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The Directors/l leads of all National Labs./Instts. of CSIR

Sub: Reporting of cases in the monthly report of the CVOs, where sanction for
prosccution is to be granted by the competent authority
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['am to forward herewith copies of the Office Order No. 40/11/07 (005/VG1./031) dated
23.11.2007 of the Central Vigilance Commission. Govt. of India. on the subjects cited above for
your information, guidance and necessary action, with a request that the copies of the same may
kindly be provided to all concerned.
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No.005/VGL/031
Government of India
Central Vigilance Commission

LES S 4

Satarkta Bhawan, Block ‘A’,
GPO Complex, INA,

New Dethi- 110 023

Dated the 23" November 2007

Office Order No.40/11/07

Sub:- Reporting of cases in the monthly report of the CVOs, where sanction
for prosecution is to be granted by the competent authority.

The Hon’ble Supreme Court in Vineet Narain Vs Union of India case had
directed that “time limit of three months for grant of sanction for prosecution must be
strictly adhered to. However, additional time of one month may be allowed where
consultation is required with the Attorney General (AG) or any Law Officer in the
AG's office”. It is observed that the time limit set by the Supreme Court is not being
adhered to by the organizations concerned in many a cases.

2. The Commission had decided to modify para 4 of the monthly report and para
8 of the Annural Report to be submitted by the CVOs to the Commission to enable
monitoring of delay in grant of sanction for prosecution. Copies of the modified
format of para 4-of the Monthly Report and para 8 of Annual Report are enclosed.
The complete and modified formats of the Monthly Report and Annual Report are
available on the Commission's web-site i.e. http://cve.nic.in in a downloadable forms.

3. All CVOs are directed to forward the data in the revised formats and the
details pertaining to officers/officials of all category against whom sanction for
prosecution is pending beyond the specified time limit may be attached alongwith the
monthly/annual report as a separate annexure.
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Deputy Secretary
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Monthly Report
Deta)'ls regarding request for Prosecution sanctions received and disposed
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Annual Report
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