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Abstract-Corruption remains one of the most persistent challenges to governance and socio-
economic development in India. This study critically examines the legal framework of anti-
corruption laws in India with special reference to the functioning of the Anti-Corruption Bureau 
(ACB), Faridabad. It analyses constitutional provisions, key legislations such as the Prevention 
of Corruption Act, 1988, and institutional mechanisms designed to curb corrupt practices. The 
research adopts a doctrinal approach supported by secondary data to evaluate the effectiveness 
of existing laws and enforcement agencies. 
The study further explores the structure, functions, and working procedures of the ACB, 
Faridabad, highlighting its role in investigating corruption cases, conducting trap operations, 
and handling public complaints. A critical analysis reveals both strengths, such as operational 
efficiency and local impact, and weaknesses, including resource constraints, procedural delays, 
and political interference. The findings indicate that despite a robust legal framework, 
challenges such as low conviction rates, lack of transparency, and weak implementation 
continue to hinder effective anti-corruption enforcement. The study concludes that 
strengthening institutional independence, improving investigation and prosecution 
mechanisms, enhancing public awareness, and leveraging technology are essential for effective 
control of corruption. It emphasizes the need for coordinated efforts between legal institutions, 
enforcement agencies, and society to ensure transparency, accountability, and good 
governance. 
Keywords-Corruption, Anti-Corruption Law, Prevention of Corruption Act, Anti-Corruption 
Bureau, Faridabad, Governance, Transparency, Accountability 
 
1. Introduction 
Corruption is a complex socio-legal phenomenon that undermines the integrity of public 
administration and erodes public trust in governance. It is generally understood as the abuse of 
entrusted power for private gain, encompassing practices such as bribery, embezzlement, 
nepotism, and misuse of official position. In the Indian context, corruption operates at multiple 
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levels petty, administrative, and systemic affecting both public and private sectors. It not only 
distorts economic development but also violates fundamental rights by denying citizens equal 
access to public services and justice1. Historically, corruption in India is not a new issue. 
References to corrupt practices can be traced back to ancient texts like Arthashastra, where 
Kautilya described various forms of embezzlement and misuse of state resources. During the 
colonial period, corruption became institutionalized within bureaucratic systems designed for 
extraction rather than public welfare. Post-independence, despite the establishment of 
democratic institutions, corruption persisted and, in some cases, expanded due to rapid 
economic growth, increased state intervention, and weak enforcement mechanisms2. 
 
The need for anti-corruption laws in India arises from the severe consequences corruption 
imposes on governance, economic stability, and social justice. Corruption leads to 
misallocation of resources, hampers investment, and widens socio-economic inequalities. To 
combat these challenges, India has enacted several legislations, including the Prevention of 
Corruption Act, 1988, and established oversight bodies such as the Central Vigilance 
Commission and Lokpal. These legal frameworks aim to ensure accountability, transparency, 
and deterrence against corrupt practices. However, the effectiveness of these laws largely 
depends on their implementation and the efficiency of enforcement agencies3.  One of the key 
enforcement bodies at the state level is the Anti-Corruption Bureau (ACB), which plays a 
crucial role in investigating corruption-related offences involving public servants. The ACB, 
including the unit functioning in Faridabad, is responsible for conducting inquiries, laying trap 
cases, collecting evidence, and assisting in prosecution. It serves as a vital link between legal 
provisions and their practical enforcement. The functioning of the ACB reflects the ground-
level realities of anti-corruption efforts, making it an important subject of study in evaluating 
the success of anti-corruption laws. The present study focuses on a critical analysis of anti-
corruption laws in India with special reference to the functioning of the ACB, Faridabad. The 
scope of the study includes examining the legal framework, institutional mechanisms, and 
practical challenges faced in the enforcement of anti-corruption laws. It also seeks to evaluate 
the effectiveness of the ACB in addressing corruption at the regional level. The significance of 
this study lies in its potential to provide insights into existing gaps in the system and to suggest 
reforms that can strengthen anti-corruption measures. Through combining legal analysis with 
institutional evaluation, the study contributes to a better understanding of how anti-corruption 
laws operate in practice and how they can be improved to ensure transparent and accountable 
governance. 
 
2. Conceptual Framework of Corruption 
2.1 Definition and Types of Corruption 
Corruption is broadly defined as the misuse of public power or authority for personal gain. It 
involves deviation from established legal and ethical standards by public officials or 

 
1 M. P. Jain, Indian Constitutional Law (8th edn., LexisNexis, 2018). 
2 Kautilya, Arthashastra (translated by R. Shamasastry, 1915). 
3 Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988 (as amended in 2018). 
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individuals in positions of trust. According to legal and administrative perspectives, corruption 
includes acts such as bribery, embezzlement, fraud, extortion, abuse of discretion, and 
favouritism. In India, corruption is primarily addressed under statutory frameworks such as the 
Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988, which criminalizes acts of bribery and misconduct by 
public servants.  
 
Corruption can be categorized into various types based on its nature and scope: 

• Petty Corruption: Also known as administrative or bureaucratic corruption, it occurs 
at lower levels of government where officials demand small bribes for routine services 
such as issuing licenses or certificates.  

• Grand Corruption: This involves high-level officials and large-scale financial 
transactions, often linked with major contracts, policy decisions, or political influence.  

• Political Corruption: It refers to the misuse of political power by elected 
representatives or policymakers for personal or party benefits, including manipulation 
of laws and public resources.  

• Systemic Corruption: When corruption becomes deeply embedded in institutions and 
processes, making it a regular part of governance rather than an exception.  

 
These types often overlap and reinforce each other, making corruption a multi-dimensional 
problem that requires comprehensive legal and institutional responses. 
 
2.2 Causes of Corruption (Economic, Political, Administrative) 
Corruption arises due to a combination of economic, political, and administrative factors: 
 
Economic Causes: Low salaries, poverty, unemployment, and unequal distribution of wealth 
create incentives for individuals to engage in corrupt practices. Inadequate economic 
opportunities may push public officials toward bribery and illegal gains as a means of financial 
security.  
 
Political Causes: Lack of political will, electoral funding pressures, and misuse of power 
contribute significantly to corruption. Weak accountability mechanisms and excessive 
discretion in decision-making allow politicians and officials to exploit their positions. Political 
interference in investigations further weakens anti-corruption efforts4.  
 
Administrative Causes: Complex procedures, red-tapism, lack of transparency, and weak 
institutional controls create an environment conducive to corruption. Inefficient grievance 
redressal systems and lack of strict monitoring mechanisms enable corrupt practices to continue 
unchecked. Additionally, delays in judicial processes reduce the deterrent effect of anti-
corruption laws.  
These causes are interrelated and create a cycle where corruption perpetuates itself unless 
addressed through systemic reforms. 

 
4 M. P. Jain, Indian Constitutional Law (8th edn., LexisNexis, 2018). 
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2.3 Impact on Governance and Society 
Corruption has far-reaching consequences on governance, economic development, and social 
justice: 
 
Impact on Governance: Corruption weakens democratic institutions, reduces administrative 
efficiency, and erodes public trust in government. It leads to poor policy implementation and 
compromises the rule of law.  
 
Economic Impact: It distorts market mechanisms, discourages foreign investment, and results 
in inefficient allocation of public resources. Development projects often suffer from inflated 
costs and poor quality due to corrupt practices.  
 
Social Impact: Corruption increases inequality and injustice by denying fair access to public 
services such as healthcare, education, and welfare schemes. It disproportionately affects 
marginalized and economically weaker sections of society5.  
 
Legal and Ethical Impact: It undermines the credibility of the legal system and promotes a 
culture of dishonesty and unethical behaviour in society.  
 
Corruption acts as a major obstacle to sustainable development and good governance. 
Addressing it requires not only strong legal frameworks but also effective implementation, 
institutional accountability, and public participation. 
 
3. Legal Framework of Anti-Corruption in India 
India has developed a comprehensive legal framework to combat corruption through 
constitutional provisions, statutory laws, and judicial interventions. These mechanisms 
collectively aim to ensure transparency, accountability, and integrity in public administration. 
 
3.1 Constitutional Provisions 
The Constitution of India provides the foundational principles for combating corruption by 
ensuring equality, fairness, and protection of individual rights. 
 
Article 14 – Right to Equality: This provision guarantees equality before the law and equal 
protection of laws to all citizens. Corruption violates this principle by creating unjust 
advantages for those who can influence public officials through illegal means. It undermines 
fairness in governance and leads to arbitrary decision-making.  
 
Article 21 – Right to Life and Personal Liberty: The scope of Article 21 has been interpreted 
broadly by the judiciary to include the right to live with dignity, access to basic services, and a 

 
5 Gary S. Becker, “Crime and Punishment: An Economic Approach” (1968) 76 Journal of Political Economy 169. 



1177 
 
 

1177 | P a g e  
 
 
 

Business, Management and Economics Engineering, 2025 Volume 23 Issue 1, ISSN: 2669-2481 / eISSN: 2669-249X 

corruption-free environment. Corruption in public services such as healthcare, education, and 
welfare schemes directly affects the quality of life of citizens6.  
 
3.2 Major Legislations 
India has enacted several statutes to address corruption comprehensively: 
 
Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988 (Amended in 2018): This is the principal legislation 
dealing with corruption by public servants. It defines offences such as bribery, criminal 
misconduct, and abuse of official position. The 2018 amendment introduced provisions related 
to bribe-givers, corporate liability, and prior sanction for prosecution, thereby strengthening 
the legal framework7.  
Indian Penal Code, 1860: Although primarily a general criminal law, it contains provisions 
addressing corruption-related offences such as criminal breach of trust, cheating, and fraud. 
These provisions supplement anti-corruption laws in prosecuting offenders8.  
 
Code of Criminal Procedure, 1973: The CrPC provides procedural guidelines for 
investigation, arrest, trial, and prosecution of corruption cases. It ensures due process and fair 
trial while dealing with offences under anti-corruption laws.  
 
Central Vigilance Commission Act, 2003: This Act establishes the Central Vigilance 
Commission (CVC) as a statutory body responsible for supervising vigilance administration 
and advising the government on corruption-related matters. It plays a key role in maintaining 
integrity in public services9.  
 
Lokpal and Lokayuktas Act, 2013: This Act provides for the establishment of Lokpal at the 
central level and Lokayuktas at the state level to inquire into allegations of corruption against 
public officials, including high-ranking authorities. It enhances accountability and strengthens 
institutional mechanisms.  
 
Delhi Special Police Establishment Act, 1946: This Act governs the functioning of the 
Central Bureau of Investigation (CBI), empowering it to investigate corruption cases involving 
central government employees and other specified offences.  
 
3.3 Role of Judiciary in Anti-Corruption 
The judiciary plays a crucial role in interpreting laws, ensuring accountability, and 
strengthening anti-corruption mechanisms in India. Courts have expanded the scope of 
fundamental rights and emphasized transparency and fairness in governance. Judicial activism 
has led to significant developments, such as enforcing accountability of public officials and 

 
6 Constitution of India, arts. 14 & 21 
7 Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988 (as amended in 2018). 
8 Indian Penal Code, 1860. 
9 Central Vigilance Commission Act, 2003. 
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monitoring high-profile corruption cases. The Supreme Court and High Courts have also laid 
down guidelines to ensure fair investigation and speedy trial in corruption cases. Through 
landmark judgments, the judiciary has reinforced the principle that corruption is a violation of 
constitutional values and must be dealt with strictly. Furthermore, courts have promoted 
transparency through mechanisms like the right to information and have ensured that 
investigative agencies function without undue interference10. 
 
4. Anti-Corruption Bureau (ACB), Faridabad 
The Anti-Corruption Bureau (ACB), Faridabad functions as a specialized investigative agency 
under the state framework of Haryana to combat corruption among public servants. It plays a 
crucial role in enforcing anti-corruption laws at the regional level by detecting, investigating, 
and prosecuting offences related to bribery, abuse of official position, and misconduct. 
 
4.1 Structure and Organization 
Administrative Setup: The ACB, Faridabad operates under the administrative control of the 
Haryana Government and is typically headed by senior police officials such as a Superintendent 
of Police (SP) or Deputy Superintendent of Police (DSP). The organizational structure includes 
investigating officers, technical staff, legal advisors, and supporting personnel. It functions in 
coordination with state vigilance departments and other law enforcement agencies. 
 
Jurisdiction and Powers: The jurisdiction of ACB Faridabad extends to public servants 
working within the Faridabad district and surrounding areas under Haryana. Its powers are 
derived from statutory provisions such as the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988 and 
procedural laws like the Code of Criminal Procedure, 1973. The Bureau is authorized to 
register cases, conduct searches and seizures, arrest accused persons, and file charge sheets 
before competent courts11. 
 
4.2 Functions and Responsibilities 
Investigation of Corruption Cases: The primary function of the ACB is to investigate 
allegations of corruption against public officials. These include cases of bribery, 
embezzlement, misuse of official position, and disproportionate assets. Investigations are 
carried out through collection of documentary evidence, witness statements, and technical 
analysis. 
 
Trap Cases and Surveillance: The ACB frequently conducts trap operations to catch public 
servants red-handed while accepting bribes. These operations involve pre-trap verification, use 
of marked currency, and independent witnesses. Surveillance techniques are also employed to 
monitor suspicious activities and gather intelligence12.  
 

 
10 M. P. Jain, Indian Constitutional Law (8th edn., LexisNexis, 2018). 
11 Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988 (as amended in 2018). 
12 Government of Haryana, Anti-Corruption Bureau Manuals and Guidelines. 
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Public Grievance Handling: The Bureau provides a platform for citizens to report corruption-
related complaints. It encourages public participation by ensuring confidentiality and 
protection to complainants. Awareness campaigns and helplines are also used to facilitate 
reporting of corruption cases. 
 
4.3 Working Procedure 
Complaint Registration: The process begins with the receipt of a complaint from an 
individual or through suo motu action. Complaints are scrutinized to verify their authenticity 
before registering a formal case under relevant legal provisions. 
 
Investigation Process: Once a case is registered, the ACB conducts a detailed investigation, 
which includes evidence collection, interrogation of accused persons, and forensic examination 
if required. In trap cases, immediate action is taken to apprehend the accused. The investigation 
is conducted in accordance with procedures laid down in the Code of Criminal Procedure, 
197313.  
 
Prosecution: After completion of the investigation, a charge sheet is filed before the competent 
court. Prior sanction for prosecution is obtained from the appropriate authority as required 
under the Prevention of Corruption Act. The prosecution process aims to secure conviction 
based on evidence collected during investigation14.  
 
4.4 Performance Analysis 
Number of Cases Registered: The effectiveness of ACB Faridabad can be assessed by 
analyzing the number of cases registered annually. An increase in registered cases may indicate 
improved detection and reporting mechanisms, though it may also reflect the prevalence of 
corruption. 
 
Conviction Rate: Conviction rate is a key indicator of the Bureau’s efficiency. A higher 
conviction rate reflects strong investigation and prosecution, while a lower rate may point to 
procedural delays, lack of evidence, or legal complexities. 
 
Success Stories: The ACB has achieved notable success through trap cases and prosecution of 
corrupt officials, which serve as deterrents. Such cases enhance public confidence and 
demonstrate the Bureau’s commitment to transparency and accountability15.  
 
5. Critical Analysis of ACB Faridabad 
The Anti-Corruption Bureau (ACB), Faridabad plays a significant role in enforcing anti-
corruption laws at the regional level. However, like many enforcement agencies, its 

 
13 Code of Criminal Procedure, 1973 
14 Indian Penal Code, 1860 
15 Government of Haryana, Anti-Corruption Bureau Reports. 
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performance reflects both strengths and limitations. A critical evaluation helps in 
understanding its effectiveness and the challenges that hinder its functioning. 
 
5.1 Strengths (Efficiency, Responsiveness, Local Impact) 
One of the key strengths of the ACB Faridabad is its operational efficiency, particularly in 
handling trap cases and conducting swift investigations. The Bureau has demonstrated the 
ability to act promptly on complaints, especially in cases involving bribery, thereby increasing 
its deterrent effect. Its responsiveness to public complaints has improved accessibility, 
encouraging citizens to report corruption without fear. At the local level, the ACB has a 
significant impact on governance, as it directly addresses corruption within district 
administration. Successful operations and prosecutions enhance public confidence in the legal 
system and promote accountability among public servants. The localized structure allows better 
understanding of ground realities and quicker coordination with other law enforcement 
agencies16.  
 
5.2 Weaknesses (Lack of Resources, Political Interference) 
Despite its strengths, the ACB Faridabad faces several structural weaknesses. One major issue 
is the lack of adequate resources, including trained personnel, technical tools, and financial 
support. Limited manpower often leads to delays in investigation and increased workload on 
officers. Another critical concern is political interference, which can affect the independence 
of the Bureau. In some cases, external pressures may influence the initiation, progress, or 
outcome of investigations, thereby undermining the credibility of the institution. Such 
interference weakens the enforcement of anti-corruption laws and discourages impartial 
functioning17. 
 
5.3 Issues in Investigation and Prosecution 
The ACB encounters multiple challenges during the investigation and prosecution stages. 
Procedural delays, complexities in evidence collection, and the requirement of prior sanction 
for prosecution often slow down the process. Gathering concrete evidence in corruption cases 
is inherently difficult, as such offences are usually committed in secrecy. Additionally, low 
conviction rates in some cases reflect gaps in investigation quality, inadequate documentation, 
or legal loopholes. Coordination between investigating agencies and prosecution departments 
is sometimes weak, leading to ineffective presentation of cases in court. These issues reduce 
the deterrent impact of anti-corruption laws18. 
 
5.4 Public Awareness and Accessibility 
Public awareness regarding the role and functioning of the ACB remains limited. Many citizens 
are either unaware of the complaint mechanisms or hesitant to report corruption due to fear of 
retaliation. Although the Bureau has taken steps to improve accessibility through helplines and 

 
16 Government of Haryana, Anti-Corruption Bureau Reports. 
17 M. P. Jain, Indian Constitutional Law (8th edn., LexisNexis, 2018). 
18 Code of Criminal Procedure, 1973. 
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complaint portals, lack of widespread awareness continues to be a barrier. Improving 
transparency, protecting whistleblowers, and conducting awareness campaigns are essential to 
enhance public participation. Greater accessibility and trust can significantly strengthen the 
effectiveness of the ACB in combating corruption at the grassroots level19.  
 
6. Challenges in Anti-Corruption Enforcement in India 
Despite a well-developed legal and institutional framework, the enforcement of anti-corruption 
laws in India faces several persistent challenges. These obstacles reduce the effectiveness of 
laws and weaken the overall fight against corruption. 
 
6.1 Delay in Judicial Process 
One of the most significant challenges is the delay in the judicial process. Corruption cases 
often take years, sometimes decades, to reach final judgment due to procedural complexities, 
backlog of cases, and shortage of judges. Such delays weaken the deterrent effect of anti-
corruption laws, as accused individuals continue in service or evade punishment for long 
periods. Delayed justice not only affects the credibility of the legal system but also discourages 
complainants from pursuing cases20.  
 
6.2 Lack of Transparency 
Transparency is a key element in preventing corruption, yet many administrative processes in 
India still lack openness. Opaque decision-making, excessive discretion, and limited access 
to information create opportunities for corrupt practices. Although measures like the Right to 
Information (RTI) have improved transparency, gaps still exist in implementation. Lack of 
digitalization and accountability mechanisms further aggravates the problem21.  
 
6.3 Political Influence 
Political interference remains a major barrier to effective anti-corruption enforcement. 
Investigative agencies often face pressure from political authorities, which may influence the 
registration, investigation, or withdrawal of cases. This undermines the independence of 
institutions such as Anti-Corruption Bureaus and reduces public trust. Political patronage also 
protects influential individuals from prosecution, weakening the rule of law.  
 
6.4 Weak Implementation of Laws 
India has several strong anti-corruption laws, but their implementation remains weak. Issues 
such as lack of coordination between agencies, inadequate training of officials, and insufficient 
monitoring mechanisms hinder effective enforcement. In many cases, procedural 
requirements—such as prior sanction for prosecution—create delays and obstacles in initiating 

 
19 Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988 (as amended in 2018). 
20 Code of Criminal Procedure, 1973. 
21 M. P. Jain, Indian Constitutional Law (8th edn., LexisNexis, 2018). 
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legal action against public servants. As a result, the intended impact of laws is not fully 
realized22.  
 
6.5 Low Conviction Rates 
Another critical issue is the low conviction rate in corruption cases. This is often due to poor 
quality of investigation, lack of credible evidence, hostile witnesses, and delays in prosecution. 
Corruption cases require strong documentary and circumstantial evidence, which is difficult to 
obtain. Weak prosecution strategies and legal loopholes further contribute to acquittals. Low 
conviction rates reduce the fear of punishment and fail to deter corrupt practices effectively23.  
 
7. Conclusion 
Corruption remains a major obstacle to good governance in India despite the presence of strong 
legal frameworks and institutional mechanisms. The study highlights that the problem lies not 
in the absence of laws but in their weak implementation, delays in the judicial system, and 
political interference. The analysis of the Anti-Corruption Bureau (ACB), Faridabad shows 
that while it plays an important role in detecting and controlling corruption at the local level, it 
faces challenges such as limited resources and issues in investigation and prosecution. Effective 
anti-corruption enforcement requires stronger implementation, institutional independence, use 
of technology, and increased public awareness. Strengthening agencies like ACB is essential 
to ensure transparency, accountability, and a corruption-free governance system. 
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