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                    Abstract
Corruption interferes with and distorts the processes of political decision making and implementation, often to the disadvantage of the already disadvantaged. Yet our understanding of the factors that might propel a political system from lower to higher levels of probity remains speculative. This article examines the role of one category of actors often touted as an important countervailing force to political power: civil society. Existing case study research provides evidence that civil society can play a decisive role in holding public officials accountable, but that the success of such societal accountability is contingent upon a number of favorable contextual and institutional conditions. The analyses presented here use panel country data to examine whether the strength of civil society affects corruption. The results corroborate the findings of existing case studies; a vibrant civil society mitigates corruption but only provided that conditions such as political competition, press freedom, and government transparency exist in the country.
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                  http://www.undp.org/governance/sl-par.htm
                


	
                  http://www.usaid.gov/our_work/democracy_and_governance/technical_areas/anti-corruption/types.html
                


	Assigning civil society or the demos more generally the role of controller and enforcer has alternately been termed public accountability (Rose-Ackerman 1999), the political agency model of accountability (Besley 2006), and vertical or electoral accountability (O’Donnell 2001).


	The measure, which builds on up to 31 sources conducted by 25 organizations, is standardized each year to have a mean of zero and standard deviation of 1. With the exception of the measures of civil society, this and all the measures used in this analysis are included in the database compiled by the University of Gothenburg’s Quality of Government Institute (available at www.qog.pol.gu.se).


	The first of these four questions asked simply whether public sector employees adhere to the principle of impartiality when deciding how to implement policy. The remaining three asked respondents to rate whether the following almost always or hardly ever occurred in the country: “Firms that provide the most favorable kickbacks to senior officials are awarded public procurement contracts in favor of firms making the lowest bid?”; “When deciding how to implement policies in individual cases, public sector employees treat some groups in society unfairly?”; and “When granting licenses to start up private firms, public sector employees favor applicants with which they have strong personal contacts?” The index used here to validate the control of corruption measure is a mean index of these four components, each with a 1–7 response scale.


	Mexico and Turkey are, however, included in the final analyses as they have levels of corruption on par with many non-OECD countries.


	The models were also run with low political competition coded as the reference category. The results of this alternative coding confirm what the interaction terms in Table 2 suggest, namely that when political competition is lacking, the relationship between associational density and control of corruption cannot be said to differ systematically from zero.


	Pearson’s r between associational density and political competition is −0.17 (p < 0.05), is essentially zero with transparency, and is somewhat stronger with press freedom (0.37, p < 0.5). This lessens the risk that the interaction term simply captures a non-linear (i.e., quadratic) relationship between transparency and control of corruption.


	The predicted values were computed for countries with sparse civil societies (the 5th percentile, approximately 0.3 organizations per million inhabitants) and countries in which civil society organizations are comparatively dense (the 95th percentile, circa 47 organizations per million inhabitants). Among countries with high levels of transparency or press freedom, the predicted difference in corruption was computed as follows: (ln47 − ln0.3) × 0.2 = 1


	The findings presented here therefore also offer a testable hypothesis for future studies of electoral accountability and corruption, namely that electoral accountability may prove a more effective means to better government given a rich associational life.
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