
 

 

3. Match-Fixing - Polity 
The Board of Control for Cricket in India (BCCI) approached the Supreme Court seeking to 

intervene in a criminal appeal related to alleged match-fixing in the Karnataka Premier League (KPL) in 
2018-19 

Match-Fixing and the Law -  The Debate before the Supreme Court 
1. Background of the Case 

The issue originated when the Karnataka High Court quashed criminal proceedings against 
players accused of match-fixing, ruling that although such conduct was “reprehensible and unethical,” it 
did not legally constitute “cheating” under Section 420 of the IPC. The Board of Control for Cricket in India 
(BCCI) challenged this view, arguing that match-fixing should indeed fall within the ambit of cheating, 
as it involves deception of the public, spectators, and sponsors. 
Section 420 of the Indian Penal Code (IPC) 
Definition and Key Elements of Cheating - Section 420 IPC penalises cheating and dishonestly inducing 
delivery of property or valuable security. 
The prosecution must establish that -  
1. The accused deceived another person. 
2. The deception was done dishonestly or fraudulently. 
3. The deception led the victim to part with property or money, or to act in a way they otherwise 

wouldn’t have. 
4. The victim suffered a loss due to such deception. 
Punishment -  Imprisonment up to seven years, along with a fine. 
Karnataka High Court’s Interpretation - The High Court held that spectators buy tickets voluntarily, driven 
by personal interest in watching a match. There is no direct representation or promise made by the 
players to each spectator that the match will be played fairly. Since no deception induced the purchase 
of tickets, the essential ingredient of “cheating” was missing. Hence, even though match-fixing violates 
sporting ethics, it does not constitute a criminal offence under current law. 
BCCI’s Argument before the Supreme Court - The BCCI asserts that players owe an implied promise to 
spectators, sponsors, and the general public that matches will be played honestly and competitively. 
When players fix outcomes, they betray this implied trust, amounting to dishonest deception of the 
public. Spectators and advertisers spend money based on the assumption of fair play; thus, fixing 
induces them under false pretences. Consequently, BCCI contends that Section 420 IPC is applicable 
because the deceit is both intentional and results in loss (monetary or moral). 
BCCI’s Anti-Corruption Measures - The BCCI has an Anti-Corruption Code, aligned with the International 
Cricket Council (ICC) Anti-Corruption Code, which allows disciplinary action, including suspension or 
bans. However, the BCCI argues that internal disciplinary mechanisms alone are insufficient; criminal 
sanctions are necessary to serve as a deterrent against corruption in sports. 
Concept and Impact of Match-Fixing 
Meaning - Match-fixing refers to manipulating the result or specific aspects of a sporting event to 
achieve a predetermined outcome — often linked to illegal betting or gambling. 
Implications 
Integrity Loss -  Erodes public confidence in sports. 
Commercial Damage -  Reduces sponsorship and broadcasting revenue. 
Ethical Decline -  Encourages corruption within teams and organizations. 
Public Deception -  Fans and spectators are misled about the fairness of competition. 
Legal Status of Match-Fixing in India 
Absence of Specific Law - India currently lacks a dedicated central legislation criminalising match-fixing 
or sports manipulation. Existing prosecutions rely on general IPC provisions (Sections 120B – conspiracy, 
406 – criminal breach of trust, 420 – cheating). However, as seen in the Karnataka HC ruling, these are 
legally insufficient due to interpretative limitations. 



 

 

Law Commission of India’s Recommendation (2018 – 276th Report) 
The Law Commission of India (LCI) acknowledged that India’s legal framework is inadequate to 

handle modern sports fraud. It proposed a new law to specifically criminalise “sports fraud”, including -  
1. Match-fixing and spot-fixing; 
2. Manipulation of betting markets; 
3. Bribery or undue influence over players and officials. 

Suggested punishments included imprisonment up to 5 years and heavy fines. The Commission 
also stressed the need for a national-level sports integrity body. 
Comparative Legal Models from Other Countries 
United Kingdom - The Gambling Act, 2005 makes it an offence to cheat at gambling, including acts that 
interfere with fair outcomes of sporting events. The UK Sports Governance Code also promotes ethical 
compliance among athletes and administrators. 
Australia - Several states (like New South Wales and Victoria) have enacted laws that criminalise corrupt 
conduct related to sports outcomes, particularly when linked to betting markets. Penalties include 
imprisonment and fines for athletes, officials, or third parties involved in manipulation. 
South Africa - The Prevention and Combating of Corrupt Activities Act, 2004 criminalises any corrupt 
activity related to sporting events, including bribery or undue influence. The law is broad and applies to 
both domestic and international matches. 
Implications of the Supreme Court’s Ruling 
If SC Agrees with BCCI - Match-fixing could be judicially recognised as “cheating” under Section 420 IPC, 
even without a new statute. This would empower law enforcement agencies to initiate criminal 
proceedings against players and bookmakers. It would mark a landmark precedent expanding the 
meaning of “cheating” to include moral and commercial deception. 
If SC Upholds HC View - It will reaffirm that match-fixing is unethical but not illegal under existing law. 
This outcome would pressure Parliament to enact a specific sports integrity or anti-match-fixing law. 
The Law Commission’s 2018 recommendations may gain renewed policy traction. 
Broader Policy and Ethical Dimensions 
Public Trust -  Sports are viewed as a collective moral and emotional investment; legal protection 
enhances credibility. 
Economic Stakeholders -  Sponsors, broadcasters, and sports leagues demand integrity to protect 
financial interests. 
Legal Reform Need -  India must transition from moral condemnation to legal accountability in sports 
governance. 
Institutional Strengthening -  Requires cooperation among BCCI, law enforcement, and betting 
regulators to monitor suspicious patterns. 
Way Forward 
Comprehensive Legislation -  Parliament could consider a “Sports Integrity and Fair Play Act” 
criminalising manipulation and ensuring investigative powers. 
Integration with Global Standards -  Adopt frameworks from UNESCO’s International Convention against 
Doping and Corruption in Sport. 
Enhanced Surveillance -  Create a National Sports Integrity Unit (NSIU) to monitor betting data and 
player conduct. 
Education and Awareness -  Implement ethical education programmes for young athletes about 
integrity and corruption risks. 
Source -  https - //indianexpress.com/article/explained/explained-law/match-fixing-crime-cricket-
bcci-supreme-court-10315764/ 
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