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ABSTRACT 

 

Corruption has emerged as a significant issue in contemporary India, garnering 

considerable media coverage and generating theoretical investigations. However, a significant 

disparity exists between conventional wisdom, policy alternatives under discussion, and empirical 

findings derived from research pertaining to corruption. Our objective is to bridge this divide by 

addressing the distinct obstacles presented by corruption in India.  

This study aims to enhance comprehension regarding the obstacles and prospects 

associated with combating corruption in India. Its findings will offer valuable insights to 

policymakers and corporations seeking to fortify their anti-corruption endeavours. This research 

endeavour will utilise a multitude of sources—empirical studies, scholarly investigations, and 

expert opinions—to examine the present condition of corruption in India and propose a solution 

to the issue. 

This study is particularly important for policy makers, regulators and companies operating in 

India as it will provide recommendations for designing and implementing compliance procedures to 

protect and prevent corruption. In addition, the study will contribute to the discussion of international 

anti-corruption strategies by offering insights from the Indian context that may be useful for other 

countries facing similar challenges. Corruption in India seems to be a topic that will never go out of style. 

We attempt to bridge the gap between evidence and reality with this investigation. The 

entitlement to comprehend the origins and ramifications of corruption in India, as well as to devise 

strategies to combat the epidemic. It has numerous reasons for this. Corruption is initially 

challenging to quantify objectively. The majority of unethical business practices take place 
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openly, so all parties involved are motivated to engage in such conduct. The media, by its very 

nature, presents primarily subjective viewpoints and adheres to facts. The media, for instance, 

concentrates on "scams" involving corruption that cost billions of rupees, whereas our calculations 

indicate that the daily cost of corruption is at least the same, if not greater.
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CHAPTER 1 

INTRODUCTION 

 

1.1 Introduction 

 

Corruption has been a pervasive social issue that has afflicted individuals across the globe for 

centuries. This is a multifaceted phenomenon that can manifest in various ways, including bribery, 

corruption, nepotism, and more. Corruption impedes economic development, erodes confidence 

in government, and undermines the rule of law. Society has become increasingly cognizant in 

recent years that corruption ought to be criminalised; as a result, numerous nations have enacted 

legislation and established policies to thwart it and avert financial loss. One such statute is the 

Prevention of corruption Act of 1988 in India. In contemporary India, corruption has emerged as 

a significant issue that has garnered both scholarly and media attention. However, an enormous 

chasm exists between what is widely reported in the media, the policy alternatives that are 

deliberated, and the empirical data derived from research on corruption. Our objective is to bridge 

this divide by addressing the distinct obstacles presented by corruption in India. Academic 

evidence substantiates the pervasive and pervasive notion that corruption is pervasive. But as we 

shall see, the price of corruption is comparable to, if not higher than, the price of the "scams" 

perpetrated by the media chief. Moreover, our investigation yielded scant substantiation for the 

notion that increased transparency, information, and community initiatives in isolation can 

effectively mitigate consumption. The same holds true for certain technological interventions; 

however, those that eliminate intermediaries and indirect labour (such as direct profit exchange 

and those that transmit power to citizens and beneficiaries) have a greater chance of success. Our 

legal and comprehensive anti-corruption systems, which include the Power to Serve and Public 

Accounts Bills, are commendable in many ways. Nevertheless, the enforcement of the law is far 

more crucial in combating corruption than the existence of legislation itself. Consistently, the 

prohibition lies in the government's capacity and obligation to penalise corrupt politicians and 

politicians. Its objective is to evaluate the efficacy of anti-corruption institutions and measures in 

India.  

The opportunity for businesses to develop compliance programmes and the implementation of 

a "zero tolerance policy" towards corruption will be the topics of discussion at the meeting. In 

addition to investigating the causes and effects of corruption in India, this study will assess the 

efficacy of diverse anti-corruption strategies (including technology and data/surveillance). In 
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addition, the necessity of political reforms, including judicial reforms, to address the underlying 

causes of corruption will be discussed at the conference. This study aims to enhance 

comprehension regarding the obstacles and prospects associated with combating corruption in 

India. Its findings will offer valuable insights to policymakers and corporations seeking to fortify 

their anti-corruption endeavours. This research endeavour will utilise a multitude of sources—

empirical studies, scholarly investigations, and expert opinions—to examine the present condition 

of corruption in India and propose a solution to the issue. This study seeks to provide insights and 

recommendations to enhance justice, accountability, and transparency in the public and private 

sectors of India by bridging the divide between evidence and policy1. This study is particularly 

important for policy makers, regulators and companies operating in India as it will provide 

recommendations for designing and implementing compliance procedures to protect and prevent 

corruption. In addition, the study will contribute to the discussion of international anti-corruption 

strategies by offering insights from the Indian context that may be useful for other countries facing 

similar challenges. Corruption in India seems to be a topic that will never go out of style. From 

Kautilya's Arthashasa in the 4th century BCE to today's 2G telecom spectrum scams, corruption 

is thought to be endemic to the Indian subcontinent. But in a sense, corruption has become a 

prominent feature in Indian public discourse in recent years. This is partly indicative of the 

"hoaxes" that have plagued the recent United Progressive Alliance (UPA) government. In 2011, 

India was hit by popular protests ranging from the National Games to the 2G scandal to 'Coalgate'; 

Thousands of citizens have been affected following multiple scandals involving billions of dollars 

in corruption involving ruling politicians and their cronies. fight against corruption.” For Adarsh 

Housing Society. This discontent later led to the formation of a new political party - the Aam 

Aadmi Party (AAP) - which entered the political arena with the promise of cleaning up the 

government2. 

Delhi and its environs have been affected by the AAP's popularity, whereas India's recent anti-

corruption campaign contributed to the 2014 election victories of Narendra Modi's Bharatiya 

Janata Party (BJP) and its National Democratic Alliance (NDA) government. On the campaign 

route, Modi consistently advocated for his anti-corruption stance, admonishing the crowd that the 

Congress government was engaged in a battle against the "ABCD of corruption" and highlighting 

the support of party members and the Nehru-Gandhi family. A represents Adarsh, B represents 

Bofors, C represents CWG, and D represents Damad Ka Karobaar ("groom's job"), a reference to 

the son-in-law of Congress President Sonia Gandhi, Robert Vadra. Post-election analysis by the 

                                                             
1 The Prevention of Corruption Act,1988 (Act 49 of 1988). 
2 Vinay Mittal, Kautilya’s Arthashastra: A Timeless Grand Strategy available at: 

 https://apps.dtic.mil/sti/pdfs/AD1019423.pdf (last visited March 27, 2024). 
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CSDS indicates that combating corruption is a top priority. The BJP attained a majority in 

government as a political party for the first time in thirty years—an accomplishment not 

previously matched by any party other than the Congress—and for the first time in history. In the 

2014 National Election Survey conducted by CSDS, it was found that electors place greater 

importance on concerns related to economic growth and development as opposed to corruption 

when making their decision-making process.3 

We attempt to bridge the gap between evidence and reality with this investigation. The 

entitlement to comprehend the origins and ramifications of corruption in India, as well as to devise 

strategies to combat the epidemic. It has numerous reasons for this. Corruption is initially 

challenging to quantify objectively. The majority of unethical business practices take place 

openly, so all parties involved are motivated to engage in such conduct. The media, by its very 

nature, presents primarily subjective viewpoints and adheres to facts. The media, for instance, 

concentrates on "scams" involving corruption that cost billions of rupees, whereas our calculations 

indicate that the daily cost of corruption is at least the same, if not greater. A compilation of the 

most significant instances of public corruption, which have not been observed since 2000, revealed 

that the sums of money involved were in the hundreds of millions (table 1). 

The "value" of the frauds averaged 36,000 billion rupees, with each case involving 12,000 

rupees.2 Although these figures are readily apparent, the costs associated with routine corruption 

are comparable. For example, the annual cost of bribes paid to acquire various government 

services in India is estimated by Transparency International and CMS (2005) to be '21.0 billion 

rupees'; the annual cost of teacher absenteeism is estimated by Muralidharan et al. (2014b) to 

range between ₹8,100 and ₹9,300 crore. "Corruption," which entails comparable costs and 

difficulties in surveillance and quantification, can therefore influence singular, high-profile 

controversies.  

Second, despite the fact that some theories about corruption have been developed in the social 

science literature, these theories have contributed to the emergence of severe corruption issues. 

Divergent opinions exist regarding the causes and effects of corruption. Existing theory is 

ambiguous, specifically regarding the economic injury that corruption may cause. According to 

primary sources of information, corruption "lubricates" the economy through the provision of 

incentives for officials to exert greater effort and permits companies and individuals to circumvent 

red and unprofitable lines. An alternative perspective posits that corruption will solely yield 

negative consequences in terms of profit redistribution. This would be the case, for instance, if the 

                                                             
3 A.L. Basham, The Wonder That Was India 51 (Hawthorn Books, New York, 1969). 
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most profitable enterprises are also the most bribery-capable4. 

1. Given the lack of explicit standards for distinguishing a significant scandal, our 

investigation commenced with the compilation of a "scams" list encompassing news 

organisations (India Today, Outlook, NitiCentral, Yahoo, DNA) from the previous few 

years. Following this, we compiled a shortlist consisting solely of the schemes that 

appeared on the majority of the lists. It is challenging to locate the required level of content 

for certain hacks; therefore, we categorise them. We examined the 28 scandals detailed in 

Table 1. 

 

2.  It is important to exercise caution when considering these funds, as not all of them lead to 

government losses, given the media's tendency to report and highlight the most significant 

figures. Indeed, the "costs" discussed in the media merely represent the benefits derived 

from bribes, larceny, and other forms of government corruption; they also include the 

misrepresentation of asset values to the Treasury and losses incurred by an external party. 

a contract with the administration or Efficiency is impossible when an individual obtains 

a licence and proceeds to deceive others; rather, the government transfers funds to the 

corrupt official (Lui 1985)5. 

However, corruption's detrimental impact on performance, as well as economic and political 

progress, can be attributed to a multitude of theoretical factors. In addition to the above example, 

the secret of corruption will mean that companies with good relations with the workplace 

(these may not necessarily be the most successful companies) (Shleifer and Vishny 1993). At 

the same time, not all laws and regulations are ineffective, and corruption is not good if 

someone is willing or able to underpay for the benefit of society (Banerjee 1997). For example, 

being able to drive is necessary to obtain a driver's license, and circumventing this right 

through bribery will reduce health. Additionally, wealth may give officials incentives to create 

negative bureaucratic processes (Banerjee 1997). 

Third, non-profit organizations are also important. Let's say a company needs more than one license to 

develop a project. If there are too many corrupt officials to follow a democratic regime, they will demand 

“exorbitant” bribes and create negative barriers to entry (Shleifer and Vishny 1993). Moreover, 

corruption involving theft can undermine the quality of public finances (Niehaus and Sukhtankar 2013b). 

Lastly, pervasive malfeasance within the economic sphere might promote rent-seeking as opposed 

to productivity (Murphy et al., 1991). An encouraging development in the research community 

                                                             
4 R.P. Kangle, The Kautiliya Arthasastra, Part 3, 2 (Motilal Banarsidass, India, 8th edn., 2010). 

 
5 Max Weber, Politics as a Vocation, (Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1978). 
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recently has been the completion of a literature review that examines numerous theoretical 

predictions pertaining to corruption in India.  

These studies have produced much knowledge about the relationship between the economics of 

corruption and various solutions to this crisis. However, many academic projects are not reflected in 

policy. Although recent research on corruption in different contexts has been reviewed in some 

publications (Banerjee et al., 2012; Olken and Pande, 2012; Pande, 2007), corruption in India 

stands out as a unique case that has not been explicitly examined in these studies. in the 

competition. As an illustration, candidates have resorted to illicit methods to secure funds for 

elections in violation of India's anti-trafficking legislation (Kapur and Vaishnav 2015; Sukhtankar 

2012). Moreover, while accountability mechanisms have been suggested as a means to mitigate 

corruption in various settings (Ferraz and Finan 2011), they have proven ineffective in India, 

where corrupt politicians and crime continue to wield influence (Aidt et al. 2013, Banerjee and 

Pande 2009, Vaishnav 2012). Furthermore, the majority of these evaluations fail to provide 

suggestions for improved public policy. These various misalignments result in considerable 

perplexity. Despite the existence of a burgeoning corruption economy in India and the emergence 

of political discourse, a substantial deficiency persists in terms of media attention, deliberation on 

policy alternatives, and empirical research pertaining to corruption. Consensus dictates, for 

instance, that inconsistencies in information frequently lead to malfeasance in the public sector or 

politics. Nevertheless, an abundance of research has demonstrated that the mere provision of 

information does not yield favourable management outcomes (Banerjee, Banerji, Duflo, 

Glennerster, and Khemani 2010a; Murgai 2013; Niehaus and Sukhtankar 2013b; van de 

Walleallion, Dutta). 

1.2 Overview of Corruption as a Social Crime 

 Corruption is a social problematic that has plagued people all over the world for centuries. 

This is a complex phenomenon that can take many forms, from bribery and corruption to nepotism 

and nepotism. Corruption challenges the rule of law, destroys trust in government and hinders 

economic development. In recent years, the need to treat corruption as a social crime has become 

more recognized and many countries have developed laws and policies to prevent and prevent 

corruption. 

 Non-compliance can be defined as abuse of power. Yes. This is a social crime because it 

harms people, not the people involved in the abuse. Corruption can take many forms, including 

bribery, racketeering, bribery, and favoritism. Bribery involves giving or getting money or gifts 

in conversation for favors or services. Corruption involves the theft of money or property from a 

trusted person. Nepotism involves favoring family members or friends in hiring or promotion 
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decisions. Favoritism is giving special treatment to certain people or groups. 

Corruption has a tremendous effect on individuals. The rule of law is undermined by 

“corruption,” which permits individuals to circumvent legal processes and procedures. It can erode 

public confidence in the government by fostering the notion that those in authority prioritise 

personal benefit over the welfare of the public. Corruption undermines economic development 

through its interference with business operations and its detrimental impact on the efficiency of 

public services. 

 

 There are many causes of corruption. Politics is like that. In some societies, corruption is 

considered part of business and people can engage in corruption without fear of punishment. 

Bureaucratic inefficiency is another. Corruption thrives when government institutions are mismanaged 

and lack oversight. Economic inequality is also a factor. When people cannot access basic services and 

time, they may recourse to illegal activities as a means of existence. 

 Corruption has a particular impact on economic development. Corruption will create unfair 

competition for businesses and therefore distort the economic mechanism. It can also divert 

resources from their intended purposes, thereby reducing the effectiveness of public services. 

Corruption also creates an unsustainable business environment that inhibits foreign trade. 

 Preventing and combating corruption should be done in many ways. Legal and policy 

evaluation are an important part of this approach. Many countries have created laws and rules to 

prevent and fight corruption. One such law is India's Protection of Civil Rights Act (POCA), 1988. 

The law provides protection against corruption and the punishment of corrupt practices. 

 However, laws and policy measures to prevent and prevent corruption are ineffective. Weak 

governance, limited scope and inadequate resources are some of the challenges facing anti-

corruption efforts. For example, in India, enforcement of POCA is weak and much corruption 

goes unpunished. 

 Social and cultural impact is another vital aspect of the fight in contradiction of corruption. 

Creating public awareness and participation is important for creating a culture of transparency and 

accountability. Improving the transparency and accountability of administration institutions is also 

important in preventing and combating corruption. Encouraging public participation in anti-

corruption efforts can also help improve the public's sense of ownership and responsibility. 

 Capital measures are also important to prevent and prevent corruption. Education and 
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training help develop the knowledge and skills necessary to prevent and combat corruption. 

Sharing assistance and expertise can also help improve the volume of government institutions to 

stop and combat corruption. 

 In short, corruption is a social problem that affects the entire society. It weakens political power, 

destroys trust in government, and hinders economic development. Prevention and prevention of 

corruption requires a number of methods, including legal and political measures, social and cultural 

interventions, technical measures. The effectiveness of fighting corruption is limited by weak 

governance, limited scope and inadequate resources. Creating public awareness and participation, 

promoting transparency and accountability, and encouraging public participation are essential to 

creating a culture of transparency and accountability. Capacity measures such as education, training, 

assistance and sharing of expertise can help prevent and prevent corruption6. 

1.3 Statement Of Problem 

 Corruption is a social problematic that has plagued people all over the creation for centuries. 

It weakens political power, destroys trust in government, and hinders economic development. 

India enacted the ‘Prevention of Corruption Act (POCA)’ in 1988 to prevent and battle corruption. 

However, the effectiveness of the Health Protection Law in addressing corruption as a social crime 

is limited by weak governance, a focus on the public, and the absence of any protection for 

whistleblowers. Therefore, a critical analysis is required with the use of POCA to identify the 

limitations and problems of corruption as a social crime. 

1.4 Hypo Study 

 The effectiveness of India's Prevention of Corruption Act (POCA) in preventing and 

combating corruption as a social crime is limited by poor governance, public focus and lack of 

protection for whistleblowers. This view aims to advance the study and analysis of POCA's 

limitations and problems in treating corruption as a social crime. By identifying these 

shortcomings, potential solutions are suggested to advance the efficiency of anti-corruption efforts 

in India and beyond. 

 

1.5 Research Questions 

 The research questions for the dissertation topic " A Critical Analysis of corruption as A 

Social Crime with Reference to The Prevention of Corruption Act" are as follows: 

                                                             
6 Heinrich Zimmer, Philosophies of India 36 (Princeton University Press, Princeton, 1967). 
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Q1. What are the key limitations and challenges in the enforcement of the ‘Prevention of 

Corruption Act (POCA)’ in India, and how do these impact its effectiveness in addressing 

corruption as a social crime? 

Q2. How does the narrow focus of POCA on the public sector contribute to the occurrence of 

corruption in India, and what are the implications for broader anti-corruption efforts? 

Q3. What are the potential strategies and policy measures that can be implemented to strengthen 

POCA and improve its effectiveness in preventing and combating corruption as a social crime? 

1.6 Objective 

 A critical analysis of corruption as a social crime with reference to India's Prevention of 

corruption Act (POCA), focusing on the limitations and challenges of corruption, and exploring 

strategies and policies to improve its effectiveness in combating and combating corruption. By 

achieving this, we aim to contribute to the ongoing dialogue on fighting corruption in India and 

beyond and provide a better considerate of the association between corruption, law and society. 

This review will inform evidence-based decision-making and help develop new strategies to 

address corruption as a societal problem. 

1.7 Scope 

 This critical analysis will focus on corruption as a social crime in India, specifically the 

‘Prevention of Corruption Act (POCA)’. The analysis will explore POCA's limitations and 

challenges in preventing and combating corruption, including weak regulatory frameworks, focus 

on the public sector and lack of protection for whistleblowers. This analysis will also explore the 

broader social, political and economic factors that donate to corruption in India. The scope of this 

review is limited to the period before September 2021 and does not include improvements or 

changes that may occur after this date. 

1.8 Methodology 

 This critical evaluation will use primary and secondary sources to achieve its objectives. 

Important information will be collected through semi-structured interviews with experts, experts 

and shareholders in the fields of law, politics, business and healthcare. Secondary data will be 

collected from existing documents, publications, research articles and archives related to 

corruption, POCA and anti-corruption in India. The data analysis process will include content 

analysis, descriptive statistics, and qualitative coding to extract meaningful patterns and patterns 

from the data collected. 
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 Through this process, we aim to better understand the relationship between corruption, law 

and corruption. Indians paid special attention to the Anti-corruption Act. Our findings will donate 

to the ongoing discussion on combating corruption in India and beyond and provide insight into 

the most pressing and promising issues for avenues for improvement. 

1.9 Chapterization 

Chapter 1: Introduction 

Chapter 2: Understanding corruption as a Social Crime 

Chapter 3: The Prevention of corruption Act (POCA) 

Chapter 4: Broader Factors Contributing to corruption 

Chapter 5: Recommendations for Improving Anti-corruption Efforts 

Chapter 6: Conclusion and Suggestions 

1.10 Student Learning Outcomes 

 In this research, it aims to teach students the understanding of corruption as social violence 

and the legal framework for combating corruption in India. Through this research, students will 

develop the critical thinking, research and analytical skills necessary for careers in law, public 

policy and management. 

Students awarded for this study topic are: 

➢ Understanding Corruption as a crime in society: Students will create an in-depth 

introduction to the impact of corruption as a social crime on individuals, communities and 

societies. They will explore the many factors that contribute to corruption, including the 

history of the economy, leadership and underperformance. 

➢ Development of Anti-Corruption Law: Students will examine the Anti-corruption Act 

(PCA) and its pros and cons. They will examine the effectiveness of the legal system in the 

fight against corruption and identify areas for improvement. 

➢ Develop critical thinking skills: Students will develop critical thinking skills by examining 

and evaluating different perspectives on corruption and the Court of Appeal. They will learn 

to recognize biases, assumptions, and biases in arguments and draw conclusions based on 

evidence. 
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➢ Research: Students will develop research skills by analyzing data, collecting and analyzing 

data, and generating data from a variety of sources. They will learn to use research and tools 

to investigate corruption and PCA. 

➢ Skill Development: Students will develop their analytical skills by applying theoretical 

frameworks and concepts to analyze corruption and PCA. They will learn to identify patterns, 

trends and relationships in data and gain an understanding of corruption and anti-corruption. 

➢ Improve communication skills: Students will improve their communication skills by presenting 

their findings and recommendations in a clear, concise and supportive manner. They will learn to 

use different communication tools such as writing, oral presentation and visual tools to 

communicate their ideas effectively. 

➢ Ethical Introduction: Students will promote moral values such as fairness, fairness and 

accountability by defining corruption as a crime in society and determining the legal process of 

the Permanent Court of Arbitration. They will learn to apply ethical principles to research and 

analysis and work to promote the fight against corruption. 

➢ Promoting Community Participation: Students will encourage public participation by 

analyzing corruption as a crime in society and the PCA law. They will learn to work with civil 

society organizations, civil servants and other stakeholders to support the fight against corruption 

and hold the government accountable. 

➢ Develop leadership skills: Students will develop leadership skills by analyzing corruption as a 

social crime and PCA law. pole. They will learn to promote transparency, accountability, and 

ethics and dedicate themselves to public service. 

➢ Contribution to the prevention of Corruption: Students will contribute to the prevention of 

corruption by defining it as a social and legal crime. PCA Bridge. They will make 

recommendations for improving anti-corruption programs and lead to a broader discussion on 

corruption and governance. The  study topic "Introduction to Crime Prevention and Criminal 

Evaluation of Crime in Society" especially offers students the opportunity to develop critical 

thinking, research and analytical skills while promoting moral values. public participation and 

contribution to the prevention of corruption. By achieving these student outcomes, students will 

be motivated to pursue careers in law, public policy, and management and to be productive for 

society. 

➢ Need For Legal and Policy Measures Against Corruption 
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 Urgent laws and policy measures are needed to prevent corruption because it harms people, 

governance and economic development. As a social crime, corruption challenges the rule of law, 

undermines public confidence in government institutions, and disrupts the economy. Therefore, it 

is important to develop and implement strong laws and policies to solve this problem. 

 Corruption is characterized by the exploitation of power for personal improvement and poses 

a serious threat to the rule of law. When people in power engage in corrupt performs, they 

undermine the principles of justice and fairness. This situation erodes the foundations of a fair and 

just society and causes a loss of trust in the legal system and public institutions. Therefore, the 

implementation of laws to stop and discipline corruption is very important to support the rule of 

law and ensure equality before the law. 

 In addition, corruption undermines public confidence in the government. When officials are 

viewed as selfish and corrupt, the public loses confidence in the ability of these institutions to 

serve the public interest. This lack of trust can lead to dissatisfaction with the political process and 

public administration, leading to loss of legitimacy of the administration. Therefore, laws and 

regulations must be implemented to restore and maintain public trust in government institutions. 

 Corruption also hinders economic development by disrupting business operations and 

impairing the efficient allocation of resources. In an economy with high levels of corruption, 

businesses may face unfair competition as corrupt practices such as bribery and nepotism can 

affect business and contracts. This inhibits economic activity, inhibits investment and hinders 

economic growth. Therefore, the use of laws and policy measures to prevent corruption is 

important to create a good environment for business development. 

 Corruption has many forms and there must be a way to solve the problem effectively. Laws 

have an important role in preventing and preventing corruption. Anti-corruption laws provide a 

framework for identifying corruption, set penalties for perpetrators, and establish investigation 

and prosecution procedures. Additionally, the policy takes measures to complete the legal process 

by promoting ‘transparency, accountability and good governance’ practices in public schools. 

 The Prevention of Corruption Act (POCA) is an example of legal measures designed to 

combat corruption. India's POCA, which came into force in 1988, provides for the stoppage of 

corruption and the punishment of corrupt applies. The law includes provisions regarding bribery, 

abuse of office and crimes committed by public officials. The Anti-corruption Law aims to prevent 
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corruption in the public sector by defining certain crimes and providing penalties7. 

 However, the efficiency of anti-corruption laws and policy events depends on their 

implementation. Weak governance systems can lead to weakening anti-corruption laws and 

regulations. Inadequate investigations, slow judicial processes, and a lack of political choice can 

hinder the effective prosecution of criminals. Therefore, while it is important to establish laws, it 

is equally significant to ensure effective application of the laws with a strong management system. 

 In addition to legal measures, social and cultural interventions are also important in solving 

the crime of corruption. Rising public consciousness about the problem of corruption can lead to 

the creation of a culture that rejects corruption. Additionally, policies that increase transparency 

and accountability in government institutions can increase public trust and reduce opportunities 

for corruption. 

 Capacity assessment is also an important part of the fight against corruption. Training 

programs for law enforcement and decision-making authorities improve their skills in 

investigating and prosecuting corruption cases. Additionally, recommendations from international 

organizations can help countries strengthen their anti-corruption and institutional capacity8. 

 In short, because corruption negatively affects people, governance and economic 

development. Corruption dents the rule of law, destroys trust in government and disrupts business. 

Therefore, a strong anti-corruption law such as the Prevention of Corruption Act (POCA) is 

essential. However, effective implementation of the rule of law as well as community intervention 

and capacity building are essential in the fight against corruption. By battling corruption in various 

ways, people can work towards improving transparency, accountability and justice in governance. 

1.11 Focus On The Prevention Of Corruption Act (India) 

Anti-corruption legislation in India is known as the Prevention of Corruption Act (POCA). 

The 1988 legislation is designed to deter "corruption" and penalise illicit activities. The law 

includes provisions regarding bribery, abuse of office and crimes committed by public officials. 

This section will examine the effectiveness of POCA in preventing and combating corruption, as 

well as its limitations and challenges. 

  The Prevention of Corrupt Practices Act (POCA) is a set of laws that defines misconduct 

and imposes penalties on those who commit it. The law covers a extensive range of corruptions, 

                                                             
7 D.D.Koshambi, The Culture and Civilization of Ancient India 142 (Vikas Publishing House, Delhi, 1964). 
8 Mookerji, Chandragupta Maurya and His Times 16 (Motilal Banarsidass, India, 3rd edn., 2016). 
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including bribery, abuse of office and abuse of public service. POCA plays a deterrent role against 

public corruption by defining specific crimes and imposing penalties. 

 One of POCA's strengths is its breadth. This law applies to public officials, including elected 

officials, civil servants, and public sector employees. This ensures that public sector corruption is 

properly investigated and punished. Additionally, the Act also covers crimes committed by Indian 

citizens or companies outside India, with the aim of ensuring that foreign corruption is justly 

punished9. 

 However, POCA's effectiveness in preventing and combating corruption is limited due to 

poor implementation. Inadequate investigations, slow judicial processes, and a lack of political 

choice can hinder the effective prosecution of criminals. In addition, the provisions of the Law 

often require interpretation, leading to conflict and regulation. 

 Another limitation of POCA is its narrow focus on the public sector. Although the law covers 

corruption in the public sector, it does not address corruption in the private sector. This is a huge 

difference because corruption in the private sector can have a huge impact on people and 

businesses. Therefore, anti-corruption laws need to be extended to the private sector. 

 In addition, POCA's effectiveness is limited by the lack of protection for journalists. 

Whistleblowers play an important role in uncovering wrongdoing and holding people accountable. 

However, the law does not provide adequate protection to whistleblowers, leaving them 

vulnerable to retaliation and harassment. This may prevent individuals from reporting corrupt 

practices, thus reducing the effectiveness of anti-corruption efforts10. 

 In addition to these limitations, POCA also faces implementation challenges. Legal 

provisions often require interpretation, leading to conflict and regulation. Additionally, the law 

enforcement system is weak, investigations are inadequate, and prosecutions are slow. This may 

lead to reduced accountability of corrupt individuals, reducing the effectiveness of anti-corruption 

measures. 

 To address these limitations and challenges, POCA's regulatory framework needs to be 

strengthened. This can be achieved by allocating adequate resources to investigate and prosecute 

corruption cases. There is also a need to improve the capacity of police and judicial authorities to 

                                                             
9 Sondhi, S, Combating Corruption in India the Role of Civil Society available at: 

 https://www.researchgate.net/publication/339586139_Combatting_Corruption_in_India  

(last visited on Mar. 19, 2024). 
10  Supra note 9. 



 
 

 14 

effectively investigate and prosecute corruption cases11. 

 Another way to address POCA's limitations is to extend anti-corruption laws to private 

businesses. department. This can be done by creating laws that will define and punish corruption 

in non-public sector. Additionally, transparency and accountability of the private sector should be 

improved through policy measures such as the need to publish policies and independent 

monitoring processes. 

 In addition, protecting journalists is very important in terms of stopping and fighting against 

corruption. Therefore, it is necessary to provide adequate protection to those who send information 

through legal measures and policies. This may include provisions regarding anonymity, protection 

against retaliation, and access to legal remedies. 

 In Summary the ‘Prevention of Corruption Act (POCA)’ is a set of laws aimed at stopping 

and combating corruption in India. Although the law is wide-ranging, defines specific crimes and 

penalties, and works to prevent corruption, its effectiveness is limited due to poor administration, 

a focus on the public, and there are no protections for whistleblowers. To address these limitations 

and problems, it is necessary to strengthen the POCA regulatory process, extend anti-corruption 

law to the private sector, and provide adequate protection to whistleblowers. By addressing these 

issues, India can work towards greater transparency, accountability and justice in governance. 

 

 

                                                             
11  Ibid. 
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CHAPTER 2 

UNDERSTANDING CORRUPTION AS A SOCIAL CRIME 

 

2.1 Introduction 

 Corruption is a global threat that undermines the rule of law, undermines public confidence 

in government institutions and hinders economic growth, and must be treated accordingly as a 

crime in society. This chapter introduces the concept of corruption as a social crime, showing its 

different forms, effects and causes. By analyzing corruption from this perspective, we seek to 

understand its complexities and propose strategies to prevent and combat corruption. 

 Corruption occurs in many forms such as bribery, embezzlement, nepotism and nepotism. 

Each form represents the difference between fairness, fairness and equality and ultimately erodes 

social values and norms. The effects of corruption are not limited to personal actions; It affects 

entire communities, regions and countries. In economic terms, corruption disrupts business 

activities, distorts fair competition, leads to reduced employment and reduced investments. 

Politically, it erodes public trust in government institutions and makes them less responsive and 

representative. Legally, it undermines the rule of law, allows those in power to avoid 

accountability, and leads to a culture of injustice. 

 Understanding corruption as a social crime requires understanding its origins and 

consequences. Social philosophy plays an important role in determining people's attitudes towards 

corruption and morality. In societies where corruption is normalized or rewarded, individuals can 

engage in corrupt practices without fear of consequences. Inefficient bureaucracies due to weak 

oversight and inadequate accountability exacerbate the problem by creating an environment for 

corruption to thrive. Economic inequality motivates individuals to engage in unethical activities 

as a way to obtain desired goods or gain an unfair advantage in a competitive environment. 

Corruption in India is a serious problem with serious consequences. Grand corruption undermines 

public confidence in government, hinders economic prosperity, and exacerbates social inequality. 

Understanding corruption as a social crime in India requires analysis of its specific manifestations, 

its effects on individuals and the fundamental principles that underlie them: corruption12. 

 Designating corruption as a social crime requires a comprehensive approach that includes 

legal and policy measures, health impacts, and leadership and fundraising initiatives. By 

                                                             
12 Guhan, S. and Samuel, P. (eds.), Corruption in India: Agenda for action. Public Affairs Centre (Vision Books, 

Delhi, 1997). 
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understanding the subtle changes in corruption as a social crime, policymakers and stakeholders 

can develop strategic plans to prevent and combat corruption. This understanding also emphasizes 

the importance of developing a culture of transparency, accountability and justice in state 

institutions and society in general. Understanding corruption as a social crime is important in 

addressing the huge impact of corruption on society. Corruption resulting from the misuse of 

power for personal improvement undermines the rule of law, undermines public confidence in 

government, and undermines business development. This chapter will take an in-depth look at the 

various forms of corruption, its impact on society, and the factors that contribute to corruption. 

 Corruption can take numerous forms, including bribery, theft, nepotism and favoritism. 

Bribery involves giving or receiving money or gifts in exchange for favors or services. Corruption 

is the theft of money or property from a trusted person. Nepotism and favoritism are unfair favors 

of family, friends, or co-workers in hiring or promotion decisions. Such corruption undermines 

fairness, justice and equality of opportunity, increases social inequality and undermines the 

public's confidence within the country13. 

 Corruption has many effects on people. From an economic perspective, it disrupts the 

economic mechanism, distorts fair competition, causes inefficiency and reduces investments. 

People's trust in state institutions is disappearing as corruption damages the legitimacy and trust 

of public officials and institutions. The rule of law is weakened when those in power engage in 

corrupt practices, circumvent due process, and create a culture of impunity. 

  

  

 The origin of corruption stems from political culture, bureaucratic inefficiency and 

economic inequality. Cultural leadership influences leadership and leadership. In societies where 

corruption is normalized or rewarded, individuals can engage in corrupt practices without fear of 

consequences. Bureaucratic inefficiency creates opportunities for corruption to increase due to 

weak monitoring mechanisms and inadequate accountability. Economic inequality can lead 

people to engage in corruption as a way to obtain desired goods or gain an unfair advantage in a 

competitive environment14. 

 Corruption is a long-standing problem in India with long-term consequences. The country 

                                                             
13 Quah, J. S. “Curbing Corruption in India: An impossible dream?” 16(3) AJPS, (2008). 
14 Charron, N. “The correlates of Corruption in India: Analysis and evidence from the states” 18(2) Asian Journal of 

Political Science 177-194 (2010). 
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is struggling with the most notorious corruption that has undermined public trust in government. 

Widespread corruption hinders economic progress and increases social inequality. Understanding 

corruption as a social crime in the Indian context requires examining its specific manifestations, 

its impact on society and the underlying principles that encourage corruption. 

 There must be a good way to recognize corruption as a crime in society. By understanding 

the subtle changes in corruption as a social crime, policymakers and stakeholders can develop 

strategic plans to prevent and combat corruption. This understanding also emphasizes the 

importance of developing a culture of transparency, accountability and justice in state institutions 

and society in general. 

 In summary, understanding corruption as a social crime is important for solving the problems 

of corruption affecting people. By analyzing the various forms of corruption and its effects on 

people and stakeholders, stakeholders can develop well-informed strategies to stop and combat 

corruption. In the Indian context, this understanding is essential in developing an anti-corruption 

plan that will address the specific challenges posed by corruption as a social crime. India can work 

to improve transparency, accountability and justice in governance through a range of approaches 

that include legal reform, social intervention and capacity building. 
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2.2 Definitions and forms of Corruption 

 

2.2.1 Definition of Corruption 

  Corruption refers to the misuse of power based on individual gain. This is a negative 

phenomenon that affects the rule of law, undermines people's trust in government institutions, and 

hinders economic development. Corruption takes many forms, each representing a different aspect 

of fairness, justice and equality.15 

 Corruption is a complex and pervasive social problem with serious impacts on governance, 

economic development, and social welfare. At the core of corruption is the misuse of power based 

on personal gain. This abuse can be used in many ways, including bribery, corruption, nepotism, 

nepotism, coercion and abuse of power. This corruption case undermines the rule of law, destroys 

domestic trust and hinders economic progress. Corruption is not limited to a single sector or level 

of government; It can take place in civic and private spaces at national and international levels. 

The effects of corruption are far-reaching and affect everything from economic growth and public 

services to social stability and political stability16. 

 Injustice undermines the rule of law. When people in power engage in immoral practices, 

they weaken the principles of justice and fairness. This situation erodes the foundations of a fair 

and just society and causes a loss of trust in the legal system and public institutions. Additionally, 

corruption undermines public confidence in the government. When officials are viewed as selfish 

and corrupt, the public loses confidence in the ability of these institutions to serve the public 

interest. This lack of trust can lead to dissatisfaction with the political process and public 

administration, leading to loss of legitimacy of the administration. 

 Economy, corruption distorts business mechanisms and distorts resource allocation, thus 

hindering development. In an economy with high levels of corruption, businesses may face unfair 

competition as corrupt practices such as bribery and nepotism can affect business and contracts. 

This inhibits economic activity, inhibits investment and hinders economic growth. In addition, 

corruption increases income inequality by allowing wealthy elites to further benefit at the expense 

of marginalized groups. 

                                                             
15 Sandip Sukhtankar and Milan Vishnav, Corruption in Indian: Bridging research evidence and policy options 

available at: 

 https://carnegieendowment.org/files/IPFpre_pubSukhtankarVaishnav.pdf (last visited on Mar. 20, 2024). 
16 Gupta, A. “Changing forms of Corruption in India” 51(6) MAS, 1862-1890, (2017). 
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 The influence of corruption is not limited to specific sectors or geographical areas; It covers 

many areas. It affects people as a whole. For example, in developing countries, corruption can 

lead to poverty, impact human development, and cause stress by diverting resources away from 

programs such as health and education. Corruption in developing countries weakens democratic 

processes and undermines public confidence in government17. 

 Understanding the various patterns and consequences of corruption is crucial to developing 

effective strategies to prevent and combat corruption. The fight in contradiction of corruption 

should address the root causes of corruption, strengthen corporate responsibility, promote 

transparency and accountability, and encourage leadership of just actions in organizations and 

society at large. By recognizing the many facets of corruption and its profound impact on society, 

policymakers, nongovernmental organizations, and citizens can work together to intervene and 

develop strategic plans to solve crime in society. 

 In summary, corruption is a crime that undermines the rule of law in many societies, undermines 

public trust in institutions, affects economic development and increases social inequality. By 

understanding the various forms and consequences of corruption, stakeholders can develop strategies to 

effectively prevent and combat corruption. Addressing corruption requires a comprehensive approach 

that includes legal and policy considerations, social and cultural impacts, and capacity assessments. Only 

through unity can people seek to improve transparency, accountability and justice in governance18. 

➢ Forms of Corruption19 

 Corruption is a social wonder that has many forms, each representing a different aspect of 

fairness, justice and equality. These corruption cases include various crimes such as bribery, 

embezzlement, nepotism, nepotism, extortion and abuse of power. Considerate the many penalties 

of corruption are vital to understanding its impact on society and developing effective strategies 

to prevent and combat corruption. This introduction will examine various forms of corruption, 

their impacts and serious impacts on governance, economic development and health. By delving 

into the complexity of each form, we can better understand the various aspects of corruption and 

its dangers to society, some of the forms are as follows: 

• Bribery: Asking for or accepting illegal payments, gifts or other benefits in exchange for 

                                                             
17 Ibid. 
18 Das, S. K. Public office, private interest: Bureaucracy and Corruption in India (Oxford University Press, Oxford 

2000). 
19 Vittal, N, Corruption in India: The roadblock to national prosperity (Academic Foundation, India, 2003). 
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illegal work or performance of tasks. 

▪  Wealth occurs when someone pays a bribe to obtain something illegal. 

▪  Improper bribery occurs when the person receiving the bribe behaves inappropriately or 

fails to fulfill his duty. 

• Corruption: Misuse of assets held by an organization for personal gain. 

• Nepotism: Favoring a relative, 

• Nepotism: Giving special favors or privileges based on personal relationships rather than 

merit or performance. 

• Extortion: The use of force, threats, or pressure to get illegal money or benefits. 

• Reimbursement: Payment made to the recipient of a contract or grant to ensure continued 

work or better treatment. 

• Abuse of rights: Taking advantage of a business for personal gain, such as using 

confidential information to obtain financing or participate in conflicts. 

 This type of corruption is just a few of the many ways people abuse their power for personal 

gain. They reveal the complexity and diversity of corruption, which can be done in many ways 

dependent on the context, the people involved and the level of effectiveness. 

 

2.3 Impact Of Corruption on Society20 

 Corruption has a huge influence on people and affects every aspect of life. It weakens 

political power, destroys trust in government, and hinders economic development. The effects of 

corruption are many and its consequences are far-reaching. 

 One of the most important effects of corruption in society is its impact on the rule of law. 

Corruption undermines the integrity and objectivity of the law and undermines trust in the law and 

public institutions. When people in power engage in corrupt does, they undermine the principles 

of justice and fairness. This situation erodes the foundations of a fair and just society and causes 

a loss of trust in the legal structure and public institutions. In totaling, corruption undermines the 

                                                             
20Debroy, B. and Bhandari, L. Corruption in India available at: 

 https://worldfinancialreview.com/corruption-in-india/ (last visited on Mar. 20, 2024). 
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legitimacy of government as officials are viewed as selfish and dishonest, and the public loses 

confidence in the ability of these organizations to serve the public. This lack of trust can lead to 

dissatisfaction with the political process and public administration, leading to loss of legitimacy 

of the administration. 

 Economy, corruption distorts business mechanisms and distorts resource allocation, thus 

hindering development. In an economy with high levels of corruption, businesses may face unfair 

competition as corrupt practices such as bribery and nepotism can affect business and contracts. 

This inhibits economic activity, inhibits investment and hinders economic growth. In addition, 

corruption increases income inequality by allowing wealthy elites to further benefit at the expense 

of marginalized groups. 

 Corruption also has a significant influence on the delivery of community services. When 

resources are diverted, basic services such as health, education and infrastructure suffer. This can 

impact poverty and hinder human development, especially in emerging countries. Corruption can 

also chief to misallocation of funds; because officials may prioritize projects that will benefit 

themselves or their colleagues rather than projects where they work for the public good. 

 In addition, corruption can negatively affect social relations and political stability. When 

people believe the political process is illegitimate or officials are corrupt, they may become 

dissatisfied with the system and withdraw from public life. This could lead to a breakdown in trust 

in society and increased social unrest, as citizens are more able to use the law to resolve their 

grievances. 

 The influence of corruption is not imperfect to specific sectors or geographical areas; It 

affects people as a whole. For example, in developing countries, corruption can lead to poverty, 

impact human development, and cause stress by distracting resources away from programs such 

as health and education. Corruption in developing countries weakens democratic processes and 

undermines public confidence in government. 

 Addressing the impact of corruption in society needs a complete approach that comprises 

legal and policy measures, health and social impact practices, and resource development. The fight 

in contradiction of corruption should address the root causes of corruption, strengthen corporate 

responsibility, promote transparency and accountability, and encourage leadership of just actions 

in organizations and society at large. By recognizing the many facets of corruption and its 

profound impact on society, policymakers, nongovernmental organizations, and citizens can work 

together to intervene and develop strategic plans to solve crime in society. 
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 Consequently, corruption has a huge impact on people and affects every aspect of life. 

Corruption undermines the rule of law, destroys trust in institutions, hinders economic 

development and increases social inequality. Addressing the impact of corruption needs a 

complete approach that comprises legal and policy events, communal and cultural impacts, and 

social security measures. Only through unity can people seek to improve transparency, 

accountability and justice in governance. 

2.4 Impact On Economic Development21 

Corruption is a widespread and complex phenomenon that affects economic growth. It disrupts 

market mechanisms, distorts fair competition and disrupts investments. The influence of 

corruption on economic growth is far-reaching and affects both developed and developing 

economies. 

 

➢ Distorted Market Mechanisms 

 Distorted Market Mechanisms by distorting market transactions and the awarding of 

contracts. When companies use bribes to win contracts or receive special treatment, it creates an 

unfair game. This prevents small, honest companies from competing fairly and restricts innovation 

and entrepreneurship. As a result, the market becomes less dynamic and unable to respond to 

changes in consumer needs and technological advances. 

➢ It Hinders Investment 

 Corruption hinders foreign direct investment (FDI) because investors view corruption as 

risky and uncertain. When the government is viewed as corrupt, investors may choose to invest 

elsewhere, leading to much-needed capital economic growth and technological change. 

Additionally, domestic investors may hesitate to invest in an unfair environment, hindering 

economic growth. 

➢ Reduces Competition 

 Injustice reduces competition by favoring some firms over others. When companies use 

bribes to win contracts or receive special treatment, it creates an unfair game. Small, honest 

companies cannot compete fairly, which leads to innovation and entrepreneurship. As a result, the 

                                                             
21 Corbridge S., Corruption in India. In Routledge handbook of Indian politics 229-236  (Routledge, New York,  

2013). 
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market becomes less dynamic and unable to respond to changes in consumer needs and 

technological advances. 

➢ Income inequality is increasing 

 Corruption increases inequality by allowing the rich to hold more money at the expense of 

the marginalized poor. When resources are diverted, basic services such as health, education and 

infrastructure suffer. This can impact poverty and hinder human development, especially in 

emerging countries. Corruption can also lead to misallocation of funds because managers may 

prioritize projects that benefit themselves or their colleagues over projects that work in the public 

interest. 

 

 

 

➢ Growth Slows 

 Corruption diverts resources away from productive sources, thus causing economic 

slowdown and corruption. When resources are wasted due to mismanagement, less can be invested 

in infrastructure, education, research and development. This slows down economic growth and 

lowers the standard of living of all citizens. 

➢ Negative Spiral 

 Corruption often creates a negative spiral and corruption leads to more corruption. 

Corruption is difficult to solve because it is high. Citizens may become dissatisfied with the 

political process and disengaged from public life, making it difficult to gain support for anti-

Corruption efforts. This can lead to a malicious cycle of fraud, corruption, and financial and social 

damage. 

➢ The effects of corruption on economic development 

A holistic approach is necessary to address the ramifications of corruption on economic 

development, encompassing legislative measures, legal interventions, social and cultural 

consequences, and initiatives to enhance capabilities. In addition to strengthening corporate 

responsibility, promoting transparency and accountability, and encouraging leadership of just 

actions in organisations and society as a whole, the struggle against "corruption" should target its 
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root causes. By acknowledging the multifaceted nature of corruption and the severe consequences 

it has on economic progress, policymakers, non-governmental organisations, and members of the 

public can collaborate in order to formulate effective strategies to combat criminal activity.  

 

  In summary, the ramifications of corruption on economic growth are extensive, 

encompassing both developed and developing economies. It is undesirable that "corruption" 

impedes investment, hinders fair competition, raises income inequality, slows economic 

development, and creates a cycle of emptiness; it impedes economic activity. A comprehensive 

strategy is required to address the effects of "corruption" on economic development; this strategy 

should include capacity building initiatives, legal and policy measures, and practices that improve 

health and social impact. The pursuit of enhanced governance transparency, accountability, and 

justice is contingent upon the unity of the people.  

 

2.5 Public Trust in Government Institutions22 

 Corruption has a huge impact on people's trust in government. Corruption erodes the 

legitimacy and credibility of public institutions, resulting in a loss of self-assurance in the 

government's skill to serve the public attention. This has important implications for governance, 

social cohesion and the general functioning of democratic societies. 

➢ Lack of Trust in Government 

 Corruption can undermine public trust in government by creating the perception that leaders 

are selfish and dishonest. When citizens believe that public leaders are more concerned with 

personal interests than working for the public good, they become disillusioned with the political 

process and the government's ability to take action to meet their needs. This loss of trust will lead 

to dissatisfaction with the political system and public administration, thus leading to the 

legalization of governance. 

➢ Erosion of Democratic Values 

 Corruption can erode democratic values by causing people to think that the political process 

is manipulated and leaders are corrupt. He is not responsible to the public. Citizens may withdraw 

from public life when they feel that their voices are not heard and that decisions are based on 

personal interests rather than the public good. This could lead to a breakdown in trust in society 

                                                             
22 Bussell, J. “When do middlemen matter? Evidence from variation in Corruption in India.  Governance,” 

31(3), An International Journal of Policy, 465-480 (2018).  
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and increased social unrest, as citizens are more able to use the law to resolve their grievances. 

➢ It weakens social cohesion 

 Injustice weakens social cohesion by creating the perception that the rules are right and 

do not apply to all citizens. People may develop anger and distrust of their friends when they 

believe that some people can buy their way out of legal trouble or receive special treatment 

because of their connections. This can prime to a lack of trust in society and increased social 

separation, as people feel that they cannot trust others to be honest and fair.  

➢ Deterioration of Public Schools 

 Corruption reduces the effectiveness of public schools by diverting resources from basic 

services to business. It's not a good thing. When resources are wasted due to mismanagement, less 

can be invested in infrastructure, education, research and development. This can have a negative 

impact on public services, as employees may prioritize activities that benefit themselves or their 

colleagues over those that work in the public interest. 

➢ Negative effects on economic development 

 Corrupt acts on the economy. Growth has a negative impact, hindering economic 

development by hindering investment and disrupting economic mechanisms. When businesses 

feel they cannot compete fairly due to bribes or special treatment from others, they may choose to 

invest elsewhere. This could lead to a decline in economic growth and the standard of living of all 

citizens. 

➢ Addressing the impact of corruption on public trust in government 

 Addressing the influence of corruption on public trust in government institutions should be 

a general education that includes: laws and regulations, social and cultural influences, and resource 

development. The fight in contradiction of corruption should address the root reasons of 

corrupiton, strengthen corporate responsibility, promote transparency and accountability, and 

encourage leadership of just actions in organizations and society at large. By being aware of the 

many facets of corruption and its serious impact on public trust in government, policymakers, 

nongovernmental organizations, and citizens can work together to create response plans to combat 

crime in society. 

 In short, the impact of corruption on people's trust in government institutions is impactful; 

It affects management, the quality of social relations and democratic values. Corruption 
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undermines public trust by assuming that leaders are self-serving and dishonest; erodes democratic 

values by giving the impression that politics is being manipulated; It damages social integrity by 

giving the impression that the rules are not applied equally to all citizens. relationship. The 

ineffectiveness of public institutions diverts resources from basic services to poor performance 

and has a negative impact on economic growth by inhibiting investment, capital and related 

economic mechanisms. Addressing this impact requires a comprehensive approach that includes 

legal and policy considerations, health and cultural impacts, and capacity building assessments. 

Only through unity can people seek to improve transparency, accountability and justice in 

governance.23 

2.6 Rule Of Law24 

In order to comprehensively tackle the effects of corruption on economic development, it 

is imperative to adopt an all-encompassing strategy that incorporates legislative and legal 

interventions, social and cultural repercussions, and endeavours to bolster capabilities. Beyond 

bolstering corporate accountability and responsibility, fostering transparency and responsibility, 

and promoting leadership that exemplifies ethical conduct within institutions and society at large, 

the fight against "corruption" should also address its underlying causes. By recognising the 

complex and diverse attributes of corruption and the profound ramifications it imposes on 

economic advancement, stakeholders including the general public, policymakers, and non-

governmental organisations can work together to devise efficacious approaches to counter 

criminal behaviour.  

To summarise, the consequences of corruption on economic growth are far-reaching, affecting 

economies across the spectrum of development. It is undesirable that "corruption" creates a cycle 

of emptiness, impedes investment and equitable competition, increases income inequality, and 

retards economic development; it impedes economic activity. To mitigate the detrimental effects 

of "corruption" on economic development, a comprehensive approach is necessary. This approach 

ought to encompass capacity building endeavours, legal and policy interventions, as well as 

practices aimed at enhancing health and social impact. The achievement of greater governance 

transparency, accountability, and justice relies heavily on public unity.  

➢ Impartiality and Objectivity Distorted 

 Criminalism allows personal interests to influence decisions and procedures, thus making 

the law unjust and unjust. When people in power engage in unethical practices, they weaken the 

                                                             
23  Ibid. 
24  Kandukuri, U. “Corruption in India,” 1(5) JMR Research, (2015). 
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principles of justice and fairness. This situation erodes the foundations of a fair and just society 

and causes a loss of trust in the legal system and public institutions. As a result, citizens may 

believe that the law does not apply equally to everyone, which may lead to violations of the law. 

➢ Erosion of Public Trust 

 Corruption can undermine public confidence in governance by creating a sense of self-

evaluation of services and money-grubbing by leaders. When citizens believe that public leaders 

are more concerned with personal interests than working for the public good, they become 

disillusioned with the political process and the government's ability to take action to meet their 

needs. This loss of trust can lead to dissatisfaction with the political process and public 

administration, thus damaging the legitimacy of the administration. 

➢ Belief in a culture of impunity 

 Corruption perpetuates a culture of impunity by allowing people to participate in crimes 

without their knowledge. Fear of responsibility. When corrupiton goes unpunished, it sends the 

message that those in power are above the law. This can chief to a lack of trust in society and 

increased social separation, as people feel that they cannot trust others to be honest and fair. 

➢ Undermining Democratic Values 

 Corruption undermines democratic values by creating the perception that the political 

process is rigged and politicians are not accountable to the people. Citizens may withdraw from 

public life when they feel that their voices are not heard and that decisions are based on personal 

interests rather than the public good. This could lead to a breakdown in trust in society and 

increased social unrest, as citizens are more able to use the law to resolve their grievances. 

 

➢ The effectiveness of the rule of law decreases. 

 Corruption reduces the effectiveness of the law of land by diverting resources from basic 

services to crime. When resources are wasted due to mismanagement, less can be invested in 

infrastructure, education, research and development. This can have a negative impact on public 

services, as employees may prioritize activities that benefit themselves or their colleagues over 

those that work in the public interest. 

➢ Addressing the impact of corruption on the law 



 

 28 

 Addressing the influence of corruption on the law requires a comprehensive approach that 

includes laws and policies, social and cultural impacts and capacity building measures. The 

competition against corruption should address the root reasons of corruption, strengthen corporate 

responsibility, promote transparency and accountability, and encourage leadership of just actions 

in organizations and society at large. By being aware of the many forms of corruption and its 

serious impact on the law, legislators, non-governmental organizations, and the public can work 

together to create response plans to combat crime in society. 

 In summary, the impact of corruption on law is far-reaching; It affects governance 

institutions, democratic values, social and economic growth of business and general security. 

Corruption undermines egalitarianism and the rule of law by undermining the integrity and 

purpose of the law, destroying public confidence in the control of institutions, leading to a 

culture of dishonesty, and creating the perception that leaders are not recognized by the 

public. Addressing this impact requires a comprehensive approach that includes legal and 

policy considerations, health and cultural impacts, and capacity building assessments. Only 

through unity can people seek to improve transparency, accountability and justice in 

governance. 

 

 

2.7 Contributing Factors To Corruption25 

 Corruption is a complex, multi-layered social phenomenon resulting from a combination of 

internal and external factors. To understand the roots of corruption, it is important to analyze the 

factors that support and encourage corruption. This section examines the main factors that lead to 

corruption and emphasizes the importance of addressing these issues to prevent the spread of 

serious crimes in society. 

➢ Weak institutions 

 Weak institutions provide fertile ground for corruption to thrive. When an organization lacks 

clear policies, procedures, and accountability mechanisms, opportunities for inappropriate 

behavior arise. Weak organizations make it easier for people to control processes and processes 

for personal gain because there are fewer checks and balances to prevent such behavior. Therefore, 

                                                             
25 Ibid. 
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it is significant to strengthen the responsibility of the institution in order to reduce the risk of 

corruption. 

➢ Lack of Transparency and Accountability 

 Transparency and answerability are the foundation of good governance, but they are still 

harmful to many communities. While a lack of transparency allows abuses to be covered up, a 

lack of accountability makes it difficult to hold people accountable for their actions. Increasing 

transparency and promoting accountability are important steps in combating corruption because 

they provide a window into the decision-making process and encourage citizens to monitor the 

behavior of popular leaders. 

➢ Socioeconomic Background 

 Poverty, unemployment and corruption are powerful sources of corruption. People 

experiencing depression may view negative behaviors as a means of survival or a way to get ahead. 

Therefore, if society wants to reduce the incidence of corruption, it is important to address the 

social problems that encourage corruption. 

 

➢ Political Culture 

 A political culture that tolerates or encourages bad behavior can lead to corruption. When 

politicians and public officials display positive attitudes towards corruption, they set a dangerous 

precedent that encourages their voters to engage in similar behavior. Therefore, promoting a 

culture of integrity and zero tolerance towards corruption is crucial to creating a good environment 

for clean governance. 

➢ Bureaucratic Inefficiency 

 Bureaucratic Inefficiency can create conflicts that encourage people to engage in corrupt 

practices. When bureaucrats seek bribes to perform routine work or obtain approvals, they create 

incentives for corruption that would not otherwise exist. Improving regulatory processes and 

increasing efficiency can help remove unnecessary barriers that can encourage people to commit 

fraud. 

 Excessive laws will create loopholes that allow people to bypass the rules by committing 

corruption. When regulations are too strict or inadequately enforced, opportunities for corruption 

are created that would not otherwise occur. Simplifying rules and making them more efficient can 

help reduce the likelihood of abuse. 

➢ Cultural Attitudes Towards corruption 
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 Cultural attitudes towards corruption play an important role in changing attitudes. When 

society accepts or condones negative behavior, it perpetuates such behavior and encourages its 

continuation. Therefore, changing the culture and behavior of corruption is important in changing 

society's behavioral expectations. 

➢ Limited Resources 

 Limited resources can create stress that causes people to engage in unethical behavior. When 

budget constraints prevent funds needed to provide basic services, public officials may seek 

alternative sources of revenue through corruption. Increased budget allocation and stronger 

financial management can help reduce stress on public officials and reduce resources devoted to 

corruption. 

 

 In summary, corruption results from many factors that interact in complex ways to produce 

wrong outcomes. Identifying and addressing these issues is vital if communities hope to combat 

the scourge of corruption and create a culture of justice and accountability. Through a combination 

of collaboration and intervention strategies, it is possible to change corruption and lay the 

foundation for a bright, transparent and sustainable prosperity in the future. 

2.8 Bureaucratic Inefficiency26 

 Bureaucratic inefficiency is the key to corruption; This can lead to conflict and lead people 

to behave badly. When bureaucratic processes are slow, cumbersome, or opaque, incentives for 

corruption can arise that would not otherwise exist. In this chapter we explore the nature of 

bureaucratic inefficiency, its impact on corruption, and strategies to solve the problem. 

➢ Characteristics of Bureaucratic Inefficiency27 

 Bureaucratic inefficiency refers to the slow, cumbersome, and opaque processes that 

make up many government agencies. These inefficiencies; It can be caused by many factors, 

including outdated technology, staff shortages, and complex regulations. When bureaucratic 

processes are ineffective, they can create bottlenecks, delay the delivery of essential 

services, and frustrate citizens. This could undermine public trust and lead to increased 

                                                             
26  ‘Program Evaluation Department (2005) reports that 58% of subsidized targeted food grains through targeted Public 

Distribution system in India are diverted. Olken (2006) estimates that at least 18% of subsidized rice is   diverted 

from the Operasi Pasar Khusus (OPK) program.’ 
27  ‘According to Reinikka and Svensson (2004) 87% of school grants, meant to cover nonwage expenditure of primary 

schools in Uganda, were usurped by local officials in connivance with politicians. Interestingly official figure of 

Uganda’s total public expenditure in the mid 1990s on education was 20%.’ 
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conflict, as people may turn to the law to resolve their grievances. 

➢ The Impact of Bureaucratic Inefficiency on corruption 

 Bureaucratic inefficiency can create opportunities for corruption by enabling public officials 

to demand bribes or other illegal payments in exchange for fast work or favors. When people 

encounter long delays or bureaucratic problems, they may be willing to pay bribes to speed up the 

process. This creates a vicious cycle in which bureaucratic inefficiency forces people to behave 

badly, which in turn perpetuates inefficiency. 

➢ Strategies to Address Bureaucratic Inefficiency 

 Addressing bureaucratic inefficiency requires a comprehensive approach that includes laws 

and regulations, measures health and leadership, and capacity building projects. Here are some 

strategies that can help reduce bureaucratic inefficiencies and mitigate risks associated with 

corruption. 

➢ Simplifying the administrative process 

 Simplifying the administrative process can help remove unnecessary barriers that may 

encourage people to directly participate in implementation. This can disrupt processes, reduce 

information, and make government agencies less efficient. Governments can reduce the risk of 

abuse by making services more accessible to citizens. 

➢ Increasing Transparency and Efficiency 

 Increasing transparency and accountability can help reduce crime. This will include 

implementing measures such as open-source policies, protection of journalists and public 

reporting processes. Governments can reduce the risk of corruption by providing citizens with 

access to information and empowering them to monitor the behavior of public officials. 

➢ Technology and Infrastructure Development 

 Technology and infrastructure development can help reduce bureaucratic inefficiencies by 

making government institutions more efficient. This will include investing in modern technologies 

such as e-government platforms that can improve administrative processes and reduce paperwork. 

Additionally, improving infrastructure such as roads and transport will help reduce delays and 

improve the delivery of basic services. 

➢ Strengthening Corporate Governance 
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 Strengthening corporate responsibility can help reduce the risk of fraud by providing clear policies, 

procedures and accountability procedures. This will include implementing measures such as codes of 

conduct, conflict of laws and anti-corruption committees. The government can reduce the risk of 

corruption by setting clear rules and regulations. 

➢ Qualifications 

 Qualifications can help reduce inefficiencies in bureaucracies by equipping public servants 

with the knowledge and skills they need to work better. This will include training, coaching and 

support. By investing in civil servants' resources, the administration can improve the excellence 

of community services and reduce the risk of corruption. 

 In summary, bureaucratic inefficiency is a cause of corruption that will lead to corruption and push 

people into corrupt does. Addressing this issue needs a comprehensive method that comprises legal and 

rule considerations, health and social impacts, and capacity assessments. Governments can reduce the 

risk of corruption and create a culture of honesty and accountability by improving administrative 

processes, increasing transparency and accountability, improving technology and infrastructure, 

strengthening domestic projects, and investing in construction resources28. 

2.9 Economic Inequality 

 Economic inequality is an important factor in corruption because it creates an environment 

in which individuals with more wealth and power are more likely to engage in corrupt practices. 

This chapter explores the nature of economic inequality, its impact on corruption, and strategies 

to address the problem. 

➢ Nature of Economic Inequality 

 Economic inequality pertains to the inequitable allocation of income and capital within a 

given society. This is due to a variety of factors, including disparities in education, abilities, and 

resource availability. When economic inequality is high, it can create injustice and stress on the 

disadvantaged, leading to conflict and damage to public trust29. 

                                                             
28  ‘Indian bureaucracy has been ranked as the worst in Asia by the Hong Kong based Political and Economic Risk 

Consultancy (PERC)’. Corruption In India: The DNA and RNA Bibek Debroy and Lavesh bhandari estimate that Rs 

92,122 crore ($18.42 billion) are pocketed by public officials through Corruption. In a seprate study Transparency 

International estimate that truckers alone pay police officials Rs. 22,200 annually in order to cross state borders. 

Bertrand Mullainathan find that average license getter in Delhi pays Rs. 1080 while the official license fee is Rs. 450. 

They further note that the differential is not merely transfers usurped by the insidious nexus of bureacrats and  agents 

but it is distortionary as well. 
29  Kundu, M. “Some aspects of Corruption in India in 21st century,” 5(12) IJSRP, 155-205 (2015). 
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➢ The Impact of Economic Inequality on Corruption 

 Economic inequality can create opportunities for corruption by giving people more wealth 

and power to influence government policies and decisions in their favor. This may include bribing 

the public, participating in fraud, or using their influence to obtain lucrative contracts or other 

benefits. When economic inequality is high, it creates a sense of belonging among those with more 

wealth and power, leading them to believe they are entitled to special treatment and rights30. 

➢ Strategies to address economic inequality 

 Addressing economic inequality requires an integrated approach that includes legal and 

regulatory response policies, social and cultural impacts, and resource development. Here are a 

few ideas that can help reduce economic inequality and reduce the risks associated with 

corruption31. 

➢ Progressive Taxes 

Progressive taxes can help reduce economic inequality by ensuring that people with more wealth 

and income pay more taxes. This may entail the adoption of strategies such as augmenting the tax 

rate on affluent individuals, eliminating tax deductions, and optimising tax operations. 

Governments can reduce the risk of corruption by reducing economic inequality. 

➢ Social spending 

 Social spending can help reduce economic inequality by providing essential services and 

support to disadvantaged people. This may include investing in areas such as education, health 

and social welfare. Governments can reduce the risk of corruption by giving people greater access 

to resources and opportunities. 

 

➢ Anti-corruption 

 Anti-corruption can help reduce economic inequality by land public officials answerable for 

their actions and ensuring that wrongdoing is punished. This will include implementing measures 

such as the protection of journalists, public reporting procedures and anti-corruption measures. 

The government can reduce the risk of corruption by setting clear rules and regulations. 

                                                             
30  Ibid. 
31  Ibid. 
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➢ Assessment-Capacity 

 Assessment can help reduce economic inequality by providing people with the knowledge 

and skills they need to succeed in business today. This will include training, coaching and support. 

By investing in individual talents, the administration can improve the excellence of public services 

and reduce the risk of corruption.32 

In summary, economic inequality is the key to corruption because it creates an 

environment where more money and power per capita lends itself to abuses. A comprehensive 

strategy is required to address this issue, including capacity assessments, health and cultural 

impacts, and legal and policy considerations. The implementation of progressive taxation, social 

expenditure, anti-corruption measures, and capacity building initiatives can assist governments in 

mitigating financial inequality and fostering an environment characterised by equity, justice, and 

responsibility. 

 

 

 

  

                                                             
32 Anamika Ajay, Understanding Corruption from a human rights perspective (2012). 
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CHAPTER 3 

The Prevention of Corruption Act (Poca) 

 

3.1 Introduction 

Legislation of critical importance, the Prevention of Corruption Act (POCA) is a cornerstone 

in the struggle against corruption in the administration of justice and the public and private sectors. 

In an effort to combat pervasive "Corruption," the POCA is a legal structure that investigates, 

prosecutes, and prevents corrupt practices. Promoting transparency, accountability, and good 

governance through the Constitution safeguards the public interest and advances principles of 

fairness and justice. 

 POCA includes comprehensive policies and procedures designed to prevent crime and hold 

perpetrators accountable. It outlines various forms of corruption, including bribery and abuse of 

power and wealth, and prescribes penalties for those who commit such crimes. POCA creates 

clear boundaries and expectations for individuals and organizations in the public and private 

sectors by identifying and criminalizing unfair practices. An important aspect of POCA is its 

emphasis on the contest against corruption. The bill requires the founding of a strong anti-

corruption role in organizations, requiring organizations to implement compliance measures, 

conduct due diligence and provide anti-corruption training to their employees. This approach will 

help develop a culture of integrity and ethics, thereby reducing the risk of fraud occurring in the 

organisation. 

Additionally, POCA equips anti-corruption and law enforcement agencies with the 

resources required to investigate and prosecute corruption cases. It allows authorities to conduct 

comprehensive investigations, collect evidence and take legal action against individuals or 

organizations suspected of involvement in terrorism. This capacity building policy is important to 

ensure that offenders are held accountable for their actions and receive justice. 

 In addition to its domestic influence, POCA also complies with international anti-corruption 

standards and recommendations. The law supports the determination of relevant authorities to 

promote ethics and promote transparency in accordance with international expectations, by 

following world best practices to prevent corruption33. 

                                                             
33 Dhananjay Mahapatra, “PMO played key role in kalmadi heading OC,” The Times of India, (2018 August). 
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 POCA's importance goes beyond legal provisions; This is a symbol of the government's 

ongoing commitment to eliminating corruption and promoting a culture of justice. The bill sends 

a clear message: Abuse will not be tolerated and those involved in such behavior will be severely 

punished. This negative impact is important to prevent people from being tempted by corruption 

and to improve morality at all levels of society. 

 In summary, the ‘Prevention of Corruption Act (POCA)’ is the foundation of the fight 

against corruption and provides effective legal frameworks to prevent, investigate and prosecute 

abuses. POCA the stage an important role in promoting transparency, accountability and good 

governance of the package through its comprehensive guidelines in terms of preventive measures, 

regulatory capacity, compliance with international standards and interventions. As a symbol of 

the government's commitment to upholding ethical standards, POCA is a powerful tool to protect 

public interests and promote justice. 

3.2 Overview Of POCA 

 The ‘Prevention of Corruption Act (POCA)’ was first passed in 1988 to prevent corruption 

and maintain integrity in India's public and private sectors. POCA is a legal outline that identifies 

and punishes all forms of corruption, aims to prevent it, and supports the effectiveness of 

investigative and judicial institutions against corrupiton. This series focuses on its history, 

regulations, governance and limitations, highlighting the unique features of POCA from the Indian 

perspective34. 

3.2.1 History and Evolution 

The historical development and progression of India's Prevention of Corruption Act 

(POCA) are indicative of the nation's continuous endeavours to combat corruption and safeguard 

integrity across both the public and private domains. To comply with international anti-corruption 

standards and to resolve emerging issues, the law has been subject to numerous modifications and 

revisions.  

Understanding the historical background and development of POCA is crucial to understanding 

its importance and impact on India's anti-coruption efforts35. 

3.2.2 History of POCA 

 The source of POCA can be drew back to the early 20th century once the Indian Penal Code 

                                                             
34 Rahul Sharman and Anshul Shrtivasta, “Jan Lokpal Bill: Combating against Corruption,” 1(6) IJSSIR, (2012). 
35 Nirikta Mukherjee and Rajsi Shah, “Corruption and economic growth: A correlation study for India,” 1(4) IJPSL 

2250-2265 (2020). 
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(IPC) was first introduced in 1860. The IPC contains provisions related to corruption such as 

bribery and abuse of power. . However, as corruption remains a widespread problem, the need for 

an anti-corruption policy has also emerged. 

 With the publication of the Anti-corruption Law, the first important step was taken towards 

a special law to combat corruption. In 1947. This first bill focused on addressing corruption in 

government offices and public organizations. But as India's healthcare sector evolves, it is clear 

that more and tighter legal frameworks are needed to finance many things and prevent 

consumption. Development of POCA 1988 was a significant moment in the development of Indian 

society. The new version of POCA expands the crimes covered by the law and imposes harsher 

penalties on offenders. This change is a significant step onward in India's anti-Corruption efforts 

and demonstrates the Indian government's commitment to combating corruption at all levels. 

 The next amendment to POCA strengthens the provisions and regulatory framework of the 

Act. The Anti-corruption (Amendment) Act, 2018 is a significant amendment that introduces 

many significant changes to the Act. It is worth noting that the amendment expands the definition 

of bribery to include giving or receiving interest other than financial benefit, making it broader 

and more flexible to changes in negative behavior. 

 Also, the 2018 Amendment made provisions regarding commercial organizations and 

excluded commercial organizations from it. Be accountable for the misconduct of affected 

employees. This expanded accountability system aims to address corporate corruption and ensure 

that organizations are held accountable for any involvement in corrupt practices. In addition to 

expanding illegal activities by POCA, the 2018 amendments also strengthen enforcement of the 

Act. Prior approval is required to initiate investigations against public officials and to ensure that 

suspicious cases or political activities are not carried out without due care. 

 India's determination to align its anti-corruption system with best-in-class international 

standards has shaped POCA's evolving approach. The constitutional amendments were 

influenced by international anti-corruption agreements such as the ‘United Nations 

Convention Against corruption (UNCAC)’ and the ‘Anti-Bribery Convention of the 

Organization for Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD)’. India has 

demonstrated its commitment to combat corruption globally by integrating international 

standards into its anti-corruption policies. Overall, the history and development of POCA in 

India indicates a concerted effort to fight corruption and ensure justice in India. people. 

From its inception in 1947 to its latest revision in 2018, POCA has undergone significant 



 
 

 38 

changes to respond to emerging challenges and comply with international anti -corruption 

standards. The change in the law reflects India's determination to eliminate corruption and 

establish a fair and accountable government. Scholars studying POCA must consider its 

historical context and evolution to understand its significance and impact in the field of anti -

corruption in India36. 

3.3 Provisions And Scope 

 The Prevention of Corruption Act (POCA) is a legal framework designed to tackle all 

forms of corrupiton in India. POCA was first published in 1988 and has undergone several 

changes to expand its scope and effectiveness in the fight against corruption. This section 

focuses on the applicability, interpretation and limitations of the Law37. 

                                                             
36 R.N. Bhaskar, “Demonetisation: Modi should have gone after 8 lakh wealthy farmers, not common man,” Firstpost 

Nov. 14, 2016. 
37 Otusanya, Olatunde J., “Corruption as an obstacle to development in developing countries: a review of literature” 

14(4), JMLC, 387-422 (2011). 
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3.3.1 Scope and Applicability 

 POCA applies to public authorities and private individuals engaged in any public service-

related activity. This law shelters a wide range of corrupt does, counting bribery, coercion, abuse 

of power, criminal activities and illicit enrichment. 

3.3.2 Prohibited 

• Bribery: POCA prohibits making, promising or giving a negative offer to an employee or a 

person with whom he or she has a relationship for the purpose of inducing him or her to 

engage in improper conduct in his or her public office or role. 

• Extortion: This bill prohibits the use of unlawful authority to obtain property or financial 

advantage, threaten to harm others, or harass someone. 

4 Public Offenses: POCA prohibits the use of public office to gain improper advantage for 

oneself or others. 

• Crime: The law prohibits employees from engaging in illegal activities that concern 

themselves or others. 

• Illegal crime: POCA prohibits the taking of property wealth that is not equal to the income 

of capital, stating that the potential for corruption exists. 

3.3.3 Definitions 

 

• Public Official: According to POCA, "Public Official" includes any employee of a 

government or state, municipal authority, government or controlled by known sources or 

connected with the work of the Consolidated Fund of India. or the State receiving payment. 

4 Unfair benefit: POCA defines “unfair advantage” as any benefit that results in financial or 

other losses to the government or a public entity or obtains an unfair advantage to oneself or 

others. 

5 Honoura: POCA does not cover "discretionary" gifts exchanged between relatives or 

friends during the holidays. 

6 Investment: POCA treats the crime of abetment as a separate and punishable offence. 

7 Prevention  
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 POCA encourages organizations to adopt compliance, conduct due diligence and provide 

anti-abuse training to prevent abuse financial 

8 Regulatory authority 

 POCA, Central Vigilance Commission (CVC) and state Security Council (SVC) will 

monitor and control vigilance activities across the country. Investigative and prosecution 

powers rest mainly with the Central Bureau of Investigation (CBI) and the state police. 

9 Penalties and Penalties 

 POCA imposes severe penalties on violators, ranging from imprisonment of up to seven 

years to fines of up to INR 100 million (US$ 130,000). 

10 International Alliance 

POCA ensures adherence to globally recognised anti-corruption conventions and standards, 

including the Anti-Bribery Convention of the Organisation for Economic Co-operation and 

Development (OECD) and the United Nations Convention Against Corruption (UNCAC). 

3.3.4 Challenges and Challenges 

 

  Despite its advantages, POCA still faces some limitations and challenges. For example, the 

constitution prohibits politicians and representatives from holding elections and giving way to 

governance. Additionally, protracted cases often require timely resolution. POCA, one of the most 

powerful tools in the war against corruption, is also an important tool in preserving justice and 

promoting transparency, especially in India. Although there are some shortcomings, the Act 

continues to be updated and updated to respond to today's challenges, reflecting the country's 

determination to eliminate corruption and create fairness and justice. Researchers studying POCA 

should consider analyzing changes in the law, needs and impacts of various stakeholders to improve 

the operation of the law and identify development and improvement in preventing corruption. 

 

i. Police Mechanism 

 

 Under POCA, the ‘Central Vigilance Commission (CVC)’ and ‘State Vigilance Commission 

(SVC)’ have been established to monitor and control vigilance activities across the country. 
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Investigations and prosecutions are usually conducted with the ‘Central Bureau of 

Investigation (CBI)’ and state police. 

ii. Fines and Penalties 

 

 POCA prescribes stringent penalties for those who violate the rules, ranging from seven 

years' custody to a well of up to INR 10 million (US$ 130,000). 

iii. International Consistency 

 

POCA ensures adherence to global anti-corruption conventions and standards, including the 

Anti-Bribery Convention of the Organisation for International Co-operation and 

Development (OECD) and the United Nations Convention Against Corruption (UNCAC). 

3.3.5 Limitations and Challenges 

  Despite its advantages, POCA still faces some limitations and challenges. For example, 

the constitution excludes politicians and elected representatives and leaves room for 

manipulation. Additionally, the lengthy judicial process often requires timely resolution.38 

One of the most powerful weapons in the war against corruption, POCA continues to be an 

important tool for the administration of justice and promotion of transparency in India. 

Although there are some shortcomings, the Act continues to be updated and amended to 

meet today's challenges, reflecting the country's commitment to eliminating corruption and 

creating integrity and honesty. Researchers studying POCA should consider investigating 

the law's amendments, demands, and impacts on various stakeholders in order to identify 

improvements and enhancements to the Act in the fight against corruption. 

 

3.4 Key Provisions and Objectives 

 India's Prevention of Corruption Act (POCA) is an important piece of legislation designed 

to prevent corruption and protect honesty in the public and private sectors. The law first originated 

into force in 1988 and has been edited several times to strengthen its provisions and comply with 

evolving anti-corruption standards. This chapter highlights the main points and objectives of 

                                                             
38 POCA faces limitations and challenges available at:  

https://www.indiacode.nic.in/bitstream/123456789/1558/1/A1988-49.pdf. 
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POCA by presenting it from the Indian perspective. 

POCA39 

i. Key Provisions of Offense:  

  POCA defines various types of misconduct, including bribery, coercion, abuse of power, 

criminal activity, and criminal activity. These terms ensure a clear understanding of the 

prohibitions and allow for enforcement and litigation. 

ii. Eligibility for Public Servants:  

  This law applies to government servants, including those employed by the Union or the 

State, municipal officials, government companies or companies receiving funds from the 

Consolidated Fund of India or a State. 

iii. Crime:  

  POCA prohibits public officials from committing crimes in the performance of their duties. 

These laws are designed to prevent public officials from using their authority for private business 

or engaging in corrupt practices. 

iv. Improper Development:  

  This bill prohibits public employees from purchasing assets that are negative for capital 

gains. These laws target undisclosed money and fraudulently obtained assets and aim to prevent 

public officials from unlawfully enriching themselves. 

 

v. Prohibition of bribery:  

  POCA makes it an offense to offer, promise or offer a negative benefit to an employee or 

other person for the purpose of influencing the improper performance of their duties. 

vi. Abetting crimes: 

   Bill on abetting corruption as a separate crime. This law holds individuals accountable for 

encouraging abuses. 

                                                             
39 The Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988 (Act 49 of 1988). 
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3.4.1 Purpose of POCA40 

➢ Prevention of Corruption: One of the main objectives of POCA is to prevent corruption in 

the public and private sectors. The law emphasizes the importance of compliance then 

implementation of preventive measures to protect individuals and organizations from crime. 

➢ Prosecution and Punishment: POCA aims to facilitate the investigation and prosecution 

of criminal offenses, ensuring that individuals involved in such behavior are brought to 

justice. Take responsibility for your actions. The bill provides for plain penalties, with 

custody and fines, for those convicted of crimes. Transparency and Corruption: POCA aims 

to ensure transparency and accountability in government institutions and private 

organizations by identifying and prohibiting all forms of corruption. The law promotes a 

culture of honesty and integrity and encourages trust in public institutions. 

➢ International Consistency: POCA is specifically engineered to adhere to globally 

recognised anti-corruption conventions and standards, including but not limited to the 

OECD Anti-Bribery Convention and the United Nations Convention Against Corruption 

(UNCAC). This undertaking exemplifies India's dedication to combating worldwide 

"corruption." 

➢ Law Enforcement Bill: The bill aims to establish the rule of law by empowering 

investigative agencies such as the ‘Central Bureau of Investigation (CBI)’ and the police 

force in the state to conduct investigations and investigations. Take legal action against 

individuals suspected of involvement in terrorism. 

 In summary, India's Prevention of Corruption Act (POCA) contains important provisions 

that define various types of corruption and impose heavy penalties on offenders. The law aims to 

prevent corruption, prosecute people participating in these activities, ensure transparency and 

accountability, comply with international anti-corruption standards and establish a management 

system. POCA plays an important role in fighting corruption and maintaining integrity in India's 

governance system by clearly defining the corruption of corruption and emphasizing the 

prevention of corruption. 

3.4.2 Effectiveness Of POCA In Preventing and Combating Corruption41 

                                                             
40 Ibid. 

41 ‘Transparency International’s Corruption Perception Index available at: 

   https://www.transparency.org/news/feature/ Corruption_perceptions_index_2018. 
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 The ‘Prevention of Corruption Act (POCA)’ is India's primary law to combat corruption and 

protect honor in the public and private sectors. Since its establishment in 1988, POCA has 

undergone several changes to strengthen its provisions and better align them with anti-corruption 

standards. In this chapter, we examine the effectiveness of POCA in preventing and combating 

corruption in India, considering its achievements, limitations and future prospects. 

3.4.3 Achievements of POCA42 

➢ Establishment of Vigilance Commission: POCA led to the establishment of ‘Central Vigilance 

Commission (CVC)’ and ‘State Vigilance Commission (SVC)’, which played an important role 

in jointly handling and monitoring vigilance activities across the country. 

➢ More details: POCA has been amended to cover new forms of corruption such as business 

entities. Strengthening Enforcement Mechanism: POCA provides investigative agencies 

such as the ‘Central Bureau of Investigation (CBI)’ and government authorities with the 

necessary tools to investigate and combat corruption. . We will effectively prosecute 

corruption. 

➢ Promoting Corporate Compliance: POCA helps create a culture of integrity and ethics by 

encouraging organizations to take a compliant, proactive approach and provide anti-

corruption training to employees. 

 

3.4.4 POCA 

➢ Limited application to politicians and elected representatives: POCA does not apply to 

politicians and elected representatives, creating a disadvantageous protection against 

consumption money that allows exploitation. 

➢ Long judicial system: India's judicial system is very slow, leading to long delays in 

resolving corruption cases. Such restrictions prevent timely resolution of corruption. 

3.4.5 Future Recommendations of POCA 

➢ Improving Organizational Cooperation: To expedite the investigation and prosecution 

                                                             
42 “Supreme Court of India cancelled 122 licenses which resulted in prosecutions of various companies, politicians and 

bureaucrats see Timeline: 2G Scam,” Live mint, Feb. 3, 2012, available at: http://www.livemint.com/Home-

Page/XI7sCDFXoT6KEXawTcPnuK/Timeline-2G-scam and “Indian Supreme Court cancels 214 coal scandal 

permits,” BBC, Sep. 24, 2014, available at: http://www.bbc.com/news/world-asia-india-29339842. 
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process, there is a need to strengthen cooperation between investigative agencies such as 

CBI and government authorities as well as the ‘Securities and Exchange Board’. India 

(Regulators like SEBI) and ‘Reserve Bank of India (RBI)’. 

➢ Using advanced technology: Using progressive technologies such as data analytics and 

artificial intelligence can help better detect and prevent corruption. 

 The importance of prevention: Prevention, such as strengthening compliance, conducting 

regular audits and improving internal controls, needs to be increased urgently. 

➢ Raise public awareness: Encouraging citizens to report suspicious activities and rising 

public awareness of the negative belongings of corruption will go a long way towards the 

success of POCA. 

➢ Strengthening international cooperation: Collaborating with foreign countries in the fight 

against cross-border corruption will enable India to protect its interests in countries and 

promote the prevention of corruption worldwide.  

 Although POCA has been successful in preventing corruption in India, it still faces some 

limitations and challenges. But the bill remains an important tool in India's fight against 

corruption. Continuous efforts should be made to improve existing regulations, strengthen the 

management system and use new methods to prevent and prevent corruption. By doing this, India 

can strengthen its resolve to eliminate corruption and build a just and just society. 

3.4.6 Success Stories Of POCA43 

 The Prevention of Corruption Act (POCA) is an important piece of legislation meant at 

stopping corruption then maintaining integrity in the public and private sectors in India. Since its 

establishment in 1988, POCA has undergone several changes to strengthen its provisions and 

better align them with anti-corruption standards. In this chapter, we explore POCA's success 

stories in preventing and fighting corruption in India and highlight some notable cases where the 

Act has helped bring down corrupt officials for justice. 

3.5 2G Spectrum Scam44 

 2G Spectrum Scam is one of the most significant corruption cases in the history of India and 

                                                             
43Sajai Singh, The POCA amendments: A clean sweep available at: 

 https://www.fortuneindia.com/opinion/the-poca-amendments-a-clean-sweep/102323  

(last accessed on Mar. 10 2024). 
44 2G Spectrum case available at: https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/2G_spectrum_case (last accessed on Mar. 13 2024). 
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involves the distribution of 2G spectrum certificates to telecom companies at a price underneath 

the market rate. The fraud cost the economy 1.76 billion Indian rupees ($24 billion). The CBI 

conducted a thorough investigation under the provisions of POCA and filed charges against many 

prominent people, including politicians and business leaders. The case led to the conviction of 

several people, including former Communications Minister A. Raja, and the revocation of 122 

communications licenses. 

3.5.1 Commonwealth Games scam45 

 Commonwealth Games scam involves raising funds from the 2010 Games Fund to be held 

in Delhi. The fraud led to a loss of 700 billion Indian rupees ($9.5 billion) to the financial 

institution. The CBI conducted a thorough investigation under the provisions of POCA and 

indicted several people, including politicians and bureaucrats. This issue led to the decision of 

many people, including former Sports Council Chairman Suresh Kalmadi. 

3.5.2 Coal Scam46 

 Coal fraud involved allocating coal blocks to private companies without following proper 

procedures, resulting in a loss of INR 1.86 billion ($25 billion) to the exchequer. The CBI 

conducted a thorough investigation under the provisions of POCA and filed charges against many 

prominent people, including politicians and business leaders. This issue led to the decision of 

many, including former coal minister HC Gupta. 

3.5.3 Feed Information47 

 Feeding techniques are related to improper use of animal feed in Bihar. The fraud led to a 

loss of 9.5 billion Indian rupees ($130 million) to the financial institution. The CBI conducted a 

thorough investigation under the provisions of POCA and indicted several people, including 

politicians and bureaucrats. This incident led to the decision of many, including former Bihar chief 

minister Lalu Prasad Yadav.  

3.5.4 Satyam Fraud 

                                                             
45  Commonwealth Games Scam available at: 

https://timesofindia.indiatimes.com/miscellaneous/commonwealth-games-scam/articleshow/56032112.cms (last 

accessed on Mar. 11 2024). 
46 https://www.ndtv.com/india-news/biggest-scam-ever-cbi-seeks-maximum-punishment-for-coal- scam-convicts-

3226184 (last accessed on Mar. 11 2024). 
47  Armaan Joshi Top Financial Scams in India available at: 

https://www.forbes.com/advisor/in/personal-finance/financial-scams-in-india  

(last accessed on  Mar. 11 2024). 
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 Satyam Fraud involves manipulation of financial information from the organization of 

‘Satyam Computer Services’, one of India's largest IT companies. The fraud resulted in a loss of 

140 billion Indian rupees ($1.9 billion) to the company's shareholders. The CBI conducted a 

thorough investigation under the provisions of POCA and charged several persons, including the 

company's founder and director Ramalinga Raju. This led many people, including Raju and many 

senior officials, to take this decision. 

 POCA's success story in preventing and fighting corruption in India demonstrates the 

effectiveness of the Act in addressing corrupt officials and promoting visibility and transparency. 

Accountability in the public and private sectors. These cases highlight the importance of strong 

regulatory processes, effective investigative institutions, and a commitment to comply with ethical 

standards. Although POCA still faces some limitations and challenges, these success stories 

demonstrate the potential of the Act to combat corruption and promote fairness and justice. 

3.6 Recent Important Cases48 

The issue of whether the approver must be interrogated as a witness in the Court of the Magistrate, 

as mandated by Section 306 (4)(a), does not arise when the Special Court decides to take 

cognizance: Court Supreme of India.  

A. Srinivasulu v. Representation of the State By the Inspector General of Police49 

‘A Division Bench of Justices V Ramasubramanian and Pankaj Mithal ruled that this Court has 

previously acknowledged two types of cases in Arul Kumar’: 

(i) those that are brought before it through the committal route; and 

(ii) those in which the Special Judge exercises direct cognizance pursuant to Section 5(1) of 

the PC Act.  

The Court determined that in the second category of situations, Section 306 of the Code 

would be disregarded. The Supreme Court noted that thus, the requirement stipulated in Section 

306 (4)(a) that the approver be interrogated as a witness in the Court of the Magistrate is not met 

when the Special Court decides to take cognizance. Therefore, the procedure outlined in Section 

306(4)(a) of the Code is not contravened.  

The applicant's right to default bail is nullified and void if the charge document is filed piecemeal; 

this violates the mandate of Article 21. 

                                                             
48  Vaibhavi Sharma and Bhumika Yadav, Prevention of Corruption Judgement Compilation 2023 available at: 

https://www.barandbench.com/law-firms/view-point/prevention-of-Corruption-act-1988-judgment-compilation-

2023 (last accessed on Apr. 19 2024). 
49 A. Srinivasulu v. Representation of the State By The Inspector General of Police 2023 SCC OnLine SC 900.  
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3.6.1 Avinash Jain v. CBI (DHC)50 

‘Justice Amit Sharma’ granted the request for default bail pursuant to Section 167(2) and 

noted that the CBI does not possess the ability to determine whether the investigation into the 

charges levied under the PC Act, 1988 was finalised at the time the chargesheet was filed. 

Consequently, the chargesheet was filed in relation to the additional charges outlined in the FIR.  

In this instance, the CBI maintained an open investigation into charges filed against the 

applicant for offences under ‘Section 13(2) read with Section 13(1)(d) of the PC Act, 1988’, 

despite not having concluded the inquiry into those charges. The chargesheet was filed while the 

investigation remained ongoing. As a consequence, the applicant's right to default bond was 

nullified, which contradicts the provisions outlined in Article 21 of the Constitution.  

Additional inquiry is allowed in accordance with Section 173 (8) CrPC, notwithstanding 

the acceptance of a final report (closure report) by the Magistrate.  

 

3.6.2 State v. Hemendhra Reddy51 

 ‘The Divisional Bench’, composed of ‘Justices Surya Kant and JB Pardiwala’, rendered a 

decision stating that the investigating agency may proceed with additional inquiries into the case 

even after the final report has been presented to the Magistrate and accepted. Additionally, it is 

not required that the order accepting the final report be reviewed, revoked, or annulled prior to 

conducting additional research. The Court determined that conducting an additional investigation 

is not tantamount to prosecution and punishment, and therefore does not qualify as double 

jeopardy under Article 20(2). Moreover, pursuant to Section 173(8) of the CrPC, there is no 

requirement to hear the accused when evaluating an application for further investigation. The 

Courts further noted that in accordance with Section 17 of the PC Act, 1988, prior to authorising 

an investigation into the allegations in question, the Superintendent of Police or a superior officer 

must assess the information and determine that an investigation is warranted.  

A word of caution was also issued regarding situations in which the learned justices hold 

contradictory views. A learned Judge's opinion regarding a Co-ordinating Bench may differ; 

nevertheless, that opinion must reference a larger Bench when presenting documents to the learned 

‘Chief Justice’. Dayanand's reference to ‘Official Liquidator v. Dayanand’ underscored the 

                                                             
50  Avinash Jain v. CBI (DHC) 2023 SCC OnLine Del 2946. 
51  State v. Hemendhra Reddy 2023 SCC OnLine SC 515. 
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importance of upholding fundamental principles of judicial discipline and the necessity for legal 

predictability and certainty.  

 

  The infringement of an accused's right to default bail through the submission of an 

incomplete chargesheet and a piecemeal investigation is not permissible.  

 

3.6.3 Ritu Chhabaria v. Union of India52 

  Invoking ‘M. Ravindran v. Directorate of Revenue Intelligence and Satendar Kumar Antil 

v. CBI, Justices CT Ravikumar and Krishna Murari’ interpreted the right of default bail under 

Section 167(2) CrPC as a fundamental right derived from ‘Article 21 of the Constitution of India’. 

Therefore, it is imperative that the Investigation Agency be subject to a number of checks and 

balances to prevent the harassment of suspects at their behest.  

  Should an investigating authority submit such a chargesheet prior to concluding the 

investigation, it would not revoke the right to default bail as stipulated in ‘Section 167(2) CrPC’. 

Moreover, in such situations, the trial court cannot continue to remand an individual who has been 

apprehended for longer than the maximum time allotted without first offering the individual 

default bail. 

The right to appeal grants the appellant the opportunity to challenge the judgements 

rendered by the trial court. Therefore, in order to comply with the requirements of Section 385 of 

the CrPC, the record lower court must be accessible to the Court of Appeal.  

3.6.4 Jitendra Kumar Rode v. Union of India53 

The ‘Divisional Bench’, composed of ‘Justices Krishna Murari and Sanjay Karol’, 

deliberated on whether the High Court's decision to sustain the conviction in the absence of trial 

court records violated the accused's Article 21 constitutional rights to life and liberty. The court 

determined that in the event that a right of production of documents is present during the trial 

phase, it follows that the High Court, when considering an appeal, ought to have access to the 

same documents.  

The impugned High Court judgement in this instance documents the CBI's assertion that the 

records have "become misplaced." Without a doubt, the "reconstructed" record or documents must 

contain the essential documents required to evaluate the appeal on its merits.  

                                                             
52  Ritu Chhabaria v. Union of India 2023 SCC OnLine SC 509. 
53  ‘Jitendra Kumar Rode v. Union of India’ 2023 SCC OnLine SC 458. 
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Based on the precedent set by ‘Bani Singh v. State of U.P’, the court determined that the 

lower court erred in deciding the cases without the complete records in order to decide the appeal 

on its merits, which included the sentencing of the accused.  

The court further underscored the significance of record digitization and noted that the present 

appeal would not have involved the question of whether the High Court could uphold a conviction 

without reviewing the complete Trial Court record if the Trial Court had maintained properly 

preserved records. Additional instructions were provided to the ‘Registrar General of the High 

Courts’ to ensure that all District Courts expeditiously implement the necessary measures to 

achieve digitization.  

  The offence of obtaining a pecuniary advantage through corrupt means, as defined in 

‘Section 13(1)(d)(i) and (ii) of the Old PC Act’, cannot be proven in the absence of both demand 

and assent.  

 

3.6.5 Soundarajan v. State54 

‘The Divisional Bench’, composed of ‘Justices Abhay S. Oka and Rajesh Bindal’, noted 

that the phantom witness failed to provide any evidence that the appellant explicitly demanded 

gratification from the complainant in his presence. In order to invoke Section 7 of the PC Act (as 

it was in effect prior to July 26, 2018), the prosecution must establish the demand for gratification 

with greater than a reasonable doubt. Moreover, in the event that the demand for gratification and 

its acceptance are established as fact, the court may apply the presumption stated in Section 20. 

This would allow the court to infer that the demand was made as an incentive or motivation to 

perform an official act.  

  Additionally, the Bench observed that trial courts and public prosecutors alike have an 

obligation to exercise extreme caution when formulating charges. In the current instance, despite 

the absence of a formal charge for demand and acceptance purportedly presented by the appellant 

on August 6th and 13th, 2004, as well as acceptance thereof on August 13th, 2004, the accused's 

right to a fair defence was not prejudiced. This omission did not thus prove to be catastrophic.  

 The duration of police custody remains in effect even if the police are unable to exercise their 

right to interrogate for the entire period of police custody remand due to specific exigencies.  

 

                                                             
54  Soundarajan v. State 2023 SCC OnLine SC 424. 
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3.6.6 CBI v. Vikas Mishra55 

 

  The Special Judge in the current case granted police possession of the defendant-

respondent for a period of seven days. Nevertheless, the respondent-accused was admitted to the 

hospital while in police custody; consequently, despite having a valid order in its favour, the CBI 

was unable to interrogate the accused while he was in police custody. 

  

  It was stated by the division bench of ‘Justices MR Shah and CT Ravikumar’ that it is 

impermissible to allow any accused individual to interfere with the investigation or the court 

proceedings. It is unacceptable to allow any defendant to obstruct the judicial process through his 

actions. The investigating agency's right to custodial interrogation/investigation, which the 

accused has effectively and intentionally attempted to obstruct in order to uncover the truth, is 

unquestionably a crucial one. Hence, by denying the CBI access to the police custody interrogation 

for the remaining seven days, it will be advantageous to an accused who has effectively obstructed 

the legal proceedings.  Additionally, the court noted that its decision in CBI v. Anupam J. Kulkarni, 

which stated that no one may be detained by the police for more than 15 days after the date of 

apprehension, ought to be reconsidered.  

 

  A public servant's alleged demand for gratification and acquiescence are elements that 

must be proven in order to uphold a conviction under the PC Act of 1988. A mere recovery does 

not meet the requirements to establish the culpability of a public servant for the offence.  

 

3.6.7 Jagtar Singh v. State of Punjab56 

 According to a divisional bench consisting of ‘Justices Abhay S. Oka and Rajesh Bindal’, 

in accordance with the precedent established by the ‘Constitutional Bench of this Court in Neeraj 

Dutta v. State (Govt. of N.C.T of Delhi)’, in order to uphold a conviction under the Act, both the 

demand and recovery must be proven. The trial court firmly determined that the absence of 

evidence presented in the record establishes the demand for illicit gratification. The High Court 

rendered its contested judgement under the presumption that the appellant was coerced into 

providing money in exchange for unlawful gratification. This is not the case if circumstantial 

evidence were available to substantiate the demand. Upon closer examination of the evidence 

                                                             
55  CBI v. Vikas Mishra 2023 SCC OnLine SC 451. 
56  Jagtar Singh v. State of Punjab 2023 SCC OnLine SC 320 
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presented by the prosecution, both the conviction and sentence of the appellant are found to be 

legally unsustainable.  

 The Supreme Court challenges the practice of courts remanding defendants to custody upon 

their appearance in response to a summons. 

3.6.8 Mahdoom Bava v. CBI57 

  In certain regions of the country, a ‘divisional bench’ consisting of ‘Justice V 

Ramasubramanian and Justice Pankaj Mithal’ was convened. It appears that courts have developed 

the practice of remanding the accused to custody as soon as they present in response to the 

summoning order.  

Therefore, in accordance with the ruling of the Supreme Court, individuals who are remanded to 

custody on appeal are eligible for bail, contingent upon meeting the Special Court's requirements. 

One such requirement is the surrender of their passports, should the court decide to remand them 

to custody upon their appearance in response to the summoning order.  

Additionally, the Court noted that the validity of such a practice must be examined in a suitable 

instance.  

 

The public servant's acceptance and demand for gratification must be established beyond 

a reasonable doubt; if these elements are not proved, the offence is defined in ‘section 13 (1) (d) 

of the PC Act, 1988’.  

 

3.6.9 Neeraj Dutta v. State (NCT of Delhi)58 

In consideration of the legal principles established by ‘another bench’ in the ‘N 

Vijayakumar v. State of Tamil Nadu 2021’ case, a ‘divisional bench’ consisting of ‘Justice Abhay 

S Oka and Justice Rajesh Bindal’ addressed the matter of presumption under Section 20 and the 

standard of proof necessary to establish the offences that are punishable under Section 7. 

Additionally, the bench examined clauses (i) and (ii) ‘Section 13(1)(d) in conjunction with Section 

13(2) of the PC Act, 1988’. 

  

  The claim that a public servant demanded gratification and acquiescence must be proven 

beyond a reasonable doubt. The constitutional bench's ruling in ‘Neeraj Dutta v. State (NCT of 

                                                             
57  Mahdoom Bava v. CBI 2023 SCC OnLine SC 299 
58  Neeraj Dutta v. State (NCT of Delhi) 2023 SCC OnLine SC 280. 
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Delhi)’ does not diminish the fundamental standard of proof, which is beyond a reasonable doubt.  

 

The Constitution Bench was deliberating on the matter of the means through which the 

demand could be substantiated at that time. The Constitution Bench has established that proof 

may also consist of circumstantial evidence or other forms of evidence, in addition to direct oral 

or documentary evidence. In situations where the demand for gratification is established through 

circumstantial evidence, the prosecution is required to provide every circumstance from which it 

expects the court to infer culpability. The facts ascertained must align with a single hypothesis, 

namely that the accused made a demand for gratification.  

There were no circumstances presented in the present case to substantiate the demand for 

gratification. As a result, the offence pursuant to ‘Section 13(1)(d) of the PC Act will not be 

triggered, as the elements of the offence under Section 7 of the PC Act were not established’. 

 

The Supreme Court advises High Courts to refrain from nullifying FIRs during the investigation 

phase, even if doing so in bad faith.  

 

3.6.10 State of Chhattisgarh v. Aman Kumar Singh59 

‘A divisional bench’ consisting of ‘Justices S Ravindra Bhat and Dipankar Datta’ rendered 

a decision affirming the established legal principle that the credibility, reliability, and authenticity 

of the allegations contained in a first information report should not be examined until the 

investigation has commenced. A report of initial information may be filed solely on the basis of 

suspicion. 

When considering the seriousness of the allegations, a first information report founded on the 

"probability" that a crime has been committed would undeniably be more significant than one 

based on a "mere suspicion" that a crime has been committed. The High Court's intervention in 

the investigative process was unwarranted and it was a legal error to dismiss the FIR on the pretext 

of malicious intent.  

  The Court noted that the motive behind the first information report would be of no 

consequence, and that such an aspect would also be rendered inconsequential if adequate evidence 

were gathered to warrant the accused's appearance in court. Therefore, the mere assertion of 

malice does not automatically warrant the dismissal of the initial information report or complaint.  
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A public servant shall not be the subject of an investigation under Section 156(3) CrPC by 

a special court or magistrate in the absence of prior sanction under Section 19 of the PC Act.  

 

3.6.11 C.V Balan v. State of Kerala60 

 In the opinion of a single bench of ‘Justice Dr. Kauser Edappagath’, a prerequisite for filing 

a private complaint against a public servant alleging the commission of an offence specified in 

sections 7, 11, 13, and 15 of the PC Act, 1988 is sanction under Section 19.  

The single bench is of the opinion that the lower court was unable to forward the 

complaints for investigation pursuant to section 156(3) of the CrPC without the complainant's 

consent under section 19(1) of the PC Act, 1988. Therefore, the challenged order is invalidated 

and subsequently superseded. The complaints shall be heard in accordance with the law by the 

lower court only after the prosecution sanction order, as stipulated in section 19 of the PC Act, is 

produced.  

In L.Narayana Swamy v. State of Karnataka and Anil Kumar v. M.K. Aiyappa, the Court 

reaffirmed the law. Under Section 167(2) CrPC, default bail granted to an accused may be revoked 

on the merits subsequent to the submission of the chargesheet, rather than solely upon chargesheet 

filing.  

 

3.6.12 State v. T. Gangi Reddy61 

 A ‘divisional bench’ consisting of ‘Justice CT Ravikumar and Justice MR Shah’ determined 

that in light of ‘Section 437(5) and Section 439(2) CrPC’, the cancellation of bail granted to an 

individual in default of bail under Section 167(2) CrPC is permissible solely when the chargesheet 

discloses the commission of a non-bailable offence and special reasons/grounds are established.  

A person who is released under Section 167(2) CrPC on default bail may have that bail 

revoked on the merits or for other general reasons, such as tampering with evidence or witnesses, 

failing to cooperate with the investigating agency or the relevant trial court, and so forth. In 

situations where an accused is released on default bail rather than bail granted on the merits of the 

case initially, the courts possess the authority to revoke the bail and reassess the case at hand. An 

interpretation of this nature would serve to advance the process of administering justice.  
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The benefit of doubt is afforded to the appellant in the event that the prosecution fails to 

establish both the demand for and acceptance of illicit gratification.  
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CHAPTER 4 

BROADER FACTORS CONTRIBUTING TO CORRUPTION 

 

4.1 INRODUCTION 

 Corruption is a problem that affects people all done the world, including India. It affects the 

rule of law, undermines public confidence in institutions, and hinders economic development. 

Although corruption is a complex phenomenon affected by many factors, understanding the 

general factors that donate to corruption is important for developing mitigation strategies. There 

are many issues that contribute to corruption in India; these include income inequality, unequal 

distribution of power, weak governance structures, low accountability, high unemployment, illicit 

access to information, conflict, history, economic and social development. features. 

 Income inequality is a major factor in corruption in India. Research shows that rising income 

inequality increases corruption as the wealthy seek to maintain or expand their wealth through 

bribery and fraud. Unequal distribution of power is another cause of corruption. The role of the 

law in allowing improper management of resources and decision-making processes encourages 

corruption of those in power. 

 Weak governance, including inadequate monitoring systems and inadequate controls, can 

encourage corruption. The low level of accountability of public officials contributes to an 

environment where corruption is high. High unemployment can also lead to bad behavior because 

people may use these apps to get jobs or receive benefits. Restricting access to information hinders 

public participation and reduces the risk of corruption. 

 Instability weakens the law of land and encourages corruption. Communities with a history 

of consumerism and consumerism tend to see more corruption. Countries with rapidly growing 

economies may experience an increase in corruption as reforms change existing regulatory 

capacity. Cultural and social norms influence culture and behavior. 

Addressing these broad themes will require a range of approaches, including improved 

governance, improved strategic planning and a cultural shift towards public engagement. The 

Indian government has booked various measures to battle corruption, including the establishment 

of anti-corruption institutions such as the Central Vigilance Commission (CVC) and State 

Vigilance Commissions (SVC) and the enactment of the Prevention of Corruption Act (POCA). 

But further action is required to tackle the fundamental issues that give rise to the term corruption. 
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 In summary, corruption is a social problem affected by many factors. Understanding the 

broader reasons of corruption is critical to emerging strategic plans to reduce corruption and 

strengthen governance. Income inequality, unequal distribution of power, poor governance, low 

accountability, high unemployment, easy access to information, conflict, background, economic 

development and culture and tradition are important factors of corruption in India. Solving these 

problems requires a multifaceted approach, including improving governance, improving 

transparency, and changing the culture for greater public participation and accountability62. 

4.2 Socioeconomic Contexts63 

 Socio-economic context plays an significant role in the development of corruption in India. 

Understanding these interrelated factors can help develop strategies to reduce corruption and 

strengthen governance. Corruption in India arises from many socioeconomic factors such as 

income inequality, unequal distribution of power, weak governance structures, lack of 

accountability, high unemployment, limited access to information, conflict, historical background, 

economic development and cultural values and Social Norms.  

➢ Income Inequality: Research shows that income inequality encourages corruption when the 

wealthy try to maintain or expand their wealth through bribery and fraud. 

➢ Unequal distribution of power: The position of authority allows excessive control over 

resources and decisions, creating a system that encourages corruption in those who grant 

power. 

➢ Weak governance structures: Weak institutions, such as inadequate monitoring and 

auditing, encourage corruption. 

➢ Low Accountability: Lack of accountability of public officials creates an environment that 

encourages corruption. 

➢ High unemployment: Unemployed people may engage in illegal activities to get jobs or 

benefits. 

➢ Restricting access to information: Restricting access to information affects public 

participation and reduces the risk of exposing corruption.  
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➢ Instability: Periods of political instability can undermine the rule of law and encourage 

corruption. 

➢ History: Organizations with a history of customer care and customer service are more likely 

to encounter corruption. 

➢ Economic Development: Countries with rapid economic growth may experience high 

levels of corruption as changes are beyond current administrative capacity. 

➢ Cultural Values and Social Norms: Artistic values and communal norms influence 

corruption and conduct behavior. 

 The following socio-economic factors influence creating corruption in India. Overcoming 

these challenges requires a multifaceted approach, including improved governance, improved 

strategic planning, and cultural change for greater public participation and accountability. For 

example, income inequality encourages corruption by providing opportunities for the rich to gain 

wealth and profit from bribery. Fake. Similarly, weak governance structures create gaps that allow 

corruption to thrive. Low accountability allows public officials to abuse power with impunity. 

High unemployment puts people at a disadvantage and leads them to engage in immoral behavior. 

Restricting access to information restricts public participation and makes it more difficult to detect 

corruption. Political instability creates uncertainty and encourages corruption. Historical legacies 

perpetuate patterns of corruption. The rapid growth of the economy put pressure on the existing 

regime, leading to the spread of corruption. Finally, cultural and social norms guide attitudes 

towards corruption and determine whether bad behavior will be tolerated or punished. 

Consequently, socio-economic context plays an significant role in the development of corruption 

in India. Understanding these interrelated factors can help develop strategies to reduce corruption 

and strengthen governance. Corruption in India arises from many socioeconomic factors such as 

income inequality, unequal distribution of power, weak governance structures, lack of 

accountability, high unemployment, limited access to information, conflict, historical background, 

economic development and cultural values and law. Solving these problems requires a 

multifaceted approach, including improving governance, improving transparency, and changing 

the culture for greater public participation and accountability64. 

4.3 Distinguishing Rural and Urban Areas65 

                                                             
64  https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Prevention_of_Corruption_Act,_1988 (last accessed on Mar. 13  2024). 
65  Ibid. 
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 India is a diverse country with different urban and rural areas. There is a significant alteration in 

socio-economic status between rural and urban areas in India, and this difference leads to corruption. 

Understanding these differences is important for developing strategic plans to reduce corruption and 

strengthen governance. In this chapter we examine the urban-rural context of the economic impact of 

corruption in India. 

4.3.1 Rural context 

Rural areas of India face many economic challenges that encourage corruption. These include: 

➢ Agricultural Stress: Rural areas in India depend on agriculture and these areas often suffer due 

to natural disasters such as floods, inundation and low productivity. This problem can lead to 

corruption, as farmers may pay bribes to receive loans or subsidies. 

➢ Limited Access to Education and Healthcare: Rural areas in India often lack access to 

quality education and healthcare, leading to a lack of knowledge and understanding 

regarding education and treatment. Prevention of corruption. 

➢ Lack of employment opportunities: Rural areas of India are largely unemployed, resulting 

in high unemployment and poverty. This pain can cause people to engage in immoral 

behavior to make ends meet. 

➢ Poor Governance Structures: Rural areas in India often lack proper governance structures 

such as effective monitoring systems and checks and balances, leading to a lack of 

accountability and transparency. Encouraging corruption is different from a competitive 

economy. These include: 

➢ Rapid Urbanization: Urban areas in India are undergoing rapid industrialization, putting 

pressure on existing administrative structures and lack of infrastructure. 

➢ Income inequality: Urban areas in India often experience income inequality, leading to 

corruption as the rich try to control or expand their advantage through bribery and fraud. 

➢ Lack of Affordable Housing: Urban areas in India often lack affordable housing, resulting 

in lack of access to basic amenities and an increase in slums, slums and informal settlements. 

Lack of this opportunity can lead to corruption as people may pay bribes to receive basic 

services. 

➢ Limited Access to Education and Healthcare: Urban areas in India often lack access to 
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quality education and healthcare, leading to a lack of awareness and knowledge about 

consumption prevention. 

4.3.2 Addressing the urban-rural gap66 

 Addressing the urban-rural gap in the socioeconomic context requires a multifaceted approach. For 

example, agriculture in rural areas can be productive, provide good education and healthcare, and create 

jobs that can reduce people's poverty and reduce the need for corruption. Addressing income inequality in 

urban areas, providing affordable housing, and improving access to education and health care can reduce 

the need for misbehavior. The impact of urban and rural history on corruption in India is significant. Rural 

areas face problems such as stagnation in agriculture, absence of access to schooling and well-being, lack 

of service and weak governance. Urban areas face challenges such as rapid growth, income inequality, lack 

of affordable housing, and lack of access to education and healthcare. Addressing this inequality requires 

a range of approaches, including improving governance, improving transparency, and changing the culture 

for greater public participation and accountability. By solving these problems, India can reduce corruption 

and create a fair and just society. 

4.4 Regional Disparities 

 India is a large country with significant regional differences in economic development. 

These differences lead to corruption in India. Understanding these differences is important for 

developing strategic plans to reduce corruption and strengthen governance. In this section, we 

examine the context of regional differences in the healthcare sector's response to corruption in 

India. 

➢ Regional Diversity 

India has great regional diversity; While some regions are experiencing rapid economic growth 

and development, others are lagging behind. These inequalities lead to many forms of corruption, 

including: 

• Distribution inequality: Regions rich in natural resources such as minerals and oil may 

experience economic corruption rather than individuals seeking to use these resources for 

personal gain. 

• Lack of infrastructure: Areas that lack proper infrastructure (such as roads, electricity and 

drainage) are more prone to corruption because people will pay bribes to get basic services. 

                                                             
66  Ibid. 
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• Access to Education and Health: Disadvantaged Regions In regions where good education 

and health services do not exist, corruption may be more common as people will not have 

knowledge and awareness about protecting health. 

• Weak Governance Structures: Areas that lack adequate governance structures such as effective 

monitoring systems and checks and balances are again prone to corruption. Corruption is rampant 

due to lack of accountability and transparency67. 

➢ Regional inequality and Corruption 

Regional inequality contributes to corruption in India in various ways. For example, a region rich in 

natural resources tends to become more corrupt as individuals try to use these resources for personal 

gain. Similarly, areas that lack adequate resources are more prone to corruption as people may use bribes 

to obtain basic services. Corruption may be more prevalent in regions that lack good education and health 

services, as people may not have the knowledge and skills to prevent corruption. Finally, regions without 

good governance will be more prone to corruption due to lack of accountability and transparency. 

➢ Addressing regional differences 

Addressing regional differences requires more than one approach. For example, improving 

infrastructure, providing quality education and healthcare, and creating employment can reduce 

poverty and reduce the need for poor governance. Similarly, strengthening regulatory controls 

such as quality control and checks and balances can increase accountability and transparency and 

reduce capital available for fraud. The regional inequalities in health development have led to 

widespread corruption in India. Corruption will be more prevalent in regions that are rich in 

natural resources, do not have adequate infrastructure, have poor education and health, and have 

weak control structures. Addressing this inequality requires a range of approaches, including 

improving governance, improving transparency, and changing the culture for greater public 

participation and accountability. By solving these problems, India can reduce corruption and 

create a fair and just society. 

4.5 Cultural Aspects 

 Culture plays a vital role in the development of the corruption environment in India. 

Understanding these practices can help develop strategies to reduce corruption and strengthen 

governance. In this chapter, we inspect the cultural impact on corruption in the healthcare sector 

                                                             
67https://prsindia.org/files/parliament/discussion_papers/1302844978_PRS%20Note%20on%20corruption%20laws.

pdf (last accessed on March 18, 2024). 
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in India. 

➢ Cultural Factors 

Cultural factors contribute to corruption in India in several ways: 

• Authority attitudes: Indians generally have an ethical attitude towards people in authority, 

such as politicians and civil servants. This respect can sometimes turn into tolerance for bad 

behavior. 

• Patronage Policy: Patronage policy is common in India, where powerful individuals use 

their connections to distribute benefits and rewards. This practice will lead to corruption 

because people will feel the need to repay debt with gifts or payments. 

• Dependency: Addiction, where a person depends on a powerful person for support and 

protection, is common in India. These relationships can lead to corruption because customers 

feel the need to repay their customers with gifts or payments. 

• Collectivist Mentality: Collectivist mentality is common in India, where the individual 

gives priority to common goals. These emotions can sometimes lead to corruption because 

people may prioritize the loss of collective self. 

• Hierarchical Structure: There is a hierarchical structure in India where people follow their 

leaders. This structure can sometimes lead to corruption because subordinates may feel 

obliged to comply with their superiors' requests even if they know they involve inappropriate 

behavior. 

➢ Cultural Aspects and Corruption 

 Culture contributes to corruption in India in many ways. For example, an attitude of authority 

sometimes means tolerance of misbehavior. Similarly, political support and favoritism can 

lead to corruption because individuals may feel the need to return gifts or payments. 

Thinking about unity can sometimes lead to corruption because people may prioritize unity 

at the expense of their own self. Finally, hierarchical systems can sometimes lead to 

corruption because subordinates may feel obliged to comply with the wishes of their 

superiors, even if they know they will engage in misconduct. 

➢ Cultural problem solving 

 Cultural problem solving requires many methods. For example, developing a culture of 

transparency and accountability can help reduce tolerance for abuses. Educating people about the 
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consequences of corruption can also help reduce the acceptance of corruption. Additionally, 

encouraging virtue rather than support may help reduce the dependency relationship. Finally, 

encouraging more ethical leadership can help68 reduce the hierarchical structure that sometimes 

leads to corruption.  

 Consequently, culture plays an vital role in the development of corruption in India. Authority 

attitudes, political support, social relations, ideological solidarity and class structure all contribute 

to corruption in India, he replied. Addressing these cultural issues requires a range of methods, 

including transparency and accountability, educating people about the consequences of 

corruption, supporting the creation of values that are not negative ideas, and encouraging ethical 

behavior. By solving these problems, India can reduce corruption and create a fair and just society. 

4.6 Institutional Weaknesses 

Institutional weakness plays an significant role in the development of the country's socioeconomic 

environment and can directly impact corruption. In the Indian context, these weaknesses have created 

serious obstacles to sustainable development and increased the risk of mismanagement. To understand 

the link between poor workplaces, social inclusion and corruption in India, it is necessary to examine the 

key areas where these issues intersect. 

4.6.1 Socioeconomic Contribution and Institutional Weaknesses 

As a fast-growing economy, India has been very successful. Make a positive impact on the global 

economy. The country's large population, entrepreneurial spirit and diverse cultural heritage play 

an important role in supporting growth and innovation. However, a lack of organization prevents 

India from reaching its full economic potential. These weaknesses; It manifests itself in many 

forms, including bureaucratic inefficiency, lack of transparency, inadequate governance and 

limited access to justice. 

➢ Bureaucratic Inefficiency: India's bureaucracy is generally characterized by red tape, 

slowness and inefficiency. This affects the ease of doing business and impacts compliance 

with laws and regulations. It therefore creates opportunities for corruption to thrive, as 

individuals and businesses can use bribes and other legal means to overcome bureaucratic 

problems. 

➢ Lack of Transparency: Transparency is the basis of good governance and economic 
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development. However, inefficiencies in decision-making processes, public procurement 

and resource allocation remain persistent challenges in India. Lack of transparency not only 

affects public trust, but also provides fertile ground for corruption to thrive because it is 

easier to hide crimes behind a veil of secrecy. 

➢ Inadequate governance: The regulatory framework in key sectors such as finance and 

finance is weak. Property management and natural management lead to misbehavior. The 

absence of proper monitoring and control systems has led to lack of control and rent-seeking 

behavior, leading to financial disruption and inequity in outcomes. 

➢ Access to Justice: Indian Courts are faced with a backlog of cases, lengthy court 

proceedings and limited access to justice by groups are pointless. This situation creates an 

environment where powerful people who know that the wheels of justice move slowly can 

act illegally. Therefore, unscrupulous people and organizations can use these flaws to avoid 

accountability. 

4.6.2 Corruption in India69 

 Corruption poses a major threat to India's economic development by undermining public 

trust, disrupting business operations and diverting resources from essential services. It permeates 

all levels of society, including politics, business, law enforcement and public services. ‘The World 

Bank’ defines corruption as “the abuse of public office for private gain” and can take many 

procedures, including corruption, extortion, injustice, and fraud. 

➢ Political Corruption: The link between finance and politics in India has always been a 

cause for concern. Politicians and candidates often rely on illicit money to fund their 

campaigns and influence. This not only undermines the democratic process, but also leads 

to policy decisions that prioritize the interests of the people. 

➢ Corruption and Corruption: Riches abound in daily interactions with government 

officials, law enforcement and regulators in India. Body. From accessing basic services to 

obtaining lucrative contracts, individuals and businesses are often forced to pay bribes to 

secure a fee. To Increase Extortion exacerbates the problem by targeting vulnerable groups. 

➢ Corporate Corruption: Corruption in business can manifest itself through financial fraud, 

insider trading and collusion. Weak corporate governance structures and inadequate 

                                                             
69  Sandip Shuktankar and Milan Vaishnav Corruption in India available at: 

  https://carnegieendowment.org/files/IPFpre_pubSukhtankarVaishnav.pdf (last accessed on Mar. 11, 2024). 
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oversight mechanisms enable corrupt organizations to engage in corruption among 

shareholders and the broader economy. 

4.6.3 Socioeconomic Impact of Corruption70 

   The impact of corruption is far-reaching and has a significant impact on the economy. 

Socio-Economic Structure of India. It undermines economic competitiveness, disrupts 

foreign trade, disrupts the provision of public services, increases income inequality, and 

creates social inequality. India's ranking on Transparency International's corruption 

Perceptions Index (CPI)’ has fluctuated over the years, reflecting the nature of the problem. 

➢ Distorted economic mechanisms: Distorted relationships with actors who can pay bribes, 

thus distorting economic activity or renting houses. This inhibits innovation, inhibits small 

business growth, and distorts resource allocation. For this reason, real entrepreneurs will 

have difficulty competing under equal conditions. 

➢ Factors Deterring Foreign Investment: Foreign investors are wary of doing business in an 

environment where corruption is high due to concerns about legal and regulatory agreements 

and fair competition. This lack of interest is impacting India's ability to appeal much-needed 

‘foreign direct investment (FDI)’, which can lead to economic expansion and growth. 

➢ The delivery of public services is affected: Inequality in public institutions affects the 

transfer of basic facilities such as health, education and health services. Infrastructure 

development and social welfare programmes. Resources that should be distributed as needed 

or desired are often consumed by football or corruption. 

➢ Income inequality: Corruption increases disparity by distracting properties away from 

poverty reduction programs and priority projects. people. When people believe the process 

is rigged by corrupt practices, this weakens social relations and reduces public participation. 

➢ Addressing institutional weaknesses and the fight against Corruption 

 Addressing institutional weaknesses and the fight against corruption should take further 

action, including legal reform. 

 

                                                             
70  https://www.researchpublish.com/upload/book/A%20Study%20on%20Corruption%20in  %20India.pdf 

(last accessed on Jan. 11, 2024).  
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CHAPTER 5 

RECOMMENDATIONS FOR IMPROVING ANTI-CORRUPTION 

EFFORTS 

 

5.1 Introduction 

 Corruption remains an ongoing problem in India, affecting governance, economic 

development and social welfare. To overcome this threat, we must strengthen our anti-corruption 

efforts. In this brief, we provide recommendations for strengthening the fight against corruption 

in India. 

5.2 Suggestions for Strengthening the Anti-corruption System 

Developing transparency projects: It is important to increase transparency in all administrations. 

Opening government records and making them publicly available will allow citizens to monitor and 

review government operations, thus preventing corruption. 

➢ Strengthening Non-Governmental Organizations (NGOs): Collaborating with NGOs in the 

fight against corruption will increase public influence on government and encourage community 
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advocacy. Civil society organizations should be encouraged to cooperate and form partnerships to 

combat corruption at various levels. 

➢ Whistleblower protection: Providing legal protection and incentives to whistleblowers will 

encourage them to come forward and expose cases of corruption. Such measures would ensure 

that journalists are not subject to retaliation for reporting crimes. 

➢ Simplified Complaint Resolution System: Simplifying the complaint line will improve 

accessibility and the process of responding to corruption complaints. Citizens need to have easy 

access to the complaint process and receive timely responses to their concerns. 

➢ Reform of governance structures: Improving governance structures, especially around 

technology, will increase efficiency and accountability. Digital platforms can improve 

administrative functions, reduce human intervention, and limit opportunities for corruption. 

➢ Encouraging Creativity: Improving the skills and knowledge of public servants will enable 

them to fulfill their duties ethically and at work. Training focusing on anti-corruption, risk 

assessment and conflict management will be beneficial for current and future police officers. 

➢ Encouraging collaboration with private organizations: Collaborating with the private 

sector to implement anti-corruption initiatives will increase expertise and resources. 

Companies can provide services to their businesses, support fundraising and monitor anti-

corruption measures. 

➢ International cooperation: Working with international partners to share best practices, 

share experiences and learn from each other's successes and unfinished actions will expand 

cooperation in India's thinking on fighting corruption. International cooperation will also 

provide a good understanding of new phenomena and new solutions in the fight against 

corruption. 

➢ Research and Data Analysis: Rigorous research and analysis of relevant data will inform 

evidence-based policy decisions and inform anti-corruption strategies. Regularly monitoring 

progress and evaluating results will allow policymakers to identify gaps and adjust their 

approach accordingly. 

➢ Promotion and Community Education: Fostering public consciousness regarding the 

ramifications of "Corruption" and promoting efforts to combat it will result in the 

establishment of an ethos characterised by impartiality and equity. Community centres, 
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universities, and faculties may host conferences, seminars, and workshops on anti-corruption 

measures. 

 India is ready to strengthen its fight against corruption by implementing these 

recommendations. With cooperation and strategic planning, we can transform our country into a 

model of transparency, accountability and good governance. 

 

 

 

 

5.3 Legal and Policy Reforms 

To effectively prevent corruption, India needs to introduce legal reforms and strengthen anti-

corruption laws and regulations. Here we explore how legal reform can achieve the 

recommendations outlined earlier to improve the fight against corruption. 

➢ Legislative Suggestions 

 Amending existing laws: Amendments to existing laws, such as the Crime Prevention Act 

(PCA), will update the legal system and make it more suitable for today. Reforms could 

focus on broadening the definition of corruption, clarifying ambiguous regulations, and 

strengthening penalties for those who commit crimes. 

➢ Introduction of new laws: Passing new laws, especially for emerging patterns of 

corruption, will complement existing laws. For example, regulating lobbying activities and 

prohibiting conflicts of interest and illegal activities. 

➢ Enhanced investigative powers: Expanding investigative powers will allow law 

enforcement to better collect evidence and speed up the prosecution process. Additional 

powers may include increased searches and seizures, extended statutes of limitations, and 

enhanced evidence preservation procedures. 

➢ Establishment of special courts: Establishing special courts to hear corruption cases will 

speed up the trial process and reduce the number of cases heard. Special judges in the court 

can gain expertise in resolving corruption cases and deliver decisions more quickly. 
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➢ Implementation of dispute resolution processes: Promote alternative dispute resolution 

methods such as mediation and arbitration, which can resolve minor issues out of court and 

allow larger cases to be decided. Alternative solutions can also save plaintiffs time and 

money. 

➢ Harmonization of penalties across regions: Determining penalties for similar crimes in 

different regions will eliminate inequalities and promote uniformity in punishment. The 

same penalties will deter potential criminals and send a clear message about serious 

corruption. 

➢ Promoting cross-border cooperation: Promoting cross-border cooperation between 

countries will facilitate intelligence sharing, elimination of suspects and joint investigations. 

International cooperation will strengthen international efforts to fight corruption and prevent 

criminals from seeking asylum abroad. 

➢ Public participation: Ensuring public participation during the development of new laws and 

regulations will ensure broad support for the changes. Public participation will also reveal 

shortcomings in the proposed law and help improve it before final approval. 

➢ Monitoring compliance: Establish a monitoring strategy to monitor compliance with newly 

implemented policy to measure the effectiveness of implemented reforms. Continuous 

monitoring will also identify deviations from desired goals and recommend corrective 

actions. 

➢ Review and evaluation: Regular review and evaluation of the existing legal and regulatory 

framework will identify areas for improvement and recommend necessary changes. Periodic 

monitoring reports will inform stakeholders about the status of the fight against corruption 

and guide future policy decisions. 

By adopting the proposed legal reforms, India can strengthen its anti-corruption system and 

establish itself as a global leader against corruption. Through consistent and diligent monitoring, 

India can build on its achievements and pursue its anti-corruption agenda. 

5.4 Social and Cultural Interventions 

 Social impact and leadership are key elements of India's anti-corruption strategy. These 

interventions aim to change attitudes, behaviors and patterns that support corruption. In this 

section we explore how social and cultural interventions can achieve the recommendations 
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outlined earlier in the context of anti-money eating measures. 

5.4.1 Suggestions for social and cultural impact 

➢ Promoting moral values: Promoting moral values such as justice, fairness and 

accountability will support the culture of leadership. Schools, colleges and community 

centers can host workshops, seminars and discussions on ethics and their importance in 

fighting corruption. 

➢ Raising Awareness: Raising public awareness of the dangers of corruption and encouraging 

anti-corruption efforts will promote a culture of justice and fairness. Mass media, public 

service announcements and social media can be used to spread the anti-corruption message.  

➢  Encouraging public participation: Encouraging public participation and involvement will 

allow citizens to hold public officials accountable and monitor government actions. 

Community organisations, civil society and local media can support public participation in 

the fight against corruption. 

➢ Establishing accountability: Establishing accountability in individuals and organizations 

will promote ethics and prevent injustice. Companies can be encouraged to engage in 

corporate social responsibility that promotes transparency, accountability and ethics. 

➢ Promoting gender equality: Promoting gender equality will reduce cases of corruption by 

ensuring women are represented in decision-making positions. Women's participation in 

management will increase diversity of ideas and promote transparency and accountability. 

➢ Encouraging whistleblowing: Encouraging whistleblowing and providing legal protection 

and incentives to whistleblowers will encourage them to come forward and expose cases of 

corruption. Such measures would ensure that journalists are not subject to retaliation for 

reporting crimes. 

➢ Promoting diversity and inclusion: Promoting diversity and inclusion in all social 

activities will reduce cases of corruption by ensuring expansion, accountability and ethics. 

Different perspectives will create new ideas and opportunities in the fight against corruption. 

➢ Empowerment of marginalized communities: Empowerment of marginalized 

communities such as Dalits, Adivasis and women will reduce corruption by promoting 

transparency, accountability and ethical fairness. Empowering marginalized communities 

will ensure their voices are heard and their concerns addressed. 
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➢ Encouraging peers: Encouraging the peers of individuals and organizations will encourage 

ethical behavior and discourage unethical behavior. Peer pressure can be used to prevent 

people from engaging in corrupt practices and to encourage them to report cases of 

corruption. 

➢ Promote cultural change: Create a culture of fairness and justice by challenging norms and 

values that support corruption. Cultural change can be achieved through education, media 

and social initiatives. 

 India can strengthen its anti-corruption system by adopting recommendations on health and 

culture and improve its own system by leading the world in the fight against corruption. Through 

consistent and diligent monitoring, India can build on its achievements and pursue its anti-

corruption agenda. 

5.5 Capacity Building Initiatives 

 Capital controls are an important part of India's anti-corruption strategy. These measures aim to 

improve the skills and capacities of authorities, civil society and other stakeholders to effectively 

prevent corrupiton. In this section, we explore how capacity building can achieve the 

recommendations outlined earlier in improving the fight against corruption.  

5.5.1 Recommendations for Capacity Building 

➢ Training: Developing training focusing on anti-corruption standards, risk assessment and 

conflict management would be beneficial for current and future police officers. These 

services can be offered through online platforms, training and discussions. 

➢ Leadership Development: Improving the leadership skills of public employees will enable 

them to do their jobs ethically and professionally. Leadership development programs can 

focus on promoting transparency, accountability, and ethics. 

➢ Technical assistance: Assistance provided to public authorities and public organizations 

will improve their ability to implement anti-corruption measures. Assistance may include 

guidance on developing anti-corruption policies, conducting risk assessments, and applying 

audit and review standards. 

➢ Collaboration: Creating collaborative networks among government officials, non-

governmental organizations and other stakeholders will encourage sharing and sharing. 

Teleconferences can include meetings, workshops and online meetings. 
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➢ Research and Analysis: Research and analysis of relevant documents will generate 

evidence-based policy decisions and recommend anti-corruption strategies. Regularly 

monitoring progress and evaluating results will allow policymakers to identify gaps and 

adjust their approach accordingly. 

➢ Exchange: Facilitating exchange between civil servants and public organizations will 

enable them to learn from each other's experiences and best practices. Exchange programs 

may include study trips, internships and second jobs. 

➢ Recommendations: Improving training for civil servants and non-governmental 

organizations will provide guidance and support for the implementation of anti-corruption 

measures. Training programs may include pairing experienced trainers with supervisors and 

providing ongoing support and feedback. 

➢ Capacity Building Grants: Capacity building grants to civil society organizations and other 

stakeholders will help them improve their capacity to implement anti-corruption measures. 

Capacity building grants include funding for training, programming, research and 

evaluation. 

➢ Certification Program: Establish a certification program for public officials and public 

organizations to recognize anti-corruption efforts. Certifications may include training, 

programs, and certifications in research and analysis. 

➢ Performance Management: Establishing performance management systems for public 

employees and public organizations will enable them to track their progress and measure 

their results. Performance management may include key performance indicators, targets and 

benchmarks.  

 By adopting these capacity building recommendations, India can strengthen its anti-

corruption efforts and establish itself as a global leader in anti-corruption. Through consistent and 

diligent monitoring, India can build on its achievements and pursue its anti-corruption agenda. 
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CHAPTER 6 

CONCLUSION AND SUGGESTIONS 

 

6.1 Summary Of The Findings 

 Corruption is a social crime that undermines the rule of law, undermines public trust in 

institutions and hinders economic development. Corruption in India is a challenge to control, fiscal 

growth and social welfare. The Prevention of Corruption Act (PCA) is an important piece of 

legislation aimed at preventing corruption in India. In this critical analysis, we refer to the opinion 

of the Permanent Court of Arbitration that corruption is a social crime and present our findings. 

6.2 Corruption as A Crime 

 Crime is a social crime that affects individuals, communities and societies. Injustice undermines 

the principles of fairness, justice and equality and leads to conflict and trade. PCA is one of the important 

laws to prevent corruption in India. Our PCA analysis reveals many strengths and weaknesses. To 

strengthen the effectiveness of the PCA in preventing corruption, we propose the reform of the PCA, 

which will strengthen the management process, increase the transparency of the project, support civil 

society, strengthen the protection of journalists, facilitate the resolution of complaints. and use the 

management structure to update and strengthen capacity. , promote private sector partnerships and 

promote international cooperation. By implementing these recommendations, India can strengthen its 

anti-corruption system and establish itself as a world leader in the bout against corruption.  Corruption 

is a social crime that affects law and society 

6.3 Prevention of Corruption (PCA) 

 PCA is an important duty to prevent corruption in laws in India. The PCA criminalizes 

corruption, including bribery, coercion and abuse of power. PCA has also set up anti-corruption 

institutions such as the ‘Central Vigilance Commission (CVC)’ and State Vigilance Commissions 

(SVCs) to investigate and prosecute corruption cases. 
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Our PCA analysis shows some advantages and disadvantages. The advantages of PCA are: 

General legal system: PCA is a legal system that criminalizes various crimes. 

➢ Establishment of anti-corruption institutions: PCA has established anti-corruption institutions 

such as CVC and SVC to investigate and prosecute corruption cases. 

➢ Whistleblower Protection: PCA provides legal protection and incentives for 

whistleblowers to come forward and expose corruption cases. 

➢ Punishments for criminals: The PCA provides serious penalties for criminals, including 

imprisonment and fines, as a deterrent. 

But our analysis also reveals some weaknesses of PCA: 

➢ Confusion in context: PCA's definition of bias is somewhat vague, causing confusion and 

inconsistency. 

➢ Limited Scope: The possibility of PCA is limited to public officials, excluding corruption 

in the private sector. 

➢ Inadequate management: PCA's management process is sometimes inadequate, resulting 

in poor decision-making and lack of influence. 

➢ Weakness in Investigation and Prosecution: PCA's investigation and prosecution process 

is sometimes weak, slow and unaccountable. 

6.4 Suggestions 

However, in order to increase the effectiveness of the Court of Appeal in the fight against 

corruption, we recommend the following: 

➢ Amendment in the Court of Appeal: Clarifying ambiguous provisions in the Court of 

Appeal and expanding the scope to include corruption in the private sector and increasing 

penalties for offenders. 

➢ Improve administrative procedures: Improve the PCA's administrative procedures, 

including investigations and prosecutions, to ensure accountability and protection. 

➢ Improve Transparency Systems: Improve transparency projects across all administrations 

to promote accountability and reduce opportunities for corruption. 
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➢ Strengthening non-governmental organizations: Cooperation with non-governmental 

organizations in the fight against corruption increases the public's influence on the 

government and encourages public opinion. 

➢ Promote whistleblower protection: Provide legal protections and incentives to encourage 

whistleblowers to come forward and expose corruption cases. 

➢ Simplify the complaint resolution process: Simplify the complaint and resolution process 

and improve accessibility and response to money-consuming complaints. 

➢ Improve your management structure: Improve your management structure, especially 

regarding technology, to increase efficiency and accountability. 

➢ Promoting Competence: Develop the skills and abilities of officials and community 

organizations so that they can perform their duties fairly and efficiently. 

➢ Encourage collaboration with the private sector: Work with the private sector on anti-

corruption initiatives to leverage institutional expertise and resources. 

➢ Global Collaboration: Working with global partners to share best practices, share 

experiences and learn from each other's successes and failures has succeeded in expanding 

the scope of India's anti-corruption efforts. 

6.5 Conclusion 

 Corruption is a social crime that affects individuals, communities and societies. PCA is one 

of the important laws to prevent corruption in India. Our PCA analysis reveals many strengths and 

weaknesses. To strengthen the effectiveness of the PCA in preventing corruption, we propose the 

reform of the PCA, which will strengthen the management process, increase the transparency of 

the project, support civil society, strengthen the protection of journalists, facilitate the resolution 

of complaints. and use the management structure to update and strengthen capacity, promote 

private sector partnerships and promote international cooperation. By implementing these 

recommendations, India can strengthen its anti-corruption system and establish itself as a world 

leader in the fight against corruption.  



 

 76 

BIBLIOGRAPHY 

 

PRIMARY SOURCES: 

BOOKS/ ARTICLES 

 

• Jebamani, Arunodhaya, Social Order and the Culture of corruption in India (City University, 

New York, 2017). 

• Chakrabarty, Bidyut, “Corruption in Historical Perspective: A Case of India,” 29 Journal of 

Third World Studies, 11-28 (2012). JSTOR. 

• Council on Foreign Relations, "Governance in India: Corruption," Council on Foreign 

Relations, Sept. 4 2014. 

• Transparency International, "2022 corruption Perceptions Index: Explore the Results," Transparency 

International, 31 Jan. 2023. 

• Treisman, Daniel. ‘"A Comparative Study of Inequality and corruption." 68 American 

Sociological Review, 678-702 (2003).  

• Devesh Kapur and Pratap Bhanu Mehta, Combating corruption in India, (Cambridge 

University Press, New Delhi, 2012). 

• K. N. Gupta, Corruption In India (Anmol Publications, 2019). 

• N. Vittal, Corruption in India: The Roadblock to National Prosperity (Academic Foundation, 

2012). 

• S.K. Das, Public Office, Private Interest: Bureaucracy and Corruption in India (Oxford 

University Press). 

• Arunodhaya Jebamani, Social Order and the Culture of Corruption in India (City University 

of New York). 

• Chakrabarty, Bidyut, "Corruption in Historical Perspective: A Case of India." 29 Journal of 

Third World Studies, 11-28 (2012).  

• Sahoo, Niranjan, "India's Fight Against Corruption: A Long Battle." 36 Economic & Political 



 

 77 

Weekly, XLVI, 43-48 (2011).  

• Kumar, Ashok, “Anti-Corruption Legislation in India: Challenges and Way Forward,” 10 

International Journal of Business Administration, 1-11 (2017).  

• Pandey, Shubham, et al. "Explaining Corruption in Indian States: Evidence from Panel Data." 

22 South Asian Economic Journal, 1-21 (2018).  

• Sharma, Manoj, and Rajib Shaw, "Understanding Corruption in India: A Multidimensional 

Approach Using Systematic Literature Review." 13 Asian Journal of Peacebuilding, 1-20 

(2018).  

 

INTERNATIONAL INSTRUMENTS: 

• United Nations Convention against Corruption, 2003. 

• Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD) Convention on 

Combating Bribery of Foreign Public Officials in International Business Transactions, 1997. 

• United Nations Convention against Transnational Organized Crime, 2000. 

• Inter-American Convention against Corruption, 1996. 

• African Union Convention on Preventing and Combating Corruption, 2003. 

  



 

 78 

SECONDARY SOURCES. 

• Sukhtankar, Sandip, and Milan Vaishnav, "Corruption in India: Bridging Research Evidence 

and Policy Options." Carnegie Endowment for International Peace, 2017. 

• Jebamani, Arunodhaya, “Social Order and the Culture of Corruption in India,” Master's 

thesis, The City University of New York, 2017. 

• Chakrabarty, Bidyut, "Corruption in Historical Perspective: A Case of India." 29 Journal of 

Third World Studies, 11-28 (2012).  

• Sahoo, Niranjan, "India's Fight Against Corruption: A Long Battle." 36 Economic & Political 

Weekly, XLVI, 43-48 (2011).  

• Gupta, Arvind. "Changing Forms of Corruption in India." 47 Economic & Political Weekly, 42-50 

(2012).  

• Transparency International, "2022 Corruption Perceptions Index: Explore the Results." 

Transparency International, 31 Jan. 2023. 

• Council on Foreign Relations, "Governance in India: Corruption," Council on Foreign Relations, 4 

Sept. 2014. 

• Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD). "OECD Anti-Bribery 

Convention." OECD, 1997. 

• United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime (UNODC) "United Nations Convention against 

Corruption," UNODC, 2003. 

• World Bank, "World Development Report 2017: Governance and the Law," World Bank, 

2017. 

• Rose-Ackerman, Susan, "Corruption and Government: Causes, Consequences, and Reform," 

Cambridge University Press, 2016. 

• Johnston, Michael, "Syndromes of Corruption: Wealth, Power, and Democracy," Cambridge 

University Press, 2005. 

• Lambsdorff, Johann Graf, "The Institutional Economics of Corruption and Reform: Theory, 

Evidence and Policy." Cambridge University Press, 2007. 



 

 79 

• Heidenheimer, Arnold J., and Michael Johnston, "Political Corruption: Concepts and 

Contexts," Transaction Publishers, 2002. 

• Klitgaard, Robert, "Controlling Corruption." University of California Press, 1988. 

• Mauro, Paolo, "The Effects of Corruption on Growth, Investment, and Government 

Expenditure: A Cross-Country Analysis," 97 Public Choice, 1-2, 107-124 (1998). 

• Treisman, Daniel, "The Causes of Corruption: A Cross-National Study," Journal of Public 

Economics, vol. 76, no. 3, 399-457 (2000).  

• Rose-Ackerman, Susan, and Bonnie J. Palifka, "Corruption and Government: Causes, 

Consequences, and Reform," Cambridge University Press, 2016. 

• Johnston, Michael, "Syndromes of Corruption: Wealth, Power, and Democracy," Cambridge 

University Press, 2005. 

• Lambsdorff, Johann Graf, "The Institutional Economics of Corruption and Reform: Theory, 

Evidence and Policy." Cambridge University Press, 2007. 

 

 

 

 


