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The perception of corruption in stereo types of Russian mass consciousness 

Three basic stereotypes of corruption perception by the Russians are considered in the article such as a stereotype of condemnation of corruption, a stereotype of tolerance to corruption a stereotype of non-liquidation of corruption. They are discovered as a result of sociological surveys. It is shown that the contradiction between the first and the second reflects such complexities which researchers find during modelling and definition of corruption. The approach to understanding of corruption as continuation of informal relations on a market basis is offered. 
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Studying of corruption and informal economy is becoming more and more popular now. Almost all of them proceed from base definitions of corruption which are understood different things such as «using of the government in personal purposes» [8, p. 4] or «granting of services by employees in exchange for a bribe» [9, p. 45]. Even such standard definitions show at first it is difficult to fix a full spectrum of different displays of corruption in definition, and the second  to delimit corruption and not corruption behavior strictly. These borders depend on the decision of other problems latent in definitions, for example, what do exactly we mean as a  bribe, where does such norm of informality behind which abusing of service position begins etc. 
Researchers marked a set of complexities in studying this theme more than once. As discussions of lawyers show, it is far from being all unambiguously in the field of qualification of the offences connected to such actions. So, alongside with concept the "corruption" determined as criminal and penal act, there are also other terms: «corruption behaviour», «corruption actions», associated with offences and adjustable by sphere of the administrative responsibility. And because of «very thin side separates not criminal corruption offences from crimes» in real life [3,  p. 23], distinctions between these spheres become more and more conditional. 
By the interesting way this research difficulty is reflected in representations of usual citizens about corruption. A subject of our work is examination how the population of Russia perceives various corruption practices. Analyzing the data of sociological surveys, we have revealed that the attitude of the population to corruption changes between 2 stereotypes: from full approval up to full dislike. So usually widespread practices of “thanks”, an exchange of gifts and services in sphere of distribution of the official blessings, promotions of relatives and friends etc. do not relate to the sphere of misconductions: these actions cause at least understanding or even understanding.  [5, p. 3]. Other situation is characterized real corruption. As V.Tantsi marks: «Permanently discussions of a theme of corruption is complicated that it doesn’t assume an exact description and measurement. But as well as in a proverb about elephants, probably it’s difficult to measure corruption, but we always distinguish one if we face with it» [8, p. 4]. 
Russians estimate such "obvious" corruption which is recognized correctly by those who faces with it, certainly negatively. Almost all last surveys [for example, 2,5,6 and also monitoring researches on the corruption conducted by fund INDEM are available in materials and the reports of fund http://www. indem.ru] show the population considers corruption as the dangerous and illegal phenomenon. It means  that mass consciousness supports one aspects of service infringements and at the same time rejected the other ones. In this small paper such situation is analyzed as contradiction. Here we’ll try to present the explanations, to design consequences of the situation and at last to offer such understanding of corruption in which the specified contradiction would be resolved.

Stereotype 1 - «Russians think about corruption negatively» - finds the confirmation in all mass polls devoted to studying of population’s attitude to corruption. Many organizations, including already mentioned fund "INDEM", carry out such researches, also at regional levels. Let notice the data only some of them. In 2007 The Institute of Political and Media researches conducted the survey of Rostov inhabitants and it was found out that 71.9 % of respondents regards to corruption negatively and sharply negatively.  Another 23,8 % keeps the neutral relation to it and positive responses about corruption were in less than 5 % answeres [6]. Other regional research is carried out in Khabarovsk territory in autumn of 2005. It showed «a significant part of the population - 64, 7 % considers that corruption cannot be justified under any conditions» [5]. Despite of a great amount of the persons tolerant to corruption, it is possible to mean 70 % is enough for consideration the dislike of corruption as stereotype. Some researches on psychology of corruption behavior connect such condemnation to translation of socially desirable answer, but also there is the rational explanation to such attitude which we’ll result below. 
 Stereotype 2: Russians justify and support corruption as "easy" service infringements, supposing friendly participation in the decision of service problems, protection, gratitude and so forth.  It occurs because these practices are not perceived as corruption in mass consciousness. On the contrary, the decision of problems using of personal ties was included in daily life of Russians and became such great that useful communications and having need people have taken the strong place in hierarchy of values. In 1997 the group of researchers under A. G. Efendiev management studied the Moscow students [10, p. 52]. It was found 57,6 % of the students mentioned useful communications and assistance of grand persons by a major factors determining vital success. It’s possible to conclude the communications and useful contacts don’t relate with corruption, but even are raise in a rank of valuable installations on the contrary. 

 The tolerant position of the population to "not monetary" kinds of corruption is confirmed with empirical researches too. « First of all the population understands as corruption illegal monetary operations (for example bribery, swindle, embezzlement of public funds) with participation of officials and, in a smaller measure, operation without including of money (such for example, as protectionism,  gifts, excess of powers, abusing a public property)» [5, p. 5, 40] 

The majority of social researchers wouldn’t agree with such opinion of the population in spite of the fact that discussions about that conditional line between corruption and not - corruption don’t finish in law and economic sciences. We’ve already mentioned this difficulty in studies of corruption. So from the lawyers’ point of view it’s necessary to set the material equivalent depending from minimal salary. Sociologists and economists determine criteria more flexibly offering to take into account not only the sum but also long or short term prospects of the affair and character of base ties (strong/weak). Nevertheless, majority of researchers are inclined to understand the corruption as complex of the abusings and to consider their as its versions. Probably it should to consider the corruption as a scale fixing a degree of corrupt essence different kinds of interactions. 

Especially this tendency is typical for foreign researchers. For example, French scientists J. Hallok and M. Poisson, studying corruption in education, refer to it (besides natural and traditional bribery) such forms of professional misconducts as discrimination to ethnic, political or social attributes, sexual harassment, private tutoring, use of student's work and others [11, p. 63]. It is doubtful that the majority of these really not so worthy acts would connect with corruption in mass consciousness of Russians. Nevertheless, this position has the bases and occurs frequently, therefore researches of protectionism, lobbyism, change of gifts and so forth carry in the general context of corruption researches.

Thus the stereotype about dislike of corruption gets along «a stereotype of tolerance» and promotes it’s popularization while «in practice the high public condemnation of corruption is not supported with personal motivation» [5, p. 42]. Such position results in balance which has found in the third stereotype « incurability of corruption». This stereotype is proved by the data on pessimistic mood of the population concerning an opportunity of the overcoming of corruption. «In the Rostov the answer on the question about an opportunity to win corruption was practically unequivocal - 78,7 % of respondents don’t trust that corruption will be ever defeated » [6, p. 10]. 

  It is possible to assume the contradiction between two stereotypes is the original basis of the third: despite of seeming dislike, corruption is ineradicable because of the majority of citizens understands it as a necessary, useful and convenient way of the decision of problems. It isn’t casually that according the same data the amount of citizens who are potentially ready to solve problems through bribes is increasing every year. For example, according to researches on Khabarovsk territory, the number of bribe extortions is less only the little than its offerings.
Certainly considering any informal contacts corrupted is  incorrect. There are a lot of Russian both foreign researches where is shown basic nonremovability of personal relations from sphere of service decisions. On the other hand, the favour to informal relations in service sphere, approval and support allow to correct obviously corruption actions by such way that externally they look as just informal. So, the bribe masked under gratitude or reciprocal service is not only more difficultly qualified as corruption act, but also looks quite decently from the ethical side. Thus popularity of informal practices promotes corruption also from it creates an ideal camouflage both with legal and moral point of view.

 It means that in practice and in the theory the understanding of corruption as bribery should be considered indissolubly from its understanding as specific informal relations. We’ve already marked that the authors conducting empirical researches treat one by just such a way. But as for theoretic works, all complex of the corruption phenomena doesn’t find the reflection so it causes discrepancy and narrowness of definitions. 

Russian researcher of corruption G.A.Satarov has repeatedly noted  such things.  He has offered to take into account these lacks in his model and to examine all set of actions within the frame of the system "principal - agent". We think this model is enough adequately for showing an essence of corruption behaviour of state officials but doesn’t fit for the analysis of corruption in specific spheres, for example, in education. Besides we’ve already mentioned that by no means all informal relations have the corruption contents, and this point also should be taken into account in modelling of corruption. Thus adequate definition and relevant model should show embeddedness of corruption in informal relations on the one hand and to delimit it from the other hand, leaving the territory without corruption. 

 We offer to consider such definition of corruption which would connect it with informal practices and allow taking into account their complex interaction. We  consider an opportunity of such definition on an example of that it is necessary to count corruption in sphere of higher education. 

Most important direction specifying sense of establishment as a whole is educational process. In this sphere all kinds of possible corruption relations realize features which make specificity of shadow life of educational establishment which distinguish it from similar attitudes in the business, industry, trade etc.  
Here we base on tradition in the sphere of researches on informal economy according to which corruption practices are understood as one side of shadow relations which are included, in turn, in wider space of informal relation[1, 4]. Such subordination of terms, on the one hand, and features of modern Russian universities,  on the another, allow to put forward the following thesis. It is necessary to understand corruption in high school in the widest sense as continuation of informal relations on the market basis, directed on infringement of institutions’ official rules. The semantic accent of this definition stresses the expression «market relations». It is offered as criterion of demarcation between informal and corruption practices. Hence if  market exchange isn’t a base of relations, such informal practices shouldn’t considered as corruption.

Following to the text above, corruption in higher education is included in the general network of daily contacts which are carried out both on the basis of market transaction and without them, so it should be examined only within the frame of the communications and it loses sense and depth of expression outside of this context. Concerning this thesis we agree with G.Satarov [7, page 4] who noticed that studying of informal norms is a primary factor determining success of researches on corruption both development of practical measures on its regulation.
At last some remarks to the term «space of informal relations». The line between official and informal relations as we’ve already mentioned, is conditional and fuzzy. Often in complex interactions of human contacts it is impossible to establish the formality degree, especially taking into account dynamism and changing of social life. Nevertheless, there is dominant strategy in relations and  we consider under the informal maximum contacts developing outside and besides of a necessary minimum, regulated by official rules.
In our opinion the theses above correct the problem lines of researches on corruption. We pay attention to those aspects which associate with corruption seldom, but at the same time they make institutional environment supporting and reproducing «monetary» corruption. The main task of social researches is to examine the informal space. This research gives not only a key to understanding of essence of corruption, but allows to reply by new way to the issues on popularity of corruption and opportunity of its overcoming. 
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