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Dated the 23rd October 2018

Sub: Order Under Section 8(1)(a), 8(1)(b) of the Central Vigilance Commission
Act, 2003 (CVC Act) read with Section 4(1) of the Delhi Special Police
Establishment Act, 1946 (DSPE Act)

The Cabinet Secretary vide letter dated 31.08.2018 had forwarded a complaint
dated 24.08.2018 containing various allegations against senior functionaries of Central
Bureau of Investigation (CBI) with the request for urgent appropriate action. Given the
serious nature of the allegations he was of the view that immediate necessary action be

taken at the end of the Commission.

2. The allegations made in the complaint were examined in the Commission. The
Commission noted that the following allegations are serious in nature having prime-facie

vigilance angle, which need to be examined quickly by seeking records from the CBI:

(i) Allegation regarding payment of Rs. 2.00 crore as bribe by one Shri Satish

Babu Sana, to the Director, CBI to avoid further interrogation/action in RC 01 of
e

2017 related to Moin Quershi and others.

(ii) Alleged undue interference and efforts of Director, CBI to exclude one of the
main suspects namely Shri Rakesh Saxena in RC 13 of 2017 related to IRCTC
case. It is also alleged that instructions were passed by Director, CBI to JD, CBI
(Shri Vineet Vinayak) for not conducting search at the premises of Shri Lalu

Yadav. It is alleged that later Director, CBI was persuaded by the concerned
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‘ oﬁiciezri view of the extant court order, and Shri Vineet Vinayak was allowed by






