Exploring the Language of Bribery and Corruption in Cameroon: Manifestations, Impacts and Recommendations.

ABSTRACT 
Bribery and corruption pose a serious threat to a nation’s development. It is an act of dishonesty, fraudulence by those in position of authority. Transparency International defines corruption as the “the abuse of entrusted power for private gain”. It therefore goes that it is not only for financial gain but for other non-financial gain.  Corruption involves the breach of public trust, abuse of office, misuse of information and conduct that affect honesty and impartiality. Cameroon like most African countries, suffer a great deal from acts of corruption. Cameroon is ranked among the most corrupt countries by Transparency International. Most Cameroonians from all walks of life hold the view that Cameroon suffers heavily from corruption as they believe that most government officials are largely corrupt and dishonest in their deeds. It should be noted that corruption does not only involve the receiver but also the giver. There are cases where the one who seeks a service opening informs the provider that he or she will be paid for the service rendered. The act of corruption persists despite efforts and mechanisms put in place by the government to counter it. In the past, we have seen some top government officials who were found guilty of corrupt practices imprisoned (operation sparrowhawk) but lately, there has been little effort made to continue this fight. The setting up of the National Anti-corruption Commission (NACC) charged with the task of investigating and prosecuting corruption individuals is a laudable initiative. The constitution under article 66 provides that public officials should declare their assets. But, these efforts from the government are nice “songs and no dancers” as corruption persists. First, there is no clear political will that commits the enforcement of anti-corruption laws. Again, many think that the judiciary is politically influenced by the executive arm of government begging the question whether it is independent or not. Using Austin 1962 speech Act theory, we investigated and talked to 200 bike riders, taxi drivers and other Cameroonians who were in need of services from some public service providers. It was revealed that most public service providers and users employed some linguistic expressions directly or indirectly, suggesting that they want that they should be paid for the service they offer to the public. Expressions such as, ‘nothing for me’, ‘on faire comment’, give my beer, ‘voici votre jus’ ‘garder mon jus’ ‘parler vite’ are among the many expressions found during such exchanges. It is was also revealed that some Cameroonians directly “give bribe” because they need what they want to be provided to them within a particular time frame. In regards, corruption in Cameroon, is a chain involving many actors and has created a notion that, if one does not offer bribe, what one solicits will not be provided. At the end of this paper, we came up with some recommendations which if consider, will help curb the practice of bribery and corruption. 
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RESUME
La corruption représente une menace sérieuse pour le développement d'une nation. Il s'agit d'un acte malhonnête et frauduleux commis par des personnes occupant des postes d'autorité. Transparency International définit la corruption comme « l'abus de pouvoir confié à des fins privées ». Il ne s'agit donc pas seulement d'un gain financier, mais aussi d'autres gains non financiers. La corruption implique la violation de la confiance publique, l'abus de pouvoir, l'utilisation abusive d'informations et des comportements qui affectent l'honnêteté et l'impartialité. Le Cameroun, comme la plupart des pays africains, souffre beaucoup des actes de corruption. Le Cameroun est classé parmi les pays les plus corrompus par Transparency International. La plupart des Camerounais, tous milieux confondus, estiment que le Cameroun souffre énormément de la corruption, car ils pensent que la plupart des fonctionnaires sont largement corrompus et malhonnêtes dans leurs actes. Il convient de noter que la corruption ne concerne pas seulement le bénéficiaire, mais aussi le donneur. Il existe des cas où la personne qui sollicite un service informe le prestataire qu'elle le rémunérera pour le service rendu. La corruption persiste malgré les efforts et les mécanismes mis en place par le gouvernement pour la combattre. Dans le passé, nous avons vu certains hauts fonctionnaires reconnus coupables d'actes de corruption être emprisonnés (opération Sparrow hawk), mais ces derniers temps, peu d'efforts ont été faits pour poursuivre cette lutte. La création de la Commission nationale anticorruption (CONAC), chargée d'enquêter et de poursuivre les personnes coupables de corruption, est une initiative louable. L'article 66 de la Constitution prévoit que les fonctionnaires doivent déclarer leurs avoirs. Mais ces efforts du gouvernement ne sont que de belles paroles, car la corruption persiste. Tout d'abord, il n'y a pas de volonté politique claire pour appliquer les lois anticorruptions. De plus, beaucoup pensent que le pouvoir judiciaire est influencé politiquement par le pouvoir exécutif, ce qui soulève la question de son indépendance. En nous appuyant sur la théorie de l'acte de parole d'Austin (1962), nous avons mené une enquête et interrogé 200 cyclistes, chauffeurs de taxi et autres Camerounais qui avaient besoin des services de certains prestataires de services publics. Il a été révélé que la plupart des prestataires et des utilisateurs de services publics employaient directement ou indirectement certaines expressions linguistiques suggérant qu'ils souhaitaient être rémunérés pour les services qu'ils offraient au public. Des expressions telles que « rien pour moi », « on faire comment », « donne-moi ma bière », « voici votre jus », « garder mon jus », « parler vite » font partie des nombreuses expressions relevées lors de ces échanges. Il a également été révélé que certains Camerounais « donnent directement des pots-de-vin » parce qu'ils ont besoin que ce qu'ils veulent leur soit fourni dans un délai déterminé. À cet égard, la corruption au Cameroun est une chaîne impliquant de nombreux acteurs et a créé l'idée que si l'on n'offre pas de pot-de-vin, ce que l'on sollicite ne sera pas fourni. À la fin de cet article, nous avons formulé quelques recommandations qui, si elles sont prises en considération, contribueront à réduire la pratique des pots-de-vin et de la corruption. 
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INTRODUCTION
Bribery and corruption pose a serious threat to a nation’s development. It is the act of dishonesty, fraudulence by those in positions of authority. Transparency International defines corruption as the “the abuse of entrusted power for private gain”. It therefore goes that it is not only for financial gain but for other non-financial gain.  Corruption involves the breach of public trust, abuse of office, misuse of information and conduct that affect honesty and impartiality. In Cameroon like most African countries suffer a great deal from acts of corruption. Begovic (2005) opines that “from the enforcement point of view, corruption is a contract. It is an informal contract because it is illegal – no court in the world will uphold it if there is a problem with its enforcement”. According to U Myint (2000), “corruption is defined as the use of public office for private gain, or in other words, use of, official position, rank or status by an office bearer for his own personal benefit”. To U Myint, some aspects of corrupt practices include; bribery, extortion, fraud, embezzlement, nepotism, cronyism, appropriation of public assets and property for personal use, and influence peddling. To U Myint (2000), “activities such as fraud and embezzlement can be undertaken by an official alone and without involvement of a second party. While others such as bribery, extortion and influence peddling involve two parties the giver and taker in a corrupt deal”. 
For some time now, the government of the Republic of Cameroon is said to have made tremendous effort to fight against corruption. The setting up of legal and other institutional framework to fight this shows Government determination unfortunately, corruption persists. According to A Handbook to fight corruption in MINFOPRA, the Government of Cameroon asserts that “This commitment is manifested by the setting up of a legal and institutional framework to fight against this scourge and to reduce the phenomenon to its barest minimum”. Among other things, she states that the drawing up of a government plan to fight corruption in 1997 was a turning point in the fight. The government of Cameroon has also ratified international instruments, like that of the United Nations convention against corruption on the 18th May 2004. This is according to her, proves that government is doing enough to bring the ill practice to a bare minimum. Again, the government has set up Anti-corruption Unit in all the ministries and public administration by Order No.004878/CAB/MINFOPRA of 31 March 2005. (MINFOPRA 2015). According to MINFOPRA 2015, the putting in place of the National Anti-Corruption Commission (CONAC) by presidential Decree No.2006/088 of 11 March 2006 is a laudable effort toward eradicating the illness. There has also been the approval of the national plan on governance, and the drafting of “National Anti-Corruption Strategy”.  According to MINFOPRA (2015): 
Those who allow themselves to be fooled by lies are more dangerous than liars; And those who allow themselves to be corrupted are more miserable than the corrupters. The corrupter and the corrupt are both liable to blackmail and thus lose their independence. A hard-earned penny is worth more than ten unscrupulously earned. Better with righteousness than much gain with injustice.  And thou shall take no gift: for the gift blinds the wise, and perverts the words of the righteous.
This is an indication that bribery and corruption is not just about those who take, but those who give. He who offers and he who receives are guilty of the same crime. During the CPDM 3rd Extraordinary congress that held in 2006, Paul Biya, President of the Republic of Cameroon openly indicated by saying “We still have, I am obliged to say, a serious public moral problem. Despite our efforts to combat them, fraud, embezzlement of public funds and corruption still continue to erode the foundations of our society”. He further declared that “I have always expressed my determination to eradicate these antisocial behaviours. Severe sanctions have been meted out in the past years”.  He then made a promise that “We are not going to relent. Those who have enriched themselves at the expense of the general interest should return their ill-gotten gains”. Unfortunately, more than a decade after these statements were made, corruption still persists. 
Wathne (2021:2) says the “most common definitions of corruption are ‘the misuse of entrusted power for private gain”. But again, she noted that there is no precise definition that is given that applies to all forms, types and degree of corruption or one which is accepted globally. To her, the absence of   conceptual precision gives room for difficulty in measuring and comparing corruption and its degree over time and across the world, sectors and institutions. Wathne thinks that, the solution has always been to complement “these broad definitions with a detailed description of the type of corruption in question; the levels, sectors, and institutions where it takes place; the actors involved; and the causal factors”. It should be noted that some researchers in this domain have the tendency to defining corruption as opposite term to good governance, quality of government, ethical spectrum and state ability. Wathne (2021:2) holds that different countries have different realities and the way they look at corruption. She takes the example of Nigeria where she says that “Nigerians’ understandings of what counts as corruption are sometimes quite different than the common Western views’ and that ‘Nigerians themselves often embrace contradictory views”. Therefore, Nigerians consider informal payments after a service has been offered is not considered as corruption. According to Wathne (2021) therefore, the fight to combat, expose, and ultimately eradicate corruption is a common description of anti-corruption initiatives. It is crucial to acknowledge the historical endurance of corruption, even though such terminology may be helpful in bringing attention to this problem. A new "disease" that can be healed with the correct set of therapies is not corruption. She holds that corruption is prevalent and has persisted for ages. Mungiu Pippidi (2015) as cited in Wathne (2021), observes that ‘all states have originated from being “owned” by a select few individuals who dominate all resources’, leading to the conclusion that ‘particularism is an inherent tendency – individuals are inclined to support their own’. She further states, ‘The division between public and private interests in public matters and the complete independence of the state from private interests are rare in today’s world, challenging to achieve and maintain’. In essence, corruption is ancient, deeply rooted, intricate, and enduring. Thus, ‘unless humanity transforms into angels, corruption will not be eliminated in the near future, and even gradual advancements are difficult to attain’.
LITERATURE REVIEW 
Some credible works have been done in the domain of corruption globally. Damijan (2023) worked on corruption: a review issues where she focused on the historical overview to the concept of corruption and the damaging effects that it costs on the economy and society. She states that “corruption was first understood as a disturbance of the balance of state power, and later as the immorality of political patronage and favouritism of certain groups”. To her, corruption has moved from the public space to the “intertwining” of both public and private spaces. Begovic (2005) looks at corruption from definitory perspective, defining it, giving its types, causes and consequences of corruption. To him, corruption is different from theft, embezzlement and other financial crimes. Not all abuses of public office are considered to be corruption, some are direct theft, fraud, embezzlement. Therefore, Begovic (2005) says that “if a senior government official simply illegally appropriates of money from the budget without providing any service or favour to anyone, that is not corruption- it is a crime but of another kind” (Begovic 2005). 
U Myint (2000) looks at the causes, consequences and cures for corruption. His study highlights the need to maintain that corruption directly bars the way to a nation’s development. He examines the causes and consequences of corruption specifically in the context of less developed nations especially those nations with what he terms “considerable regulation and central direction”. According to U Myint (2000), “the lack of transparency, accountability, as well as institutional weaknesses such as in the legislative and judicial systems, provide fertile ground for the growth of rent seeking activities in such a country”. He also notes that some of the causes of corruption is the upsurge of a convert economy and the increase in social costs which is related with corruption, and this leads to “adverse consequences on income distribution, consumption patterns, investment, the government budget and on economic reforms”. U Myint (2000)’s study also analyses the supply part of bribery and its global scopes and presents some recommendations on how to address the issue of corruption which will bring it to its lowest rate of practice. 
Wathne (2021) made a study into understanding corruption and how to curb it. She looks at the various definitions of corruption and its different forms. Wathne (2021:3) holds that “The cost of corruption greatly exceeds the sum of bribes paid, funds misappropriated, and taxes avoided”. She points out that corruption hinders the development of a nation, increases inequity and therefore undermines legitimate government which goes a long way to weakens public’s trust in true democracy. Wathne (2021) holds that, we cannot satisfactorily state which country is most corrupt because the question cannot receive any direct answer since corruption takes many forms, occurs at all level of power and everybody is seemingly involved in one way or the other. Wathne (2021:3) puts “Corruption can take many forms, occur at all levels of power, and be conducted by all types of agents, including individuals, businesses, public officials, politicians, state agents, and non-state actors”. She posits that the causes and indicators of corruption and ways to curbing it depends on the nation’s economic growth and whether the nation is a democracy or an autocracy. Wathne (2021) opines that corruption exist in both developed and developing countries, “It is an integral and integrated part of the economic, social, and political system. Most people have no alternative but to engage. Corruption includes both legal and illegal acts”. 
The Ministry of Public Service and Administrative Reforms in (2015), came up with a Handbook to fight corruption in MINFOPRA, a document to inform, educate and sensitise the public and MINFOPRA staff against corruption. The document firmly described corruption as a serious threat and a canker worm that hinders development and goes against a state governed by the rule of law.  The impunity with which corrupt officials and users have has jeopardised the equitable distribution of resources. The then Minister of Public Service and Administrative reforms, Michel Ange Angouing, in a preface to the handbook stated that corruption “undermines fundamental democratic values and institutions by compromising social, economic and political development, as well as the promotion of human rights”. He further noted that “In this regard, the fight against this scourge is a major concern for Cameroonian authorities, the first among them being the Head of State, President of the Republic, who once declared that: «We still have, I am obliged to say, a serious public moral problem”. Despite efforts put up by the state to combat corruption, it still persists and continuously destroying the very fabric of our society.  The Handbook points to the fact that for many years, the government of Cameroon has been determined to fight this canker worm and its commitment is seen in such ways as outlined by MINFOPRA; The drawing up of a government plan against corruption in 1997, the ratification of various international instruments, such as the United Nations Convention against Corruption on  May 18,2004, the setting up in Ministries of Anti-Corruption Units, with that of MINFOPRA set up by Order No.004878/CAB/MINFOPRA of March 31, 2005, the setting up of the National Anti-Corruption Commission (CONAC) by Presidential Decree No.2006/088 of  March 11, 2006, adoption of the National Programme on Governance, the drafting of a “National Anti-Corruption Strategy”. (MINFOPRA 2015). According to MINFOPRA, the setting up of these mechanisms above is to respond to the gravity of the “disease”. The document ends by inviting all Cameroonians to denounce corruption by reporting to the Anti-corruption of its Ministry. 
THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK 
This papers anchors on one main theory, that of Austin (1962) Speech Act and later developed by Searle (1969). Speech Act theory is said to be at the centre of discourse analysis and pragmatics and, it does not study only words and sentence meaning, it also study meaning of utterances in definite contexts. Austin (1962) held that sentences should be categorised into two fundamental parts namely, the constative and the performative.  According to Van Dijk (1980:176), Speech Act is also called an illocutionary act; it is consequently a social act that is accomplished by the utterance of a meaningful expression in a specified context. Searle (1978:16) defines speech act as: 
Speaking a language is performing speech acts such as making statements, giving commands, asking questions, making promises and so on, and more abstractly, acts such as referring and predicating and secondly that these acts are in general made possible by and are performed in accordance with rules for the use of linguistic elements.
Austin  (1962)’s paper, “How to Do Things with Words” is considered as the one that kickstarted the theory of Speech Act.  It was later on developed and improved upon by his student Searle. Speech act theory holds that language does not only describe things, but equally used to do things. Say differently, words and statements do not describe a situation or state facts, but also perform action.  In his elucidation of infelicities, Austin (1962) came up with two types of infelicities; Misfires and the Abuses. Customarily, the latter is concerned with the speaker’s feeling, intention and continuous action (Yoshitake 2004). Once more, Horner (n.d) states that “according to speech act theory, in writing as well as in speaking, individuals are performing intentional acts”. To this, we note that the writer or the speaker’s text should be analysed built on his text, and most prominently on what the writer’s or speaker’s purpose or intention is. As far as the speaker is aware of his audience, the audience should be conversant with the speaker, his text and intention. These four essential things put together, constitute largely, the important elements in speech act theory. 
METHODOLOGY 
Drawing inspiration from Austin’s (1962) speech Act theory, and using the descriptive method of analysis, the data for this paper is collected using checklist, observation and interviews. We talked to 200 Cameroonians.  That is, 35 bike riders who ran into trouble with the police or municipal police, 35 taxi drivers who ran into trouble with the police and gendarme officers, 35 public service users in Ministry A, (name of Ministry withheld) and 35 in Ministry B, (name of Ministry withheld, 30 persons who had cases at the police station, and lastly 30 persons who had cases at the Gendarmerie brigade. Four key questions were asked to determine their understanding of the topic under discussion. It should be noted that our case study was based in the city of Yaounde, Cameroon.
1) What do you understand by bribery and corruption? 
2)  Do you know any words, phrases or sentences that can be considered as expressions of the desire to corrupt practices?
3)  3) Have you been faced with an issue that require you paying before a service was rendered to you? 
4) 4) What do you think are the negative impacts of bribery and corruption on the Cameroonian society?
5)  5) What can you propose as solutions to curbing the phenomenon of bribery and corruption among Cameroonians?
CAUSES OF CORRUPTION 
A lot can be said or explain why people engage in the act of corrupt practices. According to Begovic (2005), “all economic agents are maximising their individual utility, personal welfare (wealth)” which lead to selfish interests of those agents. To him, there is corruption in a society where there are weak or no strong legislation against it. Begovic (2005) puts “the complicated and non-transparent legislation specifying slow procedure, at the discretion of civil servants in the enforcement process creates a tremendous opportunity for corruption”. Another basic cause of corruption is low wages of civil servants. When workers receive low wages, they find it difficult to meet their basic needs and therefore will turn to engage in corrupt practices to enable them meet up. Begovic (2005) holds that “increasing wages of civil servants is another important segment of the strategy to fighting corruption”. 
According to U Myint (2000), “the lack of transparency, accountability, as well as institutional weaknesses such as in the legislative and judicial systems, provide fertile ground for the growth of rent seeking activities in such a country”. He also notes that some of the causes of corruption is the upsurge of a convert economy and the increase in social costs which is related with corruption, and this leads to “adverse consequences on income distribution, consumption patterns, investment, the government budget and on economic reforms”. 
According to MINFOPRA, the persistence of corruption is somewhat due to the dominant gloomy economy climate and also because of a decay in moral rectitude in our society. To MINFOPRA, several factors account for the persistence of corruption in Cameroon. Among the causes listed are; The loss of values and guiding principles, Discrepancies between the cost of living and income level of State employees, Low salaries of State employees, Wage disparities between personnel of the same level, Impunity, Lack of transparency in data exchange, Poor management of human resources, Failure or poor monitoring and/or supervising of the activities of collaborators, Centralization of decisions and/or powers, Longevity in some duty positions. (MINFOPRA 2015). It should be noted that sometimes corruption is promoted by the giver or the person who offers because they are impatience and do not want to wait for their documents to take a normal procedure. Sometimes, they are ignorant of the existing laws against corruption. According to MINFOPRA, there exist this culture among Cameroonians not to work hard or make effort, and also driven by the desire to get rich quick by all means. The Handbook to Fight Corruption (2015) cited severally reasons that account for users push to offering bribe in order to get services render to them. Among the reasons are; poor reception of users, ambiguous directions to users, unnecessary concealment of information, duplicitous removal of files, excessive withholding of files, tribalism, low qualification of the staff at the reception desk, inadequate working framework and conditions, desire to get rich quick by all means, living above one’s means, receiving gifts offer, harassment. Lastly, one of the causes of bribery and corruption is the discretionary power that some authorities do have. They are placed in positions where they are the ones who decide on so many issues, like recruitment and admission into public competitive entrance examinations. Once in this discretionary position, they insert names of persons they want in exchange of money or other things. This goes without notice because they are infact, the final bosses. 
CONSEQUENCES OF BRIBERY AND CORRUPTION 
Corruption has far reaching consequences. According to U Myint (2000), allegations and charges of corruption play a severe role in politics more than ever before. To him, “Governments have fallen, careers of world-renowned public figures ruined, and reputations of well-respected organizations and business firms badly tarnished on account of it”. Again, corruption has given way to the mass media to feed on it by spreading scandals as politicians use the mass media to discredit their opponents. Let us consider U Myint (2000) who states that:
 The rising trend in the use of corruption as a tool to discredit political opponents, the media’s preoccupation with it as a highly marketable commodity, and the general public’s fascination with seeing prominent personalities in embarrassing situations have brought scandalous and corrupt behaviour, a common human frailty, into the limelight of international attention.
To this effect, we note that corruption plays a greater part, regrettably in political exchanges as political opponents are brought down due to their involvement in corrupt practices. Equally, corruption hinders the development of a nation especially economic development. U Myint (2000) reports that “In a recent survey of 150 high level officials from 60 third world countries, the respondents ranked public sector corruption as the most severe obstacle confronting their development process (Gray and Kaufmann 1998). 
Corruption weighs heavily on a nation’s social, political and economic development. Most often, contracts are awarded to the wrong persons because the said persons influenced their selection by offering bribe. Interestingly, and as U Myint (2000) puts it, corruption can be important in “obtaining licenses and permits to engage in lucrative economic activities such as importing certain goods in high demand and in short supply”. In Cameroon like elsewhere, corruption gives the government benefits especially as we understand that bribe can impact the distribution of monetary benefits like credit subventions and favoured prices and exchange rates in places where price controls and several exchange rates exist. Again, U Myint (2000) holds that “bribes can be employed to acquire in-kind benefits such as access to privileged schools, subsidized medical care, subsidized housing and real estate, and attractive ownership stakes in enterprises that are being privatized”. Explainable indeed, some persons claim that corruption helps to reduce the amount of taxes, fees, dues, custom duties and other public utility. This is explainable since in Cameroon, we notice the existence of high taxes on businesses. Corruption also leads to time saving and regulatory avoidance. U Myint (2000) claims that “bribes can speed up the granting of permission, licenses and permits to carry out activities that are perfectly legal. This is the so-called “grease money” to turn the wheels of bureaucracy more smoothly, speedily and hopefully in the right direction”. He (U Myint) further thinks that people pay for services especially in cases where it is initially difficult and worrisome to get those services faster. He writes “It is also not difficult to think of a really awful situation where rules and regulations, and the way they are applied, are so complex and burdensome that the only way left to get things done is to pay money to avoid them”. Corruption also leads to economic rent that tends to influence the results of legal and regulatory processes. U Myint (2000) writes:
 bribes can be used to provide incentives to regulatory authorities to refrain from taking action, and to look the other way, when private parties engage in activities that are in violation of existing laws, rules and regulations such as those relating to controlling pollution, preventing health hazards, or promoting public safety as in the case of building codes and traffic regulations. Similarly, bribes can be given to favour one party over another in court cases or in other legal and regulatory proceedings 
With this in mind, we observe that people engage in corrupt practices in order to sort their way or push for the service provision illegally out of legal processes and this begs the question of how independent and impartial is the legislative and the judiciary. 
As corruption continues in Cameroon, there are noticeable consequences that are weighing badly. Some of these consequences have already been discussed above and others include, bad services provided to users, favouritism steps in especially in cases where merit is skewed, there exist inequity which can lead to strike actions, development partners or allies are somewhat reluctant to invest in Cameroon especially because there exists poor allocation of resources. According to MINFOPRA (2015), corruption leads to lack of interest of some personnels, loss of interest in Cameroon direct recruitment process and loss of credibility in actions that gear towards improving the service render to the public. All these tarnishes the image of the country.  
FINDINGS AND DISCUSSIONS 
This section of this research paper focuses on the findings and discussions of the data collected on the field. 
DATA FROM BIKE RIDERS
We have 35 bike riders who gave responses under this section. These are persons who ran into trouble with police officers, municipal police and sometimes, Gendarme officers. 
	Questions 
	Yes response 
	No response 
	Total Percentage 

	Do you understand what is corruption?
	35
	100
	00
	00
	100

	Have you been involved in any corrupt practices before 
	20
	57.5
	15
	42.5
	100

	Do you think corruption is a good practice? 
	5
	14.5
	30
	85.5
	100



Observably, the table above demonstrates responses from bike riders in the streets of Yaounde. We noticed that all the 35 informants do understand what corruption is, making a total of 100 percentage. On whether they have been involved in an act of corruption, 20 informants said yes, making a total percentage of 57.5. meanwhile 15 of them said they have not been involved in any corrupt practice before, making a percentage of 42.5. we also sort to find out if corruption is a good practice and 30 of them said no (85.5) saying that it is a bad practice while 5 (14.5) said it is a good thing because it helps them to come out of some difficult situations. Some noticeable expressions were said to be common place here. Expressions such as, ‘we do how?’ voici votre jus, parler vite etc. These are expressions that do invite the parties to engage in acts of corruption. 
DATA FROM TAXI DRIVERS
We have 35 taxi drivers who gave responses under this section. These are persons who ran into trouble with police officers, municipal police and sometimes, Gendarme officers. 
	Questions 
	Yes response 
	No response 
	Percentage 

	Do you understand what is corruption?
	30
	85.5
	5
	14.5
	100

	Have you been involved in any corrupt practices before 
	25
	71.5
	10
	28.5
	100

	Do you think corruption is a good practice? 
	2
	5.5
	33
	94.5
	100



From the table above, we observed that out of the 35 informants, 30 accepted knowing what corruption is, while 5 shy away or did not know what corruption is. On whether they have been involved in one way or the other in acts of corruption, 25 taxi drivers said they been involved (71.5) and 10 said no (28.5). on whether corruption is a good practice, 33 of them said corruption is bad (94.5) while only 2 of them (5.5) said it is good in some cases. Those who claimed it is a good practice said it allows them to get what they want at a faster speed. Here, we gathered some expressions such as, you will have to give my beer, meaning you must pay. 
DATA FROM PUBLIC SERVICE USERS A
We gathered information from 35 public service users from Ministry A (name of Ministry withheld). 
	Questions 
	Yes response 
	No response 
	Percentage 

	Do you understand what is corruption?
	35
	100
	00
	100
	100

	Have you been involved in any corrupt practices before 
	15
	42.5
	20
	57.5
	100

	Do you think corruption is a good practice? 
	00
	00
	35
	100
	100



From the data collected from public service users of Ministry A, we noted that 35 of them agreed to knowing what corruption is all about making a percentage of 100. Out of the 35 persons, 20 said they have been involved in some acts of corruption because they needed to Fasttrack their documents in a particular office. This makes a percentage of 57.5 while 15 of them said they have never been involved in any act of corruption, making a total of 42.2. On whether corruption is a good practice, all the 35 informants said it is bad and must be discouraged. Gere moi, il faut huiler, fais un geste were some of the expressions used in this kind of situation. These expressions directly or indirectly invite partners to engage in corrupt practices.  
DATA FROM PUBLIC SERVICE USERS B
We gathered information from 35 public service users from Ministry B (name of Ministry withheld). 
	Questions 
	Yes response 
	No response 
	Percentage 

	Do you understand what is corruption?
	33
	94.5
	2
	5.5
	100

	Have you been involved in any corrupt practices before 
	20
	57.5
	15
	42.5
	100

	Do you think corruption is a good practice? 
	6
	17.5
	29
	82.5
	100



Looking at the table above, we observed that, out of the 35 informants, 33 agreed to knowing what corruption is about, making a percentage of 94.5. out of the 35, 2 informants did not say they understood what corruption is all about, giving a percentage of 5.5.  on whether they have ever been involved in corrupt practices, 20 said they have, giving a percentage of 57.5 and 15 declined, giving a percentage of 42.5. On whether they consider corruption as a good practice, 29 informants said that it is a very bad practice, giving a percentage of 82.5 and 6 said corruption has enabled them to come out of some difficulty challenges, with a percentage of 17.5. Tchoko, on fait comment, gombo are some of the expressions common place here which literarily translate into asking parties to give or take something in exchange for a service. 
[bookmark: _Hlk204782775]DATA FROM PERSONS WHO HAD CASES AT THE POLICE STATION
We equally talked to 30 persons who were involved in such issues at the police stations in the city of Yaounde. 
	Questions 
	Yes response 
	No response 
	Percentage 

	Do you understand what is corruption?
	30
	100
	00
	100
	100

	Have you been involved in any corrupt practices before 
	25
	83.5
	5
	16.5
	100

	Do you think corruption is a good practice? 
	5
	16.5
	25
	83.5
	100



From the information gathered from informants who had cases at the police station, we noticed that 30 of them all claimed to know what corruption is all about, making a percentage of 100. On whether they have been involved in corrupt practices, 25 said they have, giving a percentage of 83.5. 5 said they have never been involved, making the percentage of 16.5.  We also sort to know whether they consider corruption a good practice, 25 (83.5) said it is a bad practice and 5 (16.5) said it is good because it helps fast-track some administrative procedures. 
DATA FROM PERSONS WHO HAD CASES AT THE GENDARMERIE BRIGADE 
We equally talked to 30 persons who were involved in such issues at the Gendarmerie Brigade in the city of Yaounde. 
	Questions 
	Yes response 
	No response 
	Percentage 

	Do you understand what is corruption?
	30
	100
	00
	100
	100

	Have you been involved in any corrupt practices before 
	20
	66.5
	10
	33.5
	100

	Do you think corruption is a good practice? 
	3
	10
	27
	90
	100



From the table above, we observed that 30 of the informants accepted knowing what corruption is, making a percentage of 100. On whether they have been involved in corrupt practices, 20 said ‘yes’ making a percentage of 66.5, and 10 said ‘no’, giving a percentage of 33.5. we also sort to know whether they consider corruption as a good practice, 27 of them said ‘no’, it is not a good practice with a percentage of 60 and 3 said yes, it is a good practice, giving a percentage of 10. 
WORDS AND EXPRESSIONS ON CORRUPTION 
These are just some of the terms and expressions that are frequently used by those who engage in corrupt practices. 
	No. 
	Words/expressions 
	Meaning/Implication 

	1
	Garder mon jus’
	keep me juice, which implies that the person should pay for the service

	2
	Parler vite’
	Talk fast, decide whether you want the person to help you or not

	3
	You will have to give my beer
	Give my beer which in this case, is money 

	4
	Voici votre jus’
	This is your juice. Here is your pay for helping me 

	5
	nothing for me’
	You did not bring something?

	6
	on fait comment
	What should we do? 

	7
	On peut gérer ça, mais parle seulement bien
	We can solve your problem but you have to give us something  

	8
	Parler bien comment chef?
	What should I do Sir?

	9
	C’est bon, mais on fait comment alors
	It is okay but what should we do now? 

	10
	Chef, je dois t’offrir quoi encore ?
	Sir, what should I give again? 

	11
	Gère-moi 
	Handle/fix me

	12
	Il faut huiler
	You need to oil the process 

	13
	Fais un geste
	Make a gest/give something 

	14
	Give him something 
	For you document to go faster, you need to give him money

	15
	We do how ?
	make an offer 

	16
	Tchoko 
	Give money 

	17
	Gombo
	Money to fast Track 

	18
	Where is my kolanut 
	Where is my gift/money 

	19
	What have you brought for me
	Subtle way to ask for bribe 

	20
	You came to the palace empty-handed  
	You should not come to my office without something for me 

	21
	You have to see me  
	Give me money before I can work on your file 

	22
	Is that what I will eat?
	Offer something before I can be of help 

	23
	Moi, qoui dedans?
	What will I gain from handling your file? 

	24
	Moi, je sius déjà fatigue
	I am tired, from this, the user should understand and be ready to make an offer

	25
	Je prends ma pause déjà
	I going out for break. So, retaining me should only be possible if you offer to give me something or take me out

	26
	We do how?
	What should be done? which means that the users should understand that money is involved in the process 

	27
	Help me, I will five your beer
	Please, help treat my file, I will give your money 

	28
	Il faut donner à boire
	Give to drink, meaning make an offer/give money

	29
	C’est ça que je vais manger ?
	Is it that what I will have? Do something 

	30
	Boss, fait seulement le travail, je vais garder ton whisky
	Please, just do the job, I have your gift/money



RECOMMENDATIONS 
Fighting corruption and corrupt practices is a must if a nation has to advance in its development stride. It should be noted that corruption is a global thing and therefore, it is a practice in almost all countries whether developed or developing ones, and also practice in both the public and private sectors. There are several penalties placed on those who engaged in the practice of corruption in Cameroon. These sanctions are both administrative and penal. According to MINFOPRA ‘s Handbook to fight corruption, there are punitive sanctions provided for by the general rules and regulations of the Public Service and specific rules that govern certain corps of civil service, particularly that of magistrates, and that of the Police corps. There have always existed laws against corruption. Let us consider that of Decree No.78/484 of 9 November 1978. The punishment for engaging in corrupt practices are stated in articles 134 and 136 offers for a 5-to-10-years of incarceration and a fine from CFA 200,000 to 20,000,000frs for persons guilty of corrupt practices. Among other things, the Ministry of Public Service and Administrative Reforms, through its handbook, states that, the drawing up of a government plan to fight corruption in 1997 was a turning point in the fight against it. The government of Cameroon has also ratified international instruments, like that of the United Nations convention against corruption on the 18th May 2004. This according to her, proves that government is doing enough to bring the ill to a bare minimum. Again, the government has set up Anti-corruption Unit in all the ministries and public administration by Order No.004878/CAB/MINFOPRA of 31 March 2005. (MINFOPRA 2015). According to MINFOPRA 2015, the putting in place of the National Anti-Corruption Commission (CONAC) by Presidential Decree No.2006/088 of 11 March 2006 is a laudable effort toward eradicating the ‘illness’. There has also been the approval of the national plan on governance, and the drafting of “National Anti-Corruption Strategy”. 
Unfortunately, with all these mechanisms put in place to fight corruption in Cameroon, it still persists. What therefore is this paper proposing as a means of fighting this canker worm? One of the areas where Government should pay particular attention to in order to fight corruption is the payment of civil servants. Civil servants should be well paid in order for them to avoid the temptation of asking for bribes for service that are free. According to Augusto Lopez, “If public sector wages are too low, employees may find themselves under pressure to supplement their incomes in “unofficial” ways”. Again, the Government should create transparency and openness in its spending. How Government manages subsidies, taxes exemptions, public procurement of goods and services should be well spelt out and controlled. In this way, the Government must have created a spirit of fairness in public expenditure. 

CONCLUSION
This paper has explored the language of corruption, manifestation, impacts and recommendations. The progress of a country is seriously threatened by bribery and corruption. It is an act of deceit and dishonesty committed by people in positions of power. Corruption is defined by Transparency International as "the abuse of entrusted power for private gain." It follows that there are other non-financial benefits in addition to financial ones.  Breach of public trust, abuse of office, misuse of information, and actions that compromise objectivity and honesty are all considered forms of corruption. Like many other African countries, Cameroon suffers greatly from corruption. Transparency International lists Cameroon as one of the most corrupt nations. 
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