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Subject: Timely wmplmon of dmcmlma:ry proceedings/departmental
mqmr} proceedings - improving vigilance adminigtrations

Kmtﬂy find enclosed herewith CVC circular No. 000-VGL 1§

dated 18" January, 2016 on the subject cited above. Tt is requested 1 Ih{),t the
guidelines contamned in this cireular may be sﬁ*wtiy adhered to.
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C 2. Recently,
Mo, 958 of 2010 Prerm Math Bali Vs Ragistrar High Cour of Dulli & Aoy hes viewed the'

Jin handling of diseiplingry cases adversely, The Hon'sle Supreme Court while allowing the s
- wppedt in favour of the Appei Hent Employee has observed as follows:

" £ "
Website Sreeidd RERT ST oo
R T m v, Wod el etnden,
‘f‘m'cy&mt-m CENTRAL VIGILANCE COMMISSION aftes-17, ST, , 4 ﬁm%'"mmazﬁ
?i%é‘{@o g‘“i’iiﬁ Bhawan, GPrO C,a,;m,,lw
VUL

Black AL A, New Delhi 110023

Cireular No, 02/0172016

Subiert: Tiunely completion of disciplinary p;maefimgsfénp‘zrtmvnsdl
inquiry procesdings- me:mmg vigilance administration. :

Reft (D Commission’s Cireninr No. B g99(2) dnted 19.42.1999 <7 i S
{ii} Cownnission’s Circular No. 8{1){gV09(3) + dated (3.03.399% o Tois 4
{ify  Commisslon's Clreular No. 3{yH09(7) dated 06,08.1099 .0 v 0
(v Commission’s Circular No. 000/YGLI1E  dated 23.05.2000 . .
i) Commission’s QOffice Order Mo, 517082004 dated 16082004,

The Commission has noted with serious concern that the administrative authorities are

“not adhering 1 the time-sehedules ;em“bed for com sﬁt:cm of disciphnary ;,sacwc!m 35 I a
P

recent ;.udy condusied by the Commission, it has been notived that while fha awm:,» fime raken
by the administrazive authorities in finalisation of diseipl mzhy provsedings is more than 2 years

54
o

-ti&e maximum Ume ke n g paticular case wag sight {8) years and a1 feaw in 23% cases the
ing ;.xwy ook mare than wo ywrc; '"i"i" Commission vide its Clroular No, 81X aV/¥3(3) dared
GJ{J 9 and Mo, SOYVOLAS daged 23.0532000 bas ald down the thme limits for various
stages Vf dispiphnary pr{x:aacimm vight from the stags of investigation to finalisation of the
discipbinary case. The dma-limil Torcomplation of du?ﬂ.f"!"ﬁ"‘"\"?! inquiry s six months from the
ég;g_m appointaient of fhe 10 Thus, i appears that this bme Himit 1 not being adhersd 1o By a
epdrt vmtgx{.}rg,dmaaucms Such long delays not ondy are uihust to officialiwho -
rmay be pinmataly g iled, bat help the guilty evdde punitve agtion for fong periods, Further,
they bave an adverse impact on others who believe that “acthing will heppen®

The Comunilsgion -
aes heen emphasising from tune 10 tims on the need for expeditious completion of disciplinary.
progeedings,

the Fog’ ni; Supremas C‘mm Wity 'Ju@smam dated t{' 122008 in Civil Ag_;ﬁeql
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25 One compai dispuie in this case that ihe srspension perind was undaly ke We
~alsp find dhar the delay in completion of the departmanial progesdings was nor wholly
atiriburable 1o the appellont 5:;, owas egually aitributadle to the vespondents as well,
Duele such vorecsonable delay, the appellant noturally suffered o lof beeause be ond his
Jamily had ro survive anty on suspension adlowance for a long perind of 9 years. :

38, We gre ‘*'c T

abseive oy (o win the depararerid, ;?rff:ﬁae“’m& Jhicch
frvadvedd GRIY one charge and that 100 e ‘Nf“a,m horve (oken mnre mm 4 yeears b
&

conclude the depurtmenial lnguine. Mo jusiificerion was Jortheoming from ih

T3

respondenis side w0 explain the undwe delay in complerion of the depcjs'fme;:erri inuiry

P, i s ;L VIS Fi; i} « f 5o
£Xezpt tp thrane blame on ire gppeilant’s conduet swhich we fiel, wes 104 Juliy jistified.

3 Timeg and again, this Couwrd has emphiakized deay i 15 the sty ¢f the emplayer 1o

s

- ensie e ihe de epacimenial inguivy bifvewd ogoinsi the delinguent emp 1{31}:5?';5‘-

goncigded within the thorest possible time by iaking priority measurer, I poves wheis
e delivguent ds ploced wnder suspension during the peadenny of such imgpiry then it

; -
besomes ol the more imperative for the empinyur o engwre thal the inguley iy concluded

it ihe shorigst possibile tme o megid Gry incomvenience. loss and prejusice 1o the rigits
af e 4 wmmeem cipoyee. ‘

38 s aomotier af experience. we aften no g that ﬁj:f’?‘ comgpletion of the inguisy, e
e Invdfved theriln dogs not come (o an end becouse f the fimdings of the irgliley
procecdings huave gone against the delinguent snplovee, be invariably pursues 'f‘c e

Conrt to veritae Aiy grievance, which again consimes thne for ies final m»m’

i3, Kepping (f?f'w Faciers In mind we are of the considered opinion thar gvary
emiployer fwherther Stcte or private) mist melu gincere endeover fo conclude the

reasonable time by giving prioriy 1o Such procesdings und os far & possible i shovid be

cosisheded within yix months as an cuer limit, Whore it is not possibie for the c,;;v;m’f:ya;f o
condlude due (G carrain unavoidable couses arising i the proceedings swithin the time

Frimg then afforis showld be made 1 conclide within recsonably exiendei . period
diperding upon the cause and the rature of inguiry but rel wore than a year”

37 The Commission has elbserved that & number of factors contribute w the delay in the
Teanduc g 'z-,'f-dépa.x"imenra! inquiries and with prudent maragement this needs io ba chetled. The
departmental inquiry is often dsfayed dua ro izm*y an the part of 10, lack of monitoring by DA
& €YO, non-availability. of lsied or edditionat documents. délay in inspsetion of origiaal or
'vertaf’e*i cdasuments, frequent adjournments, nan- a{“mdmce of withasses, espacially prives
witnesses, faulty charga-shests and fr equent change of 1O/PO and nos-manioring of pr rogress of
inquiry, The Cammission g ’<"gm€ that the foliowing steps may be ensured and conp ited srigtly
E’uy‘tha‘-?{)mcmm strative authoritiag: :

(30 In cases whare jovestigation has bsen gondysied. by the CHIY Gther levestigating
. agenoy snd the documents rxuvc Been seized by them for pro sfmuiion in ooty and
- RDA s atsg contamp! ated, it iy the resporisinlity ol the OV

f AR o procure from
et copies of seized documents w——wrr\i
for RDA L In cases investiyated by CVOs it must bo ensured that certifisd leg
phatocopies of all decumeants are made wmlab at the

charge-shest stseif,

the CBWinvestigating agenty szgsm vert

_f?’g‘,{éf?;“{.wﬁmrsj (el ry proce euingy onee inftiargd againgt the delinguen goplovge within &

time of premiration of d&é?‘( o

i e e o o




e

2

X The suggested time limits for conducting departmental inquiries preseribed by the

Commission for various stages is andexed for veady refirence. Timely comwplétion of
departmental inabirg/departmental proceedings is the prime ret:}vzmtz'bii"cy of thy Disciplinary
Authority, Thevefore, the discipiinary am%mri{ia% in eash Minisuryd umaz"t:‘m;;'%tf@z'_s_zani-zai%on Ay
regularly  maonitor  the progress of ».i&!if'y on regulsr Dasis and  ensbre thal the
ingulry/deparimental prace exdings are compleiad within the timedimit prasoribed a8 lnid doven by
Hon'sle Supreme Cowt. in the abﬂm ta cage, The LV concerned would assisy the
digniphinary authority in monitoring the progress of departmental proseedings. The Gommission
niay recarmmend adverse sction against the conserned disciplinary/adminisn
is found respo

srative autharity who
Wie for wny uneaplained diley observed i any tase. In »«pg;émpsi“"‘ Casey
wherein the 10 deleys the proveedings, DA muay not hesitate wo take nacsssary and appropriate
action against the 10, '

\§~w~a—*§)¢f’wm_mm -

(. Vigod Kuamar)
Director

o N: Sedretaries ofall Minisuies zDLpa;’t‘mhn*’x of (JO' 5 R :
(D P Chief Esscutives of CPSUs/Publis Sector Banks/Public Sector [nsurance
' : &ﬁmpamw!ﬁ utenomons Bodiesfete. :
{ii - AN CVOs of Ministries/Departments of JQI;CP LisPublic Sector Bankg/Public
Sector Insurance Companies/ Autonoemaons Bm‘*.&:s. ete, '
{iv}  Webgite of OV C

vay bo:

Jepaﬁmam of Personnel & Tmmmﬁ [Btui fishay Bards, Q;m Seeretary (S&V2) &
CVOL Narth Block, New Dalhi-1 10001 for information and recessary sction,
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'\{inde T1rz:a Limit for Dermrtmcnm} Inguirias 45 laid down in Cirewlar Wo. 8(1{g)99(3)
daved Q"% {33 H‘GQ .

Stage of Departmontal Ingulry 5 Time Limit prescribed
o Fiuing date of Preliminary Hearing and inspection of | Within four weeks

a Clsted  doguments,  submission  of  Defence,
documentsiwitivesses and nomination of’_a- Tigfence

Assistant (DA O not giready nominagsd)

» - lnspection of refied upon documents/submission of fist
cof DWW Delance dotuments/Bxamination of relevancy
af Defence doci sMWs, procurmg of additional
dosurments and subimission of cenifieates confiiming
inspection of additional w@muerzfs by COADA :

C 3 months
s lssue of summons o the winesses, fAxing the dawe of |
Regular Hearing and arrangement for pamm,:amn af

- witnesses in the Rmular Hearing

s Rewular Mearing on Dav 1o Day basis

s Submission of Writien Brief by PO 1o CO/10 [

s Submission of Writen Brief by CQ1e.10 13

s Submission of Inquiry Report frof the date of receipt | 30 days
of weitten Brief by POICO

‘%ﬁ%i’)f’%ﬁ . D:iﬁ
g i L:epmmem_i

NI [P the zbove sehedule is not consistent /in egnflier with the exis ting 1 ruley re

any organisation, the outsr thime lmll of six 'months for comple: aﬂt the

inguiries shouid be strictly adhered 0.
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