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arFICE TEOR'JtJfl 

3ubject•- Disciplinary ra:i'.. need or ssuinç sooakinq orders 

ccr'j-. rtint jhoritics 

1 he u ;nic' Lir od t etate ha is ll knqun and 

settled y c ts, 5 c .pl1r': iy t:cadngs Eicnst sop_cyees cor:ciuctod 

un:or thu rIJV sots of CS LCP 'ile 935, or under her corres onding 
:UJ.os, are L.L331.jcjO1C13l in natur anc a such, it is cessary that 
orders in such proceec..irls ero Issued only by Le co.pe4:nt authoriti 
who have b e secifiec. as disci j.inary/appellate/reiieng authoiities 

under the relovEnt rules nd hs orders ISSUE-C. by such uthoriti;s 

should have th attributes of o judIcii orccir. The Supreme Court, in 

th:j case .f Iiahtjir PrasEd Vs tte of UOP.(AIR i7O SC 13O2 observed 

that recording of' reacor.s in sUDport of a decisioci by a quasi—judicial 

authority is cbligatory as it ensures that, th decision e roachd 

according to law cnd is not a result of caprice, whim or fancy, or 

on grounc of' policy or expediency. The flocnsii.y to record 

reasons is greater if the order is subject to appeal. 

2. However, instances have come to th notice of' th. Jepnrtnient 

where the final ordars passed by the competent disciplinary/appellate 

authorities d -  not contain the reasons on the basis whe- 'of thE deciiofls 

coimnunicated by that orc.er were rcachEd. Since such orors may not 

confØrm t lcgal i-eçuiremnts, thy may be liable to be iold inv5lid if 

challng in c cout't of law. It ic, therefore, imprss -d upon all 

cone..rrloc Lht the autho ts c<or üsinj disciplin;ry wors should 

issu:. elf—c(11(;ifl3d .c 'ii. -nd rocsoriJ orders conforming to the 

afrirosa.d 1oic-i L':Ui r -n ts 

ci- hwi iLso come tb nr't.tc thuçjh the decisions in 
discipnery/.JdlJ.to ceces 1vire kcin ..iy the ormpoten- disèiplinary/ 
ap:l1ac ai:o i Lhu '.L1es 1  bh cinal orders wn.'-- not issued by 
thd :t;1' y bL only y a 1oer authority. Sa mentionso above, the 
djCI4;lIflCi'./,ll't& r- v -  owing authorjties oxerie c$Jasi—judicial 
potü2 cn e Jch, chuy cann dul-ate t.hsr porors to thcir suhori.inate, 
It is, throfnro, ossanicl ",t the dscisior tak..;r1 iy such authorities 

thre cpmunicated Ly tho cC'rpatant authority undcir thi'. on signatures, 

and the order so issu'd should conply with the logal .- rements as 

indicated i tho pracadin raro.rerhs. It is only in L. O C551.5 where 

th. Prosi&ent is the proribd dis:iplinary/eupolote1  reviewing outhority 
and where the flinister concrned has considered the CCS and given his 
orC-r that . orcar may be authenticated by 0n officer, 1Qho has been 
authriroc.c tn rt.'f'- ritjcito nrrir-"- - fl th ru-m3 of th, Pre.idnt 
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4. The contents f 'chic U.n. iimy kindly be brouht ,o the notjc 

f ll concerned for thojr 1nf0rn13ti0n Lfld çu1d3ncc, 

c 

' K.E. UEL 

UNR 3ECLTY TO THE C 

1. Chiz;f V1gi1ncc Dfficers of u1 the iiinictri/pertruont3 

o ;he ovt. of India. 

2, Curir 'Jigilencc Cot ricsior, N .c1hi. 

Copy c3rtt'rcod to;- 

All tho tche flo ubordirite officc; o th Horns flinitry/ 

Qcpartm:flt of' fleronnel & 

iii ACi.I/.'iII/E6tt(//IB(IL)/'sVL1.iI 5etions of opartrnnt 

Porsonnol nd Aojniatr.tjve Fef arms, 
* 

iIi: Vii. Unit/UTS/IPS S ction of' HA. 

*(wjth 33 s/cs for cjrcujtjon for concsrnod 

tt+chcd .nc. suborcinatc officas of Ni-IA) 
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