longer continue with the service, but
my boss asked me to 'help him to solve these observations'... what does it meant to help him?, to put me to do that work
[. ...] that situation was quite uncomfortable because I practically had to complete the consultant’s work [...]" (Graduate 11,
Female, 29 years old).

Facing a situation in which one is asked to participate in a deception generates surprise and discomfort.
Although in the reported experiences, the majority of participants tends to refuse, in the above-mentioned
situation a non-voluntary participation was executed under pressure from a superior. In this regard, Tepper
(2010) finds that many superiors pressure their employees to behave unethically because they do not know
another way of doing things. Erosion of values such as honesty or integrity, means that anyone who is not
complicit in the dishonest act will be treated as an outcast (Goldschmidt & Anonymous, 2008). Likewise,
when the individual is forced to transgress, moral emotions such as shame and guilt emerge. In particular,
guilt is more effective in guiding the individual to moral behavior, as opposed to shame that is linked to illegal
and risky behaviors (Tangney et al., 2007).

The second category Experience with corruption shows that personal and vicarious experiences with
corruption, build attitudes towards this phenomenon (Sautu, 2002). In particular, corruption in everyday
life, such as observing or giving bribes to public ofhicials, is a more direct source to shape attitudes towards
corruption than the news about corruption (Li & Meng, 2020). In this sense, this category includes different
experiences that the participants have carried out or observed, which are similar to some crimes committed
by officials who, according to the Defensorfa del Pueblo (2013), are classified as acts of corruption in the
Peruvian Penal Code.

"I know people who have been harmed in a court ruling for not paying a judge... or because the other party paid a judge

[..]" (Graduate 1, Male, 28 years old)

Although the interviewees have referred to various crimes of corruption, in particular, situations related to
bribery have been identified mainly in their daily experience. In terms of direct experiences with corruption,
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it is identified that interviewees report daily events in which the people who usually encourage corrupt acts
are officials such as police officers, doctors, lawyers, judges and, in general, any person in a position of power
in both public and private institutions.

"Well, a few years ago my dad was sick and he needed to be operated in ESSALUD [...] this doctor who was treating him
gave us to understand that he could do something for him, asking for money in exchange... so our position would have been
'we have to sanction this doctor because he is asking us for money'... but my dad had a very unfavorable diagnosis... we had
to agree to this act of corruption because in reality it was my dad's life, because if he was not treated, he could die" (Student
1, Female, 25).

It is noteworthy that one of the participants did bribe because, according to her, she was in an emergency
situation; nevertheless, the majority of the interviewees did not recognize having participated in any act
of corruption. De Klerk (2017) notes that individuals use rationalization to mitigate moral anxiety when
engaging in corruption. In particular, the denial of responsibility as a rationalization technique allows
directing blame for the corrupt act to another object, hence absolution is found (De Klerk, 2017; Gannett
& Rector, 2015; Rabl & Kithlmann, 2009). Moreover, while attaining a better job is attractive, interviewees
reflect on the damage to their prestige if they choose to develop their careers dishonestly. Graduates, in
particular, think about their career and prestige before seeking to engage in corrupt practices to improve
their professional situation.

"Once I was offered in a project to receive 10% of all carbon steel materials purchased [...] it was more or less like 20 thousand
dollars that I could have earned, but at the end I asked myself 'if I get used to this I will not stop and those 20 thousand
dollars will cost me my career, then I started to think 'is my career worth 20 thousand dollars? The tranquility... the fact that
I was a very young professional, was it worth 20 thousand dollars to ruin my career?"... and the answer was no, so I did not
accept [...]" (Graduate 2, Male, 31 years old)

Experience with corruption can affect the perception of this phenomenon in two opposite directions. On
the one hand, those who have experienced bribes may be inclined to forgive corrupt officials, given that they
become beneficiaries of corruption, which has allowed them access to better treatment in the public sector
(if individuals find a benefit from corruption, they are more likely to participate in bribery and even take the
initiative); on the other hand, people who experience corruption in the role of victim and not as a beneficiary
may increase their negative perception of this phenomenon. In this regard, Li and Meng (2020) find in China
that daily experience with corruption impacts political attitudes toward corruption and anti-corruption, to
the extent that they can problematize corruption, but also reinforces it.

The third category Justifications of the corrupt act identifies positions that justify the corrupt act, but only
in some circumstances. Through rationalization, individuals convince themselves that acts of corruption can
be justified and even accepted (Anand et al., 2004). The rationalization mechanism, as Rabl and Kiithlmann
(2009) point out, allows highlighting the positive nature of corruption by appealing to the fact that the
result of the action should compensate for the wrongdoing. Thus, the literature distinguishes two strategies
that individuals follow to rationalize corruption, that is, highlighting the positive intentions behind corrupt
actions or blinding the negative ones (Gannett & Rector, 2015; Rabl & Kithlmann, 2009). In this line, for
the present study, 4 subcategories that gather the justifications that the young participants give to acts of
corruption emerge: (1) just cause or Robin Hood, (2) necessity, (3) bureaucracy and (4) no justification.

“[...] I believe that fighting corruption with the same weapons could be valid. As I already mentioned, in the case of Domingo
Perez, I think that, for example, if he committed acts of corruption to obtain evidence, as long as he did not murder anyone,

nor affected anyone's dignity, I think it could be justifiable”. (Student 4, Female, 19 years old).

In the participants' narratives, a positive tone is highlighted with respect to corruption when those
involved have an altruistic motive, in which the desire to help a common good cause is pursued. According
to Wall and Fogarty (2018), behavioral motivations would be more complex when self-interest is no longer
the principal thing, so that motivational variants such as Robin Hood syndrome emerge. Expressions such
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as "thief who steals from thief has 100 years of forgiveness" denotes the above, in which a bad action is
justified when the cause is considered as just (De Sousa, 2012), and even those who act under these parameters
are considered as virtuous individuals (Brytting et al., 2011). Through the Robin Hood effect, tolerance to
corruption prevails in a context of needs and inequalities. This means that expressions such as "if it is about
protecting someone in the family, it is okay to do something a little corrupt” or "if one is in need and a
politician offers benefits in exchange for the vote, it is not wrong to accept", justify corruption in situations
of scarcity (Filgueiras, 2016, p.178). Thus, the justification of the corrupt act becomes stronger when it is
attributed to the need, the context, or the behavior of others (Delgado, 2013). Thus, evading responsibility

or guilt, denying the damage and the victims of the corrupt act, allow to cover up the immorality of this
(Gannett & Rector, 2015).

"Look, I'm not going to deny that many administrative systems are quite slow... now they are changing, but while they were
not changing, there were things that were not speeding up... and the fact that there were small acts of corruption, all of a
sudden they have speeded up the work and you see results... like the classic 'He steals, but he does' [...]" (Graduate 11, Female,
29 years).

Establishing systems of corruption, because of weak law enforcement, results in a habit when people
know that, for example, bribery is the way to get things done (Fisman & Miguel, 2010). Consequently,
arguments arise to support a positive impact of corruption in the absence of effective governance systems, so
that corruption can compensate for bureaucracy, institutional weaknesses and even activate the economy.
(Transparencia Internacional, 2014).

"I think it is not justifiable because in the end you affect others" (Graduate 8, Male, 33 years old).

Although it is emphasized that corruption makes it possible to facilitate processes, the moral damage and
ethical distortions that have repercussions on society are not ignored. Deficiencies can be mitigated with
corruption, as a placebo in the short term, but the consequences of corruption remain latent in the long
term, undermining the moral of a society. For this reason, the majority of respondents were inclined not to
consider any justification for acts of corruption. Similarly, Ribeiro et al. (2020), in his study on fraud towards
insurers, finds that people who consider fraud as unacceptable and unjustifiable would have a low tolerance
for fraudulent behavior and, in turn, a lower willingness to engage in fraudulent acts.

Finally, the fourth category Acceptance of participating in a corrupt act is closely linked to the previously
discussed justification of corruption. The acceptance or willingness to participate in acts of corruption
would derive from the positive aspects that respondents identify with respect to corruption. In this point, 2
subcategories are identified, which include the reasons why the participants would accept to participate in
acts of corruption, although in some cases the impossibility of engaging in corruption was also mentioned.

"

"[...] it has occurred to me that I would do it if the life of a loved one is at risk, only in that case [...]." (Graduate 5, Female,
25 years old).

In particular, it stands out that the context of need and the perspective of justice under the figure of
Robin Hood prevail in the narrative of the participants when they are asked about the possibility of getting
involved in acts, they consider corrupt. In this regard, the acceptance of a corrupt act is adjusted according
to a subjective estimation of how much the person involved or their loved ones lose by doing it or not (Pop,
2012).

"No, Iwould definitely not do it, impossible...I wouldn't even think about it...I would be going against my principles totally...I
would feel exhausted, tired, I wouldn't sleep...I imagine it as an agony for me." (Graduate 8, Male, 33 years old).

In sum, most of the participants' narratives were in denial, arguing that it would cause personal and family
harm to become involved in corrupt acts. However, there remains the idea that under two circumstances they
might consider engagingin corrupt acts: in the face of an injustice and to face their own needs or those of third
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parties. It should be noted that the participants indicated negative elements regarding corruption in their
position as observers, but when their experiences with corruption as well as transgressions were involved,
justifications emerged such as solving bureaucratic problems with corruption because the system does not
operate well, or commit acts of corruption if it is for the common good, an issue that contrasts with the search
for individual or private benefits to which the definitions of corruption are associated.

CONCLUSIONS

The participants' conceptions of corruption are based on three main ideas: corruption is a structural problem
due to its presence in institutions, it is a cultural problem that defines the social identity of Peruvians, and it
is expressed daily through different transgressions and crimes.

The conceptions of corruption are mostly negative, and this discourages participants from engaging in
corrupt acts. On this point, Poeschl and Ribeiro (2010) find, in a sample of Portuguese, that corruption is
portrayed negatively in terms of corrupt practices and corrupt people. However, there are some benevolent
or legitimizing representations that could eventually stimulate participation in corrupt acts, especially
small-scale corruption. It is worth noting that the participants provide a justification that instrumentalizes
corruption with a Machiavellian sense of "the end justifies the means” to give themselves license to carry out
large-scale transgressions. Those representations where corruption is perceived as a search for a greater good,
when it helps to overcome a situation of need or when it solves the problem of inefficiency of institutions
and authorities, are risk factors.

The participants recognize that corruption has important costs for life in society because it generates
distrust in the political system and its institutions, and affects coexistence. Due to the context of the
COVID-19 pandemic, in which the research was carried out, references to the costs of corruption in the
public health system have been frequent. As Ribeiro et al. (2020) point out, when the institution is not a
symbol of trust, perceived injustice in its processes or is not valued positively, gives rise to the justification
of fraudulent acts. In particular, there is a negative evaluation of the service provided by the Peruvian public
health system, even more so during the pandemic (Vivar-Mendoza, 2020).

Although in Latin America and, specifically, in the Peruvian context, democracy is still conceived as
being in formation and prone to weaknesses, Brussino and Alonso (2021) argue that support for democracy
coexists with the perception of poor performance and distrust of democratic institutions, which produces a
niche for corruption and institutional weakening. Consequently, there is a progressive generalized distrust
and a low level of citizen engagement in public affairs. Thus, corruption not only generates disappointment
and erosion of trust toward institutions but even fosters cynicism among them (Park & Blenkinsopp, 2011).

Implicitly, the results validate the idea that (1) the problematization of corruption, (2) the emotional and
moral costs it produces, and (3) the presence of control mechanisms would be protective factors to inhibit
acts of direct corruption, reducing the socialization models that feed structural and cultural corruption that
undermine democratic principles.

REFERENCES

Agbo, A. & Iwundu, E. (2016). Corruption as a propensity: Personality and motivational determinants among
Nigerians. The Journal of Psychology, 150(4), 502-526. https://doi.org/10.1080/00223980.2015.1107523

Ajzen, L. (1991). The Theory of Planned Behavior. Organizational Behavior and Human Decision Processes, S0(2),
179-211. https://doi.org/10.1016/0749-5978(91)90020-T

Aliaga, H. (2012). Nuevas subjetividades transgresivas: un estudio sobre la viveza postcriolla. Tesis de Maestria, Escuela
de posgrado, Pontificia Universidad Catdlica del Peru.


https://doi.org/10.1080/00223980.2015.1107523
https://doi.org/10.1016/0749-5978(91)90020-T

MARiA UBCIA, ET AL. BELIEFS ABOUT CORRUPTION AND ITS VALUATION IN UNIVERSITY STUDENTS AND GRADUATE...

Almagro, L. (2020). Prélogo. In C. Tablante & M. Morales (Eds.), Impacto de la corrupcién en los derechos humanos
(pp- 13-18). Instituto de estudios constitucionales del Estado de Querétaro. https://www.corteidh.or.cr/tabla
s/r37786.pdf

Alva, E., Vivas, V., & Urcia, M. (2021). Tolerance of Future Professionals Towards Corruption. Analysis Through
the Attitudes of Students of Lima’s Universities Regarding Situations Related to Ethics and Morals. Journal of
Academic Ethics, 19(2), 211-227. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10805-019-09351-3

Anand, V., Ashforth, B., & Joshi, M. (2004). Business as usual: The acceptance and perpetuation of corruption in
organizations. Academy of Management Perspectives, 18(2), 39-53. https://doi.org/10.5465/ame.2004.138374
37

Arellano Gault, D. (2017). Corrupcidn como proceso organizacional: comprendiendo lalégica de la desnormalizaciéon
de la corrupcidn. Contaduria y Administracidn, 62(3), 810-826. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cya.2016.01.005

Ashforth, B. & Anand, V. (2003). The normalization of corruption in organizations. Research in Organizational
Behavior, 25, 1-52. https://doi.org/10.1016/50191-3085(03)25001-2

Banco  Interamericano  de  Desarrollo  [BID]  (2020).  Transparencia,  responsabilidad vy
anticorrupcion. hteps://www.iadb.org/es/transparencia/transparencia-responsabilidad-y-anticorrupcion#:~:te
xt=E1%20Grupo%20del%20BID%20proh%C3%ADbe,las%20acciones%20de%200tra%20parte.

Bandura, A. (1999). Moral disengagement in the perpetration of inhumanities. Personality and Social Psychology
Review, 3(3) 193-209. hteps://doi.org/10.1207/515327957pspr0303_3

Barsky, A. (2011). Investigating the effects of moral disengagement and participation on unethical work behavior.
Journal of Business Ethics, 104(1), 59. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10551-011-0889-7

Basabose, J. D. D. (2019). The Concept of Corruption. In Anti-corruption Education and Peacebuilding (pp.13-45),
Springer Cham. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-03365-1

Beramendi, M., Espinosa, A., & Acosta, Y. (2020). Percepcion del Sistema Normativo y sus Correlatos Psicosociales
en Argentina, Pert y Venezuela. Revista Colombiana de Psicologia, 29(1), 13-27. hteps://doi.org/10.15446/rcp
v29n1.75797

Beramendi, M. & Zubieta, E. (2013). Norma perversa: Transgresién como modelado de legitimidad. Universitas
Psychologica, 12(2), 591-600. https://doi.org/10.11144/Javeriana.upsyl2-2.nptm

Blasi, A. (2005). Moral character: a psychological approach. In Lapsley, D. (Ed.), Character Psychology and character
education (pp. 67-100). Indiana: University of Notre Dame.

Bock, T. & Samuelsson, P. (2014). Educating for moral identity. An Analysis of Three Moral Identity Constructs with
Implications for Moral Education. Journal of Character Education, 10(2), 155-173. https://www.proquest.co
m/scholarly-journals/educating-moral-identity-analysis-three/docview/1699516417/se-2 2accountid=28391

Brumbach, B. H., Figueredo, A.J., & Ellis, B.]J. (2009). Effects of harsh and unpredictable environments in adolescence
on development of life history strategies. Human Nature, 20(1), 25-51. https://doi.org/10.1007/s12110-009-
9059-3

Brussino, S. & Alonso, D. (2021). Citizens and democracy. Political Legitimacy Processes in Latin American
Democracies. In Zuaniga, C. & Lépez-Lopez, W. (Eds.), Political Psychology in Latin America (pp. 11-33).
American Psychological Association. https://doi.org/10.1037/0000230-002

Brytting, T., Minogue, R., & Morino, V. (2011). The anatomy of fraud and corruption: Organizational causes and
remedies. Farnham, UK: Gower Applied Business Research.

Cabezas, V. D. & Paredes, V. L. (2020). La corrupcién en 3D: una radiografia de sus componentes. Estado & Comunes,
Revista De politicas Y Problemas Piblicos, 1(10), 37-51. https://doi.org/10.37228/estado_comunes.v1.n10.20
20.148

Casallas, O. L. V. (2020). Delitos de corrupcién en Colombia: variables socioculturales, institucionales y
criminolégicas. Diversitas: Perspectivas en Psicologia, 16(1), 181-199. hetps://doi.org/10.15332/22563067.5550

Cepeda, D. (2021). COVID-19 Corruption in 2021: August—September. The U4 Anti-Corruption Resource Centre at
Chr. Michelsen Institute in Norway. https://www.u4.no/blog/covid-19-corruption-in-2021-augustseptember


https://www.corteidh.or.cr/tablas/r37786.pdf
https://www.corteidh.or.cr/tablas/r37786.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10805-019-09351-3
https://doi.org/10.5465/ame.2004.13837437
https://doi.org/10.5465/ame.2004.13837437
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cya.2016.01.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0191-3085(03)25001-2
https://www.iadb.org/es/transparencia/transparencia-responsabilidad-y-anticorrupcion#:~:text=El%20Grupo%20del%20BID%20proh%C3%ADbe
https://www.iadb.org/es/transparencia/transparencia-responsabilidad-y-anticorrupcion#:~:text=El%20Grupo%20del%20BID%20proh%C3%ADbe
https://doi.org/10.1207/s15327957pspr0303_3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10551-011-0889-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-03365-1
https://doi.org/10.15446/rcp.v29n1.75797
https://doi.org/10.15446/rcp.v29n1.75797
https://doi.org/10.11144/Javeriana.upsy12-2.nptm
https://www.proquest.com/scholarly-journals/educating-moral-identity-analysis-three/docview/1699516417/se-2?accountid=28391
https://www.proquest.com/scholarly-journals/educating-moral-identity-analysis-three/docview/1699516417/se-2?accountid=28391
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12110-009-9059-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12110-009-9059-3
https://doi.org/10.1037/0000230-002
https://doi.org/10.37228/estado_comunes.v1.n10.2020.148
https://doi.org/10.37228/estado_comunes.v1.n10.2020.148
https://doi.org/10.15332/22563067.5550
https://www.u4.no/blog/covid-19-corruption-in-2021-augustseptember

PSOCIAL, 2022, voL. 8, NOM. 1, ENERO-JUNIO, ISSN: 2422-619X

Chugh, D. (2012). The motivation behind and Conditioning of Corruption in India. The Psychology of Corruption.
Lady Shri Ram College for Women Finalist, Young Psychologist. Banglore: National Paper Presentation
Competition, Christ University. https://ssrn.com/abstract=2117247

Comisién de Alto Nivel Anticorrupcién (2013). Plan Nacional Anticorrupcidn 2012-2016. Presidencia del Consejo
de Ministros [PCM].

Crano, W. D. & Prislin, R. (2006). Attitudes and persuasion. Annual Review of Psycholy, 57, 345-374. https://doi.o
rg/10.1146/annurev.psych.57.102904.190034

Creswell, J. (2014). Research design: qualitative, quantitative, and mixed methods approaches. Londres: SAGE
Publications.

Cuéllar, M. (2016). Percepciones y actitudes hacia la corrupcion: una aproximacion en estudiantes para suboficiales de
policia. Bachelor Thesis, Facultad de Letras y Ciencias Humanas, Pontificia Universidad Catdlica del Peru.

Dalton, M. (2002). Transgresiones. Desacatos, (9), 17-20. http://www.scielo.org.mx/scielo.php?script=sci_arttext&
pid=$1607-050X2002000100001&Ing=ensctlng=es.

Defensoria del Pueblo (2013). ;No Callar! Guia prdctica para la denuncia ciudadana contra actos de corrupcion y otras
faltas contra la ética piiblica. Defensoria del Pueblo. https://www.defensoria.gob.pe/documentos/no-callar-guia
-practica-para-la-denuncia-ciudadana-contra-actos-de-corrupcion-y-otras-faltas-contra-la-etica-publica/

Defensoria del Pueblo (2017). Radiografia de la corrupcion en el Perii. Reporte La Corrupcion en el Persi N°1. Defensoria
del Pueblo. https://www.defensoria.gob.pe/modules/Downloads/documentos/Reporte-decorrupcion-DP-20
17-01.pdf.

Delgado, J. (2013). Mecanismos atribucionales y actitudes hacia la transgresion de las normas de transito en conductores
de taxi de Lima Metropolitana. Bachelor Thesis, Facultad de Letras y Ciencias Humanas, Pontificia Universidad
Catolica del Pert.

De Klerk, J. (2017). “The devil made me do it!” An inquiry into the unconscious “devils within” of rationalized
corruption. Journal of Management Inquiry, 26(3), 254-269. https://doi.org/10.1177/1056492617692101

De Sousa, L. (2012). “Above the Law, below Ethics”: Some findings on Portuguese attitudes towards corruption. In
D. Tinzler, K. Maras, & A. Giannakopoulos (Eds.). Zbe social construction of corruption in Europe (pp. 245-263).
Routledge.

Dezecache, G., Frith, C. D., & Deroy, O. (2020). Pandemics and the great evolutionary mismatch. Current Biology,
30(10), R417-R419. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2020.04.010

Dimant, E. & Tosato, G. (2018). Causes and effects of corruption: what has past decade's empirical research taught
us? A survey. Journal of Economic Surveys, 32(2), 335-356. https://doi.org/10.1111/joes. 12198

Dong, B., Dulleck, U. & Torgler, B. (2012). Conditional corruption. Journal of Economic Psychology, 33(3), 609-627.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.joep.2011.12.001

Espinosa, A. (2003). Identidad social e identidad nacional en una muestra de triciclistas en Juliaca. Bachelor Thesis,
Facultad de Letras y Ciencias Humanas, Pontificia Universidad Catélica del Peru.

Estévez, A. (2005). Reflexiones tedricas sobre la corrupcién: sus dimensiones politica, econdmica y social. Revista
Venezolana de Gerencia, 10(29), 43-85. https://www.redalyc.org/articulo.0a?id=29002904

Fernandez-Dols, J & Oceja, L. (1994). Efectos cotidianos de las normas perversas en la tolerancia a la corrupcion.

Revista de Psicologia Social, 9(1), 3-12. https://doi.org/10.1174/021347494763591762

Filgueiras, F. (2015). Corrupcion y cultura politica. Su Percepcion en Brasil. In H. Telles & A. Moreno (Eds.), E/
votante latinoamericano. Comportamiento electoral y comunicacién politica (pp.159-183). México: Centro de
Estudios Sociales y de Opinién Publica. Cdmara de Diputados. http://www5.diputados.gob.mx/index.php/ca
mara/Centros-de-Estudio/ CESOP/Estudios-e-Investigaciones/Libros/El-Votante-Latinoamericano

Fisman, R., & Miguel, E. (2010). Chapter Four. Nature or Nurture? Understanding the Culture of Corruption.

(2010). In Economic Gangsters. Corruption, violence, and the poverty of nations (pp. 159-183). Princeton
University Press. https://doi.org/0.1515/9781400834792-004


https://ssrn.com/abstract=2117247
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.psych.57.102904.190034
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.psych.57.102904.190034
http://www.scielo.org.mx/scielo.php?script=sci_arttext&pid=S1607-050X2002000100001&lng=en&tlng=es
http://www.scielo.org.mx/scielo.php?script=sci_arttext&pid=S1607-050X2002000100001&lng=en&tlng=es
https://www.defensoria.gob.pe/documentos/no-callar-guia-practica-para-la-denuncia-ciudadana-contra-actos-de-corrupcion-y-otras-faltas-contra-la-etica-publica
https://www.defensoria.gob.pe/documentos/no-callar-guia-practica-para-la-denuncia-ciudadana-contra-actos-de-corrupcion-y-otras-faltas-contra-la-etica-publica
https://www.defensoria.gob.pe/modules/Downloads/documentos/Reporte-decorrupcion-DP-2017-01.pdf
https://www.defensoria.gob.pe/modules/Downloads/documentos/Reporte-decorrupcion-DP-2017-01.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1177/1056492617692101
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2020.04.010
https://doi.org/10.1111/joes.12198
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.joep.2011.12.001
https://www.redalyc.org/articulo.oa?id=29002904
https://doi.org/10.1174/021347494763591762
http://www5.diputados.gob.mx/index.php/camara/Centros-de-Estudio/CESOP/Estudios-e-Investigaciones/Libros/El-Votante-Latinoamericano
http://www5.diputados.gob.mx/index.php/camara/Centros-de-Estudio/CESOP/Estudios-e-Investigaciones/Libros/El-Votante-Latinoamericano
https://doi.org/0.1515/9781400834792-004

MARiA UBCIA, ET AL. BELIEFS ABOUT CORRUPTION AND ITS VALUATION IN UNIVERSITY STUDENTS AND GRADUATE...

Gichter, S. & Schulz, ]J. (2016). Intrinsic honesty and the prevalence of rule violations across societies. Nature,

531(7595), 496-499. https://doi.org/10.1038/nature17160

Gannett, A., & Rector, C. (2015). The rationalization of political corruption. Public Integrity, 17(2), 165-175. https
://doi.org/10.1080/10999922.2015.1000654

Gino, F., Ayal, S. & Ariely, D. (2009). Contagion and differentiation in unethical behavior: The effect of one bad apple
on the barrel. Psychological Science, 20(3), 393-398. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9280.2009.02306.x

Genemo, A. (2019). Perceptions and Attitudes of University Students towards corruption: the case of Adama Science and
Technology University Prospective Graduates of 2005 EC. Master Thesis, Postgraduate School, Adama Science
and Technology University.

Goldschmidt, J. & Anonymous. (2008). The necessity of dishonesty: police deviance,'making the case’, and the public
good. Policing & Society, 18(2), 113-135. https://doi.org/10.1080/10439460802008637

Gorsira, M., Denkers, A., & Huisman, W. (2018). Both sides of the coin: Motives for corruption among public officials
and business employees. Journal of Business Ethics, 151(1), 179-194. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10551-016-321
9-2

Graycar, A. (2015). Corruption: Classification and analysis. Policy and Society, 34(2), 87-96. https://doi.org/10.101
6/j.polsoc.2015.04.001

Hadiprajitno, P. & Amal, M. (2019). Social constructs in predicting corruptive attitudes and behavior from the theory
of planned behavior perspective. International Journal of Economics and Business Administration, 7(3), 167-177.
https://ideas.repec.org/a/ers/ijebaa/vviiy2019i3p167-177 . html

Hu, Y., Hu, C,, Derrington, E., Corgnet, B., Qu, C., & Dreher, J. C. (2021). Neural basis of corruption in power-
holders. eLife, 10, 63922. https://doi.org/10.7554/¢Life.63922

Janos, E., Espinosa, A., & Pacheco, M. (2018). Bases ideoldgicas de la percepcién del sistema normativo y el cinismo
politico en adultos de sectores urbanos del Pert. Psykbe, 27(1), 1-14. hetp://dx.doi.org/10.7764/psykhe.27.1

Jonason, P. & Webster, G. (2010). The dirty dozen: A concise measure of the dark triad. Psychological Assessment,
22(2), 420-432. hetps://doi.org/10.1037/20019265

Jonason, P. K., Koenig, B. L., & Tost, J. (2010). Living a fast life. Human Nature, 21(4), 428-442. https://doi.org/1
0.1007/s12110-010-9102-4

Julidn, M. & Bonavia, T. (2020). Variables psicolégicas asociadas a la corrupcion: una revision sistemdtica. Anales de

Psicologia/Annals of Psychology, 36(2), 330-339. https://doi.org/10.6018/analesps.389371

Julidan, M. & Bonavia, T. (2017). Aproximaciones Psicosociales a la Corrupcién: Una Revision Tedrica. Revista

Colombiana de Psicologia, 26(2), 231-243. https://doi.org/10.15446/rcp.v26n2.59353

Justesen, M. K. & Bjornskov, C. (2014). Exploiting the poor: Bureaucratic corruption and poverty in Africa. World
Development, 58, 106-115. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.worlddev.2014.01.002

Kobis, N., Van Prooijen, J., Righetti, F., & Van Lange, P. (2016). Prospection in individual and interpersonal
corruption dilemmas. Review of General Psychology,20(1), 71-85. https://doi.org/10.1037/gpr0000069

Latinobarémetro (2021). Informe Latinobarémetro 2021 Adiés a Macondo. Latinobarémetro. https://www.latino
barometro.org/lat.jsp

Li, H. & Meng, T. (2020). Corruption Experience and Public Perceptions of Anti-corruption Crackdowns:
Experimental Evidence from China. Journal of Chinese Political Science, 25, 431-456. https://doi.org/10.1007
/s11366-020-09672-w

Lopez- Lépez, W., Roa, M.A., Roa, D., Pineda-Marin, C., & Mullet, E. (2017). Mapping Colombian Citizens’ Views
Regarding Ordinary Corruption: Threat, Bribery, and the Illicit Sharing of Confidential Information. Social
Indicators Research, 133, 259-273. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11205-016-1366-6

Lépez-Lépez, W., Roa, D., Roa, M.A., Correa-Chica, A., Pérez-Durdn, C., & Pineda-Marin, C. (2016). El rol de

la filiacién politica en las creencias y discursos legitimadores de la corrupcion. Psychosocial Intervention, 25,

179-186. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.psi.2016.07.001


https://doi.org/10.1038/nature17160
https://doi.org/10.1080/10999922.2015.1000654
https://doi.org/10.1080/10999922.2015.1000654
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9280.2009.02306.x
https://doi.org/10.1080/10439460802008637
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10551-016-3219-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10551-016-3219-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.polsoc.2015.04.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.polsoc.2015.04.001
https://ideas.repec.org/a/ers/ijebaa/vviiy2019i3p167-177.html
https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.63922
http://dx.doi.org/10.7764/psykhe.27.1
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0019265
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12110-010-9102-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12110-010-9102-4
https://doi.org/10.6018/analesps.389371
https://doi.org/10.15446/rcp.v26n2.59353
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.worlddev.2014.01.002
https://doi.org/10.1037/gpr0000069
https://www.latinobarometro.org/lat.jsp
https://www.latinobarometro.org/lat.jsp
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11366-020-09672-w
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11366-020-09672-w
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11205-016-1366-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.psi.2016.07.001

PSOCIAL, 2022, voL. 8, NOM. 1, ENERO-JUNIO, ISSN: 2422-619X

Marin, L. O. (1999). Una mirada psicosociopolitica de la corrupcién. Psicologia Politica, 19,7-21. https://dialnet.un
irioja.es/servlet/articulo?codigo=2826287

Mejta Navarrete, J. (2018). La constitucién del individualismo en el Pert. Pluriversidad, 1(1), 61-75. https://doi.org
/10.31381/pluriversidad.v1i1.1670

Miranzo, J. (2018). Causas y efectos de la corrupcion en las sociedades democréticas. Revista de la Escuela Jacobea de
Posgrado, 14, 1-26. https://dialnet.unirioja.es/servlet/articulo?codigo=6933060

Myint, U. (2000). Corruption: Causes, consequences and cures. Asia Pacific Development Journal, 7(2), 33-58. http:
//www.unescap.org/drpad/publication/journal_7_2/myint.pdf

Nuiez, J. & Flanagan, C. (2015). Political beliefs and civic engagement in emerging adulthood. In J. J. Arnett (Ed.),
The Oxford handbook of emerging adulthood (pp. 481-496). Oxford University Press. https://doi.org/10.1093
/oxfordhb/9780199795574.013.21

Nordin, R., Takim, R., & Nawawi, A. (2013). Behavioural factors of corruption in the construction industry. Procedia-
Social and Bebavioral Sciences, 105, 64-74. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sbspro.2013.11.008

Nowell, L. S., Norris, J. M., White, D. E., & Moules, N. J. (2017). Thematic Analysis: Striving to Meet the
Trustworthiness Criteria. International Journal of Qualitative Methods, 16, 1-13. https://doi.org/10.1177/160
9406917733847

Park, H., & Blenkinsopp, J. (2011). The roles of transparency and trust in the relationship between corruption and
citizen satisfaction. International Review of Administrative Sciences, 77(2), 254-274. https://doi.org/10.1177/
0020852311399230

Paulhus, D. & Williams, K. (2002). The dark triad of personality: Narcissism, Machiavellianism, and
psychopathy Journal of research in personality, 36(6), 556-563. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0092-6566(02)0050
5-6

Petty, R. E., Wheeler, S. C., & Tormala, Z. L. (2003). Persuasion and attitude change. In T. Millon & M. J. Lerner
(Eds.), Comprebensive handbook of psychology (2nd ed). New York: John Wiley & Sons. https://doi.org/10.10
02/0471264385.wei0515

Poeschl, G., & Ribeiro, R. (2010). Anchoring and variations in the social representations of corruption [Ancoragens
¢ variagdes nas representagoes sociais da corrupgio]. Andlise Social, 45(196), 419-445. hetp://www.jstor.org/st
able/41012811

Portocarrero, F. (2005). El pacto infame: estudios sobre la corrupcion en el Perii. Lima: Red para el desarrollo de las
Ciencias Sociales en el Pert. http://hdlLhandle.net/11354/2024

Pop, 1. (2012). Acceptance of corrupt acts: A comparative study of values regarding corruption in Europe. Journal of
Social Research & Policy, 3(1), 27-42. https://www.proquest.com/scholarly-journals/acceptance-corrupt-acts-c
omparative-study-values/docview/1318921019/se-2

Prabowo, H. Y. (2014). To be corrupt or not to be corrupt: Understanding the behavioral side of corruption in
Indonesia. Journal of Money Laundering Control, 17(3), 306-326. https://doi.org/10.1108/JMLC-11-2013-0
045

Quiroz, A. (2013). La Historia de la Corrupcidn en el Perii. Lima: Instituto de Estudios Peruanos. Instituto de Defensa
Legal. (Perti Problema, 38).

Rabl, T. & Kiihlmann, T. (2008). Understanding corruption in organizations - development and empirical assessment

of an action model. Journal of Business Ethics, 82(2), 477-495. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10551-008-9898-6

Rabl, T. & Kiihlmann, T. (2009). Why or why not? Rationalizing corruption in organizations. Cross Cultural
Management: An International Journal, 16(3), 268-286. https://doi.org/10.1108/13527600910977355

Rabl, T. (2011). The impact of situational influences on corruption in organizations. Journal of Business Ethics, 100(1),
85-101. https://doi.org/10.1007/510551-011-0768-2

Ribeiro, R., Silva, B., Pimenta, C., & Poeschl, G. (2020). Why do consumers perpetrate fraudulent behaviors in
insurance?. Crime, Law and Social Change, 73(3), 249-273. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10611-019-09857-2


https://dialnet.unirioja.es/servlet/articulo?codigo=2826287
https://dialnet.unirioja.es/servlet/articulo?codigo=2826287
https://doi.org/10.31381/pluriversidad.v1i1.1670
https://doi.org/10.31381/pluriversidad.v1i1.1670
https://dialnet.unirioja.es/servlet/articulo?codigo=6933060
http://www.unescap.org/drpad/publication/journal_7_2/myint.pdf
http://www.unescap.org/drpad/publication/journal_7_2/myint.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1093/oxfordhb/9780199795574.013.21
https://doi.org/10.1093/oxfordhb/9780199795574.013.21
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sbspro.2013.11.008
https://doi.org/10.1177/1609406917733847
https://doi.org/10.1177/1609406917733847
https://doi.org/10.1177/0020852311399230
https://doi.org/10.1177/0020852311399230
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0092-6566(02)00505-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0092-6566(02)00505-6
https://doi.org/10.1002/0471264385.wei0515
https://doi.org/10.1002/0471264385.wei0515
http://www.jstor.org/stable/41012811
http://www.jstor.org/stable/41012811
http://hdl.handle.net/11354/2024
https://www.proquest.com/scholarly-journals/acceptance-corrupt-acts-comparative-study-values/docview/1318921019/se-2
https://www.proquest.com/scholarly-journals/acceptance-corrupt-acts-comparative-study-values/docview/1318921019/se-2
https://doi.org/10.1108/JMLC-11-2013-0045
https://doi.org/10.1108/JMLC-11-2013-0045
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10551-008-9898-6
https://doi.org/10.1108/13527600910977355
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10551-011-0768-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10611-019-09857-2

MARiA UBCIA, ET AL. BELIEFS ABOUT CORRUPTION AND ITS VALUATION IN UNIVERSITY STUDENTS AND GRADUATE...

Roth, E. & Acosta, B. (2018). Disposicién a sobornar: influencias contextuales ¢ implicaciones cognitivas de la
conducta corrupta. Ajayu Organo de Difusion Cientifica del Departamento de Psicologia UCBSP, 16(1), 60-81. h
tep://www.scielo.org.bo/scielo.php?script=sci_arttext&pid=52077-21612018000100003&Ing=es&tlng=es

Rottenbacher, J. & Schmitz, M. (2012). Conservadurismo politico y tolerancia hacia comportamientos transgresores,
Psicologia Politica, 44, 31-56. https://dialnet.unirioja.es/servlet/articulo?codigo=3974265

Ryan, R. M. & Deci, E. L. (2000). Intrinsic and extrinsic motivations: Classic definitions and new directions.
Contemporary Educational Psychology, 25, 54—67. https://doi.org/10.1006/ceps.1999.1020

Sautu, R. (2014). La corrupcién endémica en un pais prebendario: un intento de construccidn tedrica. In E. Zubieta,
J. Valencia, & G. Delfino (Eds.). Psicologia Social y Politica: Procesos tedricos y estudios aplicados, (pp. 103-128).
ECOE Ediciones.

Sautu, R. (2002). La Integracién de Métodos Cualitativos y Cuantitativos para el Estudio de las Experiencias de
Corrupcion. Cinta de Moebio, (13), https://www.redalyc.org/articulo.oa?id=10101314

Serna, A. (2009). La corrupcién como patologia del bien comun. El caso de Hong-Kong. Revista Empresa y
Humanismo, 12(1), 121-188. https://revistas.unav.edu/index.php/empresa-y-humanismo/article/view/33276

Shalvi, S. (2016). Behavioural economics: Corruption corrupts. Nature, 531(7595), 456-457. https://doi.org/10.10
38/naturel7307

Shalvi, S., Dana, J., Handgraaf, M. J., & De Dreu, C. K. (2011). Justified ethicality: Observing desired counterfactuals
modifies ethical perceptions and behavior. Organizational Bebavior and Human Decision Processes, 115(2),
181-190. hteps://doi.org/10.1016/j.0bhdp.2011.02.001

Sihombing, S. (2018). Youth perceptions toward corruption and integrity: Indonesian context. Kasetsart Journal of
Social Sciences, 39(2), 299-304. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.kjss.2018.03.004

Soto, R. (2003). La corrupcién desde una perspectiva econdmica, Estudios Piblicos, 89, 23-62. https://dialnet.unirio
ja.es/servlet/articulo?codigo=7871991

Superintendencia Nacional de Educacién Superior Universitaria [SUNEDU] (2017). Informe bienal sobre la realidad
universitaria peruana. https://repositorio.minedu.gob.pe/handle/20.500.12799/5716

Tangney, J.; Stuewig, J., & Mashek, D. (2007). Moral emotions and moral behaviour. Annual Review of Psychology, S8,
345-372. https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.psych.56.091103.070145

Tavits, M. (2010). Why do people engage in corruption? The case of Estonia. Social forces, 88(3), 1257-1279. https:
//doi.org/10.1353/50£.0.0288

Tepper, B. (2010). When managers pressure employees to behave badly: Toward a comprehensive response. Business

Horizons, 53(6), 591-598. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bushor.2010.07.002.

Transparencia Internacional (2009). Guia de lenguaje claro sobre lucha contra la corrupcidn.

Transparencia Internacional (2014). The Impact of Corruption on Growth and Inequality. This Anti-Corruption
Helpdesk. https://knowledgehub.transparency.org/helpdesk/the-impact-of-corruption-on-growth-and-inequ
ality

Transparencia Internacional (2019). Barémetro Global de la Corrupcién en América Latina y el Caribe 2019. https:
//www.transparency.org/es/publications/global-corruption-barometer-latin-america-and-the-caribbean-2019

Transparencia Internacional (2021). Indice de Percepcién de la Corrupcién 2020.

Ubilluz, J. C. (2010). Nuevos stibditos: cinismo y perversién en la sociedad contempordnea, 2da edicién, Instituto de
Estudios Peruanos.

UNODC, United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime (2004). Handbook on Practical Anti-Corruption Measures
for Prosecutors and Investigators. https://digitallibrary.un.org/record/5616622In=es

UNODC, United Nations Office on Drugs and crime (2020). UNODC and Corruption. https://www.unodc.org/
lpo-brazil/en/corrupcao/index.html

Vivar-Mendoza, Aldo. (2020). La eterna tensién entre lo individual y lo colectivo: el caso de la corrupcién en el Pert.

Acta Médica Pernana, 37(2),209-214. https://dx.doi.org/10.35663/amp.2020.372.1036


http://www.scielo.org.bo/scielo.php?script=sci_arttext&pid=S2077-21612018000100003&lng=es&tlng=es
http://www.scielo.org.bo/scielo.php?script=sci_arttext&pid=S2077-21612018000100003&lng=es&tlng=es
https://dialnet.unirioja.es/servlet/articulo?codigo=3974265
https://doi.org/10.1006/ceps.1999.1020
https://www.redalyc.org/articulo.oa?id=10101314
https://revistas.unav.edu/index.php/empresa-y-humanismo/article/view/33276
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature17307
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature17307
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.obhdp.2011.02.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.kjss.2018.03.004
https://dialnet.unirioja.es/servlet/articulo?codigo=7871991
https://dialnet.unirioja.es/servlet/articulo?codigo=7871991
https://repositorio.minedu.gob.pe/handle/20.500.12799/5716
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.psych.56.091103.070145
https://doi.org/10.1353/sof.0.0288
https://doi.org/10.1353/sof.0.0288
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bushor.2010.07.002
https://knowledgehub.transparency.org/helpdesk/the-impact-of-corruption-on-growth-and-inequality
https://knowledgehub.transparency.org/helpdesk/the-impact-of-corruption-on-growth-and-inequality
https://www.transparency.org/es/publications/global-corruption-barometer-latin-america-and-the-caribbean-2019
https://www.transparency.org/es/publications/global-corruption-barometer-latin-america-and-the-caribbean-2019
https://digitallibrary.un.org/record/561662?ln=es
https://www.unodc.org/lpo-brazil/en/corrupcao/index.html
https://www.unodc.org/lpo-brazil/en/corrupcao/index.html
https://dx.doi.org/10.35663/amp.2020.372.1036

PSOCIAL, 2022, voL. 8, NOM. 1, ENERO-JUNIO, ISSN: 2422-619X

Wall, J. & Fogarty, T.J. (2018). Robbing the Rich? 'Robin Hood' Fraud in the Securities Market. http://dx.doi.org/
10.2139/ssrn.3220026

Warf, B. (2018). Introduction to the Handbook on the Geographies of Corruption. In B. Warf (Ed.), Handbook on the
geographies of corruption (pp.392), Edward Elgar Publishing. http://doi.org/10.4337/9781786434753.00005

Wenzel, K., Schindler, S., & Reinhard, M. (2017). General belief in a just world is positively associated with dishonest
behavior. Frontiers in psychology, 8, 1770. https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2017.01770

World Bank (2014). World development report 2015: Mind, society, and behavior. World Bank Publications. https
://thedocs.worldbank.org/en/doc/210751493925193701-0050022017/WDR-2015-Overview-Spanish

Wu, Y. & Zhu, J. (2016). When Are People Unhappy? Corruption Experience, Environment, and Life Satisfaction
in Mainland China. ] Happiness Stud, 17, 1125-1147. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10902-015-9635-7

You, J. (2018). Trust and corruption. In E, Uslaner (Ed.), The Oxford handbook of social and political trust, (pp.
473-496), Oxford University Press http://doi.org/10.1093/0xfordhb/9780190274801.013.22

Zaloznaya, M. (2014). The social psychology of corruption: Why it does not exist and why it should. Sociology Compass,
8(2), 187-202. https://doi.org/10.1111/s0c4.12120

Zhao, H., Zhang, H., & Xu, Y. (2016). Does the Dark Triad of personality predict corrupt intention? The mediating
role of belief in good luck. Frontiers in psychology, 7, 608. https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2016.00608

Zhao, H., Zhang, H., & Xu, Y. (2019a). How social face consciousness influences corrupt intention: Examining the
effects of Honesty—Humility and moral disengagement. The Journal of social psychology, 159(4), 443-458. http
s://doi.org/10.1080/00224545.2018.1507992

Zhao, H., Zhang, H., & Xu, Y. (2019b). Effects of perceived descriptive norms on corrupt intention: The mediating
role of moral disengagement. International Journal of Psychology, S4(1), 93-101. https://doi.org/10.1002/ijop
12401


http://dx.doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.3220026
http://dx.doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.3220026
http://doi.org/10.4337/9781786434753.00005
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2017.01770
https://thedocs.worldbank.org/en/doc/210751493925193701-0050022017/WDR-2015-Overview-Spanish
https://thedocs.worldbank.org/en/doc/210751493925193701-0050022017/WDR-2015-Overview-Spanish
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10902-015-9635-7
http://doi.org/10.1093/oxfordhb/9780190274801.013.22
https://doi.org/10.1111/soc4.12120
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2016.00608
https://doi.org/10.1080/00224545.2018.1507992
https://doi.org/10.1080/00224545.2018.1507992
https://doi.org/10.1002/ijop.12401
https://doi.org/10.1002/ijop.12401

