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ABSTRACT 

Just as pillars strengthen the structure of a building, the judiciary, a pillar upholding a 

democracy, is no different. Corruption in the judiciary has been one of the most extensive 

and chronic problems faced worldwide by many democracies. Many countries have found 

the process of eradicating corruption to be very challenging. Because of its widespread 

nature, civil societies across the globe have normalised corruption and don’t mind 

indulging in the same. People responsible for the corruption are found both inside and 

outside the judicial system. On one hand the judicial officers, i.e. the judges, lawyers, 

prosecutors, and the court staff play a significant role. The primary reasons for their 

participation are found to be low compensation, greed and lack of monitoring. Judges 

participate in corruption by mainly interfering in the appointment and decision making 

process, while the other court staff indulge in many ways starting from witness tampering 

to personal gains. The common man, on the other hand, mainly indulges in corrupt 

practices for favourable and speedy decisions. There are a number of ways in which 

corruption is practiced. In India, however, it mainly pertains to either bribery or political 

interference by the executive or bureaucracy. The continuation of such practices will 

result in the collapse of democracy. Moreover, public confidence in the delivery of justice 

will be shattered. The research questions that are to be addressed and answered are why 

people indulge in corruption, what leads them to resort to such practices, the 

consequences of such practices, and what can be done to curb the issue. 

Keywords: Judiciary, Corruption, Court Staff, Consequences, Democracy 

 

I. UNDERSTANDING JUDICIAL CORRUPTION 
People have been governed by judicial bodies from time immemorial. However, with the 

growing importance of courts to render justice, there has also been a fleeting rise in the 

number of corrupt actions that take place in today’s bar and benches. These occurrences are 

not restricted to a particular area or country. It is prevalent across the globe. Broadly 

speaking, corruption is defined as “the abuse of entrusted power for private gain”. Judicial 

                                                      
1Author is a student at Sastra Deemed University, Thanjavur, India. 
2 Author is a student at Sastra Deemed University, Thanjavur, India 
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corruption is one of the largest menaces against successful protection of rights, as individuals 

rely on independent and impartial courts when claiming their right to seek relief. 

Transparency International (TI) in its 2019 Corruption Index ranked India at the 80th position 

in the list of 180 states, and TI Barometer (2017) declared it as the "worst offenders" in terms 

of graft and press freedom in the Asia Pacific region.3 In India, not only the general 

impression of corruption in the public sector (including the judiciary) is elevated, but it is an 

ominous reality. It has been reported that 77% of the respondents in India perceive the 

judicial system as corrupt and one among three court users admitted that they have paid the 

bribe.4 

While judicial systems and professionals play a key role in fighting corruption, the judicial 

staff themselves can be exposed to the risk of corrupt practices within judicial systems. It is 

essential that judges must also be impartial, honest, and competent.5 Otherwise, a person 

accused of corruption may avoid punishment by corrupting the judicial process. This was 

underlined by the recent resolution on the independence and impartiality of the judiciary, 

jurors and assessors, and the independence of lawyers, adopted by the UN Human Rights 

Council on 30 June 2015.6 

It is difficult to overstate the negative impact of judicial corruption, both nationally and 

internationally: countering transnational crime and terrorism becomes infeasible;7 it 

diminishes economic and human development, and it denies citizens their long recognised 

right to impartial dispute settlements.8 The question of how the judiciary, a supposedly 

impartial body established to provide justice in an unbiased manner, could be corrupt arises. 

The different causes of corruption must be carefully diagnosed and identified, and remedies 

to tackle these corrupt practices must be carried out, thus not only curbing corruption within 

the judicial system but also tackling it at all levels of society.9 

                                                      
3Corruption Perceptions Index, (Feb. 21, 2018), https://www.transparency.org/news/feature/corruption 

_perceptions_index_2017. 
4 Global Transparency International, Global Corruption Report: Corruption in Judicial Systems, (2007),  

http://files.transparency.org/content/download/173/695/file/2007_GCR_EN.pdf  .12 
5 TI, Global Corruption Report 2007, Table 1, p. 16. 
6Cf HRC Resolution on the Independence and impartiality of the judiciary, jurors, and assessors, and the 

independence of lawyers, (June 30, 2015), 

http://ap.ohchr.org/documents/E/HRC/d_res_dec/A_HRC_29_L11.docx. 
7 TI, Global Corruption Report 2007, Table 1, p. 22 
8AmélieArvidsson&EmelieFolkesson ,Corruption in the Judiciary: Balancing Accountability and Judicial 

Independence, WorkLegal Science Programme with International Approach, PG 6 1.1. 
9Transparency International, The Global Corruption Report 2007: Corruption and Judicial Systems (Cambridge 

University Press, 2007) 

www.transparency.org/whatwedo/publication/global_corruption_report_2007_corruption_and_judicial_systems. 
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II. PRIMARY FACTORS BEHIND CORRUPTION 

As much as the judiciary is to blame for corruption, so are the people. There are a plethora of 

reasons as to why the judiciary is corrupt. There are technical as well as social reasons. 

The technical reasons primarily include the following: 

 The shortage of judges is one basic institutional factor that ignites corruption. The 

number of cases pending and the number of judges available to dispose of the same 

are grossly disproportionate. As the disposal rate is low, both the public and the 

judiciary rely on corruption as a shortcut to speedy justice. In 2012, the Supreme 

Court of India approved the scheme of the National Court Management System to 

provide a framework for court management. The scheme estimated that the number 

of new cases filed each year may go up to 15 crores in the next three decades, and the 

required number of judges to dispose of the pending cases would be 75000. As of 1st 

May 2020, there is a vacancy of 385 judicial positions as against the allotted strength.  

 The next crucial aspect is the Pendency of Cases. This is an aftermath of a shortage 

of judges. With an increase in the literacy rate, per capita income, and population, the 

number of cases filed each year is significantly multiplying. As already mentioned, 

the shortage of judges coupled with the multiplicity of cases leads to the pendency of 

cases. Again, in search of speedy justice, people and the judiciary resort to corrupt 

practices. On 1st June 2019, Law Minister of India Ravishankar Prasad informed the 

parliament that there were 1,58,669 cases pending in the Apex court and more than 

43 lakh cases pending in the High Courts. Out of the total pending cases, majority 

cases are in the subordinate courts.  

 The complex and time-consuming process of delivery of verdicts by the courts sows 

the seeds of misdeed that is corruption. People, in search of speedy, easy, and 

favourable verdicts, resort to corrupt actions; the Judiciary is no saint either. To add 

to this, there is a remarkable lack of procedural transparency and education. 

Sans the involvement of court staff, there can be no corruption in the judiciary. We have 

witnessed many instances wherein the court staffs have been indulged in corruption. What 

follows is some of the important reasons why the court staffs resort to corruption. 

 A weak monitoring system is the root cause of judicial corruption and contributes 

significantly to the already existing grave scenario. Since there is no effective control 

mechanism to check the doings of the judiciary, there is a threat of misuse of power. 
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Also, the chance of impeaching a judge in India is far from possible. Thus, court staff 

will have the audacity to indulge in corrupt practices. 

 The court staff, other than the judges, are often paid very poorly. They have such low 

compensation that they find it difficult to meet daily ends. These court officers, highly 

persuadable, are often targeted by the people looking for quick solutions. Poorly paid, 

many do not hesitate to do unethical activities like unfair listing, etc., for personal 

gains. The lack of proper monitoring makes the job easier for them. These personal 

gains come at the cost of justice. 

 The Decision-making process rests in the hand of few as there is a lack of judges. 

People in search of fast solutions will approach the authorities and persuade them to 

act in a manner desired by them in exchange for favours; personal or otherwise. A 

weak monitoring system is the root cause again, as already seen, for the deciding 

authorities to succumb to such luring. 

Why people rely on corruption is only a result of the technical reasons of the shortage of 

judges, the pendency of cases, and complex procedures. These reasons lead to a string of 

other reasons, which include but are not limited to the following. 

 Lack of alternate dispute resolution mechanisms is one reason why corruption is 

surging in the judiciary. People want fast and fair decisions. The judiciary is not able 

to deliver the decisions fast, even though in most cases it is fair. Had there been an 

efficient alternate dispute resolution mechanism, it would have helped in faster justice 

delivery. Firstly, it would have taken a load of cases off the judiciary's back, and 

secondly, the body itself would have given fast and fair decisions. 

 Another rationale behind people's actions of corrupting is to obtain a 

favourablejudgement. As many Indian cases have shown us, it is quite easy to obtain a 

favourablejudgement by bribing in the lower courts. 

 The judge has the deciding authority in matters relating to bail issuance. Judicial 

Magistrate DebanjanGhosh was alleged to have taken a huge amount of money to 

grant bail to a murder accused, and this is not a singular incident of the kind. 

 It is quite an established fact that corrupt practices of offering money and coercion for 

manipulating witnesses are widely resorted to.  

  As there is a huge backlog of cases in India, people often indulge in corruption for 

speeding up judgement. 
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III. TYPOLOGY OF IDENTIFIED CORRUPT PRACTICES 

Corruption in the judicial field is prevalent in many forms. Research on judicial corruption 

displays several results on both the causes and consequences of corruption, and yet 

advancements remain highly restricted on the circumstances under which these causes and 

consequences occur. Within a fundamental definition of corruption, there are many ways to 

identify the different types of corrupt behaviour. Each typology may be useful for a particular 

purpose.10 It is important that judicial corruption as such needs to be analysed and the 

different corrupt practices must be distinguished in a clear cut manner. The utility of such a 

typology helps to understand the underlying behavioural aspects of corruption and develop 

clear intervention and prevention strategies. The focus of our study is mainly on identifying 

practices by judicial professionals that contribute to judicial corruption.   

A clear typology helps to identify the specific behaviours that underlie actions for serious 

corruption offenses. Identifying underlying corruption behaviours will help to support 

prevention efforts aimed at reducing their incidence over the long term. This, in turn, will be 

able to advance efforts to identify effective anti-corruption strategies.11 

Different studies have been made concerning the behaviour and typologies of 

corruption.12,13Based on the above-mentioned studies, the types of corrupt behaviour 

occurring in court can be derived. 

IV. TYPES OF CORRUPT PRACTICES IN THE JUDICIARY 

Some forms of corrupt behaviour can be identified across judicial systems affecting all the 

judicial professions, to varying extents, and at different stages of the judicial process. These 

are as follows:   

 Bribery;  

 Political interference in the judicial process by the legislative or executive branch: 

o Undue political interference in a judicial process; 

o Misuse of public funds and resources; 

o Extortion of judicial professions, victims, and witnesses. 

                                                      
10Jennifer Bussell et al., Typologies of corruption: a pragmatic approach, Sept. 25, 2015, Pg.21. 
11 A handful of them have already been devised by the UNODC, such as the Guide on Strengthening Judicial 

Integrity and Capacity. 

(www.unodc.org/documents/treaties/UNCAC/Publications/ResourceGuideonStrengtheningJudicialIntegrityand

Capacity/11-85709_ebook.pdf) 
12 Vargas-Hernández, J. G., The multiple faces of corruption: Typology, forms, and levels, (2012). 1, 3–27.  
13The International Bar Association Judicial Integrity Initiative: Judicial systems and Corruption, Typologies of 

corruption in the judiciary, Judicial Integrity Initiative (May 2016). 
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These forms of corruption are the most common and practiced not only in India but 

throughout the whole world. In India, however, these practices are seen to occur in a 

heightened manner. Since bribery is the most commonly found corrupt practice in India, we 

will be dealing with that alone in detail. In addition to this, the effect bribery has on judicial 

professionals will also be delved into to achieve a thorough understanding of this study. 

V. BRIBERY  

Widespread bribery of judges around the world and inappropriate political interference in 

legal systems deny millions their right to a fair and impartial trial, or any trial at all, says the 

global anti-corruption group Transparency International. In India especially, corruption is 

rampant in the judiciary, and bribing judicial professionals is highly common. According to 

Transparency International, the most common reason for paying bribes in India, in general, is 

to "speed things up."The Center for Media Studies conducted a countrywide survey in 2005 

on public perceptions and experiences of corruption in the lower judiciary and found that 

bribes seem to be solicited as the price of getting things done.14 

An effective judiciary guarantees fairness in legal processes. It’s a powerful weapon against 

corruption. However, experiences in court are usually not fair. In some countries, most 

people in contact with the courts face demands for bribes. Their payments total staggering 

amounts. Court efficiency is crucial. A backlog of cases creates opportunities for demanding 

bribes to fast-track a case. Court personnel can be given extra money to delay or rush through 

a trial, or set aside a complaint. Judges can also bribe or be bribed, or they can face pressure 

from higher authorities. 

Section 171B of the Indian Penal Code, 1860 lays down the basic meaning of bribery as  

171B. Bribery.— 

(1) Whoever— 

(ii) accepts either for himself or for any other person any gratification as a reward for 

exercising any such right or for inducing or attempting to induce any other person to exercise 

any such right; commits the offence of bribery: Provided that a declaration of public policy or 

a promise of public action shall not be an offence under this section. 

Individual judges may accept or demand bribes from political actors, lawyers, one of the 

parties especially where economic interests of a company are at stake, to tamper with a case 

                                                      
14 TI India commissioned the survey conducted by the Center for Media Studies (2005). 
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or permit access to legal services otherwise not legally permitted.15Judges or other court 

officials may accept bribes to exercise their influence over a case in a path for the bribers' 

best interests. For instance, a judge may rule the judgement in favour of the briber to ensure 

he does not face the consequences of his actions. Lawyers also indulge themselves in the act 

of corruption by accepting additional fees so that, they, in turn, can bribe a judicial officer's 

favour their clients’ interest.  

VI. HOW COURT STAFF INDULGE IN CORRUPTION 

 JUDGES 

o When it comes to corruption in the judiciary, judges are pivotal figures, as the 

power of acquittal or conviction rests in their hands. 

o For a person to be appointed as a judge, or for his/her promotion, a 

recommendation from the higher judiciary is a must. It is at this point when, in 

most cases, a judge initiates a corrupt action. The Chief Justice of India, in 

consultation with his collegium, recommends the names of judges up for 

appointment or promotion. Judges are often found to indulge in corrupt 

behaviour regarding the process of appointment. As there is no transparency in 

the proceeding, social monitoring is out of the question, and there can be no 

executive control because of the doctrine of separation of powers, this practice 

can only be stopped if there is a monitoring body within the judiciary to 

scrutinize the conduct. Also, the evaluation of the Judge's performance is sub-

standard. 

o As compared to other court staffs, the incidence of corruption for a judge is 

exceptionally low, as a judge rarely moves socially and recuses himself from 

cases involving his interest. 

 LAWYERS 

o Corruption indulged in by the lawyers is almost always ignored. As persons 

who are given firsthand information by the clients, there are high chances of 

misusing the attorney-client privilege for personal gains. 

o When appointed as agents by the client for the performance of certain 

functions, there have been many instances when the lawyer has structured 

such functions for personal mileage. 

                                                      
15Transparency International, Global Corruption Barometer 2010/11 (2010). 



574 International Journal of Law Management & Humanities [Vol. 3 Iss 3; 567] 

© 2020. International Journal of Law Management & Humanities   [ISSN 2581-5369] 

o Lawyers also contact with the investigators and court staff in tampering with 

court dates. They also influence witnesses, expert or not, in their favour.  

 PROSECUTORS 

o Prosecutors are lawyers appointed by the respective state governments to try 

criminal cases on their behalf. In common law countries such as India, 

prosecutors have the discretion to drop cases before going to trial. It is quite 

possible that a prosecutor may behave in a corrupt manner and drop charges 

even if there are concrete reasons to take the case to trial, in exchange for 

other favours.  

o The risk of third-party initiation of corruption is considerably high in the case 

of prosecutors. As the prosecutors come in direct contact with the witnesses 

for both sides and the opposition, chances are highly likely that they may be 

lured into accepting bribes or into other corrupt practices like delaying the 

proceedings, tampering with the evidence, etc. 

o Various studies suggest that low compensation and heavy workload provides 

the incentive for such practices.  

 COURT PERSONNEL 

o Court personnel often act as the much-needed link between the initiator and 

target of corruption. For example, the judges are inaccessible for the general 

public without adequate reason. In such cases, there is no way for a person to 

directly offer a bribe to the judge. It is in these kinds of scenarios where the 

court personnel act as a link between two parties. 

o Even though they may not seek to act in a corrupt manner, they are the most 

easily approachable and persuadable in the judicial offices. 

VII. CONSEQUENCES 

The consequences of having a corrupt judiciary are vast and manifold. Judges indulging in 

corruption can either result in the appointment of incompetent judges or partial decisions. 

While the impact of judges being corrupt is huge, the corrupt lawyers and prosecutors also 

have a considerable impact on the functioning of the system, as they are in direct contact with 

external forces. Witnesses, being an integral part of judicial proceedings, are liable to be 

influenced by lawyers and prosecutors in their favour. Also, court staffs play their part too by 

acting as a link between external and internal players. 

As important as the fundamental rights are for the constitution, so is an ideal judiciary for 
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democracy. The judiciary being corrupt takes away the shine from the diamond that 

democracy is. The many consequences of having a corrupt judiciary are that:  

 People will lose confidence in the judicial system. They will no longer have a safe 

place to fall back in case of oppression from the executives or bureaucrats.  

 There will be only a guarantee of rights but no transparent establishment to safeguard 

the rights.  

 The corrupt external forces will be further strengthened and there will be no place for 

equality. 

 An imbalance in the powers shared between the three pillars of our democracy will 

occur. 

 The very existence of a democratic set-up will be threatened and the purpose of 

having laws and rights extinguished, as there is no free and fair supervising authority. 

VIII. ANTI CORRUPTION STRATEGIES: 

The only way to ensure a well-functioning judiciary is to monitor and eliminate the corrupt 

acts that occur within it. Various recommendations have been made by different 

organisations, journals, and individuals to promote judicial independence and safeguard the 

judiciary from political influence. Anti-corruption tools may be used to prevent, manage, or 

punish corruption as well as to maintain and uplift independence and integrity. 

In recent times, corrupt acts by judicial professionals have reached an all-time high. Often, 

judges charged with corruption are almost always allowed to resign before an inquiry is 

conducted against them and even if carried out, the impeachment procedure is highly taxing 

and judges of the High Court and Supreme Court seldom get impeached. Media sources 

indicated that the government does not have the power to call for an investigation into 

allegations of corruption within the higher judiciary, as such investigations fall under the 

authority of the Chief Justice of India.16 

Judicial and prosecutorial appointments and removals must be transparent and independent of 

the other branches of the Government and based on experience and performance. Journalists 

must have the liberty to make educated reports on legal proceedings and court procedures to 

the public. 

By monitoring and commenting on the appointment of judges, judicial codes of conduct, 

handling of cases and how judges make decisions, society can call attention to the structured 

                                                      
16DamayantiDatta, Who Will Judge the Judges? India Today,Aug. 29, 2011 at Pg17 
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shortcomings that inflate corruption, and bring it to the notice of governments so that they 

may start to take efforts in developing anti-corruption strategies. 

 ACCOUNTABILITY AND DISCIPLINE 

o Courts ought to set a basic level of accountability and discipline to be 

followed by judges while exercising their duties. 

o Judges must be given limited immunity for actions relating to judicial 

obligations. 

o Allegations made against judges should be strictly looked into, by an 

autonomous body. 

o The removal process must be fair and transparent, with pre-determined 

standards and if the corruption is proven, the judge should be liable to 

prosecution. 

o Transparency International has taken efforts to combat judicial corruption by 

monitoring judges’ court attendance and the quality of their judgements. 

 INCREASE THE NUMBER OF JUDGES 

o Not only should the number of judicial officers be increased, but existing 

vacancies should also be filled more promptly to prevent the case backlog 

from further increasing. 

o The Supreme Court recommends that the existing ratio of judges should be 

raised from 12 per million people to 50 in a phased manner over five years.17 

o The Court has also directed central and state offices to fill all vacancies in 

high courts and the subordinate courts.18 

o  An independent judicial appointments body should be at the heart of the 

judicial selection process. 

o  Judicial appointments should be based on merit, and only competent 

candidates with integrity must be considered. 

 TERMS AND CONDITIONS 

o Judicial professionals should be compensated with a fair and fixed salary 

based on their performance and experience. Pensions provided on retirement 

should be fairly given. 

o Protections to safeguard salaries and working conditions against interference 

by the executive and legislative branches should be established.  

                                                      
17All-India Judges Association & Others v Union of India, 2002 (4) SCC 247. 
18 Tribune (India), 6 April 2006. 
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o Judicial transfers should be given objectively to protect impartial and unbiased 

judges.   

 CODES OF CONDUCT  

o The higher judiciary initiated the adoption of a code of conduct for judges, 

called the Restatement of Values of Judicial Life, at the Chief Justices 

Conference of India in 1999.19 

o The document includes conflict of interest guidelines on cases involving 

family members, and conduct concerning gifts, hospitality, contributions, and 

the raising of funds. 

o The Bangalore Principles of Judicial Conduct were adopted in 2002, but the 

judicial system has yet to provide legal support to them. 

 ACCESS TO INFORMATION 

o Transparency must be maintained at all levels of the judiciary to ensure free 

and fair rulings in a court of law. 

o The judiciary should disclose to the public all information regarding the 

activities of the court and spending.  

o  Access to information on laws, proposed changes in legislation, court 

procedures, judgements, judicial vacancies, and appointments are needed. 

o  The prosecution must hold judicial proceedings in public and publish the 

reasons for the decisions that were taken.  

IX. INTERNATIONAL STANDPOINT 

The global community has played a vital role in developing criteria on the constitution of 

court systems and the conduct of judicial professionals, such as the 2005 UN Convention 

against Corruption and the Bangalore Principles on Judicial Conduct in 2002. The 

international community can also play a major role in ensuring that mutual legal aid between 

countries takes place. There have been a significant number of statutes that have been 

developed and implemented among various countries aiming at reducing corruption in courts. 

 United Nations Convention against Corruption. United Nations, 2005. 

UNCAC introduced a comprehensive set of measures to build up countries' regulatory and 

legal regimes to battle corruption. It covers the prevention of corruption and addresses 

preventive measures and international cooperation. An important provision is Article 11 on 

                                                      
19Justice R. C. Lahoti, ‘Canons of Judicial Ethics’, National Judicial Academy, occasional paper no. 5 (2005),  

nja.nic.in 



578 International Journal of Law Management & Humanities [Vol. 3 Iss 3; 567] 

© 2020. International Journal of Law Management & Humanities   [ISSN 2581-5369] 

"measures relating to the judiciary and prosecution services." Article 11 emphasizes the role 

of corruption and suggests measures to strengthen the judiciaries' ability to fight corruption. 

Article 11 is the most fitting article when it comes to the execution of measures against 

corruption in the judiciary. 

 The Bangalore Principles of judicial conduct. Judicial Group on Strengthening 

Judicial Integrity, 2002. 

In 2001, the Judicial Integrity Group, an organisation consisting of top-ranking judicial 

authorises from various parts of the world, developed the Bangalore Principles of Judicial 

Conduct to "provide guidance to judges and to afford the judiciary a framework for 

regulating judicial conduct". These principles fixed six standards for the ethical conduct of 

judges. They are designed to assist judges and judicial actors and to provide a framework for 

supervising judicial conduct. The principles also serve the purpose of aiding members of the 

executive, legislature, and the public in general, a better understanding to generate awareness 

of the judiciary.   

 The Limassol conclusions on combating corruption in the judiciary, 2002.  

An illustrious batch of judges and judicial officials from the Commonwealth countries met in 

Limassol, Cyprus in 2002 and came up with set recommendations to stabilise the 

independence of judicial officers and also devised conclusions to achieve a judicial system 

free from corruption. The recommendations are directed at the judiciary, government and the 

legal profession as well as international organisations and NGOs. 

 The United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime, 2016. 

In 2016, the United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime launched an international programme 

to advocate a situation of lawfulness. It included creating a Global Judicial Integrity Network 

to share the leading practices and lessons learned on the fundamental challenges and new 

queries relating to judicial integrity and the prevention of corruption. 

 The Latimer House principles on the three branches of government. 2003. 

The Latimer principles on the three pillars of the government set out the relationship between 

parliament, the judiciary, and the executive in countries that were members of the 

Commonwealth and further confirmed the separation of powers as a standard principle of the 

Commonwealth. Among others, the principles provide procedures for protecting ethical 

governance and preventing corruption. Within this framework, the Plan of Action for Africa 

and the Edinburgh Plan of Action reiterate the significance of applying the Commonwealth 
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(Latimer House) principles for the accountability of an association between the three 

branches of government.  

X. CONCLUSION 

The judiciary, as one of the three regulating bodies of the Government, alongside the 

legislative and the executive, must be an unbiased pillar in any democratic system. When an 

efficient judicial mechanism is missing, the legal framework safeguarding and imposing 

obligations on civil society cannot productively execute its goal of interpreting the law and 

delivering justice. It is clear that there is a pressing need to rid the judiciaries from corruption 

and make them fair and accountable, just as it is important to unburden from intervention and 

influence from the outside. This paper has attempted to shed light on the deficiencies by 

studying the motive behind judicial corruption. It is impossible to find a single common 

element of judicial corruption for the sole reason that there exists a multitude of overlapping 

factors. Nonetheless, it is critical to identify individual factors before developing and 

implementing reforms. The key takeaway from an understanding of this issue is that the fight 

against corruption in the judiciary must be done systematically and be part and parcel of the 

overall effort to fight against corruption. 

***** 


