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Abstract: In order to realize the implementation of cleard aespectable country, the
Indonesian government has committed for preventangl eradicating of corruption.
According Maheka (2008), the eradication of coriupis a series of measures to prevent and
tackle corruption with public participation based dhe legislation. Based on these
descriptions can be concluded that the eradicatia@orruption, there are 3 forming elements,
namely prevention (anti-corruption/preventive), i@t (prevention/contra-
corruption/repressive), and community participationthe National Strategy for Preventing
and Eradicating of Corruption laid the prevention the foundation for eradication of
corruption in Indonesia. One of the strategieshea prevention of long-term focus is the
strengthening of anti-corruption commitments on eléments of government (executive),
judicative, and legislative. Anti-corruption initiee as one of commitments in the prevention
of corruption has actually been carried out byiingbns not only at central government but
also at local government. However, the anti-coiauptnitiatives are generally not run as an
integrated system.

The Corruption Eradication Commission as the agedegrged with the prevention of
corruption in Indonesia, has an instrument calkerl Anti-Corruption Initiative Assessment to
measure and reward these efforts. Assessmenttiletiaf Anti-Corruption aims to provide an
overview of the efforts of anti-corruption that deing taken by the main unit in the public
sector, pushing the main unit to be responsibl@Hersuccess of efforts to prevent corruption
in the unit primarily, and ensure that each of th&n unit have the initiative and a strong
enough commitment to eradicating corruption wittie scope and authority (Directorate of
Research and Development of Corruption Eradicaommission, 2009). Anti-Corruption
Initiative Assessment consists of eight main elasemamely: 1) Specific Code of Conduct;
2) Transparency in the Management of Human Ressufd®); 3) Transparency of State
Officers; 4) Transparency in Procurement; 5) PuBlienplaint Mechanism; 6) Public Access
to obtain Information; 7) Implementation of Sugdest Advice Provided by Corruption
Eradication Commission or State Audit Agency or &wownent Internal Supervisory
Apparatus; and 8) Promotion Activity of Anti-Coritigm; as well as an element of innovation,
namely the Another Anti-Corruption Initiative Adeapy.

In addition to anti-corruption initiatives, the effs to prevent corruption are also done
through supervising the management of state firanddis is in accordance with the
instructions of President of the Republic of Indsiae Number 5 Year 2004 on the
Acceleration of Corruption Eradication, which canfs the need for the management of state
finances optimally efficient and effective in a man that an orderly correspond the
legislation in force with surveillance objectiven brder to avoid and prevent possible
irregularities in its use.

This study was conducted to compare and obtain rezapievidence of differences in state
financial management irregularities before and raftee assessment of anti-corruption
initiative of the Ministry of XYZ, Indonesian Replity in 2005 — 2014 periods. The
hypothesis was tested that irregularities in tinaricial management of the state prior to the
assessment of anti-corruption initiatives diffegrsficantly than after the assessment of anti-
corruption initiatives.

The design of this research is the comparativeystlitle research variable is assessment of
anti-corruption initiatives and irregularities inet management of state finances. The sample
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in this study using nine of the 10 Echelon Unitghie Ministry XYZ conducted an audit by

the Inspectorate General of the Ministry of XYZ fro2005 through 2014 periods. The
statistical tests performed using Wilcoxon Signexdi& Test with significance level used was
0.05.

The output of Wilcoxon Signed-Ranks Test can berjated as follows: 1) the average value
of the state's financial findings before assessméranti-corruption initiatives greater than

after assessment of anti-corruption initiativesfl® difference between the findings of state
finances after assessment of anti-corruption inies and before assessment of anti-
corruption initiatives is negative value, means ¥h&ie of the state's financial findings after
doing assessment of anti-corruption initiatives lenathan before assessment of anti-
corruption initiatives; and 3) irregularities innéincial management of state prior to
assessment of anti-corruption initiatives signifiiba different than after assessment of anti-
corruption initiatives. This result shows that desessment of anti-corruption initiatives can
lower the country's financial management irregtiksiin the Ministry of XYZ.

Keywords: Assessment of anti-corruption initiatives, irregillas in state financial
management
Introduction

study, especially in situations like the preseriiere there are indications reflects the publicstrdst of

the government. Many pessimistic attitude displalygdhe various parties if it is associated withicat
to eradicate corruption, ranging from uncertaintqerothe government's commitment to the communitsh wi
their disappointment over some of the decisiongnaky the government in law enforcement on cases of
corruption. Public demands for clean government wasnsified. Related to this, in order to realide
implementation of clean and respectable country,ltidonesian government has committed to the ptieren
and eradication of corruption. According MahekaQ@)) the eradication of corruption is a series efsures to
prevent and tackle corruption with public participa based on the legislation. Based on these igisers can
be concluded that the eradication of corruptioprehare 3 (three) forming elements, namely presantnti-
corruption/preventive), action (prevention/contaaroption/repressive), and community participation.

The phenomenon of corruption by government offictdlshe Republic of Indonesia is very interesting t

In the National Strategy for Preventing and Eratiticaof Corruption laid the prevention as the foation for
eradication of corruption in Indonesia. Throughveraion strategies is expected to appear sust&mbhsures
that contribute to improvements in the future. Phevention strategy is an answer to a focused agprto the
repressive actions that believed to provide a dmteeffect against subjects of corruption but kals not been
able to reduce systematically massive corrupt behand practices. Therefore, prevention becomasiliée
seated as the first strategy in the National Sisafer Preventing and Eradicating of Corruptionddnesian
Presidential Regulation No. 55 Year 2012 on the g.drerm National Strategy for the Prevention and
Eradicating of Corruption Years 2012-2025 and Medilierm 2012-2014 has six strategies, namely: 1)
implement preventive measures; 2) implement stirategasures in the field of law enforcement; 3yyiag
out measures to harmonize the preparation of kgsl in the field of combating corruption and athelated
sectors; 4) carry out international cooperation aestue assets from corruption; 5) improve edunasind
culture of anti-corruption efforts; and 6) improgicoordination in the framework of the reportingaimenism
for the implementation of anti-corruption efforts.

One of the prevention strategies of long-term foicuthe National Strategy for Preventing and Eratiig of
Corruption is the strengthening of anti-corruptioommitments on all elements of government (exeetiv
judicial, and legislative. Corruption preventiontigities require a commitment and a high consisyeincthe
implementation, because the results can’t be felthe short term. Anti-corruption initiative is omd the
commitments in preventing of corruption that hatsialy been carried out by agencies both in ceranal local
government levels. However, the anti-corruptiotiatives are generally not run as an integratetegys

In order to improve efforts to prevent corruption government agencies and assess the progresgudilia
agency in developing efforts to eradicate corruptiohis office, the Corruption Eradication Comnssas the
agency charged with the prevention of corruptiotnilonesia, has an instrument called Assessmetiatine
Anti-Corruption to measure and appreciate suchrisfforhe assessment of Anti-Corruption Initiatigetie
development of the Anti-Corruption Initiative Asse®nt (AlA), which has been applied by the antrgption
agency in Korea, The Anti-Corruption and Civil RightCommission (ACRC) since 2002. The assessment of
Anti-Corruption Initiative aims to provide an ovéw of efforts anti-corruption that are being takey the
main unit in the public sector, pushing the maiit tm be responsible for the success of effortprevent
corruption in the unit primarily, and ensure thatle unit of the main initiative and commitment atsong
enough to efforts to eradicate corruption in thégimeorhood and authorities (Directorate of Researot
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Development Commission, 2009). Anti-Corruption ibtive Assessment is also an instrument used tesass
and give awards to the main unit that has beenldgwg initiatives to improve the integrity and aoorruption
culture in the main unit. Things become an impdrtay success of efforts to combat corruption oman
unit/institution is an initiative of the internahit itself.

The most important thing in the Anti-Corruptiontlative Assessment is an indicator to be used Isecéuwe
basis of assessment is an initiative so the detatinin of the indicators should be mutually agreed can be
applied to all of main unit that involved and cae jostified scientifically. Assessment Indicator fanti-
Corruption Initiative consists of eight main elert'emamely: 1) Specific Code of Conduct; 2) Tramspay in
the Management of Human Resources (HR); 3) Traegpgsr of State Officers; 4) Transparency in
Procurement; 5) Public Complaint Mechanism; 6) FuBtcess to obtain Information; 7) Implementatiofi
Suggestion Advice Provided by Corruption Eradigat@ommission or State Audit Agency or Government
Internal Supervisory Apparatus; and 8) Promotiortivly of Anti-Corruption; as well as an element of
innovation, namely the Another Anti-Corruption lattve Adequacy. Indicators Initiative Assessmehthe
Anti-Corruption Commission has been through a Fdéusup Discussion (FGD) in the determination ofithe
indicators and criteria. The Anti-Corruption Inifie Assessment conducted by assessing the mairbased
on internal opinion of the main unit (self-assessthe

In addition to anti-corruption initiatives, efforts prevent corruption are also done through supiegy the
management of state finances. This is in accordavitie the instructions of President of the Repuliic
Indonesia Number 5 Year 2004 on the AcceleratioBarfuption, which confirms the need for the mamagt
of state finances optimally efficient and effectimith a manner that an orderly correspond the latis in
force with surveillance objective, in order to avcdnd prevent possible irregularities in its us&isTis
important, because the state finances from plantinigs responsibilities not escape the temptaégposure
irregularities. Therefore, to achieve an orderlgtest finances, obey the laws and regulations, effici
economical, effective, transparent, and responséilslthe necessary supervision in the implementatio

Exercising controlling over public finance managemkeave done over the external monitoring by theteSt
Financial Audit Agency and the internal watchdoggafvernment, namely the Financial and Development
Supervisory Agency, the Inspectorate General ofNheistry , and the Regional Inspectorate. Inspext®
General as an internal watchdog in the Ministry theestask of implementing the internal control wvitthe
Ministry. Akbar (2014) said, the purpose of the iempentation the controlling of state finances arel) ensure
that the budget formulated and established realiylie successfully implemented; 2) ensure thatahection
activities of incomes and expenditures of stateeegfures in accordance with a set of the budged; 2)
ensure that the implementation of the state buckyectually be accounted for.

Up to now there is no research that discussesrtiea@rruption initiatives assessment in relatiordecrease in
corruption. A previous study that discuss anti-gption initiatives, focusing more on the design aofti-
corruption initiatives and indicators of anti-cqotion initiatives that expected as variable in @ating
corruption was conducted by Richard Heeks in 20ith the title Understanding Success and Failurémtf-
Corruption Initiatives. In that study Heeks (20Xktates that most anti-corruption initiatives faildde to a
mismatch between the expectations built into theigeof anti-corruption initiatives and the reala§ what
happened. In addition Pacoy (2008) doing researith the title Tracking Anti-Corruption Initiatives:
Perceptions and Experiences in Philippines, whlabws that the government remains a major playehén
fight against bribery and corruption in Philippines

Related about that and given the importance of@mtiuption initiatives in an effort to eradicaterption in
Indonesia, this research aims to find empiricatlence on the magnitude of the difference irregidarin the
management of state finances before and after aessment of anti-corruption initiatives of the “XYZ
Ministry.

Literature Review And Hypothesis Development
Corruption and Anti-Corruption Initiative

Corruption comes from the Latin languagerruptio or corruptus meaning damage or decay. While the
understanding of corruption under article 2 of tlav of the Republic of Indonesia Number 31 of 1989
amended by Act of the Republic of Indonesia Numd@rYear 2001 is an unlawful act with the intentiai
enriching himself/others (individuals or a corpaa) which directly or indirectly impair the finaiad or
economy of the state, the terms of substantivemaatias seen as an act that contrary to the valuewits’
justice.

The important key success of efforts to combatugiion on a main unit/institution is an initiatied its own
internal main unit. Some initiatives such as théoeement of the code of ethics, controlling ovhe t
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procurement of goods and services, as well asgesescy in recruitment are an effort that can pnevke
occurrence of corruption (Directorate of Researotl Bevelopment in Corruption Eradication Commission
2010). Corruption Eradication Commission as agest@rged with the prevention of corruption, initietithe
use of the assessment instrument called Assessméiative Anti-Corruption which is an effort the
Commission to build a system of anti-corruptiorilia agency with a more systematic through the ass=# of
the initiatives undertaken by the leadership ofdbgency in implementing anti-corruption programise Tise of
this instrument is expected to encourage and putseidnitiative in the main unit make concrete step
eradicate corruption and improve the quality okisvice.

Anti-Corruption Initiative Assessment Indicator sisis of eight main elements and had been throwglud-
Group Discussion in the determination of indicatms criteria, namely:

1. Special Code
Indicator Assessment code of ethics in the AntirQuation Initiative is intended to encourage thdiative
of the main unit to regularly update and improve #pplication of the code of ethics in the agencthe
main unit. Assessment indicator codes is done lsesming the three sub-indicators, namely: a) the
availability of the code of ethics; b) the availahiof reporting mechanisms and the institutioration of
the code of ethics; and c) the enforcement of tie ©f conduct.

2. Transparency in Human Resource Management (HRM)
Indicators of transparency in human resource manageare essentially highlight three things, nama)y
the recruitment process is open and transparemaloment and promotion process that is openalsiel
and transparent; and c) measurable performanceaisppsystems.

3. Transparency of State Officers
To increase Transparency of State Officers havestimindicators of assessment, namely: the pergemta
compliance to report the Wealth of State Officensl aeporting mechanisms of gratification. This sub-
indicator assesses whether there is a mechanishe imain unit which enables state officials to bkedo
report the gratuities that received or not.

4. Transparency in Procurement
Procurement of goods and services is a processouergment that vulnerable to manipulation and
corruption. To overcome of this, the procuremengo¥ernment goods and services need more efficient,
open and competitive on the availability of goodsl gervices that are affordable and quality, so with
have an impact on improving public services. Thedition can be realized among others by the
procurement of goods and services electronicalyréeurement) and the establishment of the Procemem
Services Unit. Indicators of transparency in thecprement provides an overview of the initiatives
undertaken by the main units, which are dividedtba implementation of e-procurement (electronic
procurement auction) and external control mechamigmutside of the Procurement Services Unit or the
procurement committee).

5. Public Complaint Mechanisms
Indicators of public complaint mechanism can disedmpact on the prevention and eradication of
corruption. The readyness of a complaints mechauilbonvs for optimum supervision and feedback from
external parties for the performance of the maiih. @omplaint handling should be performed by dfiedi
staff for the reporting of complaints because eftleed to immediate attention to problems that ¢aimp
In a complaint handling mechanism known as the tefrwhistleblower is a system that can be used as a
medium for a witness to submit information on astimdicated irregularities that occur within an
organization. This system is important becausg ani effective method as early detection of fraud.

6. Public access to Obtain Information
Increased public access to information consistavofsub-indicators of assessment, namely the opssnofe
the main unit of disseminating information and leseactivity of the main unit of disseminating
information. The open mind of the main unit of dissnating information and how active a pass maihian
a decisive factor in the efforts to implement thiegiples of transparency and accountability.

7. Implementation Repair Advice Provided by CorimiptEradication Commission/Fanincial Audit
Agency/Government Internal Supervisory Apparatus
Initiative to implement the recommendations of therruption Eradication Commission/Fanincial Audit
Agency/Government Internal Supervisory Apparatusome form of prevention of corruption through
improved systems. Although these recommendatiobad&ally an external impetus for improvementhef t
systems in a main unit, but the actual implementiatif these recommendations is voluntary so clearly
needed initiatives and awareness of each mairtaichange.
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8. Activity Promotion of Anti-Corruption
Promotion of anti-corruption activities is one wayinternalize to all parties in a main unit to erstand of
corruption so as to create an anti-corruption bimawnti-corruption promotional activities shouideally
be done both to the internal and external partiesanstantly in touch with the main unit for theyention
of corruption would be optimal if all parties haa®m understanding about anti-corruption. Assessment
indicators of anti-corruption campaign done by assg two sub-indicators, namely: a) internal proomal
activities; and b) external promotional activities.

9. Other Anti-Corruption Initiatives
Assessment for this indicator is actually intenttedssess qualitative report on the preventioroofuption
by the main unit outside the eight indicators tieate been set.

The Management of State Financials

State Financials according to the Law of the Repulfl Indonesia Number 17 of 2003 Article 1 Paragrd
was all the rights and obligations that can be e@lin money and everything is good in the form afhey or
goods that may be used as state property in caoneetth the implementation of rights and obligatso The
state's financial management is the overall a@iviof state financial management officer in acaoo#® with
the position and authority, including planning, lempentation, monitoring, and accountability. Whtlee
financial responsibility of the state is the govesant's obligation to carry out the management aiestinance
in order to obey the laws and regulations, effiti@onomical, effective, and transparent, with degard to
fairness and propriety (Law of the Republic of Indsia Number 15 of 2004).

According to Article 3 Paragraph (1) of the Law tbE Republic of Indonesia Number 17 of 2003, public
finance must be managed in an orderly, obedienaws and regulations, efficient, economical, effext
transparent, and accountable with regard fairnedspeopriety. Management encompasses the ovetallteas

in the field of state finance includes planningytrol, use, monitoring, and accountability.

In addition it should be stressed that the prircigpplies universally that any person who is augkdrto
receive, store and pay or deliver cash, securitiggroperty of the state are responsible persoriathall the
flaws that occurred in the submission. The oblwmatio indemnify the state finances by the statarfoial
managers is an element of internal control reliably

Law No. 31 of 1999 states in article 32 that exptaom is manifestly existing state financial lossailoss that
can be calculated based on the findings of the etemp authority or public accountant appointed. @ac
definition of state financial loss on Law No. 121704 on State Treasury, section 1 number 22, wtish the
country/region is short of money, securities, andds, real and definite amount as a result of dawfal act

either intentionally or negligent.

The guidence to prepare Organization Overview Mwimyg Reports by Government Internal Supervisory
Apparatus set out in the Regulation of the MinisteBtate for Administrative Reform and Bureauar&eform

No. 42 of 2011, irregularities in the managemenpoblic finance in the form of: 1) deposit into thtate
treasury could be a loss to the state/province ossds to the state/region occurred in the company's
country/region; and 2) lack of acceptance of courggion or state-owned enterprises/regions.

Hypothesis Development

Up to now there is no research that discussesvileation of anti-corruption initiatives in relatido the
reduction of corruption. It's become an importaey ko the success of efforts to combat corruptsosmni
initiative of the board of the internal unit. Evation of Anti-Corruption Initiative is an effort dfie Corruption
Eradication Commission to establish a system afartuption in agencies with a more systematiotigh the
assessment of the initiatives undertaken by thaeleship of the agency in implementing anti-corrompti
programs. The use of these instruments is expéctedcourage the emergence of initiatives and tsffarthe
main unit make concrete steps against corruptidintia® improvement of service quality.

Based on that idea, the study will develop a hypsit) as follows:

H1: Irregularities in financial management before #mti-corruption initiatives assessment is differérn
after the assessment of anti-corruption initiatives
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Research Method
Operational Definition and Measurement of ResearciVariable

The variables used in this study are the assessofeanti-corruption initiatives and irregularitiga the
management of state finances. Assessment of amtigton initiatives in 2010 has seven main indicatand
one of the indicators of innovation. The seventhhef major indicators, derived in the form of a sfiemnaire
consisting of 57 questions, while in 2011, the @ption Eradication Commission added an indicatomain
indicators, namely Public Grievance Mechanism. Higmajor indicators are derived in the form of a
guestionnaire consisting of 68 questions.

Each question in the questionnaire filled out bytipgants of the Anti-Corruption Initiative Assessnt by
enclosing evidence to support the validity of tinsvaer. For Indicators of Innovation, participanfste Anti-
Corruption Initiative Assessment enclosed qualitatieports contain reports of innovation effortsprevent
corruption committed, outside of the things thatéhdbeen used as supporting evidence of the answehe
guestionnaire of major indicators. The final assesy is obtained from a combination of an assestofehe
main indicators and indicators of innovation.

The other variables used are irregularities inrtffeamagement of state finances with the indicatoesl us the
form of financial findings that must be paid to @tate treasury, audit results from InspectorateeGs of the
Ministry of XYZ. The findings obtained by addingetistate financial losses to the state and statentev
shortfall for each year is contained in the aueltart on the Central Unit and Technical Implemeéatatnit in
accordance of each in First Echelon Unit respelgtirem 2005 until 2014 and than made the meanageper
First Echelon Unit for the period before and aftee implementation of the Anti-Corruption initiagiv
Assessment.

Research Sample and Method of Collecting Data

The target population of this study is 10 First &oh Unit at the Ministry of XYZ conducted audit Ilblye
Inspectorate General of the Ministry of XYZ from @Dthrough 2014. This study used a non-probability
sampling with the type that used is conveniencepiiag because not of all units in echelon one dyat be
sampled.

The data used in this study comes from the findofgbe state financial audit results of the IndpeGeneral at
nine of First Echelon Unit at the Ministry of XYQ5 through 2014, with details as follows: a) Timelihgs of

state finances in the Ministry of XYZ before thealmation of anti-corruption initiatives is execute@dmely in
the year 2005 to 2009 and b) Findings of statenfira in the Ministry of XYZ after the implementatiof anti-

corruption initiatives assessment, namely in 206ugh 2014.

Method of Hypothesis Testing

This study uses data analysis to test the hypatlassfollows: 1) to test the normality of the datthis research
is done by using the Shapiro-Wilk test on StatitiProduct and Service Solutions applications, véth
significance level used was 0.05; 2) to hypothéssting is done by using Statistics Paired t-testVdcoxon
Signed Ranks Test.

Normality test results will determine the statiatitest to be used in this study. If the normatégt results
stating that the data in normal distribution, thgpdthesis testing used Paired t-test, whereaseif dhta
distribution is not normal then used the Wilcoxagri@d-Ranks Test. Statistical test in this studg w@nducted
using SPSS application, with a significance lewsgduwas 0.05.

Results And Discussion
Research Object Description

Object of this research is the Ministry of XYZ wiparticipated in the Anti-Corruption Initiative Asssnent
since 2010. Anti-Corruption Initiative Assessmen01@ was the second implementation after the
implementation of the pilot project of the Anti-Coption Initiative Assessment in 2009 by the Cotiap
Eradication Commission. The comprehensive assesdimgncombines quantitative and qualitative asaess
measurably. The things that characterize Anti-Gutfaun Initiative Assessment are:

a) the implementation of measurable indicatorsrastcabstract, thus ensuring the validity of rejmgrt

b) the use of experts to ensure the independdrassessment;

c¢) the self assessment of the main unit is supddoly a review and reassessment of the Corruption

Eradication Commission;

d) the main unit is given the opportunity to makqualitative report to reveal anti-corruption ietitves

that have been implemented but have not summairizadjuantitative report;
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e) the assessment process Anti-Corruption Inigathssessment conducted by the three parties,
namely:
1) Self assessment:
The main unit filled out questionnaires of Anti-@gution Initiative Assessment equipped with reldvan
evidence for reviewed by the Inspectorate. In @oidito filling out questionnaires, participants Afti-
Corruption Initiative Assessment is also expected complete the questionnaire with qualitative
reports/indicators of innovation that contain reépasf innovation efforts to prevent corruption coitied,
outside of the things that have been used as stipp@vidence in response to the questionnaire
2) The Corruption Eradication Commission colletts tesults of votes that each agency through Inege
for confirm and assessment
3) Institute for research/academia will set thesdor qualitative reports.
f) The final value is a combination of quantitatiand qualitative assessment, with a range of salue
from 0-10. A value of 0 means that the participaoft Anti-Corruption Initiative Assessments do not
have anti-corruption initiative as expected in #ssessment. While the value of 10 indicates thie ma
unit has conducted anti-corruption initiativesaittordance with all indicators Rate of Anti-Coriapt
Initiative.

In 2010, the Anti-Corruption Initiative Assessmdrds seven main indicators and one of the indicatérs
innovation. The seventh of the major indicatorstivel in the form of a questionnaire consisting 5of
guestions. Initiative Anti-Corruption Assessment tiie Ministry of XYZ by the Corruption Eradication
Commission only carried out in 2010. However, sitiee year 2011 Inspectorate General of the Minisfry
XYZ initiative to continue the votes to determire tdevelopment/advancement initiatives of the noaiih in
the Ministry of XYZ in efforts to prevent corruptio The method used to adopt is the method usedhdy t
Corruption Eradication Commission, including thdigators used in the assessment.

Indicators in the main variables of Anti-Corruptitmtiative Assessment in 2011 through 2014 weneegally
similar to those used in 2010, but in the conteixslmarpening the assessment, the Corruption Eréolica
Commission since 2011 to add an indicator on than rimalicators that public complaints mechanism. hitig
major indicators are derived in the form of a gimstaire consisting of 68 questions. Complete ttiécators
used in the Anti-Corruption Initiative Ratings greesented in appendix 1 and 2 (not submited inphjger),
while an example of one of the instruments Ratei-@potruption Initiatives in the questionnaire usid
presented in Appendix 3 (not submited in this paper

The study population was 10 First Echelon Unithet Ministry of XYZ conducted audit by the Inspeetiar
General of the Ministry of XYZ from 2000 through 2 while the samples are nine First Echelon Uhit®
First Echelon Unit in the Ministry of XYZ conductexlidit by the Inspectorate General XYZ Ministrytie
year 2005-2014. This study used convenience sagiacause not all First Echelon Unit eligible to be
sampled. There is a new Echelon Unit was formezZDi?d and one unit in 2008, making the whole uniFio$t
Echelon do not have enough data to be tested 80@@. Therefore, the sample uses is 9 of FirselBchUnit
from 10 of First Unit Echelon in XYZ Ministry condted audit by the Inspectorate General of the Nfipisf
XYZ from 2005 through 2014, with the division oktiperiod as follows:

a. Before the implementation of the Anti-Corruptioitiative Assessment, that in the year 2005 1020

b. After the implementation of the Anti-Corruptitmitiative Assessment, that in 2010 through 2014.

Irregularities in the management of state finanas®g indicators such as the findings of statarfoe that must
be paid into the state treasury audit results Icispate General of the Ministry of XYZ. The findsg@btained
by adding the state financial losses to the statestate revenue shortfall for each year is coathin the audit
report on the Central Unit and Technical ImplemBataUnit in accordance Echelon Unit respectivelyni
2005 to 2014. The study then made on average parEghelon Unit for the period prior to the implemtation
of the Anti-Corruption Initiative Assessment (20P809) and after the implementation of the Anti-Qption
Initiative Assessment (2010-2014). The averagetatedinance findings on First Echelon Unit for theriod
before and after the implementation of the Anti4Qption Initiative Assessment are presented in &abl
below:
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Table 1. The average value of State Financial Rijglon Nine of First Echelon Unit at the Perioddsef
and After the Implementation of Anti-Corruptiontiative Assessment

Sebelum PIAK Setelah PIAK

No | UNIT ESELON | (Tahun 2005-2009) (Tahun 2010-2014)

1. A 554.057.423,41 14.478.822,23
2. B 4.377.153,0( -

3. C 667.855.552,31 802.804.813,25
4, D 473.479.760,01 14.407.513,12
5. E 1.247.985.344,2b 728.403.333,16
6. F 121.635.030,97 54.719.947,01
7. G 259.419.105,86 32.850.915,75
8. H 492.843.549,6] 53.119.258,79
9. I 254.077.866,3 40.029.799,17

Results of Data Processing

Before performed statistical tests to the reseaaimple, the normality test was conducted to meet th
requirements of statistical analysis. Test for raliy in this study using the Shapiro-Wilk test BRSS with
significance level used was 0,05. If the p-valugrisater than 0.05 then the distribution of dataeweormal,
whereas if the p-value less than 0.05 then the diatebution were not normal. Normality test resulsing the
Shapiro-Wilk test on the sample are presented bieT2 below:

Table 2. Normality Test Results Using the Shapiritk\ést

Shapiro-Wilk
Periods Statistic df Sig.
State Financial Findings Before 0.910 9 0.318
After 0.602 9 0.000

Based on the table 2 it is known that p-value sfmiencial findings before the Anti-Corruption lisitive
Assessment is 0.318. This value is greater thah, @vBlich means the normal distribution of data. phealue
state financial findings after the Anti-Corruptidnitiative Assessment is 0,000 or less than 0.08ickv
indicates that the data distribution is not normal.

Based on the results of the normality test, theolsgis testing performed statistical tests usirgWilcoxon
Signed Rank Test. This method selected for the aliiynassumption is not met. This is in accordangg
Berenson et al (2012) which states that the WilooR@ned-Ranks Test can be used when the assummtion
which Paired t-test data is measured at the intenveatio scale and normal distribution can’t betnWhen the
t-test assumption is not met, the procedure Wiloogigned-Ranks tend to be more robust in detecting
significant differences. Moreover, even in condisocorrespond to the paired t-test, Wilcoxon SigReahks
Test have proven to have powers similar to paitedtt Resultsof Wilcoxon Signed Ranks Test aregted in
Table 3, 4, and 5 below:

Table 3. Results Descriptive Statistics-Wilcoxogrigid Ranks Test

Periods N Mean Std. Deviation| Minimum Maximum
Before 452.860.000 367.167.00( 4.377.153 1.250.000.00
After 193.420.000 325.436.00( 0 803.000.00¢
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Table 3 above shows the average value of the fitatacial findings before the Anti-Corruption lrtive
Assessment is greater than after the Anti-Corraptiatiative Assessment. The value of the statarfoial
findings lowest in the period before the Anti-Cgotion Initiative Assessment is equal Rp4.377.15d an
maximum of Rp1.250.000.000, a mean of Rp452.860.8#anwhile, in the period after the Anti-Corruptio
Initiative Assessment, the minimum value can bevkmohe findings of state finances amounted to Rpfm
findings of state finances and the maximum is egE803.000.000, and a mean of Rp193.420.000.

Table 4. Rating - Wilcoxon Signed Ranks Test

N Mean Rank Sum of Ranks
After — Before Negative Ranks g 5.25 42.00
Positive Ranks 1° 3.00 3.00
Ties 0°
Total 9

a. After < Before
b. After > Before
c. After = Before

Table 4 shows the difference in the value of tlaesfinancial findings after Initiative Anti-Corrtipn Assessment
and before Anti-Corruption Initiative AssessmenheTdifference in the state financial findings afigtiative Anti-
Corruption Assessment and before Anti-Corruptioitidtive Assessment hagkgative value means the value of
stae financial findings subsequent to the Anti-Gption Initiative Assessment is smaller than beftre Anti-
Corruption Initiative Assessmerithis occurred in 8 of 9 samples tested. While sa@ple showed the value of
state financial findings after the implementatidnAmti-Corruption Initiative Assessmeig higher than before t
Anti-Corruption Initiative Assessment. There ist iound samples that show the findings of statarfces after ti
implementation of Anti-Corruption Initiative Ass@sent has the same value as before the Botruption Initiative
Assessment.

The difference of significance value of state ficiahfindings after Anti-Corruption Initiative Assement and before
Anti-Corruption Initiative Assessment can be saefable 5 below:

Table 5. Test Results Statistics Wilcoxon SignedkRar est

After - Before

4 -2.31C6
Asymp. Sig. (2-tailed) .021
a. Based on positive ranks.

Table 5 shows the Z value of -2.310. The valueig@bs p-value shows 0.021 or less than 0.05. Ifghalue <
critical limit 0.05 then there is a significant fédifence between the two groups, which means thawthgsis is
accepted, in other words the irregularities in thanagement of state finances before the Anti-Cdionp
Initiative Assessment is significantly differentaithafter the Anti-Corruption Initiative Assessment.

Research Discussions

Based on the hypotesis testing, it is concludetistitally that there are significant differencesicoregularities
in the management of state finances before and #fte implementation of the Anti-Corruption Iniiize
Assessment. The state finances findings after thté @orruption Initiative Assessment in 2010 - 20dvkrage
of Rp193.420.000 smaller than before the implentemtaof Anti-Corruption Initiative Assessment in @
2009, that an average of Rp452.860.000. This idin@ with the objectives Assessment Initiative Anti
Corruption that in addition for giving an overviesf the efforts of anti-corruption that are beingera by the
main unit in the public sector, also pushed thenmaiit to be responsible for the success of effartgrevent
corruption in the unit primarily and ensure thatleanit of the main initiative and commitment ateosg
enough to efforts to combat corruption within tleme and authority. Also according to the Dirediraf
Research and Development the Corruption Eradic&mmmission (2010), some of the instruments inAhg-
Corruption Initiative Assessment as enforcementhefcode of ethics, oversight of procurement ofdgoand
services, as well as transparency in staff receuitnis an effort that can prevent the occurrenceoofuption.
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Lee (2003) states it is essential to build multinitmring system to prevent corruption, given thditjpal
influence and paternalism including nepotism ammhgism is still developing in the community.

Conclusions, Limitations, and Suggestions

The irregularities in the management of state fiemnis significantly different before the Anti-Caption
Initiative Assessment than after the Anti-Corruptlaitiative Assessment. The value of state finahfthdings
is lower in the period after the Anti-Corruptioritlative Assessment than the period before the-@atiruption
Initiative Assessment. Difference in the state fiicial findings after Initiative Anti-Corruption Agssment and
before Anti-Corruption Initiative Assessment is atge indicating that the value of the state firahindings
subsequent to the Anti-Corruption Initiative Assesat is smaller than before the Anti-Corruptionti&tive
Rating. This occurred in 8 of 9 samples tested.

Results of this study are consistent with the psepof implementation of the Anti-Corruption Inifia

Assessment, which in addition to providing an ol@mof the anti-corruption efforts that are beiagen by the
main unit, also pushed the main unit to be respdam$or the success of efforts to prevent corruptiothe main
unit, and ensure that each unit of the main imteand commitment are strong enough to effortsambat
corruption within the scope and authority.

Suggestions for further researchers interestedomducting similar research or will continue thisearch,
should be able to notice some of the following:ctbpducting tests on each of the main indicators dna
known as the most influential indicators in thevergion of corruption/irregularities decline in pighfinance
management and 2) adding the type of irregularitiehe management of state finances, not onlyfitttings
of state finances is not only based on the residltudits of the Inspectorate General but alsotaegiorts of
State Finance Auditor.
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