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Particulars to be ?x.3rn:.ne'i

Is the appeal competent ?

; a) Is the app’,,ic;-,tiop in the 

prescribed form ?

. j-b} Is the application ih 'paper 

book forrr ?

Have six  complete' sets, of.'the 

application^ been fiied ?

a.) ■, -Is t'i3 appe-i’i in tirrie-?

h) If  rot, by hoj many days it 

is  beyond time? . .

c) Has suffic5,.:;nt case,for not

fi>aking the application in tim’e,- 

tieeri filed?

Has r.he a'ocument of authorisatior/.

Uakalat'nama bean filed- ?

Is the 'apQlication accompanied by,
. 6 . D„; Postal Order for Hs.50/- v

.Has che certified cppy/copies

of the oidcr(s) against which the

application is made been filed?

a) Haue the copies,of the

■ docL'fnents/relieo iJDon by the 

applicant and mentioned in  the 

application^ been filed ?

‘f ) ■ Haue uhe ^ocu'’-isnts refeiired 

: . to in (a) aboua duly attested

by a Gazo'ttJd- Cffice,r and • - 

numbered accordingly ?

c) Are the docdmcnts refarrod 

,tc in (a )  abcjc neatly typed 

in  double ;apce ?

-Has Lhe index of documents been 

filed and pa'qs.L'ng dona properly ?

Have the chfcnologicai details' 

of reprcsantatipn made and, the 

out' comc of such representation 

been indicated in  the application?

Is tne matter .•;r3iised' in  the appli-' 

cation pending before any court of 

Law or any other Bench of'Tribunal?

Endorsement, as to res u lt ]o f .e xamination 

.

a / .A -

■ p ^

y M

y ^ -

f\fb :



7 ^

' 1

I V

■ '1  s ' .

17 ,

V

! '

I
19.

I
dihcsl]/ .

parbiculars bo be Examined

. Aro tha application/duplicate 
copy/spare' copies signed ?

, Arc extra copies -of the applicatiojj 

with Annexures filed  ?- ‘ ■

a) Identical with the Original ?

L.) Defective ?

:■ i Wanting in Annexures

, paoesNos ?

- Haue the file  size cnuolojDes 

bearing full addresses of the ■■ 

respondents been filed ? , . .

Are the givJn address the- 

registered address ? -

Do the names of the parties ' 

stated in  the copies tally with 

these indicated in .th e  appli- 

■cation ?

Are the translations certified 

■to be ture or supoorted by an 

Affidavit affirming that they 
are true ? , '

Arc the facts of the qage .

mentioned In item n o . ' 6 of the 

application ? .

a) Concise ?_•

b) Under distinct heads ?

C!) Numbered consectiuoly I®.

d) Typed in  double space on one, 

side of the paper ? ■'

Have the particulars for interim 

order prayed f'or indicated with ■ 

reasons ? . ■ • = .

Endorsement as to resul

Whether all the remedies have 

been exhausted.

X

; . o f  Examinetidn
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Gebtr '̂ »dministrative Tribunal 

Circait Lucknow

Date of filing .. ..ftVA 0

Date of Rcccipt by .Past...... ...

^  tsV Registrar(J)

In fche Centjral Administrative tribunal Luc^ov  Bgnch.

li-.

.<1

^ b h a n  S  i n g h . • 9 • Ap plican t

Vs.

Central Social Welfare Board W/Dslhife.. . .  iiespondent.

S*0-0-0“0-0 -o-
(  i n  D E I .  ^

S I f Ko , Farticuljars

i .  %) plication •  •  •

i- y

Lucknow dated 

/7 /9 0

P a g e  j^o ,

■ 1 " i o

2, Annexure No., 1 13

3 . -do- Ko, 2. iU~l¥

4. -db - Ko, 5 i f f - I f

6, -do- Mo, 4 f9-3L0

6. j»do- No. 5

yji 7. .-do- Bo, 6
Q

? "•
--do- Ho,, 7

■^0

-do- So, 8

iO , -do- Mo, 9 .. 3? -  3tj

l:i. -do- Mo, to m i l

i2 . -do- Mo,. 14 35---3^

13, -“do- Mo, %2
«

3b4. P o w e r , f ®  11

( P .B, s 0 i 1 A ) 
Advocate

Counsel for th« Applicant,



In tli« Central M m inistrative  i^^'ibunal^ 

LueSsnow Bancja.

(5'/5^®lloatlon Ho. ®of 199 9

/

Mohan Singh, aged about 33 years 

s/o Sri itam Ainvrar Singh presently,

posted as Asstt. Frog act Officer,

State Social Welfare Board,

6 ,  Pandit Harg, Hari i^ala Man d ir , 

L u c i^ io w i ,

Applicant.

V s  •

I'he Central Social Welfare Board, 

through its Chairman Mrs Amerjit ^.aur,

Jeevan i>eep Building, Farliaia^t Street, 

H ew Delhi.

Sespondsnt,

J*0 * 0  “  O-Oj*

ApplicatiCM Under S eetlon ^9 o f  th®

Admlnistrative xribunal Act, 1 9 8 ^

-0J-0.-0-

% y  it please the Hon'ble tribunal.

i'hat this application has been directed against 

the order dated 2,5,90 o f  th^ Ghaiasaan through

2 /-
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Which the STOPUoant was awarded Censure entry.

3̂ he apPlioant declares that the subject aiatter 

o f  the oideiB against which he wants radres gal is

7 within Jurisdiction o f  the i'ribunal.

® ̂  Limitation :

-t

^ 2he applicant iUrther declares that tha

application is within the limitation prescribed 

in seCjtion 2-̂ o f  the A(Jbinis trative ‘22*ibunal 

Act, J985 .

2.
.4

I'he facts o f  the case are given belowJ 

(ii^ ihat the petitioner was ^p o in te d  on the

post o f  Asgtt,. Project O fficer  by the 

respondent in the year X 9 8 2 ,

i i i J  Ihat the applicant is wo rising on the said

post aince 2^st o f  iiugust ^982  continuously

and the work and conduct o f  the applicant 

was ^uite  satisfactory  up to the mayk and

no any adverse entry is g i y ^  to the applicant.

eontd 3 .
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C i i i ^  i ' h a t  i a  t h e  y e a r  * 9 8 3  t h ^  a p p l i o a n t  w a s

p o s t e d  a ?  - ^ ^ s s t t .  I ' l o j e c t  O f f i c e r  i n  i > € l h i  

S o c i a l  W e l f a r a  A d v i s t o r y  B o a r d ,  I t  i s  

f u r t h e r  s u b ^ a i t t a a  t h a t  f c h s  n a t u r a  o f  t h s  

( ^ ^ p l i c a n t  t o  i n s p a e t  A i d e d  V o l u a t a s r  

I n s t i t u t i o n  a n d  e x t e n s i o n  a n d  p r o m o t i c s i  

o f  B o a r d ' s  p r o g r a i s n i e .

^  (  i v i  T h a t  t h e  ^ p l i c a n t  s u b m i t t e d  a  t o u r ' s

p r o g r a i H D Q  f c r  t h e  m o n t h  o f  S ^ p t , ,  1 9 8 5  t o  

t h e  C h a i r m a n  o f  t h e  B o a r d ,  t h e  s a m a  w a s  

a p p r o v e d  b y  t h e  C h a i r i a a a  o f  t h a  B o a r d ,  A  

c o p y  O f  t h a  t o u r  y r o g r a i a m a  i b r  t h a  a n n t h  

o f - a p t .  1 9 8 6  i s  b e i n g  f i l e d  h e r e w i t h  

A n n e x u r a - 1  t o  t h i s  ^ p l i c a t i o n .

( i ' h a t  i t  i s  p e r t i n e n t  t o  m e n t i o n  h e r e  t h a t

p e r  a & r e s a i d  l o u r  i ^ j x j g r a i i i D a ,  t h ^  a p p l i c a n t  

h a s  t o  i n s p e c t  t h e  i n s i t i t i o n  n a z a e d  a s  t h e  

■ ^ 1 1  I n d i a  W o in e n  * s  V o  l u n t ^ s e r y  m e r v i c e s  a t  

F l a t  N o . ,  1 i i i m r i  N a g a r ,  N e w  D e l h i  o n  1 7 . 9 . 8 6 .  

A n . d  a s  p a r  t o u x  p r o g r a i a n i e  t h e  a p p l i c a n t  

i n s p e c t e d  t h e  s a i d  I n s t i t u t i o n  o n  1 7 . 9 . 8 6 ,  

a n d  s u b m i t t e d  h i s  2!“e p o a ? t  t o  G h a i r i u a n  r e g a r d i n g  

t h e  i n s t i t u t i o n ,  a  c o p y  o f  t h e  i n s p e c t i o n

r ^ o r t  d a t e d  1 7 . 9 , 8 6  i s  b e i n g  f i l e d  h e r e w i t h

4 / .



4 .

a? ^ ^  applicaticci.

Y ii  i*iiat during his ins^pQction, ths applicant ^ u n d  

SQVsaral irregularities in tha institution and 

the same v,i§;S mentione<i; in th6 inspeetion report. 

Being annoyed to the is ^a r t ia l  report o f  th6 

^ p l ic a n t , tha o ffice  o f  the institution

made a con^slaint against the applicant to th« 

Chairman Cen tral 3 ocia 1 Welfare Boards. i'he 

ChairiDan Delhi S o c ia l  V/elfars Board, issued a 

sho¥ cause notice dated 1.6.3.0,86 to the applicant. 

A copy o f  Show cause notice dated 3 .6 ,10 ,85  is

being filed herewith as -ftnnexure Mo. 5 to this 

application.

v U i  l‘hat the i^plicant submitted a r ^ l y  on 25, i 0, s 6 

to Chairman Delhi S o c ia l  Welfare Adrfstory Boafti. 

A copy o f  the r«,p ly dated. 25 .10 .85  is b^ing filed 

herewith ^  Ann8xurg»4 to this application.

v i i i /  ti’hat the applicant ’was transferred fioiB Delhi 

to l%ndi Himachal Pradesh as punishment on the 

6 ,1 2 .1 9 8 6  and the matter w<as referred to tĥ e 

C ^ t r a l  Bureu o f  Investigation fbr enquiry and 

the applicant was directed to r ^ o r t  to C ,B ,I .

contd 5 /-
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OD  ̂4th Decensber, ^98?  by i-elegraffl, A copy 

o f  -i-elsgraKi dated 2 4  2 .87  is being filed 

herewith sas Annexure ^ o . 5 to this application.

i z )  '^hat the applic;ant appeared befcre the iispector 

3 r i  S ,> .  feshin . Central B u r ^ ^  o f  %s>vesti^aticn

Delhi Bxanch on 5-4th Â ec ember 1987.

xhat no any CBI tteport ¥as given to the applicant 

and a ahagge sheet was issued on 4 , 5 ^ 9 8 8  by the 

Ghairman Ceatral S o c ia l  Welfare Board to ths 

ap-Plicant through which the applicant was required 

to submit reply within iO  days and same ¥as

subM tted  in time, a  copy o f charge sheet dated 

4 ^ 5 ,8 8  is being filed  herig^th ^  Annexure H o .6-

to this application.

t

xi? I'hat an oMsgr letter no. lS’-3S/85/7C/.t28-l29 dt. 

^ 8 /,26. 7 .88 vas is su ed to th e ap p lie aJQ t th rough 

which he was imbrmed that J5r. Ji.L, Sfaarma, the 

i^y. Inspector was appointed as Inquiry u^^ficer,

A copy o f letter Uo, lF-1-5/85,K J/128-1 29 ĵated 

^ 8/ 26,7 .8 8  is being filed here^th ag Ann exure-7 

to this application.

6 /-
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x il i  That the £5)plicaiit participated the Xaquiry 

and no,, F- l^l/i5/V (?^lt.^?^S® i%^w as Issusl 

to the applicant through which a minor punish­

ment like  census proposed to be iu^ose^l

A copy o f  letter F ,J 6 /8 5 /? C /3 1  dated

i 2. 2 , 90 is being filed herewith Aiasxure-8 

to this application.

^  3?iiii/ '£hat the applicant made a rep res s ta t io n

^  against said proposed punishraant dated ^ .2 , 90,

A copy thereof is being filed herewith ^  

M n e x ure n o .9 to this application.

6.

(x iv i  'ihat without considering the representation 

of* th© lie ant, the GhairasjQ awarded minor 

pu,n is hiB en t dat ed >2• 5 , 90^ h e fb re awardin g the 

no enquiry report was supplied to the applicant 

■^ich is ille g al and violation o f C,C,-Eules.

t-

'iihat it is also p e r t i n ^ t  to mention here

that due to the a & r e s a id  matter the applicant 

'rySf

was^con firmed on his post by opp. party, his

€fb. >7as withheld and he was also dropped in 

Seniority
the lis t  which was published on 2 6 ,7 .8 9

V -
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xvl^ 1‘iiat tiae applicant made sevsral rep res nata­

tions regarding CKjnXiraitits and crossing 

bar o f  efficiency and annual i n c r e s ^ t , but 

no acticn >ias t a k ^  t i l l  t(^day, A copy o f  

repres®itaticn dt . 28, 3 .88  is being f i l ^

^  herewith as ^ n e ^ u r e  to this application.

xviii $hat it is also pertinent to mention here 

that ths s aid organisation is blacis^listed 

by the Ministry o f  Human iiesources and 

■Development o f  India and C m it r a l  s o c ia l  

Welfare Board has directed th« U .P , State  

ii'ocial Advistory Board to take action against 

the defaulting institution, a copy o f  taie 

letter to this effect is being filed  her-e-- 

with m  jannaxure-^2 to this application.

6 . ‘iihat the applicant is challenging the iffipugned 

order contained Annexure on the fallowing

S  ii u g  H  D  S

A. Because the applicant 'was not supplied the 

3htusiry Report it  is violation o f  rule ^7



-A

Genthral O iv i l  S-ervic^ Cc lass iileation .

Control and Ap,peal^ iiul^s 1966 ;

ia i Because the r ^ o r t  was also not suppli^i

to the i^plioant befcre awarding ptmishBJ^t*

C« Because tha punishiig authority awarded the

out
funishsient ¥ith/applying his mint ;

8.

-4

yi Because the ^ p l ic a n t  was punished in th^

political pressure ;

S , Because an action was taken by the Respondent 

on a coB5)la.int made by defaulter institution

th/ough the Board has filed several cases 

against the said institution.

7. Details of r«»edi«s exhausted ;

She applicant declares that there is no any 

alternative reiaedy to him against the fflinor 

punishm^t oid^r dt. 2#6^ 99 ; gmd regaid,ing 

confirmation andS«B, he has rep respited o^‘ 

28 ,5 ,88  vhich is still pending#

8, :Satter not previously filed or pending with 

any other court :

9 /-
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9. Jtellefs;

2h view o f  the facts mentioa^d in p a r a ,. .  abov« 

the applicant prays ft>r the iblltowiag reliefs :

i f  that this Hon*t)le tribunal may pleased 

to auash th« impugned oirder contained: in 

-annejfiari--*!- to this ^ p l ic a t io n  ;

^  i iJ  that th€ -Respondent raay be further directed

^  to confim  the applicant end allov  h ia  to
p,ii«|.Y£TTvi 1- g

Qxoss the efficiency bar^and oth^r benefits; 

and csost o f  application be also allowed in 

favour o f  applicant ;

Interim order ;

For the facts and reasons stated in para-, 

and. —̂  rule (5^ it  is aost respect fully  

prayed that this Hon*ble ^a:*ibunal laay be 

pleased to stay  the operation o f  ia|5Ugned 

order contained In Annexure.. . .  during the

p 03deney o f  this application.

1 1 . Farticulars o f  Bank draft/postal order in the 

respect o f  application fee;

l^aae o f  Bank on xvhich dratgan,,.,,

2# i>emand draft n o ,, , , .

o r 1 0 / .
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1. Kumberof Indian Postal o^ter.p,^ ^

'2. Uaae o f  issuing post

3 , i^ate o f issue o f postal ord^r, 2 > > ^ ^ 3 0

4. Post office at Ti&ich pai(^payable#.

3-2. Xiist of an closures#,*^ 2 Hos,

Veridcatlon

I , Kaj Mohan Singh s/o 3 ri ^am ^ n i a r  ^Jingh

a g ^  3 3 y«ars w rk in g  as iisstt, ^ x o ^ m t  O m c e r  in

the o fficQ  o f  «#tate Soctial Welfare Advistojpy Board^

6 , i^andit Marg, Nari ^ala Man dir i»ucknow r /o ......... ..

> • • • • •< >  •••, hereby so lean ly affina and

verify  that the contents o f  paras to

are tiue to my fenowledg^ and paras to

are believed to be true on the basis o f  legal advice 

and that I  have not supress^ed any material i^c t .

Lucicnow dated

------ -.^590 ifeigna^r« o f applicant

• f •
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AMARJIT KAUR
CH A IR M AN

No. F. - 5/86- VCy33

11-(»Cw

i.

V
t

A

-■Rqi'Jt 

?><, (f«5 HHT, 'i‘S
CENTRAL SOCIAL WtLFARL fiC 

JEEVAN DUP, SAN3AD MARO, 
NEW UELHI'IIOOOI

Datedi 2 ,5 .1 9 90

'01
HD

OFFIC : ORDER

Shri Raj Moh{ 
Pradesh State Social Vfc 
poatod QDd functioning 
Social Vfolfare Advisory 
to maintain absolute it 
guarantor for Shri V.N 
with All India Women V' 
delivery of garments v/< 
and failed to ensure t) 
entire amount for whic, 
All in iia  Women Volunt 
assi3tanc9 from thy Bo 

3hri Singh had ottict.i 
such he should not havi 
with the above organis 
Shri, Raj Mohan Sln^h ' 
Conduct Rules 1964 and 
of a Government Servan

I Singh, Asat, Project O ffic e r / U tar 
.fara Advisory Board, wh'ilp hi wa 
18 Aost* Project O fficer in the D Ihi 
Board, during the year 1985 fa il  d 

;egrit\^^ln as much as he stood as 
Trioathi for an amount of Rs.l3#6 0/- 

-unLary Service, for ensuring the 
:th the aforesaid amount on credl 
;t Shri V .N , Tripathi liquidated 
he had stood as surety* The 

ry Services was receiving financi 
.d and as Asst, Project Officer 
dealing with th(>! ornanlRAtion, 
had any direct fin.jncial dealinQ 

:ion or its units . By this condvj t 
js contravened Rule 3(1) of (CCS) 
las thus acted in a manner unbecc ling

he

JS

Vide Off ice rder No .P , 1-5/85-VC/310 dated 
14 ,2 .1990#  a»ri Raj Mo m Singh had been informed that 
penalty of censure io roposod to be impoa:)̂ \ on him and le 
was given an opportunity to submit hia representation on 
the proposed penalty. The representation sxibmitted by h .m 
vide No. 18700 dated. 3, ,1990 has been considered and not 
found satisfactory.

I thereli,>re. Impose the penalty of censure unc >r 
ule l 6 (l) of (CCa) (CC ( rules 1965, A copy of this ore »r 

i:iey be placed on th« C if iden t i roU. ot iihri.RjJ Mohar 
Stngh, , 1

'̂ \ V. I I /  ---- -------------
\ L' ‘ '

( am ahJIT  KAUR)
OiAlRi-uXN

Shri ,  fi<ij Mohan Singh,
As t ,  P r <j j ec t 0 I') i c j . ,

Uttar Pradesh State 30 ial Welf^jre
Aci isory Board,

Lie KNOW,

•C-

L
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TENTATIVE TOliR PROGRAI'ME OF RAJ MOHAIR SINGH,A.P.O.
\

I D .S .W .A .B . FOR THE MONTH OF SEPTEI€BER »85.
I

l;

Date

M

Name of the Institution Programme Location

2.91b 5ii Indian,V/onen Welfare Organisation S .S .P . Pitoin Pura

5.9185 Arjun Mahila shilpkala kendra Creche Budhpur

6.9i85 - do - C.C. -do-

11 .9 .85• Shishu Shiksha Kendra Creche Jain ParkjUttam Nag(

^ A i S 5 All India Women's Voluntary service S .E .P . Kidwai Nagar

2 0 , 9 m Uttani Nagar Sudhar Mahila samiti V .T .P . Uttam Nagar

25.9iB5 C.P.W .D. Officer’ s 
Association

Creche R.K . Puram i

Note:-
|!

Undersigned ws.s not keeping to well 

to office work.

so, I was attending

Tour programme subject to change of 

decision.

Chairmsji ’ s. immediately

r-■>

Y (Raj Mohan S i n ^ )  

A .P .O .

-/t Approved by;-

Sd/-

Vsnita Nagar 
" "d C ) .8 5

Sd/-

CHAIRMAN

10,10.85

r  'i V Z  I

l][?c>c;7T
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i[state - Delhi

a -

Mo 2j

1.

2.
3.

4.

5.

6.

S .E .P . - Unit 

(Potato defers) 

Name of visiting Officer - Raj Mohan Singh,A ,P.O .

Date of visit 

Name & address of 

Institution ;-

Purpose of visit 

Amount sanctioned 

Amount released.

- 17 .9 .85

- All India ¥omen‘ s Voluntary service, 

Kidwai Nagar, Plot No. 1, New Delhi.

- Inspection of Potato wefers unit

- 1,51,070 dated 7 .2 .83

- 1,51,070 dated

ASSSSSf^M;-

As per Instruction of Chairman & approved Tour programme 

undersigned visited the institution on above mentioned date 

& met with Fir. M.K. Kapoor (Chief Secretary of the Institution).

As per discussion with I€r. M.K. Kapoor & my assessment 

following facts were come into my notice

1. On the day of visit, unit was not running in satisfactory 

manner & attendence of staff was also very less.

2, This institution has made ©ne Marketing agency ffiscwiely 

Hind Product Corporation which is running by Mr.Shyam Kappor 

(younger brother of Mr. M.F, Kapoor as stated by Chief Secretary).

3; Institution isnot sending following socuments;~iH 

Yith utilization certificate, 

ii) Profit & loss accoxmts. 

iii) Balance sheet, 

iirir)- Balance-sfeggt. 

iv) Quarterly progress report.

v) Wages paid to the workers,
Vi) Form G .F .R . 19 etc., regularly & within stipuleted time.

4 . Institution should arrenge Socio Economic sul»ft committee 

metting atonce for better & speedy implimentation of the scheme.

5. C .S.W .B . has been sanctioned two more Socio Economic units 

to this institution which are as under

1. Ready made garments unit, fe.10,000 dated 2 .3 .77

2, Electric chock unit Rs. 80,560 dated 3 .1 .82

In this contest it is under stood that this institution has 

been submitte a scheme of extension unit for Potato wefers unit 

which is about P̂ . 7 Lacks, ^

Contd...2/-

\
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As per my opeion the overall perf#rmance of this 

unit isnot setisfactory. So following suggessionswere 

made by me for Board’ s as well as institution's information

& necessary action.

1. Inview of the Unsatisfactory perf©rm-xace Delhi 

Social Iv'elfare advisory Board should not recommende the 

extension of Potato wefers unit, otherwise it will be 

the Board’ s ©wn responsibility.

2. There are high lev«l Govt, dignetenies are a 

member in the central executive committee but when I 

verified this facts with some Digneteries on^ telephone 

It was foiind Ârrong. So it proves that Mr., M.K. Kapoor 

has submitted this list just to influarice the Board’ s 

Officials for getting' sanction of submitted scheme.

So it needs (|felail verification by appropriate 

Govt, agency in public interest. In the meantime 

Institution should send another list of Central Executive 

committee to the Board.

3 . Institution should send all essential docx^ments

like. Quarterly progress report, audited statements of 

accounts with utilization, balance sheet, profit & loss 

accounts etc ., to the board at an early date,

Y  the time of inspection Cash Book, ledger was

found incompletfi^ So institution should complete it .

-2-

The releted facts to the institution may be 

communicated to the institution by the board.

(Raj Mohan Sin 

A .P .O ,
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'  © ILIH IO  S © a A I L  W E L F ^ l ^ E  m m m U Y  B O A I i^ l D

CONFIDENTIAL PHONE Off. : 387735

J r

■SMT. SAVITA 3EHN 

Chairman.

Ref. No.DSVJB/Ch.ysS/

»nRR ?T?r J?FT

{ êoo ̂

6, BHAGWAN DASS ROAD 

NEW DELHI - 110001

Dated ®ct. 16, 1985.

M3M0RAI-1DU1-1

y

Shri Raj Hohan Singh, Assistant Project Officer , 

Central Social Welfare 3oard, is hereby informed 

that there are complaints against him regarding 

his taking undvie advantage of his official nos it ion- 

A recent comrn’anication has also been received from 

Central C itizen 's  Council, All India Women's 

Voluntary Services, in this regard^- vide their 

letter No.CCC/AIWVS/066 /G e n ./8 5/283 dated 17-9-85 

(Copy enclosed) ,

Shri Raj Mohan Singh, is hereby called to give his 

explanation in respect of the above v/ithin a v/eek 

from the date of receiot of this J^emo.

Enel: One«

Shri Raj Mohan Singh, 
A .P .O . ,  D .S .W .A  .3 ,
6- Bhagwandas Road, 
New Delhi-110001.

BSHN)
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^  Central Citizen ’ s Council

All India Women's Voluntary Services (Regd)
Plot No, 1, West Kidwai Nagar,

New Delhi" 1 10np?;______ ____________

Ref.No«CCC/AIWVS/066/Gen.785/28  5 Dated 17 .9 .85

To,

3mt. Savita Behn,
Chairman,

, ■ Delhi Social Welfare Advisory Board,
6-Bhagwandas Road,
New Delhi. ‘

^  Respected Madam,

^  I am extremely sorry to inform you about the
unexpected behaviour of Shri Raj Mohan Singh Assistant Project 
O fficer , Central Social Welfare Board presently deputed to 
Delhi Social W elfare, Advisflyy Board. He had visited this 
organisation 190re than 30 times- on official v isits during 
the last one year, but to the best of my knowledge he has 
never submitted any report to your goods elf about the 
programmes of'our organisation. During his v isits he has 
purchased several items like qiiillis, gowns, house coats, 
nighties, frocks, etc. worth Rs,1517/- on credit and asked 
me to collect the payment from Shri M.K. Kapoor, which has 
never been realised from him but had to be recovered from the 

' salary of Shri M.K, Kapoor,

About,three months back he introduced one Mr. Brijandei 
Jha to be appointed as a salesman in our Readymade Garment 
Unit. Keeping in view the high regard of your office 
personnel and Central Social Welfare Board', FewDelhi and on 

"  the assurance of Shri. Raj Ifchan Singh, Assistant Project
Officer of Central Social Welfare Board, New Delhi, we 
appointed Shri Brigander Jha as a salesman. Last month he 
left the organisation saying trtat his grandmother expired 
in his native place in Mhar,.

During the period of his service he ’ collected several 
orders for the Readymade Garments Unit of this organisation 
both on the basis of cash and credit sales. He also booked 
orders from.sonB individuals for .-the supply of readymade 
garments. One of the .parties recommended by him is Shri V .N . 
Tripathi to whom our Readymade Garments Unit supplied 
garments worth Rs.13650/-  plus Rs,40/- as transport charges 
as the party was very well known-to him.

On non*payment of this huge amount by the party I 
brought this matter td the notice of Shri Raj Mohan Singh, 
who at once issued a crossed cheque No.0258721 dated 2 0 .7 .8 5  

nV-® R s .2500/- on Union Bank of In d ia , Connaught Place, New
. Beihi from his personal account as part payment, but 

unluckily this, cheque was bounced back by' the Bank and 
returned to us. I went to him to inform about the fate of 
his cheque. He apologised and issued a fresh crossed 

%>-. cheque No.02587 30 dated 4 .9 .8 5  for Rs.2500/- on the same
Bank again out of his personal account %nd that too was also 
dishonoured by the Bank with the remarks ’ Refer to drawer*.

. ’ Then I again went-to his office to inform his about the
fate of his second cheque but he was not available in his

'I C ontd ..* .2 /-
' . .:V ■ ; ■
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office . After abou.t a week's persuation, I could trace hirr in 
his office and. told him that his second cheque was also dis­
honoured by the Bank, He took me to the bank for the encashment 
of the above cheque as he told me that he .had got sufficient 
amount In  his account. On enquiry from the Bank about^his balance, 
he was told that the credit balance in his account was ibnly Rs.?00/-

The above mentioned facts clearly shiaw that he issupd both 
cheques intentionally just to gain the time to avoid the uply 
situation which would have arisen by the non-payment of the hu.ĉ e 
amount of R s .13 ,6 50 /- 'pkus Rs.-40/- as transoort charges. T-'e had 
sent several messages to me through different sources, that I 
should not pursue this matter further otherwise the organisation 
should be ready to face the' severe consequences. Finally , he 
himself case today morning at 11.30 A.M. and asked usto show all 
the units of the organisation as he has come on o ffic ial v is it . 
During the inspection his attitude was hostile. Prom his today’ s ' 
v is it , it  is  implied that either we must forego our claim or he 
will use his o fficial powers to defame and harm this august 
or<^anisation.

The above facets reveal ,that Shrl Raj Mohan Singh, Assistant 
Project Officer, Central Social Welfare Board being a Government 
Servant was misusing his 9ffic ial. power for his personal gains.

In the context of facts mentioned above, I on behalf of the 
organisation, may request you not■ to .depute Shri Raj Ifehan ^ingh, 
Assistant Project Officerfor an inspection of this organisation in . 
future as his views are already prejudiced against this organisa­
tion.

Thanking you.

Yours faithfully ,

Sd/-

(M rs.) Surrinder Sharma 
Assistant I«lanager, 
Readymade Garment Unit, 
Kind Product Corroration,

’ Ifeteu 17th September^•1985.
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Srot. savlto Bshn,
CholriRans

Advisory Board,
f?oodo

^  ,to > o u r  JetUjr No. DSUB/Ch/85 r  V H  
R0^NoV,JCCC/AIUI(S/06S/Son/8S/2gSS 

fer 3Q tiroes vi©1 
o oncem Mndersigned wloited this inaUtution in foutlnsi^ft^ 
Ond Bo por Instructions cf Ch^ifinen from two to three 
times only» •'';

Sc r^ri'Tr. U r i r  -^^ppointmant concern 
88 saUcnicn, during my visit InBtitution socrotery has ■ 
requQstad to give nna or tuo gant aelgsmen for readymade' 
gar-arita unit for outsidt- uork- i introduced Plr,3ho 
to Pir* M«K»K9poor, Sacretery or A .X ..y ,i;,3 . Ney Oelhi
Wr.i1 •K.Kfipaor and Rr. f̂ ltihrotr̂ * Progra*-;rr,9 tTflrir M&s 
InteruiewiOd to and Pound «ui ieb’-: for his t/ork.
Thtn he ^upolnted to rir. 3ha na a stltr.n,en in =he
0 rgenisetion.

. . .  •

•' - j.

.r-r

>

As regards tha purchase of reedyirade garments 
by Shri y .w. Tfipethi worth Rs» 13,550/- Mr. t/.'^J.Tripathi 
went this institution for purchtsce c,t Q't^rmants through 
Wr. Brijendrs 3^015 and uh rcua I knou purchased 
raadyinad^a garm^inta oT Gbove.jTicintionpd umeunt frorc this 
insti tutlon uith this term find condition that at prosef»t®-tf 
haul ll\p6 y ;̂i3. par cssni; 0^ aavence {ncofcy fa^Rinet total ' 
pfiywent.: ̂ nd-reot will b« paid by him after 15 cayo. Th(iaS®f 
tarffls and condition yers battjeftn Snit, Surrindar Shorroai#^^^ 
Assistant manager and nr.U.fJ.TrifjfiLathi in prasanoa of 

, Srijandpa Oha but when Shri. u . Tripethi uaot i f r ^ ^
©aXlect ths garmsnta f’lr. Kapoor Sacrr. twty of this ‘
'inotituliion fefysad to givti garir.enta uii;hout payment*
. Ch.:this, point thay ^uarrc.. .ina v.; v;h no.;h ; ■.‘■(•j- i.nd 
HCoKOpOor suggastad ntiu t&i-ma «»nd co(^di .-ione that 
:ir anybody will jii/a uitnnr>«3 uho i t  iinOa,-n \.a yuu &nd us 
aXoo than you can t^Kn tnd oa r,iio-i ta. i\r. . iripathi has
t<^Kan my nams ana Pir* k*..;!uo r buc '̂ 1̂3 «9 rt>td» It ig a fact 
ond trufe! that nr.'J ..1 run;.dun t of r-36 No.9
Plan gel Bazar Wbu Oelhl is my nfjijhbour. Artcr the 
discussion Mr.Kapoor tBlephonHcJ tjo mo In my office and 
narratad tha snout facts. So bii.Ln ) .3 niii•u’'^bourer in 
good faith and on tha beais of humenitarl^n grounds 
I and Pir 3h» gawB tha witnaas* On thu nsxt day 
r!r. V .N .Tripathl came lo niy rasidancu ^nd requaeted 
to give Ps. 2,500/-  for poyim  tn the Institution,
I have Qivon ns.250G/- by chtmiu Wo. 238721 dated 

^0 *7 *8 5  to him. By ti'*ay tifcy th.; chc^ua could not 
eoshad because fsigna + urc did no' tiilly. In the

bs

0 2S8730 d^ted 4,9.fiS 
PJpf Tripatni y$s out of Dalhi, 
this io tay persons 1 uattar, you 
this ampunt in my office.

caK!« tn ny off left I'nd said the above 
I issusd a choque

of Ps. 2500/-. At that time 
I told to nr. Sharma 

should not come to collect^
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I think in  these mutters i hslpad to Tir. W.N ♦ 
Tripathi in  d i f f i c u l t  deys b&ina a nelghboruer in  good 
fa ith  on huroenitarisn grounds not to tha In s t ltu tto n  for 
gaining anything* After a week I a informcid by 

ShepBO th*»t the ohoquo could not bo cashed so I 
:l\i;pi!3id  I  oa o«iopled person* I c®nnot given th is  amoimt 

yow 0 P ioooo yo u co l  la c t thl s amo un t f ro m

ony roeoaage to Smt* Sh»r®a 
in thooo Blotter0,

to CoSoUoB, inspfiction le t te r  
1  inOpffifecd th io  iR d U tu tlo n  p o rt lcu lo r ly  Choke Unit 
on l 7*9ufiS o t  11 AePl« During th® v l e l t  nr.Kapoor was • 
with me and I fiubmlttod ray inspection raport for  
Board's Information and necessary actio n .

During thb wlQlt 1 u*»s quits normal end 
did not talk to Stnt*Sharcna bectiusc* I u*»ei busy in Choke 
Unit InspQCtion.

i hawti novor taken aby undutj adv/^ntaga 

froiii this inatitutlOM or «*ny other institution and 
havb ntiv/ar taisuoad my o ffic i® ! c<i»p«>city for H'“t’sonal 

Qiiin fĉ nd profit"

As par l^st para of this institution’s liitter 
i am prajudiced against tha institution I am wary s^uch 
aurpriattd that hou tills lady is sayinj those uords for 
mo uher^as bar Saaretary has written a lottsr eddrassQd 
to C*S.U.B. Chairman dOQad 15o 12*1964 and hn sent a 
copy of that latter to tha Stabs Qoerd Chel rmiin 
also* I enclosing a copy of jtatj 
ready refareiico*

>

^  %  

4 P

that iatter

In the l ig h t  of abowa fa c ts  It I s a  fa c t  ond 
truo that SmtpSurrinder Sharn̂ a i s  miegulded by anybody 
end by these le t ta re  ah© usnted :̂o defame’ big. I t  shoy® 
h er bad strategy to diacouraga me.

Uith kind regards,
> .

Ycurv <;>f u lly ,

(r-ejj hchi^n Sin>;;jn; 
A*P.L.

D *S •Ij* 3.
N eu Dq IhiDated 25* 10* 1985*

6,ncl» Copy of le t t e r  addrasssd to C.SW.B.Chs^irman 
dated. 1̂ «12*B4*
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EXPRESS TELEGRAM

RAJKALYAN
MANDI,

RAJ M3HAN SINGH APO SHDULD REPORT TO CBI 

ON K)URT£ENTH DECEMBER TEN AM ( . )

» SAi^GHASEVA

Not to ba telegraphed I

NO.P,1-5/85-VC c tw ph  ^
cf Dated I 3b»12.1987 ( QABUL SINGH )

^  Y ' DEPUTY DIRECTOR (VIG)
c e n t r a l  s o c i a l  WELFARE BOARD 
JEBVAN d e e p , SANs a d  MARG,
NEW DELHI-110 OOle

Copy by post In  confirmation to S h r i ^ j  Mohan 

Singh, APO, Himachal Pradesh State
Advisory Board, Mandi* He is directed to ,
Inspector Shri S .K . Peshin, Central Bureau 
gation, ACB/Delhi Branch on 14th December, 1987 at 

10 .00  a*m« without fa il*

■-0 __
DE3PUTY d ir e c t o r  (VIG)

>  (2) copy to . Chairman. Himachal Pradesh state

Welfare Aavlsoty BoanS, Mandi for in f^m a tx o n . 
recfuest kindly to ensure that he reports to C e n t a l  
Bureau o f Investigation, New Delhi on 14th December, 1987

at 10 .00  a»m.

DEPUTY DIRSOLXR (VIG)
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w f n ^  spwrur ^

TH E CENTRAL SOCIAL WELFARE BOARD
*ipf, ^  f ^ 1 -1 10001 

Jeevan Deep, Sansad Marg, New Delhi-110001

ftrftR 9o File No., 

Dated, the.

Tel«Qf(im; SANGHASEVA-

^cGlSTEHU /

1-5/85-VC

4-5-1988.

I

>

WEWORANDUPl

The underelgned proposes to hold an inquiry against 
Shri.Raj Mohan Singh, Assistant Project Officer, under 
Rule 14 of the Central Civil Services (Classification,
Control and Appeal) Rules, 1965. The substance of the 
Imputations of misconduct or misbehaviour in respect of 
which the inquiry is proposed to be held is set out in the 
enclosed statement of articles of charge (Annexure I). A 
statament of the imputations of misconduct or aisbehaviour 
in support of each article of charge is enclosed (Annbxure II). 
A list of documents by which, and a list of witnesses by 
whom, the articles of charge are proposed to be sustained 
are also enclosed (Annexures III and IV).

i«* Shri. Raj dohan Singh, Assistant Project Officer is 
.directed to submit within 10 days of the receipt of this 
Remorandum a written statement of his defence and also to 
state whether he desires to be heard in person.

3. He is informed that an inquiry will be held only in 
respect of those articles of charge as are not admitted.
He should, therefore, specificdlly admit or deny each 
article of charge.

4. Shri, Raj l*lohan Singh, Assistant Project Officer, is 
further informed that if he does not subait his written 
statement of defence on or before the date specified in 
para. 2 above, or does not appear in person before the 
inquiring authority or otherwise fails op refuses to comply 
with the provioions of Rule 14 of the C.,C.S.(C.C.A.) Rules,
1965 or the orders/directions issued in ^u;*suance of the 
said rule, the inquiring authority may bold the inquiry 
against him ex parte.

5. Attention of Shri. Raj Plohan Singh, Assistant Project 
Officer, is invited to Rule 20 of the Central Civil Services
(Conduct) Rules, 1964, under which no Government servant 
shall bring or attempt to bring any political or outside 
influence to bear upon any superior authority to further 
his interest in respect of matters pertaining to his service 
undgr the Government. If any representatiSa-r^ is received 
on his behalf from another person in respect of any matter 
-dealt with in these proceedings it will be presuaed that 
Shri. Raj l*lohari Singh, Assistant Project Officer, is aware 
of such a representation and that it has been made at his 
instance and action will be taken against him for violation 
of Rule 20 of the C.C.S.(Conduct) Rules, 1964.

■—

. . 2
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6 .  The r e c e i p t  of  the nemorandum may be acknowledged .

i
Ends: as above.

Shri. Raj Rohan Singh,
Aeatt. Project Officer, 
Himachal Pradesh State Social 
Uelfare Advisory Board,
FIAM3I ( H . P . )

( SASpEETA SRIVASTAVA ) 
CHAIf RAW.

A ■
A

J •* '
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;i2te^iio^S .Of charges frataod iiiri Haj Ibiian iiinj;h,
;,^^“slstant Project Officor, Central i>oc:lal 'Jolfaco B^arclt^tl^ciiOiP) '

* i
f |;Shr wUilo rouainlns posted and fLuictioniiii:

: ,a'gvA'i53tt:<,Project Officor, Dollii Social V/elfare Advisory i^ard 

ttiG, year 1985  failed to intag rlt^

• in as macU aa ili.ikj Hoiian Sinsh'was:

. '•lr^sta‘Uoental"in socoring appointra^iit of 3h ,B .Jha  as a salesman' ''
 ̂ . , . ■ _ A - v

; ' ln'Hin(3 Pro4acts Cprporati unit of 4I I  Iiidia v/oaien VolimtaryS? 

Seryi^j:v4 ;^|;whom dealing diu-in- the said period* J

 ̂ isingli stood as a s^^^intor Tor

ShoV.Ii.Tripathi for an amount of with Hindi Products

Gorpn«'for ensuring the delivery of ;:arr,ionts '.irorth ti:io afox.-osaid 

. aaount on credit and failed to enyaro that Jhi;! .ii.l'ripathi

liquidator the entire amount for v/h.icii hu had 'icood as a surety,

• ■■• / '̂,.,. ;̂ihQroby Sh.Haj Ifohan Bingh conti*avenod ilul<̂  3 (1 ) ( i )  of

OC,S\c^ Hulos, 1 ,96if,

U -



/ SH-

-iJi-

■ of thci Imputation of mis con dn.it fraiicid in ijuppoi't
: 01 :tti« Articles of. churzQ  asainut iili.Uaj ibhaa .Jiti^u, ^sstt. 
".'Project Officer, CSV/B, I-landi (HP) ^

" 1 16-.

^  T 'mfi-

. lliat Shri Raj i'fohan Sinijh roraalnad po stod as u23tt, Proj'Jct 

Off^icer.to Delhi Social ./elfarc Advisory Ibard, Hev/ Delhi during - ■

his capacity as Asstt,'Project '---4";i.
■ ..\i.', - ., ■ ' 

l̂̂ |tfr‘||)p|lnspection of various voluntary; vHtJ'l

under them , which-
., .' ' ■ ■ ' ’■ ■-  ---- —-,■ '; ■

p i 3^ ^ s | 4 linc.e4tV^I>elhi Social ^/elfare Advisoi^.l^^^'SS^f'

;: ; ,5hat Sh.Baj MOlwn Officer had to

carry out tho inspection of All India ^ i 3ien Voluntary Sei*vices 

an^'the various subordinate units viorlzlrz under it  including

Hind Products'?Corporation during 1905,-

■ ,̂ : >.2I^t Shi»itaj Mahon Sin^h rocomiiondod i»h,iirijendora Jha

^  S-233-A, Laxn4  Bazar, Dell:ii-92 for appointiaent, . ; -

as ■a jk^ies:'raa|i!:^,,;^ Secrtt:!ry, under w i m S :

I ; ^  |Un4. Products,Corporation, Plot , l/esb Kidv/ui Uar^ar, v  t- 

Kew’ Delhi*

That based on the recoa;iiendation of u>a.Haj I'bhan dingli, v":Lt ' 

4?0 Sh.BeJha \/as appointed vide Ito.Hi>0/?urrVi-at/ 8 5  dated 3 1 *8 ,8 5  

and ,Offer of appo-lntmeht .wag'' accepted by ^ h  Bi-ijendra Jha ,

31 and worked as vsalastaan in afox*i;::aid :init froti 

2 9 , 9 . 3 f e : ' ‘

■ stood as a sii:.-..ror -ja.V,IJ,Tripath^33*^'

V o  ?*^6 , ..Gaii;Ifoo9, ^Laxmi'-ITagar Dolhi-92 ■.];.; u-uu that' ■ '

■ 2^ i :M .o ^ r i p a t h i  was;del;lvc.-.jd tti  ̂ -umonto

; Gorpn, ^  purso.nnul ija.'o uy on 3 1 ,7 ,8 5  ;

on credito

Conud*. ,2 /«

' :"C-:
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That Shri Raj (lohan Singh is s u e d  c h e q u e s  fo r  R s . 2 5 0 0 /-  

aach in 3uly and September 1985 from h i s  personal savings 

account for Sh.U.N.Tripathi, addressed to N/s.Hind Products 

Corporation and this amount was required to be deposited before
'* i, N ■ ■

Sh.V.W.Tripathl who could take the garments on credit.
t \ \ ■

That both these chequae were dishonoured by the banker 

on whom these tuo cheques each for Hs*2500/~ uere draun.

That n/s. Hind Products suffered a loss of Rs.13,650/- 

88 neither Sh.U.N.Tripathi nor Sh.Raj Mohan Singh who had 

ot.pod as a personal surety for the aforesaid liquidated the 

amount outstanding against Sh. \/. N.Tripathi.

Thereby Sh.Raj Wohan Singh failed to maintain absolute 

.integrity a n d ; t o  duty.

’ ' t  ' '' / I  '
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Lisi^ Qt‘

■P.4n7/aZ

T '

j,

'T ^

>

1, Shri :i.i'..iapoor, Ciilef 3eoy. 'As-

; lieu Delhi.

2 , Shri S iw .. Klshore, aenoral -bnajer Hind Products,

Kidvni I'agar, Î e\/ Delhi

3 , Snt.Surinder Shartaa,. A-Uo, ^ s t  of ^.ailash, Ne^ Delhi

V. Shri S.V13ay Itoar, Chief (Visilanco) Union 3.nic of India, 

PaharganJ, Delhi

5. Shri B,pjwpt. Offi<,.radvan=o.) Oonnaajht Place, Jfew Do}i|l 

6., Shri Brljondra Jha, R/o F-23-A, '“ sar, Dotol.

7 . Smt,Vlneeta Hasar, 3ocy. Delhi Social Jelfare Board,

8 Shri Suruidor Lai Stash, Satya :;iKetar., a.1, Sha'.iarpto.

11o Shri S.K.Peshin Inspro (l^'^Delhi, ^

■ ) r ^  : .  ̂ •



/ A 7 -

__I — r /

~ K

List of DOGUi.l'-’ltS Y''

Lottor dated 31*10o86 of 31iri iiaj .k:>ii.in Singti aaaress^a to 
Ghairinan,

2o. Officu copies of tho consolidatud loar Projrame for
April 1985 to Aasast 1985.

^  Office copies of tour Pro^rame for the aonth of Sept,85
 ̂ and tour diaries for ̂ lay, July, august and Sept, 1985.

- Letter dated 10o9*85  addressed to Giiairaan, D3./a3, Delhi

Stateiient of A/C Ho,SB 1^095 of 3tt,Haj Ibhan Singii,!

'' AOF of SB 1ff095 and specimen card for Union Bank of India
‘ K\ / Connaught Place, New Delhi,

.>y y  ,
Letter No,HPG/a:DD/^sr/l35 dated 3 U 5oS5«

^  Carton copy of crudit voucher IOo399 dt^3U 7 o85*

i^e^ret meaio dated 6,9,85.-'j«^>^‘̂

- lO^Chequers dt,20o7*85 and ^-«9o85 for as,2500/- each payable
to lys Hind Prouucts Cor on, said by Shri iUj *tohan Singh,

->L I V Certificate dated 12o8.85 signed by Sh.iUj :‘bhan Singh on
letter head-pad of . i / s  Hind Produces Corpn,

meao dtc23«10o87, U l.2 ,37 , 29«9687o
I

13o /^tter dated 26 , 10o87 for Secretary DS.ffi and WSSDS letter 
V /  dated 28®9.87  of Chief Secretary, AI.//S Delhi,

D-lVRegistration Report in P*io7/87,

- ■
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o i-̂ q 0^* 18.7.1988«_
NOJF.1-5/85-VC 

CENTRAL SOCIAL WELFARE BOARD
T '^ m m ^ r c ro : 1------

Where as an inquiry under ^ule 14 of the 
Central Civil Services (Classification Control 
and Appeal) Ruleo» 1965 is being held against 
Shri Raj Rohan Singh, Assistant Project Officer.

And where as the undersigned considers that 
u an Inquiring Authority should be appointed to

inquire into the charges framed against the said 
Shri Raj Rohan Singh,

Nou, therefore, the undersigned, in exercise 
of the powers conferred by sub-rule(2) of the 

said rule, hereby appoints Or* R.L^Sharca, Deputy 
Director as the Inquiring Authority to inquire 
into the charges framed against the said Shri. Raj 
Rohan Singh*

( p q r r i b o e r  h i r a ) 
^  e x e c u t i v e OIREjCTOR

s . Copy t o ^ ^
\,^/a) Shri* Raj Rohan Singh,

Assistant Project Officer,
Himachal Pradesh State Social 
Welfare Advisory Board,
RAND I (H*P.)

/

b) Or. R.l.Sharoa,
Deputy Director,
CSWB, New Delhi.

V,.v-
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fi^nryr^tfX K/g-0 >-

?TTT : 'â ŴT*

Telegram: 'SANGHASEVA’

17̂  em H  E3J5UFT ^>5
T H E  C E N T R A L  S O C IA L  W E L F A R E  B O A R D ^ ^  

aftjpT <>7, JI T, ^  ftm'f-110001 
Joevan Do«p, Sansad Marg, New Delhi-110001

(v ig ilaIn IC e  ci:].L) ,

W h h ’ i #* File

12 .2 .1 9 9 0  .
fipTW Dated-

OPI'ICE ORDER

A Chara«»xiheet was framed against Shri. Rajmohan 

Singh, A??t.Projecfc O fficer , Uttar
Welfare Advisory Board# while he was posted and function­
ing as Asst.Project O fficer in the Delhi State So9 ial 
W e l f a r e  Advisory-Board pn the following qroundsi

" in  the course his tenure as Asst.Project 

O fficer  in the Delhi B o a r d u r i n g  the year I'gss, he 
failed to maintain absolvite integrity and devotion to 

duty in as much as he was instrumental ,
appointment of Shri. B . Jha as Salesman S^^^he «ind 
Products Corporation, a unit of the All India 
Voluntary Service with w'nom he had o ffic ia l  dealings 

the Said period,
X ‘

Furthermore, Shri. Rajmohan Singh stood as a 
guarantor for Shri, V .N . Tripathi for an amount of 
lb. 13 ,650/-  with Hind Products Corporation for ensuring 
the delivery of garments rforth the aforesaid amount on 
credit and failed to ensv^re that sh ri. V .N . T r i p a ^ i
liquidated the entire ami int for which he had s t o ^  as
surety. Thereby Shri. Rgmohan Singh contravened Rule 

3(1) (i) of CCS Conduct Riles,  1964*'

I have examined the fi le  in detail and a person^: 
hearing was also given to Shri. Rajmohan Singh. On the 
basts of the record available the first  charge aSalnst 
Shri. Singh is not proved and is  thereby dropped. However 
the second charge stands proved. As Asst.ProJect O fficer 

Shri, Rajmohan Singh should not 
financial dealings with the firm with which h® 
off lc.-lally, Ther« Is no Justification
he had acted in a manner unbecoming of a
Howaver, tho charge is not so serious as to merit ,a 
penalty. I  therefore, think it f it  to^imposo tha^penalty 
of censuro under llula 16(1) of ccs(cca)^ulefl 1968.

. . . 2



y

Shrl. Rajmohan Singh is hereby given an 
opportunity to make representation on the penalty 
proposed* Such a representation# if any,: should 
be made In vfriting and submitted 80 as to reach 

V i; , '.the undoesignod not later than 15 days froroi th©
A ̂ etQ. of-.receipt, of- this Mewot:andum by '  ̂ ^

fihri, fiajmohan Singh,

Csceipt of this Memorandum should be 
acknowledged.

(am ar jest  kaur) 
chairman

.. .

Shrl, Rajmohan Singh,
Assto Pi^oject Officer,
Uttar Pradesh State Social Welfare

Advisory Board,
LUCKNOW,

I v  tv

Vi

IS

w-

4 -  Q?VC(
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Confidential
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A

To,

SiBt. Anarjeet Kalr,
Cholrnm n,
Central Social Welfare Board,
New Delhi.

Hadaa, .

Kindly ^refer t© your official order 

W o .1 . 5 / 8 5 - y C / 3 1 0  dated 12.2.90, 1 am to state following 

facta tpr klrd inforBsation and. appropriate

necessary action on humanSfiriDn ground :-

First @f till I want to give thanks for droping 

fir^?chorge i^ich agiiinst me after

e^i^ar^es omd personal ^6aring«

As regards the second chtirge I  have been clear 

my positicm 25o1.90

and enquli^ %mes that I as Q ;8e^ an amount

of Rs, 13,650/*- (thriteen thoufi^d 8lx hundred fifty) 

6nly for All Voluntary New

DoiKl^iiSfi^c:^ Rroduitu^ojr^^ in good
' ■ n

faith with this intontibn to helî ^̂ ŷ ^̂  as
the help was givi^n personal capacity
To t ^ Q  any person is not violating of
C X . S  ki^es, ncpfinqnciolidealing between
Shri ' T̂i î ^  mo and it i6.^^urther sulaaitted
there iino violcitlon of Rule I6(i) of C.C.S Conduct 
Rules flpec^s as undcr:-

(^) Every person shol^^
(q ) where such person ,ia Member of the 

service at the cc^©nce®ent of these niles before 
such date after- such cemm'encemeni as oiay be speci­
fied by the‘Government in l^his behalf, or

(b) tAierc such persons becomes a member 
of the serviee after such commencement, on his 
first Qppointaent to the sidr^ices there after at 
such intervals as may be specified by the Government 
in this behalf su)E»aitted a *t«tum of hin assetts and 
liabilities is such from ad may be specified by 
Government.**

Ao you have a(preed that 1 have not done 
any oiitake In c 6 ^  tfi?th first charge. This
incident was also done in good fait^i on a personal 
capacity instead of official capacity.

. . .  . 2
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As per your Office Order of para 'A' ,  you 

are going to propose a penalty of censure against 

me. It is not Justified and it \f±ll discourage my 

smooth working nothing else. So this is not a 

matter of charge to Goverment employee and please 

not impose any minor punishment*

to the basis above mentioned facts, I woiO-d 

humbly request to you, kindly drop the second charge 

like first charge and sancti0^ffly annual increments 

( due w .e.f. August 1987 ); Efficiency bar and also 

declare my permanancy like other Assistant Pro;Ject - 

Officers*

I hope you will kindly consider my genuine 

request and issue necessary appropriate orders in this 

connection shortly.

trith best regards.

Yours faithfully,

. . .  „ J 3 l 9 ^
(RaJyMohan^ _ .
As,^. Project Officer, 
Atxflcjed tp State Board 
U.P. Lucknow.
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PER/ H . 5 "  I (o

"TliUoUGlI PHcrSii caAl'Î TSL”

-^A To

Tb3 BjKcuUve td re a tor,
Central Social W5lfo.?Q Beard,
i m  m m  ^ n o  o o n  ____________

Dub: C.rossin&‘ of £ ,B . in thp pa3* Gcal-̂  of
Rs, EOOO-aSDO rc,i£irdlnc.

\

I joined Central S o d a l  '̂e If  are ?oard as

Assistant ?ro5eot Officer on 31 .8 .8 2  ln'.t’n£. pay scale 

of Rs.650-ia)a After tiis pay comndssion report my pay 

Cas fibred on 3>S-86 in  fr^ pay scale of

Rs, S000-35CC, I crossed E ,B , on 31*8o87 as mj' basic j  

was Rs,2cOOi5'- after getting next increment* More than 

f; rnontacj havc bcca Glai^iiea I have not been rec^eivod r,y

next ineremsnt i .o , Rs.75/- after crossin;; E .B . 

You are reciuested to kindly release the E.B, 

and sanction of my next .increment of Rs. 75A  olonn-rf-th 

t’ae .arraars.

IVars Syl tluully,

tRAT^iiAi'i Sima) 
assistant PRCNT;2CT offi::er.
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To . .

Taci E::t)'j5a’riv5 rector,
Givn'oral'r.ooial 
IJ3VI D5LHI >■. IKT OOli

Sub: Conversion■ of tomporai’y posC of a. ?. 0.
into peJMflanetio onefl,

Kindly refer td your office ordor nc.r>-VV/0/ 

76-Adnn(S.B,AdmnJ. dated i},6.12,87 rnf^ardin ' converoion 

of t.oraporary post into perfa.r.aent,

In 't H s  connection I bog to submit as follows:-

i I joinofi tlAs Board as A«P.C, on 
’ pay scale of Hs,6£0-̂ 31200 and rir')

t o  H.PoState Social are /•.dv.Boa^’d, handl (-11?.

2. My nariG has been caittdd from the caid ordors.

3. Uy A.-.H.f; to©  no adver,p entry sinje I joined.

4 I could not understand4urtder whicli circumstnnces 
-jy narae Uas been do 1(3t^d from tiie porraanency Usv.

Thoreforo, I request'you to <:inc!ly ratii> 

aV.0V3 ordovs ’J;; laoluatn;: -i;r'notate in tUs ocnversicn II;'. 

Ij.Us n;/ colloô T'i*̂ *̂'

ije:

TlianScing you,

lo u r s /f l t M u l l Y i

\ (R/F mchati siiiadp
AJ\s I£TA^T! VRCJ^^OT CFFI^13V:.

'fn. .

iTr^]\ /T -«. " ■’
h a n d i .V7jc({;
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cTTT: '?f^T
Telegram: 'SANGHASEV/

THE CENTRAL SOCIAL WELFARE BOARD
^ ’T, 10001

Jeevan Deep, Sansad Marg, New Delhi-110001

f t f e r  File ^ '
•. 3rT£T-5/B2-TT*^t*^^

fe ri^  Dated, the........................................

C.

sfr T F w t a i  t Tt q ^ t  aittrairfr iptv

m  tcR t$ 19’ 7 * B B ^  ^  i W r  î TcTT

tci^ tgHpfm  ^  IT? W T - f h r  t i t

^  ^■pi^ <q‘T tq^JTT t$^nr iJiTOTr i

qiTJ-T^^T 3ftiwrYt ^ ? "urpft" ^2 *

^ S I  ?  I fH  3 f r  t w  uIT cT T  I  , 1 ^  t ^ s r p f k l  T Z j t ^  

f f l ^ r t c r  ^  i p i  O T i f t  u t t c j c T  3 r p t ^  ^  I  i n

Jgrnrrr

yVhT^STT- wt- ^TT-

^  rroiH^H^T t?TH,

?THTTraj qUraiurTr a ilw rfT , 

te^TEi^ ^  TTirir 

^fcTTE^TT

t S :^



■V)-

M I S S  h i p a

p̂i7t?> n ^  fwctJiw

i j f  ^ C U n V E  DIRECTOR

(

^YiVUjtvVx hl'̂

l^MUo

u . ;;-' .F .6/2?. ( V¥‘ ) /U '^~SK
«n\(t TrurrsT

aftrr ’fti, n>m mi. >ri f7̂ it-iioooi

c e n t r a l  s o c i a l  w e l f a r e  b o a r d

jeoven f 'rn n , Sansad Mirg,  N ^w  0« 'h | 1 10001 

Dated I 17th F't njary^198^

.. r~

- <f'

%

/

pl93iS0 r e t e r  t o  C e n t r a l  B o a r r l 'a  J « t t e r s  N o s .F . 6 / 2 2  ( t jp)  /

B i s s ,  dated 6 .2 .0 7 ,  20 .5 .87  & 8 .2 .8 8 ,  regarding retund of 

grant released to All India Woman's Voluntary Services, New 

Delhi, for setting up Production Unitt of Woolon/Cotton Roady- 

laadie Garments at Amethi, Gorri Qanj and Musafirknana ol Sull jn- 

pur Distt., U .P . ,  under Socio-Econ Ji.iic Programme ot t:ht. 'Central 

Social Welfi;^ Board. The institution, vide the above mentioned 

letters, have been asked to retund the entire grant sanctioned 

and released, amounting to Rs, 8 .19 lakhs with interest, as they 

have not implemented the scheme as per instructions of the Bonrd 

and thus violated the Terms & Conditions of the grant and a copy 

sent to the State Board for taking necessary action cqalnst tho 

defaulting institution. f

I would like to request you to kindly intimate us, what act­

ion iias been taken by the State Board to ^et retund of the atore- 

said amount from the institution. Since, it has already been moie 

than a year and the institution has not refunded th*? money, leaaV^j.. 

action may be initiated against the institution to t tho total 

released, refunded with interest.

V '  This may be treated as Most Urgent.

vOdÛ Youre sincerely,

--

' p a r m i n d e r  n iR A )
?•s.

Smt. Suniti N. Kumar,
Chairman,
atter Pradesh State Social Welfare 
Advisory Board, 

ttar Pradesh.



In the Central Administrative Tribunal!Lucknow

Bench, Lucknow

X  ' y

“I ;nr

n *  V d  .

Mise, /ipplication k o ............. of 1991

Inre

Application No. 230/9b(L)1990

Raj Mohan Singh .Applicant

Vs.

The Central Social Welfare B o ^d  .............. Respondents
« II

Fixed 314^91

/

1

E ^edite  Application;- j

The applicant begs to submit as under;- |

That the aforesaid^ applic^tMon was i^iled Ichallanging ^ 

the order daite 2 .5 .90  by which was awarded minor pujmisment.

2. That against the aforesa,id the applicant jhas already been 

represented and consequently the some was withdrawn by

the Board vide order No,F,1-5/85-VC/369 dated 5*9»90 •
1

3 , That applicant moved on application for modification of

the application with prayer that relief Ho,1 may be

deleted from the application, ,

* 4 . That the application of the applicant islpending for

admission and the dated^3*4.91 is fixed for orders,
,1

5, That the matter is very urgent as promotions are going - 

to be mode to th^ next higi^r post and if  the relief was 

not granted the applicant will not be cohsidered for 

next promotion. j

Prayer

Wherefore it is most respectfully prayed that the 

Hon’ble Tribunal may be pleased to direct the office to list 

the case in the month of Feb*1991 for admission and order 

in the intrest of justice.

s
(P.Ne Gupta)

• Advocate

Council jfor applicant



In the Central Adoinistrotivo Tribunal,Uidknow

Bench, Lucknow

■ ^ M. f.
'I

Mlso. ilppllcatlon Ko. . . . . . . . of 1991

Inrc

Application No. 230/90(L)1990 

Ra5 Mohim Singh ........... .................. • .Applicant

• ?S. ' : ^

The Central Social trclfare Board...............Resp^dents

Fixed

Ej^jodite implication;- '

The applicant hoge to submit as underj- |

1* , That the aforesaid applicatfbn was ijiled : challenging ^ 1

the order date 2,5.90 by which was awarded mî ior p^^misment. j

2. That against the aforesaid the applicant' has already bem 

represented and consetjuently the some w^s withdrawn by 

the Board vide order No«Fo1-5/85-VC/369| dated 5i*9*90

3, That applicant moved on application tori modification of

the application with prayer that relie| Ko,1 may be 

deleted from the application.

4, That the application of the applicant Is pending for

admission and the datet3 3.4.91 is f i x ^  for orders,

5. That the matter is very urgent as pro^kotions are going

to be mode to the next higher post anii if the relief was 

not granteci the applicant will not b^ considered for 

next promotion.
0

Prayer

Wherefore it is most, respectfully jirayed that the 

Hon’ble Tribunal may be pleased to direct the office to list 

the case in the month of Feb.1991 for idmission and order 

in the introst of justice.

i (P.N. Gupta)
Advocate 

Council for applicant



V CENTRAL ADMUIISTRATIVE TR IBON^ 
eiRCUIT BENCH s LUCKNOW
O .A .  No 230 of 1990.

Shrl Raj f^han S i n g h . , . ^ . * * • • •

Vers'us.

Applicant,

Respondents,Union of India & Other® • • • « • •

Dated 3>4»91 iv, ^-VA. ^

Heard the learned c o ^se l  for the applicant* 

M.P No. 58/91.

This is an application for modification of

the original application No. 230/90*

The apjblicant submits that the respondent^

has withdrawn the punishment order dt.2-5»90 whicfc is

one of the reliefs sought in the original application. 
In our view, this is the main grievance and the

„^^-c=iConseguential reliefs sought by him in para 9<ii) of tSae
• 1̂ 1 /

r '
application should foll<^ ai^tomatically

?ro v M ^  they were olfiginally denied to him due to the 

^pxmlsjii^ent order than in force, in view of this, the

mo re rep ri ate cause of action for the applicant 16

- toX^^pproach the Department and request for reconsideration 

of his case relating to confirtnation and crossing of 

Efficiency Bar. The learned counsel for the applicant
I

says that he would like to withdraw this original 

application a'^ also^he application for modification 

of the original application. In the circumstances, we 

dismiss the original application as withdrawn.

J .M .
Sd/-

A .»
Sd-

TrueCopy L.

M,P
S e c t^  officer

Centra =\jministv--iv3 
Cricult Bench
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TO.

The D.R.
Central Administrative Tribunal 
Lucknow.

Sub:- Change of address regarding.

i ■
Sir,

I have submitfe^-x%n writ application which 

file  No. is OA 230 /90 . In this connection it  is 

requested that the previous address of Central 

Social Welfare Board has been change. The New

address is as under for your information and further
■!

necessary action;

Chairman/
Central Social Welfare Board 
B-12, Tara Cresent Building 
Institutional Area, South of IIT  
New Delhi.

Thanking you

X .

Yours fa ithful1

(Raj Mohan Singh) 
Applicant


