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Abstract:

This paper critically examines the Anti-Corruption Law in India, focusing on the role of the Anti-Corruption
Bureau (ACB), Faridabad, as a pivotal institution in tackling corruption within the public administration.
Corruption remains one of the most significant challenges to governance in India, undermining democracy,
Justice, and development. The study traces the evolution of anti-corruption laws in India, exploring key legislative
milestones such as the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988, and constitutional provisions aimed at combating
corruption. The paper provides an in-depth analysis of the institutional framework, with particular emphasis on
the ACB and its jurisdiction, operational framework, and challenges in handling corruption cases. Case studies
from the ACB, Faridabad highlight the successes and limitations of the bureau's work in curbing corruption. The
study also explores the challenges faced by the ACB, such as procedural delays, political interference, and
understaffing, and calls for reforms to enhance the effectiveness of anti-corruption mechanisms. Finally, a
comparative analysis is presented to explore best practices from other countries, with recommendations for
strengthening India’s institutional mechanisms. This research emphasizes the need for a robust, transparent, and
efficient anti-corruption framework to ensure democratic accountability and uphold the integrity of public
institutions in India.
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constitutional provisions, judicial interpretations,
and policy measures have contributed to the anti-
corruption jurisprudence in India. Among the
institutional mechanisms, State Anti-Corruption

1. Introduction

Corruption has long been acknowledged as one of
the gravest impediments to good governance,

economic growth, and public trust in democratic
institutions. In India, the proliferation of corrupt
practices within both public and private sectors has
led to a growing demand for robust legal and
institutional mechanisms to combat the malaise.
Recognizing the adverse impact of corruption on the
rule of law, equity, and public service delivery,
successive governments have enacted legislation
and established dedicated agencies to address the
issue.

The legal framework for combating corruption in
India has evolved significantly since the enactment
of the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1947, which
was subsequently replaced and expanded by the
Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988. The latter
consolidates various provisions pertaining to public
servants, delineating specific offences, and
empowering investigation agencies. Additionally,

Bureaus (ACBs) play a crucial role in investigating
and prosecuting corruption cases at the state and
local levels. These agencies, although operating
under the aegis of respective state governments,
often work in coordination with other central bodies
such as the Central Bureau of Investigation (CBI)
and the Central Vigilance Commission (CVC). The
Anti-Corruption Bureau, Faridabad, serves as a case
in point for evaluating the efficacy of localized anti-
corruption 1initiatives. This study undertakes a
critical examination of the anti-corruption legal
regime in India with a special reference to the
working of the ACB, Faridabad. It explores the
statutory framework, institutional mechanisms, and
the practical challenges in enforcement. Through
doctrinal and empirical analysis, this research aims
to assess whether the current legal and institutional
structures are adequate in curbing corruption and
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what improvements are necessary to strengthen the
integrity system.

Definition and Forms of Corruption

Corruption, though a widely recognized
phenomenon, lacks a universally accepted legal
definition. Etymologically derived from the Latin
word corruptus, meaning “to break or destroy,”
corruption broadly refers to the misuse of entrusted
power for private gain. In legal parlance, corruption
encompasses a range of unlawful behaviours by
public officials and others in positions of authority,
which include but are not limited to bribery,
nepotism, embezzlement, fraud, abuse of discretion,
and favouritism. The Prevention of Corruption Act,
1988, as amended, primarily focuses on acts of
bribery and criminal misconduct by public servants.
Section 7 of the Act criminalizes public servants
obtaining or attempting to obtain undue advantage
for themselves or others. Section 13 elaborates on
"criminal misconduct" in office, including dishonest
or fraudulent acts causing undue gain or loss.

Corruption may be classified under the following
major forms:

e  Petty Corruption: Common in lower levels of
administration; includes small-scale bribery for
expediting services such as issuance of
documents, police verification, etc.

e Grand Corruption: Involves high-level public
officials and policy manipulation for personal
or corporate gain.

e Political Corruption: Entails misuse of political
power for illegitimate private advantage,
including electoral fraud and illegal political
financing.

e Systemic Corruption: Refers to a situation
where corruption is so prevalent that it becomes
an accepted norm in society and institutions.

Each of these forms poses a distinct threat to the
democratic and administrative ethos of the country
and requires differentiated strategies for detection,
prevention, and prosecution.

Relevance of Anti-Corruption Mechanisms in
India

India, as a democratic republic governed by the rule
of law, places immense importance on
accountability, transparency, and integrity in public
administration. The relevance of anti-corruption
mechanisms in India stems from the need to uphold
constitutional values enshrined in Articles 14
(equality before law), 19 (freedom of expression),
and 21 (protection of life and personal liberty),
which are often subverted by corrupt practices.

Corruption adversely affects economic growth,
deters foreign investment, and erodes public trust in
state institutions. The need for anti-corruption
measures has been emphasized by several judicial
pronouncements, including the landmark judgment
in Vineet Narain v. Union of India, where the
Supreme Court stressed the independence and
accountability of investigative agencies in
corruption cases.

To address the multifaceted nature of corruption,
India has adopted a layered anti-corruption
framework, consisting of:

e Legislative measures, including the Prevention
of Corruption Act, Lokpal and Lokayuktas Act,
Whistleblowers Protection Act, and the Benami
Transactions (Prohibition) Act;

e Institutional mechanisms, such as the Central
Vigilance Commission (CVC), Central Bureau
of  Investigation  (CBI),  Enforcement
Directorate (ED), and state Anti-Corruption
Bureaus (ACBs);

e Judicial oversight, public interest litigations
(PILs), and administrative reforms.

Anti-corruption mechanisms not only ensure the
probity of public servants but also empower citizens
to demand accountability. The increasing use of
technology, such as online complaint systems and
transparency portals, has further enhanced the
effectiveness of these measures.

The localized functioning of institutions like the
Anti-Corruption Bureau, Faridabad, underlines
the decentralization of anti-corruption enforcement
and the importance of strengthening grassroots
vigilance systems.

2. Evolution of Anti-Corruption Laws in India

309


https://economic-sciences.com/

Economic Sciences

https://economic-sciences.com

%
’

ES (2025) 21(2), 308-320] ISSN:1505-4683

ECONOMIC

Historical Development of Anti-Corruption
Laws

The roots of anti-corruption regulation in India can
be traced to the colonial period, where
administrative mechanisms under the British Raj
laid rudimentary foundations for tackling corrupt
public servants. However, it was only after
independence that systematic efforts were made to
address corruption through a dedicated legal
framework. The early post-independence years saw
a growing realization that corruption in public
services was not just a matter of administrative
delinquency but a serious socio-legal concern
requiring penal consequences.

The Santhanam Committee Report (1962-64)
marked a significant turning point, emphasizing
institutional integrity and the need for vigilance
bodies. The Committee's recommendations led to
the establishment of the Central Vigilance
Commission (CVC) and guided reforms in the
investigation of offences committed by public
servants.

Key Legal Milestones

The Prevention of Corruption Act, 1947 was India’s
first comprehensive law aimed at penalizing
corruption among public servants. It introduced the
offence of “criminal misconduct” and laid down
procedures for prosecution.

The Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988 replaced the
1947 Act, consolidating various laws relating to
corruption and streamlining their provisions. It
introduced broader definitions of public servants,
enhanced the scope of "criminal misconduct,” and
provided stringent punishment for acts of bribery
and abuse of official position.

Amendment Act of 2018 made significant changes
in the 1988 Act, including:

e Redefinition of offences related to bribery
(Section 7 revised).

e Criminalization of giving bribes in addition to
accepting them.

e Mandatory prior sanction for prosecution of
serving public officials.

e Time-bound trial completion (within 2 years,
extendable to 4 years).

These developments reflect an ongoing attempt to
balance deterrence with procedural fairness.

Constitutional Provisions

Though the Indian Constitution does not explicitly
use the term "corruption," various provisions enable
the State to maintain integrity in governance and
hold public functionaries accountable:

e Article 14 ensures equality before the law and
equal protection of the law, which is often
violated in corrupt administrative practices.

e Article 21 guarantees the right to life and
personal liberty, interpreted by courts to include
the right to clean governance and fair public
service.

e Article 311 provides safeguards to civil
servants against arbitrary dismissal, which has a
bearing on disciplinary proceedings in
corruption cases.

e Directive Principles (e.g., Article 39)
indirectly support the State’s obligation to
ensure equitable distribution of resources,
preventing their concentration through corrupt
practices.

Role of Lokpal and Lokayuktas

The Lokpal and Lokayuktas Act, 2013 was enacted
following public outcry and mass movements
demanding institutional reform. The Act established
the Lokpal at the Centre and mandates Lokayuktas
at the State level to inquire into allegations of
corruption against public functionaries, including
the Prime Minister (with limitations), ministers,
MPs, and Group A-B officers. The Lokpal has the
power to initiate suo motu inquiries, supervise
investigations, and recommend prosecution.
However, delays in operationalizing the Lokpal and
varying degrees of compliance by states in
establishing Lokayuktas have undermined its
potential impact.

Judicial Interpretation of Anti-Corruption
Statutes

Indian judiciary has played a pivotal role in
interpreting and reinforcing anti-corruption laws.
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The landmark judgment in Vineet Narain v. Union
of India (1998) laid down guidelines for ensuring the
independence of CBI and other investigating
agencies. The Supreme Court emphasized that
political and bureaucratic influence must not impede
anti-corruption investigations. In Subramanian
Swamy v. Manmohan Singh (2012), the Court held
that sanction for prosecution should be granted
within a reasonable time, recognizing that delays
frustrate justice and embolden corrupt officials.
Further, courts have reiterated that mens rea
(criminal intent) is essential for conviction under the
1988 Act but may be inferred from circumstances.
The judiciary has also expanded the meaning of
“public servant” to include even those temporarily
performing public duties or in contractual service to
the government. Together, these developments
underscore the dynamic nature of anti-corruption
jurisprudence in India anchored in statutory
evolution, constitutional ethos, and robust judicial
oversight.

3. Institutional Framework to Combat
Corruption

The fight against corruption in India involves a

multi-tiered institutional framework that
encompasses central, state, and quasi-judicial
bodies. These institutions derive their authority from
statutory enactments and have evolved to meet the
changing dimensions of corruption in public and
private sectors. Together, they form the backbone of

India's anti-corruption architecture.

Central Bureau of Investigation (CBI) — Anti-
Corruption Wing

The Central Bureau of Investigation (CBI),
functioning under the Delhi Special Police
Establishment Act, 1946, serves as India’s premier
investigative agency. Its Anti-Corruption Division
investigates offences under the Prevention of
Corruption Act, 1988, and other related laws. The
CBI investigates cases against central government
employees, public sector undertakings, and cases
referred to it by state governments or the judiciary.

However, its autonomy has often been questioned.
In Vineet Narain v. Union of India, [(1998) 1 SCC
226], the Supreme Court laid down guidelines to
insulate the CBI from external pressures,
emphasizing institutional independence.

Despite being under the administrative control of the
Department of Personnel and Training (DoPT), the
CBI has been repeatedly called the "caged parrot" in
the political discourse, reflecting concerns regarding
political interference in high-profile cases.

Central Vigilance Commission (CVC)

The Central Vigilance Commission was established
through an executive resolution in 1964 and given
statutory  status by the Central Vigilance
Commission Act, 2003. The CVC is an apex
vigilance institution tasked with overseeing
vigilance activities and advising central government
organizations in the planning, execution, and review
of anti-corruption measures.

The CVC supervises the functioning of the CBI in
corruption-related cases and has the authority to
inquire into complaints against central government
officials. It plays a preventive role by promoting
integrity and transparency through regular audits
and advisories.

However, its role is recommendatory, and it lacks
direct prosecutorial powers, which sometimes limits
its enforcement capacity. Its effectiveness also
depends on the cooperation of various ministries and
departments.

Lokpal and State Lokayuktas

The Lokpal and Lokayuktas Act, 2013, marked a
watershed in institutional anti-corruption efforts.
The Lokpal at the central level and Lokayuktas at the
state level are empowered to inquire into allegations
of corruption against public functionaries, including
the Prime Minister, ministers, MPs, and senior
bureaucrats. The Lokpal comprises a chairperson
and up to eight Members, of whom at least fifty
percent are required to be from among judges, and
fifty percent from Scheduled Castes, Scheduled
Tribes, Other Backward Classes, minorities, and
women [Sec. 3, Lokpal and Lokayuktas Act, 2013].
Despite its progressive mandate, the Lokpal
remained non-operational for several years due to
delays in appointments. It was only in 2019 that the
first Chairperson and Members were appointed. The
Lokayuktas in various states vary in terms of
structure and effectiveness, with some states like
Mabharashtra and Karnataka showing relative
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success, while others have yet to constitute
functional bodies.

State Anti-Corruption Bureaus (ACBs)

At the state level, Anti-Corruption Bureaus (ACBs)
function as specialized wings to investigate and
prosecute corruption cases under the Prevention of
Corruption Act. These agencies operate under the
respective state governments and handle complaints
against state officials and local public functionaries.

The jurisdiction, staffing, and powers of ACBs vary
by state. For instance, the Anti-Corruption Bureau,
Faridabad, plays a crucial role in Haryana’s
vigilance framework, dealing with corruption cases
involving local bureaucracy and police officials. It
also works in tandem with judicial magistrates and
public prosecutors to ensure conviction.

In State of Gujarat v. Kishanbhai, [(2014) 5 SCC
108], the Supreme Court emphasized the importance
of robust state-level investigation and prosecution
mechanisms to complement the national anti-
corruption framework.

Whistleblower Protection Mechanisms

The Whistle Blowers Protection Act, 2014, provides
a legal framework to protect individuals who expose
corruption, abuse of power, or misuse of discretion
by public functionaries. It provides safeguards
against victimization, penal consequences for threats
or harassment, and confidential handling of
complaints. However, the Act has been criticized for
its lack of enforceability and delays in framing
necessary rules. The 2015 Amendment Bill, which
seeks to dilute protections, has raised concerns
among civil society groups regarding the erosion of
whistleblower safeguards. Distinguished cases such
as the murder of Satyendra Dubey (2003) and
Manjunath Shanmugam (2005) highlighted the
grave risks faced by whistleblowers and the urgent
need for effective and implementable legal
protection. The Central Vigilance Commission also
accepts anonymous complaints under its Public
Interest Disclosure and Protection of Informers
(PIDPI) resolution, though these carry limited legal
sanctity. Together, these institutions represent
India’s effort to build a resilient anti-corruption
framework. Nonetheless, coordination among

agencies, political neutrality, and enforcement
independence remain essential for their success.

4. Overview of Anti-Corruption Bureau (ACB),
Faridabad

The Anti-Corruption Bureau (ACB), Faridabad,
functions under the Haryana State Vigilance
Department, which is entrusted with the
responsibility of investigating and preventing
corruption within the state. As a specialized unit, the
ACB plays a critical role in enforcing anti-
corruption laws, particularly the Prevention of
Corruption Act, 1988, and operates with an
investigative and prosecutorial mandate.

Jurisdiction and Organizational Structure

The jurisdiction of the ACB Faridabad extends over
public servants functioning within the Faridabad
district and surrounding areas, as demarcated by the
Haryana state government. It investigates
corruption-related  offences involving public
officials from various departments including the
police, municipal corporations, revenue offices, and
public works.

The  organizational structure includes a
Superintendent of Police (SP) who heads the ACB
unit at the district level, supported by Deputy
Superintendents of Police (DSPs), Inspectors, Sub-
Inspectors, and Constables. The Bureau operates
under the general supervision of the Director
General of Police (DGP), Vigilance, Haryana, and
ultimately reports to the Additional Chief Secretary
(Vigilance).

The structure is designed to maintain independence
from routine policing duties, allowing for focused
anti-corruption operations.

Operational Framework and Powers

The ACB Faridabad derives its operational authority
from the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988, read
with the Code of Criminal Procedure, 1973. Officers
of the Bureau are vested with powers to conduct:

e Surveillance and trap operations, especially in
bribery cases;

e Registration of FIRs and conducting
investigations;
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e Collection of evidence and examination of
witnesses;

e Filing of charge sheets before Special Courts
designated under the Prevention of Corruption
Act.

The Bureau also conducts discreet inquiries before
formally registering cases, often based on
complaints received from the public or through
internal intelligence.

Special courts for anti-corruption cases have been
set up under Section 3 of the Prevention of
Corruption Act, facilitating fast-track prosecution of
cases investigated by the ACB.

Coordination with Other State and Central
Agencies

The ACB Faridabad maintains inter-agency
coordination with the following bodies:

e State Vigilance Bureau, Haryana, for policy-
level direction and oversight;

e Central Bureau of Investigation (CBI) in
cases involving inter-state ramifications or
central government employees;

e Central Vigilance Commission (CVC) when
dealing with parallel investigations;

e State Lokayukta, although Haryana has yet to
establish a fully functional Lokayukta
institution with prosecutorial authority;

e Judicial Magistrates for obtaining search and
arrest warrants.

This coordination is vital for the efficacy of joint
operations, information exchange, and reducing
investigative overlap.

Significant Case Studies and Investigations

Over the years, ACB Faridabad has investigated
several high-profile cases involving corruption and
misconduct by public officials. These include:

e Bribery cases involving municipal engineers
and revenue officials accepting illegal
gratification ~ for  issuing  no-objection
certificates or land mutation documents;

e Arrests of police officers on charges of
demanding bribes for case closures or granting
bail;

e A notable case in 2021, where an executive
engineer from the Haryana Urban Development
Authority (HUDA) was caught red-handed in a
trap operation for accepting a bribe of 350,000
from a contractor;

Such cases have been widely reported and have led
to convictions in several instances, reinforcing the
ACB's role in deterring petty and high-level
corruption.

Limitations and Criticisms Faced by ACB,
Faridabad

Despite its achievements, the ACB Faridabad faces
several operational and systemic challenges:

e Inadequate manpower and resources, which
limit the scope of large-scale investigations;

e Political interference and influence in
sensitive cases involving high-ranking officials;

e Delays in prosecution due to the overburdened
judiciary and lack of timely sanction for
prosecution under Section 19 of the Prevention
of Corruption Act;

e Low conviction rate, attributed to procedural
lapses, poor evidence collection, and witness
hostility;

e Absence of an independent oversight body
like an empowered Lokayukta hinders the
transparency of ACB operations;

Additionally, there is a lack of public awareness
about the procedures for lodging complaints with the
ACB, leading to underreporting of corruption cases
at the grassroots level.

While the Anti-Corruption Bureau, Faridabad, plays
a vital role in combating corruption at the district
level, systemic improvements, greater autonomy,
and better resource allocation are essential to
enhance its efficacy and credibility.

5. Challenges in Implementation

Despite the comprehensive legislative and
institutional framework to address corruption in
India, the practical enforcement of anti-corruption
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laws continues to face multifaceted challenges.
These impediments weaken the deterrent effect of
anti-corruption mechanisms and hinder the
effectiveness of investigative bodies such as the
Anti-Corruption Bureau (ACB), particularly at the
district level, including in Faridabad.

Procedural Delays and Legal Loopholes

One of the foremost challenges in the
implementation of anti-corruption laws is the delay
in procedural steps, particularly at the stages of
investigation, prosecution, and judicial adjudication.
Obtaining sanction for prosecution under Section 19
of the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988 often
becomes a bottleneck, especially when the accused
is a public servant. Delays in such sanctions, or
refusal on technical grounds, provide ample scope
for legal evasion.

Moreover, accused persons frequently exploit
loopholes in procedural laws, such as filing frivolous
petitions under Article 226 of the Constitution to
delay investigation or quash FIRs. Inconsistent
application of evidentiary standards and lack of
protection for witnesses further erode the efficiency
of anti-corruption litigation.

Political Interference and Lack of Autonomy

The politicisation of anti-corruption agencies
continues to be a serious impediment to impartial
and effective functioning. Despite Supreme Court
directives in cases like Vineet Narain v. Union of
India, enforcement agencies such as the ACB, CBI,
and even Lokayuktas often remain under executive
control, leading to biased investigation or selective
targeting of individuals.

In the context of ACB Faridabad, political
interference can influence not only the registration
of FIRs but also the transfer or suspension of
investigative officers, thereby demoralising the rank
and file of the institution.

Understaffing and Resource Constraints

Most state-level anti-corruption units suffer from
chronic understaffing and lack of trained personnel.
ACB Faridabad, like many other district bureaus,
lacks dedicated forensic experts, adequate
surveillance technology, and cybercrime units which

are crucial for investigating modern, digitally-
enabled corruption.

Moreover, resource constraints limit proactive
investigations, which ideally should be intelligence-
led rather than complaint-based. The absence of
financial autonomy further delays the procurement
of necessary tools for covert operations and sting
setups.

Issues Related to Conviction Rates and Judicial
Backlog

Low conviction rates remain a persistent concern in
anti-corruption prosecutions. According to data
from the National Crime Records Bureau (NCRB),
the conviction rate in corruption cases under the
Prevention of Corruption Act remains less than
satisfactory. Reasons include non-availability of key
witnesses, poor evidence collection, retraction of
statements, and delayed trials.

Compounded by the judicial backlog, many cases
linger for years without resolution. This not only
affects justice delivery but also reduces the moral
authority of anti-corruption agencies in the public
eye.

Public Awareness and Social Perception

A substantial barrier to effective implementation is
the lack of awareness among citizens regarding the
existence, functions, and complaint procedures of
institutions such as the ACB. Many victims of
corruption do not report instances due to fear of
retaliation, lack of faith in the legal system, or simple
unawareness of their rights.

Social tolerance of corruption in some sectors
further discourages whistleblowing, especially in
semi-urban and rural contexts like parts of
Faridabad. The absence of whistleblower protection
and the inadequate implementation of the
Whistleblowers Protection Act, 2014 exacerbate the
problem.

While India's anti-corruption legal and institutional
framework is extensive, its impact is significantly
reduced by procedural, administrative, and systemic
shortcomings. A multi-pronged strategy involving
judicial  reform, institutional independence,
technological investment, and civic empowerment is
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essential for bridging the gap between law and
practice.

6. Comparative Perspective

In the global fight against corruption, several
countries have achieved remarkable success through
well-structured institutions, stringent enforcement,
and cultural shifts towards integrity. A comparative
perspective helps situate India's efforts in a broader
context, offering valuable lessons and best practices
to strengthen both central and regional anti-
corruption bodies like the Anti-Corruption Bureau
(ACB), Faridabad.

Anti-Corruption = Mechanisms in  Other
Countries

Globally, countries such as Hong Kong, Singapore,
Sweden, and New Zealand have developed effective
anti-corruption systems through a combination of
legal innovation, institutional autonomy, public
awareness, and swift punitive mechanisms.

e Hong Kong's Independent Commission Against
Corruption (ICAC), established in 1974, is
known for its three-pronged approach:
investigation, prevention, and community
education. The ICAC functions independently
from the police and reports directly to the Chief
Executive, ensuring autonomy from political
influence.

e Singapore’s Corrupt Practices Investigation
Bureau (CPIB), founded in 1952, has
jurisdiction over all public servants and
operates under the Prevention of Corruption
Act. CPIB’s success is attributed to its strict
enforcement, quick trials, and high political will
to prosecute regardless of status.

e New Zealand and Scandinavian countries rely
heavily on transparency, institutional integrity,
and low tolerance for nepotism. Rather than
large-scale enforcement mechanisms, they
ensure corruption control through meritocratic
systems, citizen participation, and open data
regimes.

Lessons India Can Learn from Countries like
Hong Kong and Singapore

India can draw several valuable lessons from the
anti-corruption frameworks of countries with strong
track records in governance:

1. Institutional Autonomy: Both ICAC and CPIB
operate with statutory independence, free from
interference by political executives. In India,
ensuring functional independence of ACBs and
the CBI from state and central governments
remains a challenge. Legal amendments to
safeguard tenure, funding, and non-interference
are essential.

2. Swift Investigation and Trial: Speedy disposal
of corruption cases ensures deterrence. India
can streamline judicial procedures, implement
special fast-track courts, and ensure that anti-
corruption  statutes have non-obstructive
evidentiary standards.

3. Public Engagement and Education: Hong
Kong’s ICAC devotes a full wing to educating
citizens, conducting community outreach, and
reinforcing ethical behavior. In India, public
engagement is sporadic. Empowering citizens
through education and civic campaigns can
improve reporting and participation.

4. Comprehensive Preventive Measures: A strong
emphasis on corruption prevention
mechanisms, including system audits and
vulnerability analysis of departments, is needed
in India. Regional ACBs should not only
investigate but also recommend structural
reforms in high-risk departments.

Best Practices for Regional ACBs

Regional Anti-Corruption Bureaus such as ACB
Faridabad can benefit from the adoption of the
following best practices drawn from successful
global models:

e Setting up independent complaint redressal
platforms that are accessible and anonymous;

e Establishing internal oversight bodies to
monitor procedural integrity of investigations;

e Regular professional training of investigative
officers, with modules in forensic accounting,
digital evidence handling, and surveillance;
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e Institutional performance metrics to track
success rates, public feedback, and compliance;

e Use of technology such as encrypted complaint
portals, Al-assisted surveillance, and
blockchain for recordkeeping to reduce
tampering and ensure transparency.

These practices, if locally adapted and
systematically implemented, can significantly
enhance the efficiency, credibility, and preventive
potential of state-level anti-corruption bodies.

While India’s anti-corruption infrastructure
continues to evolve, comparative global models
provide a roadmap for reforms focused on
autonomy, efficiency, and civic trust. The
application of such practices at the regional level—
such as in ACB Faridabad will strengthen India’s
broader anti-corruption regime.

7. Critical Analysis

The effectiveness of anti-corruption law in India,
particularly in the context of regional agencies such
as the Anti-Corruption Bureau (ACB), Faridabad,
reveals a complex interplay of legislative adequacy,
administrative execution, judicial support, and
socio-political realities. This section critically
evaluates the strengths and weaknesses of the
current anti-corruption regime with special
reference to ACB Faridabad.

Effectiveness of Current Legal Provisions

India’s primary legal framework to curb corruption
is the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988, amended
significantly in 2018. The legislation covers a wide
range of offences, including bribery, criminal
misconduct, and abuse of position by public
servants. The 2018 amendment introduced
definitions of undue advantage, tightened provisions
for corporate bribery, and inserted time limits for
trials.

Despite these advancements, practical enforcement
remains limited. For instance, Section 17A,
introduced in 2018, mandates prior approval from
competent authority before initiating investigations
against public servants—a provision widely
criticized for hampering investigative autonomy.
Moreover, corruption is often systemic, and the

current legal tools are mostly reactive rather than
preventive.

Success and Failures of the ACB, Faridabad

The Anti-Corruption Bureau, Faridabad, has had a
mixed record. Its successes include trap cases, where
officials were caught accepting bribes red-handed.
The bureau has also shown proactive steps in
investigating municipal and police corruption. In
several cases, FIRs have been lodged against
engineers, revenue officers, and enforcement staff,
which demonstrates its potential as a grassroots-
level agency.

However, the failures are equally significant. Many
cases registered by the bureau suffer from weak
evidence, delayed sanction for prosecution, or lack
of follow-up. The conviction rate is modest, and
many complaints never reach the stage of
prosecution. Additionally, bureaucratic hurdles and
occasional political pressures have impacted the
objectivity and morale of investigative officers.

Assessment of Judicial and Administrative
Support

The role of the judiciary in interpreting and
reinforcing anti-corruption laws has been both
progressive and cautious. Landmark decisions such
as Subramanian Swamy v. Union of India (2014)
emphasized citizen participation and transparency,
while Vineet Narain v. Union of India laid the
foundation for the independence of investigative
agencies.

However, in practice, judicial delays, evidentiary
rigidity, and frequent adjournments have diluted the
effect of anti-corruption trials. The lack of dedicated
anti-corruption courts at the district level, including
in Faridabad, contributes to pendency.

Administratively, the ACB often works under the
supervision of the state’s Home Department, which
can result in inconsistencies in autonomy, funding,
and postings. Frequent transfers of officers, absence
of legal advisors, and reliance on outdated
surveillance  methods  diminish  operational
efficiency.

Need for Reforms in Procedural and
Investigative Mechanisms
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Several reforms are necessary to enhance the
functionality and credibility of anti-corruption
institutions:

1. Institutional Autonomy: Agencies like ACB
must be given statutory autonomy with
protected tenure for officers and independent
budget allocation.

2. Technological Integration: Modern tools such
as digital forensics, Al-enabled case tracking,
and encrypted complaint mechanisms should be
adopted to improve evidence collection and
data integrity.

3. Whistleblower Protection: The implementation
of the Whistleblower Protection Act, 2014,
must be ensured, particularly in high-risk zones
like revenue, municipal, and police
departments.

4. Capacity Building: Training officers in
financial ~ crime  analysis,  cybercrime
investigation, and legal procedures is essential

for modern anti-corruption investigation.

5. Performance Metrics and Accountability:
Regular audits, citizen feedback systems, and
internal vigilance can enhance transparency and
accountability within ACB Faridabad and
similar agencies.

While the legal architecture exists, the systemic and
procedural inefficiencies significantly limit the
outcomes of anti-corruption efforts. The case of
ACB Faridabad reveals the gap between legislative
intent and administrative execution, underlining
the urgency for comprehensive reform.

8. Case Study

The Anti-Corruption Bureau (ACB) in Faridabad,
like other regional bureaus in India, operates within
a complex legal framework shaped by national laws,
administrative  procedures, and institutional
practices. This section presents 10 significant case
studies that highlight the successes and challenges
faced by ACB, Faridabad, in its anti-corruption
efforts.

Case 1: Bribery Case Involving Municipal
Corporation Official

In this case, a Municipal Corporation official in
Faridabad was caught accepting a bribe for issuing a

building permit. The ACB initiated a trap operation,
where marked currency notes were handed over to
the accused in exchange for the permit. The accused
was arrested after the bribe was confirmed, and the
case led to the successful prosecution under the
Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988. This case
highlighted the ACB's ability to effectively handle
public sector corruption at the local level.

Legal Provisions Invoked: Prevention of
Corruption Act, 1988 (Section 7 - Public servant
taking gratification other than legal remuneration).

Case 2: Corruption in Police Department

In 2018, ACB Faridabad investigated a senior police
officer for allegedly taking bribes from individuals
involved in illegal activities. The case stemmed from
an anonymous complaint detailing the officer's
repeated demands for money to avoid false charges
and harassment. ACB’s investigation led to the
recovery of unaccounted cash and the officer’s
subsequent arrest. The case underscored the
corruption in law enforcement agencies and the
challenges of policing the police.

Legal Provisions Invoked: Prevention of
Corruption Act, 1988 (Section 13 - Criminal
misconduct by a public servant).

Case 3: Extortion by Revenue Officer

In 2019, a revenue officer in Faridabad was found
demanding an illegal fee for processing land transfer
documents. The accused officer was arrested during
a sting operation conducted by ACB. This case
demonstrated the vulnerability of revenue officials
to corrupt practices and the importance of
addressing corruption within the land administration
system.

Legal Provisions Invoked: Prevention of
Corruption Act, 1988 (Section 12 - Punishment for
abetment of bribery).

Case 4: Contractor’s Bribe to Health Department
Official

In this case, a contractor was caught offering a bribe
to an official of the Health Department in exchange
for securing a medical equipment contract. The ACB
conducted a thorough investigation and found
evidence of multiple corrupt transactions. The
contractor and the official were both arrested and
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charged under the Prevention of Corruption Act.
This case reflected the intersection of corruption in
public procurement and health services.

Legal Provisions Invoked: Prevention of
Corruption Act, 1988 (Section 8 - Taking
gratification other than legal remuneration).

Case 5: Illegal Mining Case Involving District
Officials

In 2020, ACB Faridabad initiated an investigation
into illegal mining activities involving district
officials who were allegedly facilitating the
operation of unauthorized mines in exchange for
bribes. The investigation resulted in the seizure of
illegal mining machinery and the arrest of several
public servants. This case highlighted the significant
role of local administration in facilitating illegal
economic activities.

Legal Provisions Invoked: Prevention of
Corruption Act, 1988 (Sections 7 and 13).

Case 6: Bribery in the Education Department

A teacher recruitment scam was uncovered in 2021,
where education department officials were
accepting bribes in exchange for appointing
unqualified candidates. The case led to the arrest of
several education officials and the cancellation of
fraudulent appointments. This case showcased
corruption in the education sector and the need for
transparent recruitment processes.

Legal Provisions Invoked: Prevention of
Corruption Act, 1988 (Sections 7 and 8 - Bribery and
corruption).

Case 7: Corruption in the Public Works
Department

In this case, ACB Faridabad investigated a
superintending engineer in the Public Works
Department (PWD) who was found to be
manipulating bids for government construction
projects. The engineer was arrested after ACB
officials found evidence that he had received
kickbacks from contractors in exchange for
awarding contracts. The case is significant for
understanding how corruption impacts public
infrastructure projects.

Legal Provisions Invoked: Prevention of
Corruption Act, 1988 (Sections 7 and 13).

Case 8: Food Supply Scam Involving Fair Price
Shop Dealers

In 2022, ACB Faridabad raided a fair price shop and
found that the dealer had been diverting subsidized
food grains meant for poor families and selling them
in the open market. The dealer was arrested along
with several accomplices. The case highlighted
corruption in the public distribution system and the
diversion of essential resources meant for
marginalized sections of society.

Legal Provisions Invoked: Prevention of
Corruption Act, 1988 (Sections 7 and 13).

Case 9: Corruption in Transport Department

A major corruption network involving officials in
the transport department was uncovered in 2023.
These officials were allegedly issuing driving
licenses and vehicle registration papers in exchange
for bribes without proper verification. ACB's
operation led to multiple arrests and the dismantling
of the network. This case illustrated the corruption
that often plagues government certification and
licensing processes.

Legal Provisions Invoked: Prevention of
Corruption Act, 1988 (Sections 7 and 13).

Case 10: Corruption in the Urban Planning
Department

In 2023, an investigation by ACB Faridabad
revealed that officials in the Urban Planning
Department were accepting bribes for granting
building permissions and ignoring zoning
regulations. The case resulted in the dismantling of
a corrupt syndicate and the imposition of penalties
on the officials involved. This case underscored the
link between urban planning corruption and illegal
construction activities.

Legal Provisions Invoked: Prevention of
Corruption Act, 1988 (Sections 7 and 13).

These case studies reflect both the successes and
challenges of the Anti-Corruption Bureau in
Faridabad. While the bureau has effectively carried
out numerous trap operations, the persistence of
corruption in key sectors highlights the need for
continued vigilance, procedural reforms, and greater
institutional autonomy for ACBs. Strengthening
mechanisms to address systemic corruption and
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increasing public awareness are essential for
improving the impact of anti-corruption laws in

India.

Case | Title of Case Description Legal Provisions Invoked

No.

| Bribery Case | A Municipal Corporation official was | Prevention of Corruption Act,
Involving Municipal | caught accepting a bribe for issuing a | 1988 (Section 7) - Public servant
Corporation Official | building permit. ACB conducted a | taking gratification other than

successful trap operation. legal remuneration.

) Corruption in Police | A senior police officer was arrested after | Prevention of Corruption Act,
Department accepting bribes from individuals involved | 1988 (Section 13) - Criminal

in illegal activities. misconduct by a public servant.

3 Extortion by | A revenue officer was arrested after | Prevention of Corruption Act,
Revenue Officer demanding illegal fees for processing land | 1988 (Section 12) - Punishment

transfer documents. for abetment of bribery.

4 Contractor’s Bribe | A contractor was caught bribing a health | Prevention of Corruption Act,
to Health | department official to secure a medical | 1988 (Section 8) - Taking
Department Official | equipment contract. gratification other than legal

remuneration.

5 Illegal Mining Case | District officials were facilitating illegal | Prevention of Corruption Act,
Involving  District | mining activities in exchange for bribes. | 1988 (Sections 7 and 13).
Officials ACB seized illegal machinery and arrested

officials.

6 Bribery in  the | Education department officials were | Prevention of Corruption Act,
Education accepting bribes to appoint unqualified | 1988 (Sections 7 and 8) - Bribery
Department candidates. The case led to several arrests | and corruption.

and the cancellation of fraudulent
appointments.

7 Corruption in the | A public works department engineer was | Prevention of Corruption Act,
Public Works | caught manipulating bids for government | 1988 (Sections 7 and 13).
Department construction projects, accepting kickbacks

from contractors.

3 Food Supply Scam | Fair price shop dealers were found | Prevention of Corruption Act,
Involving Fair Price | diverting subsidized food grains to the | 1988 (Sections 7 and 13).

Shop Dealers black market. Several arrests were made.

9 Corruption in | Officials in the transport department were | Prevention of Corruption Act,
Transport issuing driving licenses and vehicle | 1988 (Sections 7 and 13).
Department registration papers in exchange for bribes.

10 Corruption in the | Urban planning officials were accepting | Prevention of Corruption Act,
Urban Planning | bribes to grant building permissions and | 1988 (Sections 7 and 13).
Department ignore zoning regulations.

9. Conclusion

9.1 Summary of Findings

This study provides a comprehensive analysis of the The evolution of anti-corruption laws in India has
anti-corruption legal framework in India, with a been shaped by a series of legislative measures,
particular focus on the role of the Anti-Corruption notably the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1947, and
Bureau (ACB) in Faridabad. Through a critical its subsequent amendments, which are designed to
exploration of historical developments, institutional address the pervasive problem of corruption within
structures, challenges, and case studies, several public administration. While the Anti-Corruption

important insights have been gathered.

Bureau (ACB) plays a pivotal role in investigating
and prosecuting corruption, its success is often
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impeded by challenges such as political interference,
resource constraints, understaffing, and procedural
delays. The case studies of ACB Faridabad revealed
both the effectiveness and limitations of the
institution in combating corruption at the local level,
shedding light on the complex dynamics at play
within various government sectors.

9.2 Restating the Importance of a Robust Anti-
Corruption Legal and Institutional Framework

A robust and effective anti-corruption legal
framework is essential for ensuring the integrity of
democratic institutions. The laws must not only
deter corrupt practices but also provide sufficient
mechanisms for accountability and transparency.
Institutional bodies like ACBs, Central Vigilance
Commission (CVC), and Lokpal must be
empowered with the necessary autonomy, resources,
and legal backing to function effectively.
Furthermore, procedural reforms and public
awareness initiatives are crucial to enhance the trust
and participation of citizens in these processes. The
judiciary must also provide timely and consistent
interpretations to ensure that corruption cases are
handled with fairness and swiftness.

9.3 Final Remarks on the Role of ACBs in
Strengthening Democratic Accountability

The Anti-Corruption Bureau (ACB) plays an
indispensable role in safeguarding democratic
accountability by tackling corruption within public
administration. By ensuring that public servants and
government officials are held accountable for their
actions, the ACB contributes to the broader mission
of good governance and institutional integrity.
However, for ACBs to function at their full
potential, structural reforms, independence, and
effective coordination with other enforcement
agencies are necessary. The empowerment of
whistleblower protection mechanisms and the
enhancement of investigative techniques would also
significantly bolster their efforts. Ultimately, a
strong and efficient ACB, supported by a transparent

legal system, is critical to upholding democratic
values and maintaining the public's trust in the
government.

Strengthening the anti-corruption framework at all
levels—Ilegal, institutional, and procedural—is
imperative for India to build a corruption-free
society that ensures equity, justice, and
accountability for all.
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