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The General Manager (Personnel), Chief Vigilance Officers,
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The General Manager (Vigilance}, : gt P7Iwh wand
Zonal Railways, CORE/ALD, CAOICOFMOW, Tl
NE{COMIT), METRO/Kolkata DMW/Patiala

Sub: Issue of prosecution sanction under PC Act, 1988

ﬁ Please find enclosed a circular no. 08/0S/16 dated 01/06/16 issued by the CVC advising

all the Administrative Authorities to ensure that sanctions for prosecution are issued under the
signature of competent authority of the delinjuent/suspected public servant or such othar
authority who is competent to sign on behalf of the compelent authority.

The circular of the CVC may be brought to the notice of all concerned administrative
suthorities.
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Cirenlar No.06/06/16

Subject:-

The
progress of the applications pending for sanction
Competent Authorities,

Commission s mandated undei Section 8§ (1) (f) of CVC
for prosecution under PC Act, 1988 with the

In exercise of thege powers, the Commission has heen emphasising the
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Issue of prosecution sanction under PC Act, 1988 - regarding,

Act, 2003 1o review the

need for quick and expeditious decisions on request of sanction for prosecution received from CBJ ¢
other investigating agencies under the PC Act, 1988. The Commission has also, from time to time,

advised all concerned Competent Authorities to adhere to the time

limits for processing requests for

prosecution sanction under Section 19 of PC Act as laid down by the Apex Court in letter and spirit.

% CBI has braught to the notice or the Uommission that a number of cases were struck down
by Courts due to prosecution sanction having been issued by authorities not Competent {0 issue the
same. Such inappropriate sanction order issued by the Administrative Authorities undeimine the

investigations conducted
section 19(1) of the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1983,
prosecution will normally

AT\

by the investigating officer, etc, and results in
the authority competent 10 sanctian
be a) in the case of a Central Government servant who is employed in

a futile exercis, Under

connection with the affairs of the Union and fs removable from his office by the Ceniral

Government — Central Government; b) in the case of a State Government servant who is employed

in connection with the affairs of the State and is removable from his office by the State Government
b

- State Government; ¢) in the case of any other pu
from his office.

sanctions for prosecution issued are under the signa

ic servant - authority competent ta remove kiin

re of the appropriate Competent Authority of

' |
zh) The Commission would therefore, adyise {haEaJ! Administrative Authorities may ensure that

the delinquent / suspected public servant or such oth
of the competent authority and the decision has bee

r authority who is competent to sign on behalf
taken by the competent autharity so {hat any

such issues questioning the validity of sanction do nat arise at a later stage in matters of sanation R

prosecution.

1. All Secretaries of Ministries/Departments,

: \/ ! : )

[T.Vinod Kumar
Director

2. All CMDs/Heads of CPSUs/Public Sector Ran K5/Organisations.
3. AllCVaQs of Ministries/Departments/ CPSUs/Hublic Sector Banks/Organisations,




