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Two Faces of Corruption:

Descriptive Analysis Based on Seven Thousand Judicial Judgements

LI Hui

Abstract: Based on more than 7000 judicial judgements of the corruption cases, the paper compares the system-
atic difference between the two typical corruption cases of bribery and embezzlement with the variables of region,
sector, administrative level and post, and subject of crime (collective or individual corruption). The research provides
empirical support for the implementation of differentiated anti—corruption strategies in different regions, industries,
sectors, and among officials of different ranks and positions. The main findings can be summarized from 3 aspects:
firstly, in the regional distribution, it appears that the bribery cases are more in the eastern coastal areas, with the
more embezzlement in the central and western regions. In rural area, the embezzlement cases are significantly more
than that of bribery. Secondly, from the distribution in industry sector, administrative level and post, the bribery cases
are more than that of embezzlements in the 13 government sectors including finance, education, judiciary ete. In addi-
tion, the study has analyzed the cases that government officials at different administrative levels committed the crimes
of bribery and embezzlement, among which the odds of the chief leaders taking the bribes or embezzling are equal and
that of the deputy leaders, would be more on bribery rather than embezzlement. Finally, with regard to subject of
crime, the individual corruption is mainly in bribery, while the collective corruption concentrates on embezzlement.

Keywords: Corruption; Embezzlement; Bribery; Judicial judgments; Data analysis
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