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Subject- cic Hearing dated 8.10.2012 wrt RTI applrcatron dated 17.8. 20ﬂ1 of

o Shrr Subhash Chandra Agrawal t

|
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|
t
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|‘am to refer to the proceedrngs of the C|C Hearlng dated 8 10.2012 on the
subject crted above. With regard to the issue of the report, sent to'PMO by Sh..
Manish Tewari which in turn was sent to Secretary, DOPT to place the same before

MoS(PMO) is concerned, it is stated that PMO, vide its ID Note dated 3.6. 2011 had -

forwarded the Ref. No. 2081/2011 12 dated 19. 4 2011 of Sh. Manish Tewari, Member
of Parllament (Lok Sabha), containing the extracts from the Justice P.B. Sawant
Commrssron of Enquiry, appointed by the Govt. of Maharashtra in February 2005, to
this Department with request to place it before Hon ble MoS(PMO & PP). Copy of the
same is enclosed. Further, the said reference of Sh. Tewari was received |n this
Department on 6.6.2011 and action was initiated on this reference in F|Ie No.

407/30/2011-AVD-IV ‘on 9.6.2011 and the file was put up for kind perusal and orders
oﬂ MoS(PMO & PP) in the matter. Subsequently, after perusing the reference of Sh.
Tewarl, rHon ble MoS(PMO & PP) directed to flIe the reference Copy of the relevant
file notrng is enclosed. . | l

2. Thrs issues in compllance with the d|rect|on of the Hon ble ClC r

Yours falthfully, '

Deputy Secretary & CPIO
Tele: 23093028

| ‘ ! |

Copy to Shrr Vijay Bhalla, Deputy Reglstrar Central Information Commrsslon

Room No 306, 2™ Floor, ‘B'Wing, August Krantl Bhavan, Bhikaji-Cama Place, New
Delhi - wrth request to apprise the Hon'ble CIC, of the position explained above in the

Case No ClC/SM/A/201 2/000075.
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Refe

‘ 5 Please find enclosed, copy of a letter dated 19.4.2011 from- Shri |
Mamsh Tiwari, Member of Parliament addressed to the Prime Minister
enclei)smg Jextracts from the Justice P.B. Sawant Commission of enquiry,
app01nted1by the Government of I\Aamwruary 2005 [‘Terms of |
rence{ of the Commission” and ‘Conclusion of the Commission” with |

regard to }Shrl Anna Hazare]

2.

|
|
|

PRIME MINISTER’S OFFICE

The undersigned is d1rected to request that th1s may.
- thet Hon’ble MOS (PMO & PP) ‘ | .

retary, Department of Personnel & Training

|

South Block,
New Delhi ~110 101

placed before |

(Dr. Sharmila Mary Toseph K.)
| Deputy Secretary |
| Tel. No. 23018485

MO ID§N 600/31/C/65/2011-ES.2

QK &W,/ /

“Dated 3.6.2011 |
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| PRIME MINISTER'S OFFICE
oae S - ~ South Block, .
A .-\;c_»;m\\ . NewDelhi-110101

| Please find enclosed, ,cdpy‘iof .a letter %da‘ted‘ 19.4.201‘«1 ’fromVShri'_ |
~ Manish Tiwari, Member of Parliament addressed to the Prime Minister -
- ‘enclosing ;eXtrac’ts from the Justice P.B. Sawant Commission of enquiry, |

- appointed by the Government of Maharashtra wn February 2005 {‘Terms of -

~ Reference of the Commission’ and ‘Conclusion of the Commission” with |~
|

i

- regard to-Shri-Anna Hazare]. :

" the Hon’ble MOS (PMO & PP).

~—

2. The undersigned is directed to request t. before

(Dr. Sharmila M
o Deputy Secretary T
D R o = o  Tel.No.23018485
y« ~Secretary, Department of Personnel & Training ~ ~ S
| \I\%.TGOO/31/C/65/2011»-ES~.2 . Dated3.62011

arth) N
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Prime Minister

Dear Shri Tewart,

I have recelved your 1ettel of 19 Apul 2011

,Wlth regards,

Shri Manish Tewari, MP
C-1/3, Lodhi Garden
New Delhi — 110003

- regar dmg Shri Anna Haza1e

New Delhi-
27 April, 2011

Yours sincerely,

“M@__m_%\ i
(Manmohan Smg

. i
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" New Delhi — 110003

W WAl -

Prime Minister

New Delhi .
27 April, 2011

Dear Shr1 Tewan

I have received your Iettel of 19 April, 2011
regardm_g Shri Anna Hazare. : V

With regards,

iYours sincefely, _
MaadiS o S
(Manmohan Singh

Shri Manish Tewari, MP |
C-1/3, Lodhi Garden




Ref. No 20 2| |2 00— |1 19" April, 2011

Respected Dr. Manmohan Singh Ji,

The Maharashtra govemment had appointedwfﬂe J usﬁce P. B. SaWant Commission 10f
Inquiry on the ‘l of September, 2003. The Com1mssmn among others enquired 1nt0
, allegatwn}s of" carruptlon agamst Shri Anna Hajare. ‘

The Commlssmn found Shn Anna Hajare gunlty of corrupt practices and
maladmlmstratlon |

It would be approprlate to point out that the salient ﬁndmgs of Comrmssmn of Inqu1ry
with regard to Shu Anna Hajare. |

“Hind Swam@rust”

! ? ‘

()i T he\ expenditure of Rs.  2.20 lacs f rom the Jfunds of the Hind Swaraj
' T I’LL[S'f for the birthday celebrations of Shrz Ha]ale was clearly illegal to
a corrupt practice.

. \ |

(ii)i - The alzenatzon of the land admeasuimg ]] Ares out of the land
belongzng to the Trust in favour of the Zilla Parishad ‘without the
permzsszon of the Charity Commissioner, in contravention of Section 36
of the Bombay Public Trusts Act, though z‘he alienation is invalid, was a

|
: “Ehrashz‘achar Virodhi Janandolan Trust”

1
{

{(xxii) Some of the workers in the Andolan war'e abusing the platform of the '

Ando]an for anti- social activities, such as, extortion of money, |
blackmazlzng grabbing the properties of others, harassment, '

: g?ondazsm “corruption eftc. Although Shri Hajare denied that some of

them were his workers, he could not deny that the others atleast were . -
_ h;s own workers. These acts on their pqut were clearly criminal.

: )
i - . ! H

I - ‘ . : Contd/....’.2

- case of maladmzmsz‘ratzon e B
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- _Regards,

- Enclosed:

| | ; ‘
MANISH TEWARI ‘ . SheetNo; 2

When the) complamts were made agamst some of them, Shri Hajare did not
care| to mli)estzgate them, and when he did mquzre into some of them, he only
Izeard his own workers without calling the complamants for the inquiry. This:

i . I
i !;’

was luglzly unjust and irregular and amounted to patent maladministration of
the Andolan It only shows that he did not take care to keep control over the
antz-soczal forces, which his Andolan had released

1
i

~ Eventhe ﬁhdingjs with; respect to his four other trusts arie exceedingly serious in nature. |

L
i
|

!

- It does raxse the obvious question that how can a man who has been mdlcted for

corruptlon by a Commission of Inquiry headed by a retired Judge of the Supreme
Court serve onfa panel which has been tasked Wlth the responsibility of draftmg an ;

:To: ’

' antl-corruptlon law?

\

| ‘ .

J/ o " Yours sincerely,
| |

P A
| | MANISH TEWARI
“ ; :

Page No.1to5 - Terms of reference of the Commlssmn
Page No. 365 to 372 — Conclusions of the Commxssnonwnth regard to Shri Anna Hazare

}
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|
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Dr. Manmohan Singh,
Hon’ble Prlme Mlnlster of India,
7, Race C@urse Road

New Delhi —

.110001.
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S CHAPTER |

INTRODUCTION

By a Notification dated 1% September, 2003, the

‘Government had appointed the present Commission under the

| ‘ .
f“Co‘mmissions of Inquiry Act, 1952, to jnquire -in_to the allegations

of corrupt pracnces and maladmnmstratmn into matters

spemﬁed in Annexures Aand B of the said Nonflcatlon against

51'(1) Dr. Shr_1. Padmasinh Patil, Mlmster (Irrigation), - (if) Shri.
| | : , -
| Sureshdada. Jain, Minister (Food and Civil Supplies), (iii} Shri.
. Nawab Malik, Minister ‘of State (Housing), (iv) Dr. Shri.

i Vijaykumar Gavit, Minister of State (General Administration) and
‘J .

(v) Shri. Anna Hajare, and tc make rfeport to the Government.

_ 2) The alleged corrupt pra;:tices and maladn1ihistration

o by:-
(i) Dr. Shri. Padmasinh Pafil were in the administration

. of (a) Osmanabad District Central Co operatwe Bank (b) Terna
Sahakari Sakhar Karkhana Osmanabad ‘and (c) Terna Pubhc
- Trust, Terna Nagar, District Osmanabad

(ii){ Shri. Sureshdada Jam,‘ in the admlmstratxon of (a)

Jalgaon District Central Co-ogerati_ve Bank, (b) Jalgaon

>



!
i

Indira Awas Yojana and (c) ljndira‘f»Gandhi Rashtriya .

@

{
f

Mumcrpal Council and (c) Jalgaon Khandesh Bhookamp Sahayata

1N1dh1 (Gujarat) Trust

(iii)  Shri. Nawab Malik, in the fmatter of re-developvment

of property known as "Jariwala Chawl T.H. Kataria Marg,

l

Mahrm Mumbar

(iv) Dr. Shri. Vijaykumar Gavit, in the matter of

irregularities found in (a) Sanjay Gandhi Niradhar Yojana, (b)

Vruddhépakah‘_n 'Yojana in District Nanj;durbar, and.

(v) Shri rAnna Hajare in the?-administrafion of (a) Hind
Swaraj Trust Pune, (b} Sant Yadavbaba Shikshan Prasarak
Mandal, Ralegan Slddhl, (c) Bhrashtachar V:rodm Jana Andolan,
'Rale‘gan-Shdth, (d) Parner Taluka ;Shikshan Prasarak Mandal,
Ralegan-dedhi, (e) World Wa‘ter lnsritute, Pune, (f) Sainik Bank
- Parner Taluka Sainik Sahaka‘ri‘ fiank Ltd.A Parner, District
A’hmednagér, (g) Adarsh Gramin‘P;a'tsansatHa Ralegan—Siddhi
(h) Knshna Pani Puravatha YOJana Sahakan Sanstha, Ralegan
* Siddhi, (3). Swamr Anna Ha]are Trust Ralegan Srddhr, and ()
'.S'w.am‘i Vlvekananda Krutadnyata N1dh1, Rale‘gan-Slddhr.

3 Ultimately, Shri. Sureshdada Jain, who had made

the allegations in respect of corrupt practices and

maladministration in the ten 'instit;ut‘ions of Shri. Anna Hajare,




(3)

confined himself to only four institutions viz, (a) Hind Swaraj

Trust, Pune, (b) Sant Yadavbaba Shikshan Prasarak Mandal, . {c)

Bhrashtachar Virodhi Janandolan a‘nd;: (d) Krishna Pani Purvatha

Yojana Sahakari Sanstha, and gave up his allegations in respect

of the remaining six institutions.

4) Similarly, as regards the§ allegations made by Shri.

Anpa Hajare against Dr, Shri. Vijayktjmar Gavit, they had to be

confined only to two Yojanas viz. (a) Sanjay Gandhi Niradhar

Yojana and (b) Indira Gandhi Rashtrlya Vruddhopakalm YOJana,

which was by consent of the parhes correctly understood as

“Rashtnya Vridhapakalin Yoja‘na”. ‘ There was no such "Yojana"

as Indira Awas Yojana or Indira Gancihi Rashtriya Vruddhapakatin

|

Yojana
5) The Commission thus,> ;inquireﬁ'db into the alleged
corrupt practices and ma’ladministration, in ali, in ten
institutions/organisations, one goverjnment departrnentAand two

government schemes or yojanas.

6) - The Commission was in'search of suitable-premises -

for holding its inquiry, and had visitéd the-prem‘ises of the Pune
Agncultural College, Pune on 18th September 2003. That time,

on behalf of the Government, the Collector showed the

Commission, Dr. Shirname Hall, which was for various rejasons,

P




(4)

not suitable, and instead, the ‘Ctjmmissjion suggested to the
Government to make available Proﬁ'ﬂ Phadtare Hall, wﬁich is in
the sanﬁe‘com’p0und with appro‘priaxite changes. This was agreed
to. Howéver, in the meanwhile, a preliminary meeting was held

in Dr, Shirname Hall on 22™ Septerhber, 2003. The meeting was

attended by all the ministers, exéept Shri. Nawab Malik, who

wés abroad at thé time, and by Shri. Anna Hajare, and their

counsel. After discussion, the Commission gave the following

directions:-

(i)  Parties to withdraw the cases filed by them against

‘each other in courts or give an undertaking that the concerned

parties will not claim any privilegé oh that count while giving - |

answers or producing documents.

(i) The ptace of inquiry will be at Phadtare Hall in the

~ compound of the Agricultural College, P—une..
(ifi) Parties will submit specific statements of
allegations to the. Commission in %triplicate. Before giving the

» cOpies to the Commission, the parties will give copies dirgctly to

each other. An endorsement of the other side to that effect,
should appear on the copy of the Commission.

(iv) Advota‘tes for the paﬁties stated that they would

give details of all charges made by‘.them» to the other side and




B

‘the Commission, with a list of documents and witnesses on or

before 29™ September, 2003.

~(v) The replies of the respectﬁze part1es to the charges
will be presented by them to the ‘Commlsswn on or before 7
October, 2003, by 'followmg the sarpe procedurer.

(vi) Procedure to be followed ‘in the inquiry will be

investigatory. The Commission will have powers to cross-

~ examine the witnesses and call for, witnesses and documents on

its own.

“(vii) In the absence of the rules made by the State

;Government, the Commission wwll follow its own procedure
consistent with the principles of natural justice. ‘Where

‘necessary, the Commission may take guidance from the Central -

.

Rutes.

»(vﬁi) Enghsh and. Marathi }languages will be used in
conductmg the mqmry |

~(ix) Working hours will be between 11.00 A.M. to 2.00
P.M. and 2.30 P.M». to 6.00 P.M. having a break between 2.00
P.M. to 2.30 P.M. | | o

(x); The work will go on from day to day, and even on

, Saturdays with some exceptions.

i
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‘agfiditor for the period 1986‘ to 1993, thefe is no deniat from Shri.

made. The allegation, therefore, will be deemed to have been
broved. Unddubtedly, it is an irr'egul;arity on the part of the

i g%.ociety, The applicant did not préss any other allegation
I ] ' j‘ .
‘against this society, though they were made in the original

~ , ; charter of allegations.

N
i

i .
!

| CONCLUSIONS:-

" Hind Swaraj Trust

1 - (i}  The expenditure of Rs.Z.ZO lacs from the funds of

Hajare was clearly illegal and amouﬁte'd to a corrupt practice.
, ‘ (i)  The alienation of the land ad(measuring 11 Ares out

& f of the land belonging to the 'Trust m favour of;the Zitla Parishad

f without the permission of the Charity Commissioner, in

N contravention of Section 36 of Vth‘;‘e“Bombay‘ Public Trusts Act,

f

though the alienation s invalid, was - a case of

maladministration.

Sant Yadavbaba Shikshan Prasarak Mandal

f—fajare that this was so. No document has also been produced -

before the Commission to suggest that the compliance was

" the Hind Swaraj Trust for the birthday celebrations of Shri. -

>



(366) !

(1) The non-submission of the budget of the Trust for
all the years, except for the first year i.e. 1984, was a
c‘on‘rtraventiion of Secfion 31A of thé Bombay Public Trusts Act
and the non- submission of the ~auditfed accounts in time for the
years 1982 fo 2002 was a COntraventjon of Sections 3_2, 33, 34 6f
the said \Ac:t r.w. Rule 21 of the‘Ru.les made thereunder. They
rare the instances of méladministrati,(;n.
‘ 4 ’(iv) : ‘Thé repayments of -thei handloans taken from the
! trustees, §bove Rs.Z0,000/ -, in casﬁ, were ih contraventidn of
Section 269T of the Income Tax Act’ and were, therefore, acts of

- maladministration.

(v)  The acceptance of the Bavndloans, in cash, from the

parties other than the trustees, and their repayment in cash

maladministration.
{vi) The purchase of the th;ree pieces of lahd, namely,

Survey Nos. 602, 603 and part oﬁ Survey No. 604 of village

Ralegan-Siddhi and the constructidn made thereon, were not
reported t;) the Charity Commissioner as required by Section 22
! of the Bombay Public Trusts Act.j This was an irregular act

amounting to maladministration.

were both against law and, therefore, were acts of

-
P id
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(vn) The amount of Rs. 1 00 000/ gwen to the Swamr
' Vwekanand Krutadnyata Nidhi as loan and wrthout mterest was
i.contrary to- the obJects of the Trust and, the‘refore,‘ an

' 1llegauty

(vm) The amount of Rs 46 374/ spent on the renovatron

of Yadav Baba temple was contrary to the obJects of the Trust

The amount would ‘be spent only on educatton and that too

’secular’ education. Both the o‘bJects w‘erje*deﬁed‘by the said

expenses incurred on renovationof Yadav Baba temple and

therefore constztuted rllegalrttes

(1x) in as much as, the Trust was deposmng its amounts

in the ~n0n-scheduled banks, namely, Parner Taluka Samlk,

Sahakan lank and Adarsha Gramm Brgar Shet1 Patsansfh=

Maryad;t, in ..contrayentlon of Sectlon‘ 35 /of the Bombay Public

' Trusts Act, the Trust was guilty of mjaladmt‘nlstration.

(%) 4 Since the a,ccOunts of all the*diVisi‘ons of the Trust

were not conso’lidated and submitted to the Charrty

Commtssroner for some of - the years as pomted out above, the

Trust was gu1lty of maladmlmstratlon

o ‘~ (xr) Inas much as the source of the amount of Rs 2 lacs V

Which was, rnvested in a fixed deoosu Wlth the Parner Sainik
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(368)

Sahakari Bank Maryadit has not beenj explained, the transaction

" is a case of maladministration.

The Trust is also unable to explain where the

| interest on the said fixed deposit of RsZ lacs for about 7 months

has disappéared. This is also a case c_‘if maladministration.
(xii}) To the extent that the TrUst has spent Rs. 17.85 lacs

from its own funds on the hostel b,‘élonging to the Hind Swaraj

Trust, it has clearly committed a vfolaition of law. This act also

amounts to maladministration.

(xiii} Shri.Hajare has not ex;;)lained as to why a separate

joint account in his name and in :he name of one Dagdu Kisan

Mapari was kept in the ,Adarsha; Gramin Bigarsheti Sahakari

Patsanstha, This amounts to a,“ clear irregularity and is,

. therefore, an act of maladministration.

;‘BhréShtaChar Virodhi Janandolan;‘Trust

' ‘.(xiv) The Andolan was not registered legally as a Society

1

under the Societies Registratidn Act. This is an act of

maladministration.

(xv) The Andoaln coutd rf\ot act as Trust l’egally after

1998, since it did not have the ;minimum number of trustees,
~according to the trust deed, to q‘beraté as the Trust. Ht also did

not have the minimum number of trustees to form the quorum

b
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smce October 1999. AH the acts of the Andolan as the Trust

fafter 1998 were, therefore illegal. There was thus a patent

N matadmmlstratlonz in the functioning of the Trust.

(xvi) After Father Debrato re51gned as a treasurer on
10 11.2001, the mamtenance of the accounts of the Trust has

not jbeen according to the rules. This was an act of

T maladmmrstratron. ,

(xvn) There was no control over the collectlon of funds by

' the Drstnct Commlttees, their expendtture and the contrrbutron

they were supposed to make to the headquarters This

.amounted to maladministration.

(xviii) The non-submission of the audited accounts of the

Trust to the Chari’ty Commissioner m time, for the years 1998-99

to 2001-02 was violative of Sections 32, 33 and 34 of the

Bombay Public Trusts Act ahd hence amounted to

maladministration.

~{xix) The receipt of Rs.75, 000/ as a loan in cash, from

Ralegan Swdmdht Panwar and the repayment of the sard loan to

them again in cash, were both actsjcontrary to the provmons of

the income Tax Act. The rece;pt of the loan without the

permission of the Chanty Commlsswner was contrary to the

|
i

P
e
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E "lBornbay Public Trusts Act and hence both constituted illegalities

and acts of maladmrmstratron

(xx) The appomtments of the Drstnct Commrttees by

‘Shn HaJare after 1998 and the operatron of the sard Dlstnctﬁ

Commrttees as the Commrttees of the Trust were both 1llegal

“and were acts of maladmrmstration

(xxi) The most of the receipt Books issued to the District
.. Committees were lost. ‘;Th"ere was é‘lso no accciUnt-‘ of the funds - -

B collected by the Drstnct Commrttees This was a case of patent, ,

maladmrmstratlon

N

(xxn) Some of the worke’rsin ‘the' Andolan were ‘abusing"
lthe platform of the: Andolan for ant1 socral actwrtres, such as,

extortion of money, blackmarhng, grabbmg the propertres of

‘others, ‘ha,rassrnent', ‘ goondarsm corruptron etc Although

Shri, Hajare denied that some of»them were hrs :rworkers he

could not deny that the others atleast were hrs own workers 't -

These acts on therr part were clearly cnmlnal

When the complarnts were made agamst some of :
..them, Shn Hajare did not care to mvestlgate them, and when
: he did 1nqu1re mto some of them, he only heard hrs own workers/?- |
wrthout calhng the complamants for the 1nqu1ry Thrs was hrghly‘ ,

hE unjust ;andrrrregular and amounted‘to. ‘patent maladministration




o

a7y

‘of the Andolan it only s‘hows ~that he didf'not take c‘are ‘to*k‘e‘ep’
4control over the anti- social forces, WhICh hlS Andolan hadf, |
released o

‘The Krishne‘Peni Puravatha» Yojana ?Saha:katl Sanstha’ :

| (xxm)Although Shri, Ha]are was not quallﬁed to remam a - ;

.member of- the Soc1ety durmg the perlod 2001 to 2603 smce het 5
did not hold any land within the ]urtsdlctlon of the Soc1ety \7

dunng that perzod he contmued to be the' Cha:rman of the P

- 5°C'°t‘:' Th15 was petently 1llegal

(xxw) The supply of water to Mahﬂa Mandal and two, .

- hostels, namely, Students Hostel and RPK Hostel m Apnl and: A
‘éiiMay, 2002 and not ﬁxmg‘the charges e1ther before or Ja‘fte‘r the‘,_ o
uoply, was lrreeular The charaes could have been flxed by the;.,
Managmg Commlttee before the momes were recewed from the |
'tharee :mstltutlonssThat was not done, andnnstea'd ad=hoc sums
: of. Rs. 17'50 lacs iand«'R‘s 70, 000]5 ?were“ reééiv'ed from, the two
hostels respectwely and a sum of Rs. 21 000/- was recewed from\v
" the Mahﬂa Mandal Wthh was 1rregular This 1rregulanty has not
B been cured till date by gettmg the approval atleast of the
/Managlng Committee of the Socnety tof the ch‘arges received :

. from the three institutions, or by"fixjvng the charges.




(372)f -
(xxv) There was no comphahce of 'the objections: pomted ‘
out by the aud1tor for the accounts of the penod 1986 to 1993
‘ ThIS is an lrregulanty and amounted to maladm1mstrat1on
“Thus Shn Ha]are was gurlty of the corrupt practice
-y'mentloned at (l) above and of the acts of maladmrmstratwn,j .

;mentio‘ned \ifn the rest orfy the co,nclusions. -

“Place: Pune e e
= [Justlce P.B.Sawant (Retd )] !

 Date: 22™February, 2005 | Commission of Inquiry




| ‘ F.No. 407/30/2011-AVD.IV
' Government of India l o
‘Ministry of Personnel, P.G. & Pensions |
Department of Personnel & Training |
AVD-IV Section !

S.No.1(R)/p.1-20/¢c.

Complaint against Shr1 -Anna Hazare-Report of Justice P.B.
‘Sawant Comm1ss1on of Enquiry.

Subject: ‘é

V1de PUC, the PMO has forwarded .a copy of letter dated 19.4.2011
from 'Sh! Manish Tiwari, Member of Parliament addressed to the Prime
Minister enclosing extracts from the Justice P.B. Sawant Commission of

- ‘ lnqulry, appomted by the Government of Maharashtra in February 2005(Terms

of Reference of the Commission and Conclusion of the Comm1ss10n) with
regard to|Sh.Anna Hazare. The PMO has requested that thls may be placed
before Honorable MOS(PMO & PP).

2. __In_his letter’ Sh. _Manish . Tiwari. has_said. that. the _Mabharashtra ..
Government had appomted Justice P.B. Sawant Commission of Inquiry on the
1SI September 2003. The commission among other thmgs inquired into
allegat10ns of corruption against Shri Anna Hazare.

31 He has further pointed out that the Commission found ShIl Anna Hazare
gu1lty of: corrupt practices and maladministration. He has spec1ﬁcally pointed
out ﬁndmgs of the Commission of Inquiry with regard to the acts of corruption
and m1sadm1nlstrat10n committed by Shri Anna Hazare with respect to his -
1nvolvement in the activities of Hind Swaraj Trust, Sant Yadavbaba Shikshan
Prasarak 'Mandal Bhrashtachar Virodhi Janandolan Trust and Krishna Pani
Puravatha Sahakari Sanstha. ‘

4 Sh Manish Tiwari has further stated that how-can a man who has been
1nd1cted for corruption by a Commission of Inquiry headed by a retired, judge of
‘the Supreme Court, serve on a panel which has been tasked with the
respon51b1hty of drafting an anti-corruption law.

| 5 Submrtted for kind perusal and orders of MOS(PMO & PP) please.
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