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CABINET aChiT AR
| DaPARTHNT OF PESONNA

New pelhi, the Bth January, 1071

Subjects~ slimination of delays in the disposal of
“disciplinary cased - time-limit for passin
final orders on ‘the inquiry report. :

] . * .: 4

The undersigned is directed to say that the
following item sponsored by the 3taff side of the
National Council of the Joint Consultative Machinery
was discussed in the 9th ordinary medting of the

Ng’t?‘,ional Council held on the 25th and 26th 3eptember,
1970 -

n3uitsble provisions should be made in
Rule 15 of the C.C. 3.(C.C. 4. JRuleS, 1965,

~ to make it obligatory on the part of the
Disciplinary authorlty to pass orders on
the enuuiry roport within a pe iod of 156

i

days, to avoid délay." :

After some discussion, 1t was Jecided that

the Official sSide might examine the feasibility of
prescribing a time-1imit of two months within which

~ the disciplinary authority should pass the orders on
the report of the ingquiry officer, and requiring that
authority to submit a report to the next higher authority
in cases where the time-limit cannot be adhered to,
explaining the reasons therefor. “ '

2. . The suggestion of the ‘dtaff Slde has
accordingly been examined futher. It 1s felt that,
while both in the publilc intorest "as well as in the
interest of employees no avoldable delsay gshould occur
in the disposal of disciplinury cases it ls necessary
that sufficient time is available %O Ine daiseiplinary
authority to apply its mind to all rolevant facts which
are brought out in the inquiry befare forming an opinion
about the imposit ion of a penalty, 1f any, on the
Government sorvent. while therefors it has to be ensureéd-
that fixing of any time-limit on the dlsposal of the ‘
ingquiry report by the diseiplinary authority by making

: a provision in this regard in the C.C.3. C.C.a.:R2les

o should not lead to any parfunctory disposal of such

: cases, taking all relevant factors into consideration
it is felt that in cascs which do not require consul-
tation with the C.V.C. or the U.Peu.Coy it should
normally be possible for the diseislinary authority
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to take a final decision on the ingoiry report

within a poriod of three months at the most., In

cases where thg disciplinary authority feels that

it is not possible to adhor: to this time-limit,

a report may be subnitted by him to the next higher
authority indicating tho additicnal period within
which the case is 1likely to bodignosad of and the
reasons for the same, In cas:s reyuiring consultatinn
with the C.V.C. and the U.P.s.C. al i04. every effort

. should ko made to snsurg that such casus are disposed

of as quickly as possiblo.

3. The Ministry of Finance etc. are requustoed
to bring the contents of this O0ffice Memorandim to the

" notlce of all disciplinary authoritiss ana also take

suitable stups to ensure that avoidable delays in
such cases do not occur. '

. o (Pe o VENKAT 53 JARAN)
“Under Bucretury to the Governnent of India
To |

- All Ministrics/Departmants, ste. otc.

~ N0.39/43/70-83ts(A) . New Delhi, dated Bth January, 1971
=<capﬁtforwa#d§d fdé,infbimationvtbi-" '

with 200 spare coplas,. :
2+ Unlon Public Jorvice Commission, New Delhi,
with 40 spare coples, .
3. Central Vigilance Commission, New Delhi,
with 25 spare copies,
4. All Vigllance Ofi{lcers. o A
Ly . i

?:.le‘dﬁmptrdllé}"&.ﬁndifor Génefal of In@ia;New Delhi,

o (P. smma)

.Uhdﬁf Secretﬂm?on the Governaent of India

(1) *AVD/ALSCIT)/Ks () /C3(1)/C3(II) Sections.

(11) JCA Scetion with 150 spare coples.
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