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1. Whether R^rters or local papers may
be allCRi^ to see the judgsatient Y

2. To be mterred to the weporters or notY

J!.Ji;GhT''lb;WM' {UK'AL.)

(D!.?LIVb;Ki;!;i3 BY MJIN' tiUi ,SHKi J.t'.

The applicant., at the ml^want tiirie, was

\felfar® Otticer, uerttrai soci3.i welfare Board, New

Delhi under the Ministi-y of Riman Resmrces. The

C^tral Social Weltar-e Board registered as a

Stt:?iety having it?i owii Misrrtcjranduj'n and Articles of

'Asso<.r.i.3tion (Annexisre R--'/). It was having a
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Chaimen as-sd • the Ex«3i;:a.}tivs GamiiLttgts to

rviii the Society which laos in tha form of a

. Cc«miss;ioi->e^r in cx>-operatioi-i under fectic^i 25 ot

the Cafi£>anies Acrt:., lybb. The grievance ws about

the app:>intmsnt of the Chai itrian of the- Cofispefny-

The Govt. with the cxs'isul tatioi'i of Uis O'lainvian

of the Corrpany nominated the Executive Director

and the intsma;!. Financiai. />>dvi.sor- ci.)rr! -• Qsief

Accounts Officer. The administration of the

CeiYtTcil Social Welfare Boarxi vestad in an

ex€K;ut..ive cxyradtte^ as per Article 10 of tlse

Articles of the Association. Under Ai"ticle 12,

Sub Clause (J), the committee had the authority to

tii® delegate execirtive oafffil.t;!::.i;ije oir the caftranv

suc±i administrative and financial powers as it may

disem fit.

2. It is not disputed that i^fft.

Si,?shila Rohatagi was the ChainrBn,, who ioined on

18.1.85. An agenda '^as circu1ated for 72nd

Meeting of the ExeaJtive (::toi'V3Tdttee of tl'se Cs?-vtrBl

Social fctelfare
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Board' (CSWB) on 30th ffaix-h,, lyKb, Iri

thi.s sgo-ida Mrs. fee^'ia Kohli, Oiiwtor, f^xnxsitry

of S<::>ci.al and torsss-i Vfelfar® was given chcirgs of

the post of Executive Dit^tor CSWB by Govt. of

India v.&.f. 14.2.85. The matter c^ifne up Lsefore

U-(© Exs3C?.)tiYe Caiinittee tx> appttwa trsa W3r-king

arr-angeffKants till the aptxsintrnsrit of t.!"is Chainnan

of the vsaid Bosijrxl as per Article lo of the

Articles of the Association. The minutes of the

Meeting-(Anneal)r-e A 15) have r5?;;en tiusa by the

appliGiint.. aiid the Executive Direc-tor rias be

d6l«i=)gat.s the ti.nanciai and adrrnni stras-nve powe^rs

of the Chainnan fran 14.2.85, till tit®

Chairvfan takes over. This-is itisfn No-3 of the

72Tid yftseti^'^g.

3, 'Itie grievance ot tte 3pp;ii?:3nt is

that said Mrs. Veer^a Kohli rk;:!SSx:5d an orxter dated

2G.4.85 (Annexure A) suspending the applicant

uncioisr Kuie n; suL)-;ru.!« x cuiiiVK:? w tjr crse i:cs

(CCA) ]?uies. 1965,but she vas not. eorr!pet.ei-it as the

3j:ij:K>intir^g authori.tY ot t.t.he aprij.;ia3rrt is t.he

Chainrsn. I-toaver-,, this suspen3i«-i orrier has

L



si TIC© r-evoked by t,he Charnmn hv t he order

datesd ?6.4.,89 and the appl:ics]'vt nas g:)veT 3.1.i

mnsscpjsiitial ber^efits on the sarrse line 3S it the

applicant, hs;^ t;een in c»nt:in\)o;.'s in sefvi^:«2 b-Jt

the gr-ievanc® of the aj^plic^jnt is. stii.l .Uvtt mxh

regard to-the .rBliet in p^rB y U.v) rBganting the

CX3S-L of the £!|3pl ic^stticsv. Rel'set Wos- i t.o ol

•<;>3r3 9 3ll<:jwed to the appnoant din-ing the
i>Bnde]>::y of this applicat.loi-i since March, 1987.

4^ The cxynt.entioi'i ot' the applicant, .i-'; '..na^

he -wants 3 d£s:;ision on the point whether' said Mrs,

v'eer^a Kol'ili. was cxiSTstsetsnt. to 3U3^:?t5rid Lr)e applicant

or not as h^ felt, vvsry snnch anrl also J'snmilisted

avfiong his famiy rres-nbars.

!::;_ "••() vie^? ot t.he ^^;;:»ve. Si!ort poirrt

iT^volvei^ ir. tt,e case yar-i:-:A:s cvtf^er- pr)inT.s 'caken hy

the applic^int are tiot f©:ferrxsd to in detail in the

oi-der.
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6. - The i-asponder:t s '̂AVJi-rtestcsd tJiG

-cpplicatior^ and tiJeci the n^ipiy deny:ing trie

Vc^rious st.at£a-visnt of - aJ Isgccl

applicant- Tiie r-estX^nds'nts in rsr-a r; ar t.h&

ca-jntji'T stuL.ed tJ-:J:it S3ld Ms. :<nh.!.:i

;/x'̂ nr:!{?t.ervl: tc sunjvsnd f;yip,! irrsnt. avid tJie

ralevarvL :x.irt.loi') Is rsprxxfucsd telowa

"It suSrxnitt®:] trial: at ths reisvanr.
wa:5 r;c t;.'!,! tAim Sx^'xraitive

nir-ac:tcr nil t.he lioanii ar^d Miss Vv^^;na
Koh.ll, wf'-o Is [)•; rsct.or in tr® Minist-rv

at- 5Wvna'' and feSTKsV Wel/rar?^ wa?j

' ho.ldirro o-'-ncurrv=>nt:. cf'-srg& cst •frx: pc)st
nr Exfc:!t::: vs D1 rr-crto^" ir-, t.n? [-^cnnl t1.i.l
•^he alti^rr-at/iv.::; .3rr3ngG:;¥^nt.s •ia-ef'-s lyicrd!^.
It a.i:-;D v^uPrvi-rrt^-x:! t.--:?"" tho? Kxa::t!ti.ve
r:c-vff;V!t,tsr- ot t:'«; Bmrd Pi r's vznd

ivs::s;rf:.ing cn ,.;i,. IVHb had
•'[•'•:& t:n?;;rc1a' and adKiin:..st./3t • vo

f.!";;:; r::-ia:\ rTnav; to rn-s ^^:ser;.^T:3 7^•

Hi r¥5Ctor v,,s.P. 14. 1yw;..,. i t. iri

thiiv;; ti'.a;" r-rv-:~ Vtwy;-." Kr?

uas ;:Of;u>Bk^nt t.o p.i..-T;x: Li;e
."ippl i(:;-3:'.t. nndiv;'' xU'̂ jpi'-'Vi^rw'n. "

7, T 0o:w'" t!":roun:'; r.ht5 varloos

c.:STb:sYti«-,~ rvni-^-d by td- apr.l:P'-Tt, /-ppAar-sng in

i.ji.frson arid the P:yvt.. .t Irdnn'"' : nst r: Vd:.rif^n.;

bslcsw Rule 1/ of (a:A! :-d):.r;p. .u-fJ-.'- an

extract fixxii Liixo ;;;3i7<e /;a;i a.j.i.o bfc.ssn Piisd

A



aToncwith ^ rc -ts j.re R'-:rL

A-tuallv R-iloi ly dr;T ih^ Rulv^^^ pr-Tvi-Ks Tor

-.>;hils th;.^ r^5lav.;.;!':t i'l. :a i'cr =:xs'>sicn

Is 10 ot t'v; iX'̂ - u;:.:a I iyv-;,, 'm©

li:;pug7'i£d ordin- to that t/,i~. 3pp.lj.^uant /;oi5

1..^.,., R;ile 1!J £v.;'> nJ.o 1 c.).ai!se-b

Viiich out "'-wl-ars .i:i CX'̂ jsj-ilinst :-rUr! in

i.".'':.spac:L o'f .sriv >:;;r.ii';'::uW5j i ;•• uniicr

i..;,-G:it..i03t:;.c;i, -i:i,;'Y c..,- tri.t: ". ;.::,i:. I"i.rasnt
/

f!~.g 3 {;w: pnqti:; ry ;>r': ('!•••' or

vAs.rtai;'! rysstt'cU",;..

0^ T heai-r tt€ in

person £nd T poir.l''; !"-p .•i.ir.ii ...T'csd ara

I,-. tJiO :'\G

r-i.rt;JCt,or c:-'T' b"' ip IP^/ot.•'•»•:' cT f-tis tsusc-.)

i.j;-.dar Artl; rist^ ..

-r.,.. j..)..,p ']2rvi •p-,r r'-'c .. ] "• ..7--H'" ''tion C"''"

tt'-ij v'a b>...dv ;. oG ;,v'V,'!v ,'u. .;';v' •;.Wu'it ol

ct Tf:p
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ffi8(3ticig <Anriexum A-15), filed by the

appl-iCTot hirftself Mrs, Veena Kohli has b;,^sn duly

ap?.»inte<3 in this rtsgard to discharge the funct.ion

of the ChainTian. In tl'iat event she has eve>ry

auttiority and p:swer t.o j:i0ss an order in the

cn-iT^tctitv of des3.gnatA9t3 administrative head. The

applicant has press^sd that, she could not. exercise

any sti^atiitory pcy^er- under .Sect:i.on 10 of thta, OlS

(CX.:A)'Rule<>, 1955 For the efftactive

admi.nistration evei'i ti'ie sti.3tutorY powers c^an te

exsrcissjd without any sf>?!c.rific aut.horisat.lon.

It apmars tliat the suspension of the

applicant has been becaus® of a criminal

investi.gation - which has h&(m fairly admittf^l by

the applicant during th© course of the arguments

UV-fdsr Section 10 sub-clause 1 clause B,. the pcjwfer

cim te e;s:e.fcised even in the cssse wheri=! an

investi.gation c.n a cr:uf!inal offtsvice is goivra on

I
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against, a pen-'non. 'ine ccmti-snt-ion ot tfia ajpiicant

reganSir^ malice;. Mr5. Vee»a KohJi has mt. toeeai

ire-ide a fiart-Y so that mcjy plac-^e her ease befora

the Tribuna l. - .i:n tact, in the application there is

no allegaticMi of fm-ilafide so ste has not been

ifTpl.efrt!>nt.e?d by name.

/

10. In vi«3w of the j, t;.he pnss'ent afplic<3tipn

Is disposeti ot as to.i.ioiws;~

Releif Nos.l t.o3 ot clause-9 teve booonne

i.r,fi.)c-tut::^js as; the sarrte allowed to tiie

appLiciant c3ur'ii"fg the pna-idecKry ot this app!i<:atJ.on

by t:,he revcx-rat:vcvfi and the suspension ordei' dt.

26.4,89. Rsjgarri.ing relifet No. ' 4, which the

applicant iias piaa-ied. I do not find any merit,^

dii;<ijLiowfcid. liis af^lication is rejected with no

Oidet as to costs.

( J.P. SHARM>\ y

MEMBER <J)

\<\


