Whistleblowers who went to CVC suffered, stem rot: Ex-CJI to Sonia
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Former Chief Justice of India RC Lahoti has written to UPA chairperson Sonia Gandhi to say that the Central Vigilance Commission’s (CVC’s) initiative to protect whistleblowers, started after the murder of NHAI engineer Satyendra Dubey, has failed miserably. 
Every whistleblower who has risked his life to approach the CVC has “come to grief”, even as the culprits roam free, Justice Lahoti has said. In the letter dated July 5, Justice Lahoti has squarely blamed the “dysfunctional” attitude of senior officers of the CVC for this situation. 
“Let me take but one example, it would be recalled that after the unfortunate murder of Satyendra Dubey, while working in the NHAI, CVC issued a resolution extending protection to whistleblowers to save them from violent consequences,” Lahoti wrote. “Information available show that after the issue of this resolution, every whistleblower who approached CVC came to grief, while culprits remain, by and large, unharmed to this day.” 
Dubey was shot dead in 2003 in Gaya for exposing corruption in the Golden Quadrilateral highway project in Bihar. 
Lahoti says that he has on previous occasions through his NGO ‘India Rejuvenation Initiative’, tried to draw the attention of “high officials” in the CVC to the “unsatisfactory manner” of its functioning, but with no results. 
He points out that two posts of Vigilance Commissioners have been lying vacant for the past seven months, even as the present CVC Pratyush Sinha prepares to demit office in two months. 
The “deleterious consequences” at the CVC are not due to systemic failures, but the failure of those appointed to “high positions” in the commission, Lahoti writes. 
Noting that the rot in CVC can be eradicated through “political resolution rather legal regulations”, he has pointed out to Sonia that a “wrong selection process” would give the government a “perfect alibi”, but would leave the public with a sense of dissatisfaction. 
Advocating a transparent appointment process under public scrutiny, Justice Lahoti acknowledges the role that public scrutiny played in preventing the elevation of Justice P Dinakaran to the Supreme Court. The current practice of keeping the selection process secret only “perpetuates the present state of dysfunctional institutions”, he says.

