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[bookmark: _GoBack]The relationship that exists between corruption and democracy can be said to be a complex one. When democracy of a nation deteriorates, there is a high chance of an increase in corruption as a result of erosion of fundamental checks and balances of the institutions' such as lack of independence in judicial systems and interference of political rights of citizens. This clearly shows that when corruption is not tackled then it becomes challenging to consolidate new democratic states. This is because political corruption plunders the natural resources of a particular nation and impedes the ability of citizens of that specific nation from enjoying their social and political rights. This paper seeks to find the correlation between democracy and corruption based on Michael Johnston's Deep Democratization Theory, effects brought by corruption and how to curb the vice.  
Unresolved corruption can result in undermining the trust of the citizens in the democracies that are already established, and as such it could contribute to destabilising sensations, for instance, distrust and intentional voting for the anti-establishment parties.  Given the massive impact brought by corruption on democracy, coming up with sustained efforts aimed at limiting corruption can significantly improve the democracy’s strength through the promotion of free and fair elections and at the same time ensuring there is a better and quality service delivery to citizens. The aspect of democratic participation ensures that citizens are actively involved in the democratic process and as such, the policies that get enacted reflect the will of citizens. 
The first step of transition to good governance is through the electoral accountability followed by setting up sufficient checks on the political leadership which can be done through independent media and tribunals and by having an active civil culture. However, democracy can be said to be a multidimensional concept. This is to mean that not every dimension is equally unified in any given state. It is possible for a given nation to perform exceptionally well in one dimension like electoral reforms but have a reservation in other areas of equal importance such as judicial independence. As a result, there is a high possibility that corruption could prevail in these weak dimensions. When corruption extends, the democratic pillars gets undermined, and as such, it impairs the democratic strength.  
Is there considerate democratic instability amongst the established countries? Well, the number of countries that regress from being democratic to autocratic is less compared to the countries that experience a decline in liberal values and electoral reforms (Mechkova, Lührmann and Lindberg, 2017). A research done by the freedom house found out that 71 countries greatly suffered a net drop in terms of civil liberties as well as political rights, with about 35 countries recording gains (Freedom House, 2018). Some states like Turkey and Tunisia who were once promising states are now deteriorating in democratic ideals. In Europe, the decline is mainly experienced in countries that have a high incidence of corruption coupled with economic stagnation. Some countries who are considered to have consolidated democracies are on a democratic backsliding trend exhibiting a decline in trust and satisfaction within government institutions. Perhaps, the United States in the most debated country that has shown a reduction in political rights and a decrease in political institutions’ oversight. The unsolved issues related to the contemporary democracies and economic crises have made populists more attractive and even resulted in championing of the anti-democratic political forces that continue to impede the good deeds of liberal democracies.
In general, democracy awakening and decline in government performance might result in widespread cynicism and displeasure that can lead to an increased level of perception of corruption. Existence of corruption in electoral fraud and buying of votes is one way used by incumbents to force their way into retaining power. Those that have enough resources will most likely engage in buying of votes while the less consolidated ones will tend to threaten the opposition. If at all the budget of the state is a formidable resource that is used to feed clientelistic networks, that means that the election will be a key target by the corrupt politicians. Such cases can provoke a drastic change in voting behaviour, like an increase in discrimination against minorities and voter abstention. The breach of the social contract will make citizens feel alienated, and as such, most individuals will refrain from engaging in political space. 
It is argued that the effect of corruption for those participating in political activities is dependent on whether the participants are the beneficiaries of corruption or not. Individuals that are excluded will most likely abstain while those that are beneficiaries of corruption will be loyal to the corrupt regime. With such pervasive dynamics, the possibility of curbing corruption through electoral change becomes limited. Corruption can go as far as limiting the strength and ability of civil society in participating in the process of decision making. This can be done by suppressing organizations and associations that are involved in anti-corruption and accountability. Their operations will most likely be affected, considering that there are incidences of increased attacks on journalists in various parts of the world.   
Importantly, countries experiencing high rates of corruption limit the empowerment of their females, their representation and even access to opportunities. According to research, corrupt countries have very few females as representatives in both their national and regional parliaments. The study found that countries with high corruption have fewer female representatives in national and regional parliaments. Stensöta and Wängnerud (2016) view
incidences of corruption as a sign of power networks that are aimed at benefiting those that are already privileged while at the same time obstructing women and minorities who are not privileged to be part of the power networks. Governments that are corrupt based on the cultural impunity results into violation of human rights by showing disregard to equality as well as a fair trial.  A good example is the recent political changes in Turkey led to an adverse decline and undermining of the civil rights and independence of the judiciary. The CPI score of Turkey is on a downward trend with its freedom house rating moving from being “partly free” to being “not free”. 
Control of corruption plays a crucial role in strengthening democracy. Research indicates that government performance and zero levels of corruption are essential as they enhance a democratic regime which satisfies its citizens. Effective bureaucracies that are not corrupt are more important than a mere outcome of an election. Therefore, controlling corruption is essential for the attainment of democratic legitimacy. The hard question here is where to get started. Following the definition of democracy through an electoral process, scholars point out that an increase in the electoral completion can sufficiently reduce the level of corruption. However, this approach might only be applicable in specific countries that have strong democratic pillars, and as such, it is not sufficient in countries that have high levels of corruption. Transparency International states that high levels of corruption increase the impunity levels, which takes away the space for a free society and targets organizations that are mandated with challenging the status quo. Similarly, when citizens fail to criticize their government, it results in higher levels of impunity, corruption as well as abuse. 
If at all the institutions fail to act, then the only channels left are protests and setting up of strong civil society that influences the enacted policies and laws in order to attain a real impact of reducing corruption. Technology plays a vital role by enabling collective action, access and information circulation as well. Kossow and Kukutscha found out that there is a strong correlation between the use of internet and curbing of corruption (Kossow and Kukutschka 2017). Finally, the commitment by the international community in the fight against corruption has to be maintained. The purpose of the international environment is to help in strengthening the democratic framework by setting up comprehensive rules and initiating stringent international enforcement for those involved in corruption-related crimes. 
For instance, the CPI helped to raise global awareness of the consequences of corruption and to make it one of the most important developmental issues.
In conclusion, even though the relationship that exists between democracy and corruption is complex, there is a clear view that the two are somehow intertwined. When there is a decline in democracy, then there is an almost increase in the rate of corruption which comes due to erosion of institutions that are mandated to effect checks and balances, the unreliable judicial system and restricted space for civils societies that champion political rights.  Likewise, democratic states find it hard to consolidate when corruption is rampant. Unsolved problems related to corruption has a high tendency of undermining the citizen’s trust provoking them to take part in activities that deteriorate the democratic system. Given the adverse negative effects brought by corruption on democracy, championing efforts that can help curb corruption can strengthen a country’s democratic space. 
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