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Stict adherence of Single Window System for 2 ing proposal for sanction

atien under Preveniion of Corruption Act, 1988.

cé:f & [ am direcied to refer to instructions issued by this departmeut regarding introduction of
- Smgle Yindow Svsizmy {or Jecelving oroposals for sanction for proseuutz@r' und
=z 2 i
Act, 1988 vide letter of even number dated 28 y 2014
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he single window system was introduced with the intention to avoid daiay' in

prosecution dug o procedural

orocessirg  of  proposals  [or sanctions  for

fremat andshortcomings/ discrepancies in the same.

2 Howeer, it has bzen ot served that the said guidelines have not heen adhered o while

submittirg such proposals. This department has also been receiving incomplete proposal

ak and not as per aforesaid instructions. It is reileratac (hat as per the judgement of

through «
5f three months has been

Hon'ble Supreme Court in Vinset Narain’s Case a strict timeline

laid down for considering the proposals of sanction for prosecut jon against IAS nfficer

under th: Pravention of Corruption Act, 1988.

3. Therefore, it is once apain requestad that the below mentionsd instructions be strictly

followec white submitting proposals seeking sanction for prosecution.

(1) No proposal of sanction for prosecution will be accepled by AR,
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Fncls: as above

fii) Under Secratary (AVD-I/C), DoPT will be the nodal officer for receiving the proposals
for sanctions for prosecution. Proposals for sanctions for prosecution will be received in
Xeoom No. 171-D, North Block, New Delhi. DSP of the concerned investigating agencs/
Linder S.ecretary of the concerned State Govi/Administrative Ministry will submit the

croposal i person to this department.

i) “he representative of Investigating Agency, Central or >tate Govermment may

contact AVD.C desk for submitting the proposal at email ID: raixishanvatsa@vahog.in or

e phong rumber 011-23040381 before coming for submission of the proposal.

The proposal alongwith requisite supporting documents shouid be complete in all

respeets. Te cheek list of the proposal should be signed by an officer not below the rank of
e joint Seeretary to the Oovemnment of India or Secretary of the concemed State
Crovernment.

Vi YWhile submitting the proposal through the single window system the pre-
raguisites ¢ the proposal will be ascertained by ' ¢ ascepting officer as per check list in the
aresence o the submitiing officer of the agency jtate Government/Ministry. Incomnplete
proposals s par the check list will be retuned forthwith, The date of the proposal will be

counted frem date, it is received in the Dep stmest complete in all respeets.

Tyl Staft of Secrstary (P)Adaitioral Secretary/Joint Secretary will not aceep! the

proposal submited in person or by +da .« and will . trun the same to the sender immediately.

This issues with the approval of th Hon’bie & st of State (PF)

Yours faithfully

~

(Rajkishan Vatsa)
) Under Secretary (AVD.I/C)
Telephone No: 011-23040381
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All Ministries/Departments of Government of India { as per standard mailing list)

All TV Os with the request to instruct ail organizations for compihance with these
ines.-

Secretary, Central Vigiiance Commission, Satrakta Bhawen, New Delhi-110001

Joint Dirzctor ( Policy and Coordinartion), Central Bureau of Investgation

Prinicipa: Secretaries (GADYHome Department of the State Governments for due > oy
sircularios amongst investizating units for due compliance. R L
/"7{}’453"‘"”4. : f

P caltv /

(Rajkishan Vatsal "

Jnder Secratary {AVD.}/C}
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. GGovernment of Indis/Bharat Sarkar
¥inistry of Personuel, Public Grievances and Pension
Department of Persecanel and Training

New Delhi dated the 28" july, 2014,

The Chief Seeretaries of

all Btate Governmeaniy/

Unien territory Administrations
{Ayper standard List)

Subject: Introduction of Single Wiadow System in Departinent of Personnel & Training for
receiving proposals for Sanction for prosecution under the Prevention of
Corruption Act, 1988- regarding

Siri Madam,

wn directed fo say that proposals for Sauction for prosecution under the
Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988 are received fromn State Governments and
(nvestigating Agencies including the CBI seeking such sanction in respect of Group ‘A’
officers whase cadre contro! vests in the Central Government. In order io avoid delay in
processing of such proposals due to procedural infirmit. s/shortcomings/discrepancies in the
propasals, DOP&T has decided o switch ovar to Singl: Vindow System for accepting the
proposars a3 per Cheek List enciosed.

2. Henceforth, all Administrative Authorities/Int es igating Agencies are required to
authorize a representative not below the level of Under Sesretary to come w DOP&T's office
in person for heading over the proposal for Sanctior fr: prosecution under the Prevention
of Corruption Act, 1988, complete in ail respect, vith a™ the relevant documents/ records. In
the DOP&T, Under Secretary (A VD-I(C), Roem He. 27, DoPT, North Biock, (through Gate
Nod) will receive suzh proposals refered by Adp Cstrative Authortties/Investigating
Ageacies berween 11.00 am to | pm un ali ~urking | ys. The proposals received would
initjally oe serutinized in terms of informati sought a1d in consonance with the prescribed
Cheek List. Incomplete cases would be retir e pfier Fointing out deficiencies. Cases, which
are complete in all respect as per the « o skiist, = ! only be accepied for further detailed
serutiny wnd examination. The Singie W ir dow Sy.te » is to be introducsa from 1™ Augnst,
RS

3. All Administrative Authoritizs/Tay estigating Agencies are requesicd to take note of
the Single Window Systern being ntr duced in the DOP&T w.e.f 1.4.2014 and bring the
same © the notice of all c-reorper . |t may also be ensured that ne Check List is
countersignad by an officer - r beluy e rank of Secretary in the State Government/Joint
Secrelary in the Governmer .4 fndii/ 1 ostigating Agengies concerned.

Yours faithfully,

Enel Check List
(An%

Dirzctor (Vigilance — )
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Copy to-

i All Ministries/Departments of Gavernment of India {as per standard mailing list)

2 ANl CVOs with the reguest to instruct all organisations for zompliance with these
guideiines.

3 Seeretary, Central Vigilance Cemmission, Satarkta Bhawan, Old GPO Complex,

. Block — A, INA, NMew Delhi with the request that keeping in view the ohservations in

th's communication, steps may be taken for revising the internal processing
mechanism of the Commigsion

4 ot Director (Policy and Coordination), Central Bureau of [nvestigation, North
Block, New Delhi, with the request that the ahove guidelines mav please be circulated
amongst the invastigating units for due compliance

5

Principal Secretaries (GADYHome Department of the Staw covernments for due

sirculation amongst investigating units for due compliance.
{AM

Dizgtor (Vigilance — {)
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(No, 142/412012-AVDLT)

CHECK LIST OF ITEMS IN PROSECUTION CaSES FOR THE

INVESTIGATING AGENCIES

Cases referred by Central Burean of lnvestizatior (CBL

[to be filled in by the CBI i the time of forwarding of proposal simulianesusly to:
fa} the competent guthority Le. cadre vontroiling acuthority (Ministry/Depariment
concerned in the Centrql Govermmmeni) compeleni lo accord saunction for
prosecution; aad {b) the Centrol Vigilance Comnission; and required to be cheched
and verified by the recipient greanisation on receini of such proposal so g o

ciusure #s completeness/

Heand

Yes/Mo

LA

Folder No./Page
RO,

" Mame of the administrative auinority under
t whose administrative domain rhe officer was
3zrving af ihe time of alleged sommission of

offence.

)

Whether the sroposal has beesn sent to the
administrative authority for i3 comments/
visws. If s, date of submission of proposal.

. Whether a separate sst of proposal with
' complete case records has been submitted fo
* the Central Vigilance Comanizsion? If so, date
- of submission of proposal.

da

| Whether apnroval of the competent authority in
Pt Y

CBI for sesking sanction i n~rosecution
obtained?

LA

Whether the proposal conmins the complete
Investigation Report including the - py of the
FIR? ff the Investigation Reportis . Hindi er

- any other language, whether a gist n English

=

' thereof has bean attached?

Whether any Executive Summary of the
Investigation Report enclosed?

‘whether authenticated copies of com plete case
records essential and re;evant for determiding
the culpability of officer{sy for alleged offence
under the Prevention of ( orruption Act, 1988
enclosed?

Whether Legal adv ce of  Legal
Wing/Prosecution Wins, »f 2Bl enclosed?

Whether the Report ¢ zriy speils out the
offences  specifically  lzged against the
officer(s), both under tk : T 2 Act and under the
other statutes?

pu—

Whether list of relevani dogumentary evidence
has been altached? o

Whether list of releva. . rzl evidence has been
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atteched — specifying as to whather such T
staternents have been recorded befere the IO or
before a Magistrate u/s 164 Ce. PC? '

Whether the Invesugauon Report specifically :
indentifies  and  reflects  the  relevant ;
documentary and orai evidence against the
officer(s) concerned which would be material
for being considersd for offences qua the
D officer (5)7 |

d

3. Whether version o7 the accused 2ficer(s) and |
comments of 10 o rzbut kis  contentions |
znclosed?

14{ay ~ Whether the IO nad received any representation |
fram the officar? [t 5o, whethee the same has
< peen taken inta consideration?

©14(b) © Whether copies of such reprzseatation and

S

_views of 1O therzon hav nesn arsinsad?
Whether anyv criminal offznces undar the [ndian
Penal Code or ather staiutary peovisions have |

~been alleged, wneh rzgquire according of |
sanction under the provisions of szotion 197 of |

- the Code of Criminal Procedure? |

g

|

16, 17 answer to point No. 13 abov: is “ves’, |

* whether such sanction has been ought by the |

i« investigating ageasy from th: concemed;

administrative  zathorin” 0 3¢ the  details |
theraof, 5 :

; P — i
17 IF answer o pomnt Mo {5 above i3 *MNo”, i
whether reasons {or not sseking such sanction :
enclosed?

 Whether Comments  of the administrative |
authority have been oblained and znclosed? :

L0

I 19. " If answer 1o peint Noo 18 a2bave is "No”, ,
- whether reasons for not z2nciesing  such
. comments enclosed?

*¥Signature

Mame of officer sizning this statement

(in Block letters) __

Designation

Telephone pio.

Date:

** T ne signed by an officer not bolow the rank of Joint Seeretary to the Government of India
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Cases of State Investipating dgencies forwarded by ke State Governments

(to he filled in by the concernad authorities/State Government at the time of forwarding of
proposal §o the competent authorily iz cedre comtrolling awthority (Ministry/Department
concerned in the Central Government) alongwith thelr views and reconunendations in
respect of the public servant and checked and verified by sach Minisiry/Departinent in the

Central Gavernment on receipt af views of the above named aquthorities]

Yes/Mo/Details

Folder No./Page l

G,

Date of receipt of proposal from the
investigating agency.

Whether the complete case records, were
received from ine investigaling agency? If
not, the date of raceipt of compiete proposal.

Whether any addiuonal information was
sought from the investigating agency? I yes,
details thereofl

IS NN S

Whether such additional documents have |

been included in the proposai?

LN

Whether the complate case rzeords, including
additional documents sought} above, have
been forwarded alongwith the proposal?

Whether the proposal contains the complete
Investigation Report including the copy of the
FIR? If the [nvesligation Report is in Hindi
or any other language, whether a gist in
English thereof has been attached? L

Whether any Executive Summare of b2
[nvestigation Report enclosed?

L

ORI S

!
S

T

-

Lt

Whether authenticatzd copies af ¢ saplete
case reccords  esssntial and ele aut for
determining the culpability ol o"uce (s) for

alleged offence under the Puveution of |

Corruption Act, 1988 enciosed’

I B

Whether the HKeport clearis speds out the
offences specifically alle i2d s rainst the
officer(s), both under the (! Act and under
the other statutes? o

Whether list  of e ant o ocumentary
ecvidence has beer =t ne .7

Whether list ¢’

been attached - .ci ,ing as ¢ whether such
statements hay 1 02 -scorde i before the 10
ot before a Marisuy > ufs 164 <. PCY

U

Whether the Trves: gation Renort specifically
indentifies +nd  reflects  the relevant
documen ¢ -ond cral evidence against the
officer! | ¢ .werner which wauld be material

R
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= for being considersd fur offcnces qua the
i officer {5)? o ]

(5 | Whether version of the accused officer (5} |

and comiments of [ to rebut his contentions

as  prescribed  vide  guidelines  dated

27.10.1999 enclosed?

{3} Whather the [0 »ad  roosived | any
- representation  from he officer?  If so,
whether the sams has been mken into |

- consideranion? _ !

© 14 Whether copies 20 such rcpm niation and
views of [G thercon have pean - wiosed?

'3 Whether the State Governmen! ras obtained
the approval of thic comozien shority with
rzspeci to fhe reconumandation el tg made in
rzspect of the oronosal” |

=3 Whether the copies of suc pr-,:n.‘?; ng 5y the
staie Governaien: nave neen sacinsed”?

"7 Whether 2 specidic sansiion ?n_-'; heen sought
by the investigatng ageucv under the

pravisions of secpon 197 of e Code of
Crniminal Procedurs?

i85, Whether the State Government 1as pbtained
any legal opinion in the matter? i
=S {i" 50, whether the sapy of such izal opinion,

Fany, has been soniosed?

24, Whether, the sanction 45 197 o tha Cr. P.C,
. i sought by the invesrigating agency, has
* bezn accorddd oy tne Statz Gove nment?

2 Wwhether such sanctisn is unequivecal and
2icar without any riders”

22, ODatg and aumber of the sanction so
aceorded/denied by the State Government,
23 Whether the State Governmenyadministralive

autiiority  has informazd  the investigating
agency of having <samined and made
recommendations o the cadre controlling
authority in favour or agains: the sanction?

e NN

*#Signatyre
Name of officer sizning this statement

(in Block letters)

Designation

Teleplfone Ne.

Date:

**To be signed by an ofticer not helow the rank of Secretary to the State Tiow crnment {General
Admirtstration DepartmentyJoint Searetar o the Government of India.






