Only Persistence and perseverance can dent corruption edifice: Muyanja Ssenyonga

The urge to write is sometimes aroused by the banning issue, which this time happens to be anti-corruption efforts to rid the developing world of one of the most despicable symbols of preying of man against man ever conceived by man himself. It is about attempts of one section of society to accumulate as much wealth as possible without ever thinking about the repercussions of their actions of the powerless members of the society. Like the cost of all transactions, the final bearer is one who does not have any means to transfer the cost to somebody else, either because he /she has nothing to sell or render to some other party or even if there something to sell, then the supply of it is abundant with the implication that there is hardly any bargaining power to force the purchase. Definitely, the most vulnerable of the society, the riffraff, the blue-collar job workers, which of course constitutes the largest proportion of the society. Call, it the silent majority.  The core of this missive is the anti corruption body, which has become the norm in many countries as one of the weapons deployed to deal with the malfeasance problem, It is one of the, most potent weapons in the fight against the scum, yet might end becoming the paper tiger with the most barking sound if the requisite conditions are not put right prior, in the course, and in the aftermath of the body’s establishment. Let is talk about, precisely of course, the characteristics of the corruption in most developing countries, at least as have been identified, before delving into the dynamics of the anticorruption body framework.
The most noticeable is the pervasiveness of corruption in the procurement of public goods and services, which encompasses education, health, military, and housing expenditure. It is  bureaucratic corruption, they call it,  and has been attributed to the existence of the labyrinth of rules and regulations, procedures; call it red tape; which is so cumbersome that in order to quicken things bribery has been seen as the best way out. Countries with economies dominated by the public sector are reckoned to perform poorly  on the corruption score card, for the large the state involvement in determining what to produce, how to produce it (technology used), and for whom to produce (consumption or capital goods), then  the more the opportunities for indulging in corruption malpractices by both the state officials and the providers of the goods and services. Most developing countries, euphemistically called mixed economies, with their hodgepodge of state involvement in all manner of activities from police work to web hosting are well nigh poor performers on corruption. De-concentration of bureaucracy is associated with high corruption incidence in developing countries due to the loosening of  control over the bribery collection network from monolithic to heterogeneity: many bribery collection networks under a maze of bureaucratic chiefdoms! 
Another vitally important feature is the high incidence of corruption in countries with high ethnic/sectarian index composition ( high ethnolinguistic fractionalization); perform poor on the corruption score. Most developing countries are fledgling infants on the road to national character and consciousness awakening and development, as most regain their independence in the second half of the 20th century. Time hardly enough to break the strong ethnic ties that have held communities together, and proved formidable arsenals in resisting colonialism, and later independence.  Some scholars link corruption incidence in developing countries to whether or not a country has ever had some colonial link with the British administrative system .So for developing countries, which are former British colonies, their performance on the corruption index should be lower than those under the Dutch, Portugal, or Spain. Going by that then Singapore and Hong Kong, all other factors constant, should have lower levels of corruption than for instance Indonesia, Philippines, Mozambique, Brazil, Mexico, and Colombia!
Corruption in developing countries is characterized by the involvement of strong political party officials in policy decision making. This breeds what is called cronyism and collusion between party elites and the private sector. Another distinguishing  feature of corruption in the third world, is its  permeation into almost all the sectors of private and public life: the law enforcement, village, district, and province administration;  financial sector (mainly defrauding banks with the connivance of bank officials); real sector (imports and exports sector through over pricing and under pricing values, respectively); agriculture (lower than set prices for farmers produce  by state officials); taxation(assessment, and collection, at all tax points both internal and at entry points into the country).    Possibly another feature worth noting is the tendency for society to accept corruption as a norm over generations, which implies that coming generations learn from the past ones the benefits and costs of indulging in corruption, and if the former outweighs the latter, which is often the case in weak law enforcement regimes, then forthcoming generations become more corruption that their ‘predecessors’.
Talk about anticorruption body.  This nation is debating the formation of the anticorruption body as one important step in the fight against corruption. It is a laudable move, which has borne fruits in countries that have so far scored terrific success against corruption: Singapore, Hong Kong, New South Wales (Australia), New York City (USA), Botswana, among others. The bodies have been the avante garde in the total war against bribers (givers) and bribees (takers). The society in all nations and states had a tradeoff to make:  either to adhere to principles of democracy in its pristine form and continue the loss of national wealth through underhand deals, or tamper democracy a little, to adjust it to the demands of a crime-prone society, thereby curbing some freedoms perhaps for those who feel likely to be potential indulgers in the dastardly act, but saving national wealth to posterity.  It is wishful thinking to expect the mere passing of any law can reduce the level of corruption, especially if that law is passed by a broad based legislature. To be effective the law on anticorruption body should empower the body to investigate cases, as well as take legal action against offenders; bribers and bribees should be equally culpable, and must face heavy sanctions ranging from heavy fines plus imprisonment. Property involved in underhand deals must be seized and if possible shared with those who discover the case as an incentive to the public to nose around for corruption practices. Thus, changes should not only affect the law that establishes the anti-corruption body, but the very penal code, which lays the foundation for such a law. This is because of the extraordinary nature of the crime! The social fabric should be made more conducive to fighting corruption crime by accompanying the anticorruption body act by paying civil servants efficient wages, empowering the law enforcement,  carrying out public education campaigns about the dangers of corruption and how to avert them, encourage civil society to scout around for suspicious corruption practices by providing training in simple auditing, and the involvement of the community leaders to instill values of money well earned, instead of nouvuea riche at the earliest opportunity! To make the effort worth the effort for today’s and forthcoming generations, the anticorruption drive should not just be a one  blitzkrieg and it is over, but a concerted effort by government, civil society, international community, and NGOs for some extended period. It surely takes time for an attitude to stick around, and obviously it tales even longer time for that attitude once acquired, to wane. Persistence and perseverance are the two pertinent words. 
