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Risk as a Vector of Corruption

Abstract: Risk represents the intention and achievement of a goal through decision-making
and the performance of actions in a situation where a possible (alternative) unfavorable outcome is
known in advance and excludes the attainment of the anticipated result (goal).

Risk is the conception and realization of a goal by an individual. Thus, risk constitutes an
intellectual (mental) and labor-related intentional activity of a person, without which the very
concept loses its meaning.

The primary elements of corruption are people. Corruption and its components are intentional
human acts. There is no corruption committed through negligence or by accident. Consequently,
corruption as an unintentional result of risk is an absurd notion, and the term “corruption risk” is a
semantic nonsense.

Keywords : risk; corruption; corruption risk; activity; corruptogenicity.

The conducted analysis of informational sources provides grounds to assert that, to date, there
is no unified definition of the concept of “corruption risk”, either in scientific doctrine or in norma-
tive legal regulation.

As a rule, this term is used in scholarly works addressing the application of anti-corruption
measures in public service [15; 1; 9], as well as in studies of the law-making process during the
conduct of anti-corruption expertise of normative legal acts [12; 14; 3; 2]. A number of researchers
interpret it as an assessment of the probability of the occurrence of corruption [6, p. 246], as a syno-
nym for the problem of corruption or the challenge it poses to a normally functioning society and
state [19]. There are also works in which corruption risks are viewed as “conditions for corrupt
manifestations” [12, p. 132], as the “possibility of committing corrupt acts” [1, p. 22], or as “cir-
cumstances, factors, and phenomena arising in the process of functioning of public authorities and
the performance of official duties by public servants, creating a situation of a possible commission
of a corruption offense” [9, p. 40].

Some researchers, when referring to the Corruption Perceptions Index compiled by Transpar-
ency International as a mechanism for assessing corruption risks, conflate corruption as a phenome-
non with corruption risks [10]. Others treat this term as an assessment of the probability of corrup-
tion occurrence, referring to the “reduction of corruption risks” [6, p. 246]. For certain authors,
“corruption risks” merely represent a synonym for the problem of corruption or the challenge it
poses to the normal functioning of society and the state [19]. In a number of studies, corruption
risks are defined as “conditions for corrupt manifestations” [12], the “possibility of committing cor-
rupt acts” [1], or “circumstances, factors, and phenomena arising in the functioning of public au-
thorities and in the performance of official duties by public servants that create a situation in which
a corruption offense may be committed” [9].
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The Guidance on Corruption Risk Assessment in Public Organizations issued by the United
Nations Office on Drugs and Crime explicitly states: “A distinction should be made between what
constitutes ‘corruption’ and what constitutes a ‘corruption risk’. While corruption refers to an of-
fense that has already been committed, corruption risk represents the possibility that a corruption
offense may be committed. In this sense, the response to corruption is reactive, whereas the re-
sponse to an identified corruption risk is preventive” [30, p. 5].

The Council of Europe document “Rationale and Outline of a Corruption Risk Assessment
(CRA) Methodology” states: “A risk-oriented approach to combating and preventing corruption
implies that countries, public authorities, and the private sector must be aware of the relevant risks
to which they are exposed and take measures, in an appropriate order and scope, to ensure their mit-
igation. Thus, it consists of identifying, assessing, and understanding risks, followed by the applica-
tion of appropriate measures” [29, p. 1].

In the section defining key terms and concepts of the CRA methodology, risk is described
broadly as “the effect of uncertainty on objectives (ISO definition). In the context of corruption, risk
corresponds to a combination of threats and vulnerabilities present in a system, multiplied by the
consequences that may arise if harm occurs” [29, p. 4].

The Corruption Risk Assessment Guidance by Transparency International notes that “corrup-
tion risk is equated with a set of institutional vulnerabilities within a system or process that may fa-
cilitate or contribute to corrupt actions; ... corruption risk is understood as a factor related to the
level of transparency and fairness within a process” [23, pp. 1-2].

Most scholars examining the content of the term “corruption risks” primarily focus on the
concept of “risk” itself [11].

The term “risk” has an ancient etymology. In its original literal interpretation, mentioned as
early as Homer, it denoted the “danger of maneuvering between rocks.” This interpretation is asso-
ciated with the Greek term ridsikon, the Latin ridsicare, and the French risdoe [20, p. 485].

The first attempts to conceptualize risk date back to the 13th century and are associated with
games of chance. From that time to the present day, scientific knowledge of risk has been enriched
by numerous theories; however, as noted above, no single universally accepted definition has been
developed [4].

Thus, the Collins Dictionary defines risk as something unpleasant that has a possibility of oc-
curring [22]. According to the Longman Dictionary, risk is the possibility that something bad, un-
pleasant, or dangerous may happen, or an action that may have negative outcomes [27]. Diction-
ary.com defines risk as exposure to the chance of injury or loss; a hazard or dangerous chance [24].
Lexico.com defines risk as a situation involving exposure to danger or the likelihood that something
unpleasant or undesirable may occur [26]. According to Merriam-Webster, risk is the possibility of
loss or injury; someone or something that creates or implies danger [28]. The Britannica Dictionary
defines risk as the possibility that something bad or unpleasant (such as injury or loss) will occur
[21]. Similar definitions are contained in other explanatory dictionaries [31; 32; 25; 17].

Thus, the most general understanding of risk is defined as the possibility (probability) of loss-
es arising from the adoption and implementation of specific decisions.

Accordingly, risk constitutes the intention and achievement of a goal through decision-
making and the performance of actions in a situation where a possible (alternative) unfavorable out-
come is known in advance and excludes the attainment of the anticipated result (goal).
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Risk is the conception and achievement of a goal by an individual. Therefore, risk represents
an intellectual (mental) and labor-related intentional activity of a person, without which the concept
itself loses meaning.

Activity is a conscious and active interaction of a subject (a rational being) with an object (the
surrounding reality), during which the subject purposefully influences the object, satisfying certain
needs and achieving a goal. Any meaningful activity of an individual or a group of persons may be
regarded as activity [7].

The primary elements of corruption are people. Corruption and its components are intentional
human acts. Corruption cannot occur through negligence or by accident. Consequently, corruption
as an unintentional result of risk is an absurdity, and the phrase “corruption risk” is a semantic aber-
ration.

Otherwise, when applied to the phrase “corruption risk,” the unfavorable outcome would be
the commission of an act of corruption.

This would imply that a person makes decisions and attempts to achieve a lawful and benefi-
cial goal while knowing that an alternative outcome may be a corrupt result. What kind of goal and
situation are these if corruption serves as their alternative?

Relatively recently, the concept of corruptogenicity has emerged in legal doctrine. It refers to
the ability of a factual circumstance (a condition, event, behavior of an individual or a group of per-
sons) to act as a cause or condition of corruption offenses [1; 13; 12]. Previously, such phenomena
were simply referred to as causes and conditions.

The concept of “corruptogenicity” derives from the components “corruption” and “-genic.”
The Encyclopedic Dictionary interprets “-genic” (from the Greek genes - generating, born) as a
component of compound words meaning “originating from something or producing something”
[15, p. 287]. According to the reference dictionary on psychomotorics, “genic” (from Greek genos -
origin, birth) is the second component of compound adjectives denoting a relation to origin or be-
ginning [8, p. 355]. The Large Encyclopedic Dictionary defines “-gen” and “-genic” (from Greek
genes - generating, born) as components of compound words indicating origin or production [5, p.
286]. The Explanatory Dictionary of Foreign Words defines “-genic” (Latin genos - origin) as a
component of compound adjectives meaning “related to origin” [18, p. 233].

Accordingly, the concept of “corruptogenicity” denotes something that generates or produces
corruption. In this context, the corruptogenicity of legislation implies the presence in a normative
legal act of factors that create conditions for the unlawful use of an official position contrary to the
legitimate interests of society and the state for the purpose of obtaining benefits in the form of prop-
erty, services of a property or non-property nature, or for the unlawful provision of such benefits to
the said person by others.

Summarizing the above, it may be asserted that “corruptiveness” represents the same condi-
tions and causes that generate and facilitate corruption, whereas the term “corruption risk” is an un-
successful journalistic synonym for these concepts.
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Risk korrupsiyanin vektoru Kimi

Xiilasa: Risk, gozlonilon naticonin (mogsadin) aldo edilmesini istisna edon, avvelcadeon
malum olan miimkiin (alternativ) alverissiz noticasi bir vaziyyatds gorar qabul va harakatlor etmok
yolu ilo magsads catmaq niyyatidir.

Risk insanin niyyoti vo mogsado catmasidir. Beloliklo, risk siiurlu, intellektual (zehni) vo
omok osasli insan faaliyyotidir vo onsuz bu anlayis 6z monasini itirir.

Korrupsiyanin osas elementlori insanlardir. Korrupsiya vo onun torkib hissolori insanlarin
gosdon etdiyi omollordir. Ehtiyatsizliq vo ya tosadiifon korrupsiya moévcud deyil. Buna goro do,
riskin gosdon olmayan naticosi kimi korrupsiya absurddur vo “korrupsiya riski” ifadosi monasizdir.

Korrupsiyanin asas elementlori insanlardir. Korrupsiya vo onun insanlarin qosdon toratdiyi
omollordir. Ehtiyatsizligdan vo ya tosadiifon korrupsiya olmur. Natico etibarilo, korrupsiyani riskin
geyri-ixtiyari noticosi kimi golomo vermok absurddur, “korrupsiya riski” birlogmosi iso -
abrakadabradir.

Acar sozlar: risk; korrupsiya; korrupsiya riski; foaliyyat; korrupsiyaogenlik.
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Puck kak BeKTOp KOppynuuu

A”HoTanus: Puck ectb HamMepeHUE U TOCTHKEHUE LIEIU IyTEeM MPUHITHSA PEIICHUNA U CO-
BEpILCHUS JCHCTBUI B CUTYyallUU C 3apaHee M3BECTHBIM BO3MOXKHBIM (aJIbTEPHATUBHBIM) HeOaro-
MPHUATHBIM UCXOI0M, HCKITIOUYAIOIUM TMOTYyUYEHHE MPEABOCXHUILIEHHOTO pe3ybTara (1elu).

Puck — 3aMbIcen U TOCTHKEHHUE 1ENH YelloBeKOM. Takum 00pa3oM, pUCK — HHTEIUIEKTyallbHas
(YMCTBeHHas1) U TPyJIOBas YMBIIIJICHHAs OEATEIBHOCTh YENOBEKa, 0€3 KOTOPOTO MOHSATHE TepsieT
CMBICIL.

OcHOBHBIE 3JIEMEHTBI Koppymniuuu Jitoau. Koppynius u e€ cocTaBisolue yMbIIICHHBIE €5~
Hus mozaei. Koppynuuu no HeoctopoxHOCTH MO0 ciydaiiHoi He ObiBaeT. CiieoBaTeiabHO, KOp-
pyMIUs KaKk HEYMBIIUICHHBIN PE3yJIbTaT pUCKa — a0CYp/I, @ CJIOBOCOYETAHUE KOPPYIIIUOHHBIN PUCK
— abpakamabpa.

KuroueBble ci10Ba: puCK; KOPpPYMNIUs; KOPPYMIMOHHBIN PHUCK; NEATEIbHOCTb; KOPPYILIHO-
T€HHOCTb.
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