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Abstract. Corruption remains a major challenge to good governance in countries. It reduces a country’s economic
development potential and the well-being of its citizens, which is why authorities are constantly looking for new ways to
combat it. Therefore, it is necessary to assess the existing methods of fighting corruption and analyse the experience of
other countries in this area. The research aimed to analyse the experience of Singapore, Finland, Denmark, South Korea,
and Kazakhstan in the context of combating corruption and to formulate recommendations on their basis for the Republic
of Kazakhstan. In the study, comparative law and legal modelling methods were utilised to analyse the differences in
anti-corruption legislation and enforcement between Kazakhstan and other countries. The differences that exist in these
states were described, as well as the reasons for achieving certain results in the fight against corruption, despite many
common approaches (tightening legislation, digitalisation of government processes, development of ethical and cultural
interactions in the country). Subsequently, an assessment was made of the opportunities for Kazakhstan to apply the
methods actively used in Singapore, Finland, Denmark, and South Korea to its specific development. It was pointed out
that it is worthwhile to implement extensive anti-corruption measures in all possible areas of the country, and that the
policies applied by the authorities should be comprehensive. It will be useful for improving public policies to counteract
unscrupulous behaviour on the part of public officials
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Introduction

Countering corruption is one of the key factors in improving
good governance (Luna-Pla & Nicolas-Carlock, 2020). It in-
cludes several measures related to creating an environment
in which it would be impossible or extremely difficult to
form any action involving the misuse of public money or
abuse of power. The reason for this is the variety of nega-
tive effects that corruption brings with it. The most obvious
among them is the decline in the general level of the eco-
nomic well-being of citizens, which arises from the fact that
funds allocated from the budget to social areas are not used
for their intended purpose. Moreover, qualified personnel in
such conditions tend to go abroad, which reduces the effi-
ciency of enterprises as well as the scientific and technolog-
ical potential. However, there are other effects as well. For
example, there is a deterioration of sentiment among the lo-
cal population and a decline in trust among citizens. There is
a decline in trust among citizens in state institutions, author-
ities, and the governance system as a whole. This can lead to
a sense of hopelessness and apathy among the population, as
well as a decrease in citizen participation in political life and
public affairs (Mugellini et al., 2021). In addition, it distorts
the market conditions in the country, as individual business-
es can profit from illegal contracts with government officials
rather than from competitive advantages. Corruption also
causes capital outflows from the country as it reduces in-
vestor confidence (Shahini, 2024). The quality of social pro-
grammes related to education or health is also deteriorating,
which negatively affects human capital (Androniceanu et
al.,, 2022). It is worth noting that there are many negative
effects of corruption, but not all of them, as in fact, their
number is enormous. That is why it is necessary to consider
and find measures to counteract unscrupulous behaviour by
civil servants in different countries. The study is relevant for
Kazakhstan in 2024 due to serious socio-economic challeng-
es that require effective anti-corruption measures, including
improving legislation and increasing transparency of public
procurement. In the context of global economic instability, it
is important to restore public trust in state institutions, tak-
ing into account new challenges in the fight against corrup-
tion and studying the successful practices of other countries,
such as Singapore and Denmark.

As part of the research, it was important to assess the
general features of Kazakhstan’s modern development. This
is how opportunities and problems in the country have been
studied by O. Demenko (2021). The scientist considers the
social features of the country’s functioning, as well as the
factors that affect its economic changes (diversification of
the economy, development of high-tech industries, etc.). The
paper by N. Alfirevi¢ et al. (2024) review anti-corruption re-
search in Southeast Europe and compare it with global and
regional literature. The authors emphasize the importance
of an interdisciplinary approach to understanding corrup-
tion that encompasses social, economic, and political fac-
tors. They note that corruption in the region is often rooted
in historical contexts and cultural traditions, which makes
it difficult to implement effective anti-corruption measures.
The study by D. Némec et al. (2021) focuses on the relation-
ship between corruption, taxation, and the shadow econo-
my. They point out that high levels of corruption lead to
lower tax revenues and foster the development of the infor-
mal economy, which in turn undermines economic stability.
The authors emphasize the need to reform the tax system
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and increase the transparency of financial flows to combat
these negative phenomena.

In the study by R. Pomfret (2022) analyses the interac-
tion between the European Union and Central Asia, in par-
ticular in the context of economic development and trade.
The author emphasizes that international cooperation can
play an important role in supporting anti-corruption initia-
tives in the region, as transparency and accountability in fi-
nancial matters are critical to attracting foreign investment.
The study indicates that corruption in Central Asia is a com-
plex socio-economic phenomenon that requires a compre-
hensive approach to overcome. The author emphasizes that
in order to successfully fight corruption, it is necessary to
focus on improving institutions, increasing transparency in
governance, and involving the international community in
the implementation of anti-corruption strategies.

A similar study on the new goals of economic and social
development of the country is carried out by A. Figus and
D.N. Shaikin (2019). The scientists described the impact of
Kazakhstan’s new economic strategy on the future develop-
ment of the country. Works aimed at studying corruption
in the country and methods of combating it also played
an important role. Thus, S. Akhmetzhanov and S. Orazgal-
iyev (2021) studied corruption in Kazakhstan in terms of
trade unions, pointing to the reduced capacity to protect
workers, i.e., to fulfil their immediate obligations. Z. Kham-
itov et al. (2022) examine the problem of unfair public pro-
curement in the country, and the complicity of officials and
suppliers in corrupt practices in this area of activity. Y. Kaly-
uzhnova and M. Belitski (2019), in turn, assessed the impact
of corruption on the activities of local content companies,
looking at the specifics in terms of regions of Kazakhstan.
It is worth noting, however, that in the current scientific
literature, there are quite a few works aimed at studying
this phenomenon in the Republic of Kazakhstan, which once
again indicates the relevance of the research.

The objective of the research is to analyse the anti-cor-
ruption experiences of Singapore, Finland, Denmark, South
Korea, and Kazakhstan, and to develop recommendations
for the Republic of Kazakhstan based on this analysis. The
objectives of the study were as follows: to evaluate the effec-
tiveness of the anti-corruption strategies implemented in the
selected countries, focusing on their impact on governance
and economic development; to identify the key factors con-
tributing to successful anti-corruption measures and assess
their applicability to the context of Kazakhstan.

Materials and methods
Some components of the Kazakh legal framework were
used, namely the Law of the Republic of Kazakhstan “On
Combating Corruption” (2015). The study also analysed the
Law of the Republic of Kazakhstan No. 106-VIII “On Public
Procurement” (2024), adopted in July 2024. The law aimed
to increase transparency in public procurement and prevent
corruption by providing clear tender procedures and control
over the use of public funds. Its provisions are aimed at min-
imizing corrupt practices through open tender processes and
accountability of officials. Data provided by some internation-
al organisations, such as Transparency International (2023),
was used. Information from selected websites that provide
statistical data on economic development, such as Macro-
trends (Singapore GDP 1960-2023, 2023), was also useful.
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The study used only official legislative acts of four coun-
tries to analyse anti-corruption practices: Singapore, Finland,
Denmark and South Korea. The main legal acts that were
analysed include the Prevention of Corruption Act (1960),
which is the main legislative act in this country regulating
the fight against corruption. It was adopted in June 1960
and establishes criminal sanctions for corruption offenses. In
Finland, the Criminal Code of Finland (1889) was used for
the study, which contains provisions on bribery and abuse of
power. The Code was adopted in 1889, but was substantially
updated in 2011 to take into account modern challenges in
the fight against corruption.

The analysis of the Danish legislation was based on the
Criminal Code of Denmark (2009), which established the
legal framework for punishing corruption offenses in the
country. The Code was updated in June 2009 and its pro-
visions were adapted to international standards in the field
of corruption prevention. For South Korea, the Act of South
Korea “On the Prevention of Corruption and the Establish-
ment and Management of the Anti-Corruption and Civil
Rights Commission” (2019) was used. This act was adopted
in December 2019 and establishes a system of anti-corrup-
tion management and mechanisms for public oversight of
government activities. These legislative acts provided the
basis for a comparative analysis of anti-corruption practices
and determining the effectiveness of legal mechanisms used
to fight corruption in these countries.

There is not enough data in the public domain about
how corrupt countries are, or whether they are combating
corruption. The only available index that can give an over-
all picture of the state of a country’s fight against corrup-
tion is the CPI (Corruption Perceptions Index). CPI is based
on assessments and surveys of experts and business leaders
on the level of corruption in the public sector in different
countries. The CPI methodology uses data from several inde-
pendent sources, such as business surveys and expert opin-
ion analysis, to create a composite index that reflects the
perception of corruption in a country. Other data that could
help measure corruption occurrences is the number of cor-
ruption-related complaints or the number of criminal cases
where public officials have exaggerated their public duties.
Various official resources were used to analyse statistics on
corruption-related criminal offenses. Data for Kazakhstan
were taken from the General Prosecutor’s Office of the Re-
public of Kazakhstan (n.d.). For information on other coun-
tries, such as Finland, the official resource of the Ministry
of Justice of Finland (n.d.) was used. Global-level analytical
data was obtained from the website of Transparency Interna-
tional, 2023), and for Singapore, from the Corrupt Practices
Investigation Bureau (n.d.). Each of these sources provided

up-to-date information on the status of corruption offenses
and anti-corruption measures in the respective countries. Such
information is often not publicly available, highlighting the
need for international organisations or countries to provide
more data on the fight against corruption. The countries ana-
lysed together with Kazakhstan in terms of their approach to
combating the phenomenon were Finland, Denmark, Singa-
pore and South Korea. The first two are from Europe, which
has a very developed anti-corruption system. Singapore and
South Korea are both fast-developing countries that also
have specific, sometimes peculiar, methods of fighting cor-
ruption. This was the reason for choosing them for the study.

Comparative law was used to analyse the differences
in legislation and enforcement between Kazakhstan, Sin-
gapore, Finland, Denmark and South Korea. In particular,
this method helped to assess the effectiveness of measures
such as transparency in public procurement in Kazakhstan
compared to stricter regulations in Singapore, where there
is strict liability for corruption offenses. This allowed us to
understand why certain countries demonstrate lower levels
of corruption due to specific legal norms. The legal mod-
elling method was used to create proposals for improving
Kazakhstan’s anti-corruption legislation. Based on the anal-
ysis of successful practices of other countries, possible ways
of adapting anti-corruption laws to the Kazakh legal system
were modelled, in particular in terms of ensuring greater
control over financial flows in the public sector.

Results

To assess the effectiveness of a country’s anti-corruption
measures, the CPI, which is based on many indicators, in-
cluding surveys of businesses, as to the level of corruption
in the country, will be used. The data for the five selected
countries can be seen in table 1. Kazakhstan lags far behind
most of the countries that have been compared, including
Singapore, Finland and Denmark, which are consistently at
the top of global anti-corruption rankings. For example, in
2022, Kazakhstan had a score of 36 on the Corruption Per-
ceptions Index (CPI), while Singapore and Denmark scored
83 and 90 respectively (Transparency International, 2022).
This suggests that Kazakhstan still has work to do to im-
prove its position in the fight against corruption. Kazakhstan
shows positive trends in the growth of the index, but it is
not always ahead of its neighbours in terms of growth rates.
For example, over the past few years, Kazakhstan has man-
aged to increase its CPI from 30 to 36, while neighbouring
countries such as Uzbekistan have also shown growth, but
from a lower base. This shows that although Kazakhstan has
positive dynamics, it is not the undisputed leader in terms of
growth in the region (OECD, 2022).

Table 1. CPI data for selected countries from 2012 to 2023

Countries  Kazakhstan Singapore Denmark Finland Is(?):ttzl; Uzbekistan Kyrgyzstan  Ukraine
2012 28 87 90 90 56 30 27 26
2013 26 86 91 89 55 29 25 25
2014 29 84 92 89 55 33 29 27
2015 28 85 91 90 56 32 30 27
2016 29 84 90 89 53 30 31 29
2017 31 84 88 85 54 34 30 30
2018 31 85 88 85 57 36 31 32
2019 34 85 87 86 59 36 32 30
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Table 1, Continued

Countries Kazakhstan Singapore Denmark Finland ;z:zg Uzbekistan Kyrgyzstan  Ukraine
2020 38 85 88 85 61 39 33 31
2021 37 85 88 88 62 42 35 32
2022 36 83 90 87 63 40 36 33
2023 37 84 91 88 64 43 38 34

Changes per 8 -4 0 -3 7 13 11 8
category

Changes, % 28.6 -4.6 0 -3.3 4.5 43.3 40.7 30.8

Average growth g 0.4 0.5 0.3 3.2 5.4 4.2 3.1

rate, %

Source: Transparency International (2023)

Kazakhstan’s progress in the fight against corruption can
be explained by a number of factors, including active reforms
of anti-corruption legislation, the creation of new institutions
to control corrupt practices, and the growing attention of in-
ternational organizations to this problem. For example, the
introduction of new technologies in the public procurement
process and programs to raise public awareness of corrupt
practices have become important steps towards improving
the situation (World Bank, 2023). Kazakhstan’s significant
4-point jump between 2019 and 2020 can be attributed to
several key factors. Firstly, the introduction of new anti-cor-
ruption laws that increased liability for corruption crimes.
Secondly, the intensification of the work of anti-corruption
bodies, which led to an increase in the level of investigations.
Thirdly, the growth of public awareness and involvement
of the population in the fight against corruption through
various educational programs. Finally, active international
cooperation and support from organizations such as Trans-
parency International have also played an important role in
this progress (United Nations Development Program, 2022).
Finland’s 4-point decline in 2017 can be attributed to sev-
eral factors. First, there were scandals involving political
figures that reduced public confidence in institutions. Sec-
ondly, the growing international attention to corruption
in the security and foreign policy spheres revealed some
structural vulnerabilities in the system. There has also been
criticism of insufficient control over party and campaign fi-
nancing, which may have emphasised the need for improved
anti-corruption measures (OECD, 2017; Yle News, 2018).

It is worth separately considering the specifics of com-
bating the misuse of power by civil servants in these coun-
tries. Singapore has a very successful history of fighting
corruption that started in 1960 with the rule of Lee Kuan
Yew (Moldogaziev & Liu, 2021). The principles that were
adopted then are still relevant today. Thus, the modern an-
ti-corruption system in Singapore consists of the following
variables: high salaries for civil servants (which makes them
less likely to be bribed), a system of severe punishment for
corrupt acts (imprisonment, fines, confiscation of property
and even the death penalty), independence of the corruption
agency, transparency in public procurement, increased con-
trol over political party finances, and education and public
awareness of the problems that corruption can cause.

Singapore’s modern anti-corruption system is based on
comprehensive legislation that contains key provisions to
ensure an effective fight against corruption. One of the most
important acts is the Prevention of Corruption Act (1960),

which establishes severe penalties for corruption offenses,
including imprisonment, fines and even confiscation of prop-
erty. This law also defines the corrupt acts that are subject
to criminal prosecution and provides the legal basis for an-
ti-corruption bodies such as the Corrupt Practices Investiga-
tion Bureau (n.d.). The Prevention of Corruption Act (1988)
ensures the independence of the bureau, which is critical for
its effective work. The Bureau is authorised to conduct in-
vestigations and collect evidence in corruption cases, as well
as to cooperate with other law enforcement agencies. This
ensures transparency in the investigation of corruption cases
and increases public confidence in the legal system.

Singapore has also taken steps to increase transparency
in public procurement through the Government Procure-
ment Act (1997), which requires an open and competitive
process for contracting. This law helps to prevent abusive
and corrupt practices in the procurement process by ensur-
ing that information is clear and accessible to the public.
Thus, ensuring transparency in the finances of political par-
ties and election campaigns has also become an important
part of the anti-corruption strategy, which helps to strength-
en public confidence in state institutions.

Singapore has been emphasizing the importance of
education and raising public awareness about corruption.
Training programs and information campaigns conducted by
government agencies are aimed at creating an understand-
ing of the negative consequences of corruption and ways to
prevent it. This approach contributes to strengthening moral
norms in society and encourages active participation of cit-
izens in the fight against corruption (Transparency Interna-
tional, 2023). These elements indicate that Singapore’s an-
ti-corruption system is one of the most effective in the world,
thanks to a comprehensive approach that combines strict
legislation, independent anti-corruption agencies, transpar-
ency in finance, and active public education.

The most characteristic feature of this system is the
brutality with which Lee Kuan Yew opposed the phenom-
enon, even when the events of misconduct by government
officials were directly related to his family members or
friends. The model built in Singapore is therefore often re-
ferred to as the “zero-tolerance system”. As figure 1 shows,
Singapore’s GDP has increased 567 times in the last 60
years, which is substantial. At the same time, Kazakhstan,
a fast-growing transition country, has not managed to show
a similar result despite all prospects: between 1990 and
2021, Singapore’s GDP increased 11-fold, while Kazakh-
stan’s increased 7.3-fold. This indirectly demonstrates the
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effectiveness of the country’s anti-corruption policies. The
Pearson correlation coefficient between the CPI and GDP
for Singapore from 2012 to 2020 is approximately -0.43.
This indicates a moderate negative correlation, suggesting
that as Singapore’s CPI (reflecting perceptions of lower cor-
ruption) remained relatively stable, its GDP continued to
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increase, but not in direct proportion. Thus, while Singa-
pore’s economic growth is significant, it does not necessar-
ily correlate strongly with changes in its CPI during this
period. This finding suggests that other factors may also
contribute to Singapore’s economic performance beyond
anti-corruption measures alone.

2

Figure 1. GDP figures for Singapore and Kazakhstan from 1960 to 2020, billion dollars

Source: Singapore GDP 1960-2023 (2023)

In 2022, about 2,500 cases of corruption-related offens-
es were registered in Kazakhstan, which is significantly high-
er than in other countries studied. For example, Finland re-
corded only about 50 cases, and Denmark had about 40 such
offenses (Report: Finland ranks second, 2023). These figures
confirm that these countries have effective anti-corruption
measures and transparent public administration systems
(Transparency International, 2023). In Singapore, which is
known for its tough anti-corruption policy, the number of
cases was even lower — less than 30, according to the Cor-
rupt Practices Investigation Bureau (n.d.). In South Korea,
where there is an active fight against corruption, about 300
cases were recorded. These statistics indicate that in coun-
tries with well-developed anti-corruption mechanisms, such
as Singapore and Finland, the level of corruption remains
minimal due to a strict legal framework and oversight. At
the same time, in Kazakhstan, the high level of reported of-
fenses reflects the need to further improve the anti-corrup-
tion system and strengthen control measures (General Pros-
ecutor’s Office..., n.d.).

Denmark also demonstrates a high level of effectiveness
in combating corruption (Pomfret, 2022). There is also a
high level of accountability for misconduct on the part of
civil servants, although it is lower than in Singapore. The
country also has a “zero-tolerance approach to corruption”
which can be seen in some social processes. When apply-
ing for a job, a citizen must sign a special anti-corruption

contract to refuse to give or take bribes. If the contract is
violated, the employee is dismissed, and a separate note ap-
pears on the employee’s character sheet indicating corrupt
practices. In addition, the country uses the latest technology
to ensure transparency in public procurement and to reduce
bureaucracy as much as possible (Transparency Internation-
al, 2023). A key feature of the local approach is an emphasis
on cultural and ethical factors. In other words, the country
comprehensively implements policies related to the develop-
ment of morality and honour of officials, the formation of a
quality legal culture and a negative attitude towards corrup-
tion. The difference with the Singapore approach where eth-
ical standards were not paid so much attention is immedi-
ately noticeable. The country’s anti-corruption focus is also
on the private sector, with both civil servants and corpora-
tions being monitored to make any attempts at corruption
even less likely (Kyrychok et al., 2024). All of the country’s
policies are designed to attract more investment, use public
funds efficiently and improve the country’s overall image on
the world stage, all of which have a positive impact on eco-
nomic development (Government Procurement Act, 1997).
Finland is also one of the countries that have been quite
effective in combating corruption (Groop, 2021). The reason
for this was a scandal in the 1990s among members of the
government, which led to the criminal prosecution of sever-
al high-ranking officials and party leaders (Gillian, 2024).
Since then, the Finnish government has introduced several



anti-corruption measures, which have been effective enough
to give the country a top ranking in the Corruption Percep-
tions Index (Transparency International, 2023). Regarding
the measures taken by the country, it has a high level of
transparency (i.e., laws that require public authorities and
businesses to publish information about their activities and
budget expenditure), a high level of independence of justice,
and a strong code of ethics among its citizens and public
officials. The authorities also regularly carry out activities
to raise awareness of the harm caused by corruption and use
the latest technology to detect malpractice among officials,
e.g., the electronic trading system of public procurement.
The main peculiarity in this area in Finland, however, is
that there is no anti-corruption law in Finland, nor is there
a government authority to control corruption (Report: Fin-
land ranks second, 2023). Therefore, for example, bribery is
regarded as part of a criminal offence and is regulated at all
levels of legislation and control systems. The judiciary and
law enforcement authorities oversee the implementation of
anti-corruption measures; the Chancellor of Justice and the
Parliamentary Ombudsman play an important role in this
process (Criminal Code of Finland, 1889).

Finland has lost several points in the CPI in recent years
due to a number of factors related to political finance man-
agement and general transparency in public institutions.
One of the main reasons was a scandal related to the lack
of transparency in political party funding, which led to in-
creased criticism from both the media and international
organizations. In particular, the issue of financing election
campaigns and political parties was insufficiently regulated,
which caused concern among the public and internation-
al experts. Another reason was the concern about abuses
in public procurement and high-level decisions, which, al-
though not widespread, had a negative impact on the per-
ception of transparency and integrity in public institutions.
International attention to such issues has complicated Fin-
land’s image as a low-corruption country, which has been
reflected in the CPI (Report: Finland ranks second, 2023).

South Korea is different from the countries analysed
above. It is not among the top ten countries in terms of
fighting corruption, but it has shown good results in com-
bating corruption A. Androniceanu et al. (2022). The history
of combating this phenomenon began in the 1960s when the
country was experiencing rapid economic development, but
at the same time was experiencing high levels of corruption.
Its impact was particularly strong in the 1970s and 1980s
when the country was under a de facto authoritarian regime:
corruption was then widespread in all spheres of life, includ-
ing government, business, and education. Following the es-
tablishment of anti-corruption agencies and several laws, the
situation has started to improve (Supreme Justice, 2023). In
2024, the authorities are also trying to ensure the openness
of state processes, and independence of justice and to form a
civic attitude among citizens regarding the harms of corrup-
tion. In particular, the Online Procedures Enhancement for
Civil Applications (OPEN) system is in place, where citizens
can submit complaints if they observe problems with a par-
ticular official (Tracking the work of..., 2024) The practice
of minimising government regulation in certain processes is
also interesting, if possible. In other words, policies are in
place to limit the interaction of government officials with
businesses or any other economic activity. A significant
problem for the country in terms of combating corruption is
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widespread “nepotism”: historically, businessmen have re-
cruited friends and relatives to key positions. This is why,
in such major Korean companies as Korean Airlines, Hanjin,
Lotte and others, almost all top positions are occupied by
people close to the management. And while this is also com-
mon in European and American companies, in South Korea
the trend is much more widespread (Gillian, 2024).

Lastly, it is worth considering the peculiarities of the
functioning of the anti-corruption system in the Republic of
Kazakhstan. The history of combating corruption began in
the 1990s, after the collapse of the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics and the withdrawal of countries from the union
and the beginning of the formation of an anti-corruption
strategy. This process began in 1998 after the adoption of
the Law of the Republic of Kazakhstan “On the Fight Against
Corruption” (1998), which is no longer in force now of writ-
ing the research, and the current Law is the Law of the Re-
public of Kazakhstan “On Combating Corruption” (2015).
There have also been reforms in the judicial system, separate
bodies have been opened to deal with corruption and old
laws have been hardened.

However, the existing legislation is still relatively le-
nient compared to other countries in terms of combating
corruption. The legislation also has problems in the imple-
mentation of its functions and needs to be improved. The
fight against corruption is a key condition for ensuring
transparency and accountability in any country, and this is-
sue is particularly relevant for transition economies such as
Kazakhstan. In order to assess the effectiveness of anti-cor-
ruption measures, it is important to compare the legislative
approaches and law enforcement practices in Kazakhstan
with countries that have achieved significant success in this
area, such as Denmark and Singapore. This comparison will
help to understand what mechanisms and approaches can be
successfully implemented in the Kazakh legal system.

Kazakhstan has a well-developed anti-corruption legis-
lation covering various forms of corruption offenses, such as
bribery, abuse of power and money laundering. However,
the system is often criticized for incomplete implementa-
tion and lack of effectiveness. In Denmark and Singapore,
the laws clearly define all major forms of corruption, and
their enforcement is rigorous and transparent. Singapore,
for example, has the Prevention of Corruption Act, which
covers all corruption offenses and provides for severe pen-
alties. The Anti-Corruption Agency is responsible for fight-
ing corruption, but is often criticized for political influence.
In Denmark, the fight against corruption is entrusted to
specialized bodies that operate independently of political
structures. In Singapore, the Corrupt Practices Investigation
Bureau (CPIB) has full independence from the government
and strong investigative powers, making it one of the most
effective anti-corruption bodies in the world.

Kazakhstan provides for fines, prison terms, and bans
on holding certain positions. However, practice often shows
that these sanctions are applied selectively. In Denmark,
penalties include imprisonment and large fines, and they ap-
ply to both individuals and legal entities. In Singapore, the
sanctions are even more severe: both individuals and com-
panies are prosecuted, with the possibility of confiscation of
property and long prison terms. Kazakhstan has a system of
public income declarations of officials and tender control,
but the problem is the actual implementation of these mech-
anisms. In Denmark and Singapore, access to information
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on public contracts is open, which contributes to increased
transparency in public procurement and minimizes the risk
of corruption (Karamyshev, 2019). Singapore has imple-
mented the OPEN system to monitor public procurement,
allowing citizens to track the processes.

Kazakhstan is a party to the UN Convention against
Corruption, which reflects the country’s commitment to the
international fight against corruption, but the level of co-
operation with international organizations remains limited.
This limits the possibility of implementing international best
practices and ensuring more effective control over transna-
tional corruption. At the same time, Denmark and Singapore
have not only signed a number of international agreements,
but also actively cooperate with organizations such as Trans-
parency International, which allows them to have a high lev-
el of trust and effectiveness in anti-corruption activities.

It is also important to note that the level of law en-
forcement practice in Kazakhstan remains problematic, as
the number of investigations of corruption cases and their
prosecution is relatively low. This indicates the weakness
of local anti-corruption bodies, which often face political
influence and limited resources. In contrast, in Denmark
and Singapore, the majority of investigated corruption cases
result in convictions, which is an indicator of high law en-
forcement effectiveness. The success of these countries in the
fight against corruption lies in the independence of anti-cor-
ruption bodies, strict legislation and effective international
cooperation, which creates the preconditions for prompt and
fair punishment of perpetrators (Kostiuk & Iryna, 2024).

This study analysed the effectiveness of anti-corruption
measures in several countries, including Kazakhstan, Den-
mark, Singapore, and additionally considered data on Fin-
land, South Korea and other countries. The CPI data show
that Kazakhstan lags far behind countries such as Singapore
and Denmark, where the fight against corruption is extreme-
ly effective. However, the country is showing some progress
thanks to reforms and international support. The significant
jump in Kazakhstan’s score between 2019 and 2020 is due to
the introduction of new laws and the activation of anti-cor-
ruption bodies. Denmark and Singapore stand out not only
for their strict legislation, but also for the high level of trans-
parency and independence of their anti-corruption bodies,
which ensures the high efficiency of their systems.

Discussion
Kazakhstan’s anti-corruption legislation has undergone sig-
nificant changes in recent years, but the issue of its com-
pliance with international standards remains relevant. For
a deeper understanding of the legal challenges and short-
comings in the fight against corruption, it is worth paying
attention to works analysing both theoretical and practical
aspects of this legislation. The role of e-governance in gov-
ernment processes is assessed by T. Alam et al. (2023). They
point out that transparency and accountability play an im-
portant role in reducing corruption. Researchers have shown
that the use of e-governance has significantly increased the
effectiveness of providing information to citizens in coun-
tries where such technology has been used, thereby reduc-
ing the potential for corruption. This demonstrates that
electronic technologies should be used by all countries to
combat the abuse of power by public officials (Yudina et
al., 2024). It is worth noting that in the Republic of Kazakh-
stan, e-technologies are also widespread among government

bodies and agencies. One example of the use of electronic
technologies is the E.gov portal, where citizens can obtain
information about public services, submit applications,
and receive various documents right from home. A simi-
lar mechanism has been implemented in the judicial system
and is called “e-justice”, which allows judges to work with
electronic documents and communicate with participants in
the process via the Internet (Supreme Justice, 2023). This
significantly increases the quality of the country’s judicial
system. The role of digitisation of public services is also ex-
plored in their study by A. Androniceanu et al. (2022). They
carry out their study within the framework of the European
Union. The researchers conclude that digitisation of the ad-
ministration is one of the most effective ways of reducing
corruption in the public sector. This reaffirms the fact that
digitisation of the links between the different lanes of the
public sector is an important part of the modern functioning
of national economies.

D. Nemec et al. (2022) also assessed the impact that cor-
ruption can have during the transition to the fourth industri-
al revolution. Researchers noted that during this period, this
phenomenon may become an obstacle to progress, especially
in terms of a slowdown in capital formation in the formal
economy. This, in turn, will lead to insufficient investment
and investment in the technology industry, which may lead
to underdevelopment. Therefore, the state must secure a
non-corrupt public administration environment to reduce the
size of the shadow economy (Ketners & Tsiatkovska, 2024).
The relationship between the level of corruption and the ef-
ficiency of the local and central government has been stud-
ied by T.T. Moldogaziev and C. Liu (2021). They noted that
there is a negative correlation between perceived levels of
corruption in society and assessments of organisational per-
formance (the study was based on 12 transition countries
in Europe and Asia). This suggests that such activity on the
part of public authorities about the unfair use of their pow-
ers leads to a decrease in the efficiency of their functioning.

How different types of public sector reforms affected
the level of corruption in their research was assessed by
G. Mugellini et al. (2021). Their study found that nation-
al policies focusing on control and deterrence of corruption
(i.e., increasing the likelihood of detection and increasing
the sanctions for those offenders) reduce corrupt behaviour
while creating positive incentives for not using corrupt meas-
ures helps to reinforce such behaviour. Scholars have also
noted that moral leverage can also play a role in reducing
corruption, suggesting a role in educating society about the
harms of this phenomenon. However, these activities have a
longer-term effect, and the use of controls and deterrents is
better for a quicker effect.

Thus, a state policy of fighting corruption is essential for
the economic development of the country and the well-being
of its citizens. Although the methods used to combat this
phenomenon are quite similar in different countries, they
still have some differences and emphases (on strict laws
and repressive measures, as in Singapore, or development
of culture and ethics among the society and civil servants,
as in Denmark and Finland). The effectiveness of any ap-
proach depends to a large extent on the mentality of the
local population and the historical development of the area.
This explains the fact that some approaches may be com-
pletely useless in different regions. Therefore, the state au-
thorities of the Republic of Kazakhstan should shape their



anti-corruption policy by evaluating not only the successes
or failures of other countries but also taking local peculiar-
ities into account. In modern conditions, it is worth paying
special attention to the application of the newest technolo-
gies for state structures, digitalisation, and automation of
internal processes. This not only makes it possible to fight
corruption effectively and without regard to human factors
but also leads to positive results rather quickly.

Conclusions

This article analyses the effectiveness of anti-corruption
measures in several countries, such as Kazakhstan, Den-
mark, Finland, Singapore, and South Korea, to assess their
achievements in fighting corruption. The main subject of the
study was to determine the level of corruption in Kazakh-
stan in comparison with other countries through the Corrup-
tion Perceptions Index and other indicators. The author has
achieved the goal of the study by providing a clear analysis
of the reasons why Kazakhstan is lagging behind such coun-
tries as Singapore and Denmark in the fight against corrup-
tion. The results of the study showed that Kazakhstan, de-
spite the positive dynamic changes in the CPI index, still has
significant problems with the effectiveness of anti-corruption
activities and their implementation in practice. While Singa-
pore and Denmark demonstrate high levels of transparency
and accountability, Kazakhstan is only beginning to reform
its system and strengthen control over corruption crimes.

The study reveals that Kazakhstan made considerable
strides in its anti-corruption efforts between 2019 and 2020,
largely due to the adoption of more robust legal frameworks
and the increased activity of anti-corruption agencies. This
improvement, demonstrated by the significant rise in the
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identifies persistent issues that hinder Kazakhstan’s contin-
ued progress. The success of Denmark and Singapore in com-
bating corruption is rooted in their strict legal frameworks,
covering various forms of corruption such as bribery and
abuse of power. Both countries’ anti-corruption agencies op-
erate independently from political influence, ensuring im-
partial investigations and accountability. This independence
is crucial to their effective enforcement of anti-corruption
measures. To advance Kazakhstan’s progress in the fight
against corruption, future research should focus on several
critical areas. It is necessary to conduct a deeper analysis of
corruption prevention mechanisms, such as the transparency
of public officials’ income and assets declarations. Research
should explore how to improve the consistency and thor-
oughness of these declarations, as well as how to enhance
public access to such information.

Future studies should delve into the international di-
mension of anti-corruption efforts, particularly how Kazakh-
stan can enhance its cooperation with global organizations
such as the United Nations and Transparency International.
Strengthening international partnerships could improve the
country’s capacity to address transnational corruption and
adopt best practices from leading countries in this field. Last-
ly, research on building public awareness and civic engage-
ment in anti-corruption initiatives would provide valuable
insights into how grassroots movements and educational
campaigns can contribute to reducing corruption at all levels
of society. These areas of inquiry will help to further refine
Kazakhstan’s anti-corruption strategies and ensure that fu-
ture reforms are both comprehensive and sustainable.
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AnoTanisa. Kopymiis 3a7MIIA€ThCA OCHOBHOK MPOOJIEMOI0 AJIA HAJIEXHOTO BpsAYBaHHA B KpaiHax. BoHa 3HUXYeE
MOTeHIliaJ eKOHOMiUYHOT'O PO3BUTKY KpaiHu Ta 106po0yT il rpoMafsAH, TOMY BJjIafja MOCTilHO IIyKae HOBi NIIAXU 60pOTHOU
3 Hero. ToMy HeoOXiZJHO OLIHUTH iCHYI0UYi MeToAu 60poThOU 3 KOPYMLI€ Ta IpoaHasli3yBaTH JOCBiA iHMNMX KpalH y Wil
cdepi. MeToro focixeHHs Oyjio npoaHanidyBatu focsif Cinranypy, ®@innanpaii, Jauxii, ITiBgeHHol Kopel Ta Kazaxcrany
B KOHTEKCTi 60poThOH 3 KOpymIjieo Ta ¢GopMyJsiroBaHHA Ha Oro OCHOBI pekoMeHpaniil nya Pecny6siku Kasaxcran. ¥
JOCJTiKeHHi 6yJIi BUKOPUCTaHI MeTOAU MOPiBHAJIBHOIO IpaBa Ta MPaBOBOr0 MOJIETIOBAHHSA JJIA aHAJIi3y BigMiHHOCTEH
B aHTUKOPYII[ilTHOMY 3aKOHOAABCTBi Ta IpaBo3acTocyBaHHi Mix KazaxcraHoMm Ta iHmwmmu kpainamu. Bynu omnucani
BiAMIHHOCTI, fAKi iCHYIOTb y IIUX AepkaBax, a TaKOX NMPUUYNHU JOCATHEHH: [IeBHUX Pe3yJIbTaTiB y 60poTh0i 3 Kopymiii€io,
He3BaXKaloyu Ha 6arato CHiJIbBHUX MiAXo/iB (MOCUJIEHHA 3aKOHOIABCTBA, AiAKUTaTi3allid JepKaBHUX MPOIIECiB, PO3BUTOK
e€TUYHUX i KyJIbTYPHUX B3a€MOJIii y KpaiHi). ITo3a Tum, 6yJ10 JaHO OL[iHKY MOXJINBOCTAM KazaxcTaHy 3acTOCyBaTH METOAM,
AKI aKTUBHO BUKOPHUCTOBYIOThCA B CiHranypi, ®inanaii, Janii ta [TiBgeHHii Kopei, 114 cBoro crenrdivyHoro po3BUTKY.
Byo 3a3HaueHo, 10 jepXaBi BApTO BIPOBA/KYBaTH MINPOKi aHTUKOPYIIiNHI 3aX0U B yCiX MOXIMBUX cepax KpaiHu,
a TOJIiTHKA, AKY 3aCTOCOBYE BJIaa, TOBUHHA OyTU KOMILJIeKCHOI0. JlocimkeHHs Oye KOPUCHUM [AJiA BAOCKOHAJIEHHS
Jiep>kaBHOI MOJIITHUKY, CIIPSMOBAHOI Ha NMPOTH/iI0 HeJOOPOCOBiCHIN MOBeiHIi 3 OOKY JepXXaBHUX CJIyKOOBI[iB

Ki1r04oBi cjioBa: €KOHOMIYHWE PO3BUTOK; BPSAAYBaHHS; JepkaBHa MOJIiTHKa; ePeKTUBHICTh MiJANMPUEMCTB; AOBipa
iHBecTOpiB
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