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PUBLIC GRIEVANCES COMMISSION 
GOVT. OF NATIONAL CAPITAL TERRITORY OF DELHI 


Order under Para 2(6) of the PGC Resolution No F.4/14/94-AR dated 30.7.1998 


Date of hearing:lst February, 2018 

l 11111plai11,1111 	 \hri /\chinta Kumar Das. t:lo , hri unil Kapoor. 
O/o SDM K arol 13agh..lh<tndc1~al a n . 

Paharganj . c11 Dclhi- 1 I 0055 

RcspondenL pecial Commissioner of Police 
Delhi Police (Vigilance),PS 
Barakhamba Road, New Delhi 

Grievance No. PGC/ 2016/ DP/ 248 
Grievance filed on 8/ 8/ 2016 
Fi rst hearing in the PGC 29/09/2016 
Scheduled on 

1. 	 Brief facts of the complaint 
The complainant has filed a com plaint for abusing the process of 

Established law to support the legal terrorism against Shri Sanjay Kumar Sain, 
IPS, the then ACP-Sadar Bazar, Shri Rajender Prasad, ACP, PG/North, Inspector 
Sunil Tanw ar, Inspector, Subhash Meena, SHO/ Subzi Mandi and SI Abhijit. He 
has alleged that the competent autho rity of DCP/North despite knowing the 
facts regarding dowry, no cognizance has been taken against W/Ct. Rekha and 
Shri Sadhu Ram . 
2. 	 Proceedings in the Public Grievances Commission 

The PGC convened its first hearing in the complaint on 171
h Nov., 2016, 

the second hearing held on 2nd March, 2017, the third hearing held on 81
h June, 

2017 , the fourth hearing held on 31st August, 2017, the fifth hearing held on 1st 
Februa ry, 2018, when the following were present :­

Complainant Present 
Respondent Inspector Pankaj Sharma, Vigilance 

ACP Deependra Kumar Singh, Centra l 

Relevant facts emerging during the hearing 

During the hearing held on 2"d March, 2017, the complainant expressed his 

dis-satisfaction with the ATR of DCP/ Vigilance dated 9.1.2017 and st at ed that all his 

issues/complaints were not covered in the ATR and provided four sets of documents 

/complaints, copies of which were provided to Inspector Pankaj Sharma of Vigilance 

Branch to ascertain the queries raised by the complainant. 

During the hea ring held on 3 1.8 .2017, an ATR was filed by Addi. Commissioner 

of Police/V igilance stating that 	 th e complainant provided four sets of 
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documents/complaiants befo re the Commission and Hon' ble Chai rman had advised 

him to look into these com plaints and documents for legal act ion . During furth er 

enquiry, the complainant was ca lled and his fresh statement was recorded. In his 

statements he has made the fo llowing al legations : 

(-\) l'hc grie\(rnce "ith regard to the complaint gi' en h) him to PGC Diar) 0. 17793 

I'( ot'. JateJ 2-1 . 1.2017 :­

l'11int I \lkgti1111 ,\et ion alrcaJ)' I-unher action Rcmarb 

11\l. taken taken 

I . Complainant had lodged one A detailed enquiry This part of 

complaint against W/Ct. was conducted by allegation was 

Rekha and h.:r l'amil)' J\CP/Sadar Ba1ar CO\ ercd during 

mcmher' to the \110 . uh1i Mr. San,ia)' Kumar pre~cm 

l<tnJi 'iJc DD 0. 33 13 Sain. IP · and he 'igilancc 

dated 15.-1 .20 I 3 and another found that no cnquir) and 

'>imilar complaint to cogni1.able offence found the 

IJCP onh 'idc Di.ir)' NO. was made out in action or lm:al 

I071-1\ l)('I' ?\onh Jatcd hi!. complainL'> '>O police to he 

J0.8.2013 rcgan.ling his no police action justi lied a!. no 

!.al\:t)' but the conccrncJ \\:JS required . cognitabk 

.1uthurit)' h;iJ 1-..:pl pending uffcncc "as 

p.:11Jing it 11ll1rc than unc )'Car made out. 
., 

Do -Do-

IP - the then J\CP adar 

Bu.ar had Iiled the abo' c 

..:omplaint on ltJ.6.20 1-1 

Im hi-. Ii lc and propcrt)'. 
I 

Shri 1:3 .K. Vada\. IPS. the J\s per record of No further 

then Addi. DCP onh 'idc onh District. action is 

No. 1-1-12 R rl Cell-\mnh. ddl. DCP hri required. 

JmcJ 30. 1.20 15 orJen:d to B.I<. . Yada' haJ 

c\111Juct n:-cnquir)' inl\l thc ordcreJ re-rnquri)' 

111 ..Jtl<.T m.:mioncd ..ll p\lint No. but it \\aS not the 

I same complaint as 

mentioned at point I 
no. I in !'act lhl' 
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complain t was I 
di ffcrenL from the 

point no. I and the 

allegations "ere 

regarding 

contradiction in 

al legations and 

pctition or D. \' . 

·\ cl .ind 1\ l'liJtl\ it . 

Re-enquiry into 

the same \\las got 

conducted by 

ACP/ PG Cell. 

orth and the 

allegation!> le' dcd 

\\ere 110! 

sub~tantiatcd. 

1lu"e' er. sl 10 

directed to monitor 

the ill\ cstigatiun ur I 
the ca:.c I· IR o. 

9(), I .J LI !> 

.J.98A -106/3-l I PC 

I'S 'ub1i Mandi 

elm.cl} for fair 

and impartial 

enquiry. 

, -l . \\hen the c1i111.:crm:d \C l' l'(i An cnquir) imo I I owe\ Cl'. if 

l ell kept pl·nJing the ahm c 

"uid cnmplainh then 

Ctlmplainant lodged a similar 

compla int hclOre the PG I.' 

Ddhi 'idc '.O. 20 1569-1 12 un 

Jall'.d 20 I 0 2015. I le al sn 

,ti 11..'gl·d that on ull\: ,iJc Shri 

:\ laJhur \ ' erma DCP1:\iorth 

had replied to PG I, that 

allegations could not he 

the mtHLcr gut 

conducted through 

ACP/ PG Cell and 

similar complaint 

enquired hj local 

pol ice and 

.tllcgation" \\ere 

not sub tantiatcd. 

cconJI). as per 

record or 

aggrie\ cJ he 

ma) Ille 

appeal in this 

regard to the 

appropriate 

I	authori t) 

unJcr the 

provision or 

RT I Act 
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c;ubstamiated :.o abo'c said complaint branch 

complai n t~ "crc disposed off 1orth the said 

hut on 1llhcr h,md during R rl complaint was put 

rl·pl~ 1h1: 1'10 l)C'P '\.nnh ur on 7.6.20 16 for 

'iJc lcncr '\(). 1 171 J 11)- linal di,ro,ul to 

J:\7710 151R 11 'ell orth J\ddl. DCP orth 

dutcd 1112/20 15 had stated so PIO orth in 

that this complaint was his rcpl) dated 

pending 11 ith l\CP PG (\:II I 12120 15 had 

SW\Cd that the "lid 

rending. 

5. I hc complainant had got the Covered in point No further 

enquir~ report of abO\ C said no. I act ion is 

complaint during his R11 rer) required. 

ti·um PIO l)('P '\11rth 1 idc 

lcucr '\<J. 2-1..J II). 

3702120 15R 11 Cell onh 

dated 6. 1.20 15. I le alleged 

that thc concerned authorit) 

did 1w1 e\amim: the 

c\1111plaint-. prnpcrl) in 

qul'-.Li1111 mcntionl.!d al point 

'\O I 

(1 , I hat th1: conccrn1:d authoril) IL i!> the 0 rur1h1:r 

Juri ng the COLll"!>C of cnquir) pra ogati\l: or the act ion is 

into the in!>Lant complaint!> EO to examine required. 

had C\amincd the JO/ ' I anyone thought to 

l\hhijit ' ingh hut the he rclc1 ant to 

.1prl ic;1nt Jid 11111 rJi.,c an) reach the truth 

allegation aga1n-.1 \I i\hhi jit 

l_ ~ingh inlO the comrlaint in 

question 

7. I he comrlain;:int had sought a Poim "ise enquir) No further 

cl.irili1:.i1ion roinl \\ i!>e 0 . I action i~ 

to I IJ 1111:nu11nl·J in hi-. 

\las alrcad) 

rcquin:d. 

c11111pl.i i111 J.111.:J 5.8.20 1..J. but 

c1mJ L1 CLl.!J b) 

/\CP Sadar Bn1ar 

I Lhc cnncerncd haJ not replied and ACP/ PG Cell I 
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During earlier 

cnquir~ the) 11cre 

exam i ncd b) 

ACP/PG Cell. 

011 it is not 

possihlc LO ohtain 

CIJR or Lhal Lime 

as the maucr 

pertains to 20 13 

and the service 

[li"(" id.:r maintain 

the hadup CDR 

Jaia ol onl) one 

)Car. 

It is not rcle1 a111 

for the point or 

prcsc111 cnquir~ 

SI \nand NO. D­

890 ( lhl! then 11/\C 

no1\ postcc..I in SIP 

Outer District) and 

his dealing 

'\:-.~istanl 11( 

tvlahipal 0 . 

77!N &ct. unil 

Kumar No. 

280211 had 

11 riucn in their 

rcpon 

inad1 crtclll l) that 

DO o. 33 13 c..latcd 

15/4 2013 P.' 

Sub1i \ l:in<li 11t1~ 

No further 

action is 

requi red. 

No fUnhcr 

action is 

rcquircJ . 

No f'urthcr 

action b 

required. 

8. 

9. 

I 0. 

accordingl~. 

I he complainant statcd in his 

sLJh.:mcnL that all the 

concerncd alleged namel~ 

\\ Ct. Rd.ha. lrs . .'aria ti 

\ l<1ni etc. mu~ kindl~ he 

c\umincd and al~o linJ nut 

lhc call deLaib lo kill!\\ the 

au1hcn1ici1~ of the allegations. 

W Ct. Rekha had lcl'l the 

house on 5.'l.20 I 3. since then 

'ihc had ll'i1hdra11 n about 2 

I Ah~ l'nim h.:r \alalr~ 

a1:..:uulll /\\is Bt111k 11 ithin 

·1hc1'10-DCl'-Nnnh 1 idl! 

lcucr 0 . 7489/R 11 

Cell \.nnh JatcJ 6.6.20 16 had 

11rongl~ inl(irmcd in R rl 

rcpl ~ Lh:ll DI)\,() ~rn datcJ 

I 5.-L'.!1 113 I'\ '>uh1i ~ lan<li 

ugainsL her hus 

hamJ hul in-foci it was lodged 

I h~ Lhc complainant \ chinta 

1-..umar ()a, ___.__ 
 I 
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or lhc compluinunl 

chinta Kumar 

Otis. II" appro,cd 

''c ma) ask 

DCI' ' forth 

District ln "arn 

them w remain 

careful in future 

and not to repeat 

such mistakes 

I\ hilc rutting drull 

rcpl~ to thi.: R 11 

Cell 

I I. I hat W Ct. Rcl-h.i had On 28/5/2013 a No further 

lo<lgcd <1 compl.iint lo complaint ''"s action is 

DCI' Central District 'idc lodged lo rcquin.:J. 

l )~.No. 23655/DCP-Ccntral DCP/Central 

datcJ ~8 5,20 13 aguisnt Di stril:l vidi.: D). 

complain.int rq!uruing nnt l\o. 2365 - DCP 

gl\ ing lhc llHllll"~ lor l cntral h~ \\ Ct. 

tl11mc~tk c\rcnuiturc Rci-hJ against her 

husbanu Achinta 

Kumar Das 

alleging therein 

that her hu~b.inu 

Jiu not gi1 c 

monc) lor 

domestic 

expenditure and 

11 as forcing her to 

ta 1-c di Hirec l"r1>mI 
him. l he !>a id 

conductl!d b) ACP 

ub-Dh ision 

Pahar Ganj in 

"hich the :.aiu 

mall.:r "us soh cc.I 
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amicabl) between 

both so the abo•e 

said complaint \\as 

-­
12. l 0111 plain;.111t Jlh.:gcJ that on 

Ii led. 

I hb allegation has o further 

15.4 .20 LI V. Ct. lkkha hecn leveled action is 

along11 ith hi.:r ~istcr Monika frcshl~ and hence required. 

(/ tani reaehcJ in the oniec is an alierthought. 

ol thc applil.!ant and 

thl'\:atcncd 1·m hi!> l ire. I 
( 13) I he gril.!' ~111cc 11 ith l'\:gard to the complaints Diar) o. 8351 /PGC dated 8/8/20 16. LG ' s 

I),m~ \.0. ·;o720 JatcJ X.X.20 I 6 i~ as under : ­

1h.: ha!> alkged thlll hi.! made complaint against V. /Ct. Rckha and hi.:r father Sadhu Ram 

and !llhl.!rs before the Directorate or Vigilance, (j CTI) regarding extortion and 

misappropriation or 11eahh. In this regard it is submiucd that the allegations were covered in 

the A IR sent to PGC office' ide leuer no. 1- -24/30 l /Vig./16/387/ l IA-PGC/VIP/Vig. dated 

'> I 2017. 

(C I. I he grie' anccs 11 ith n:gard to the complaint~ l)iur~ o. 15105 .It. CP CR dated 

6 8 20 14. I 0881-1'< iC. < onC 11) dated 15 9 2016. ' pl. Cl' Vig. 

I le has alleged that W/Ct. Rekha had filed a false artidavit before the court ofla11 . 

In this regard i t is submiucd that the above al legation was covered in the ATR sent 

to P<iC oflice 'ide leucr o. F-24/301/Vig./16/387/ l IA-P(IC/V IP/Vig.. dated 

9. 1.2017. 

(I)) I he grie' ann:~ 11 ith rcga rJ to the complainh di ar~ \, 0 . I 0882 I'(1C. C'Nl' I JmeJ 

IS lJ 20 ICi. I (, ·~ \.o. 37107 I Ci. D.:hi dated 15/9/2016 is as under :­

I le ha!> alleged that V. /Ct. Rekha had changed the name of his younger son Rudraksh 

Kumar Das to I ejas Kumar Das. In thi s regard. it is submitted that the abO\ c said allegation 11as 

.:o,cred in the A IR sent to PGC office •idc lcucr IQ.F-24/30 1/V ig./ 16/387/ l IA -PGC/VIP/Vig.. 

dall:d 9.1.20 17 ... 

4. Directions of PGC 

The Comm ission peru sed the ATRs and observ ed that the points ra ised by the 

comp lainant in h is origina l complaint and th e four set s of representat ions given by 

the complainant have been considered an d t aken int o account by t he pol ice . The 

Commisison has, therefore, decided to close the case in PGC. 
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Copyto: 3J3'1-tl-J1-~ 	 ;,2s/'-lJ2, 
1. 	 The Special Commissioner of Police (Vigilance), Delhi Police, PS 

B ar akhamba Road, New Delhi. 

2 . T he Addi. Commiss ioner of Police (Vigi l ance), Delhi Police, 

Police Station Barakhamba Road, New Delhi-110001 . 

3. The DCP/Vigilance, Delhi Police, Police Station Barakhamba 

Road, New Delhi-110001 

4. The DCP/Dis trict North, Behind Police Station Civil Lines, Civi l 

Lines, Delh i-110054 

5 . Shri Achinta Kumar Das c /o Shri Sumit Kapoor, o /o SOM Karol 

Bagh, J hande w alan, Pa h a rganj, New Delhi-110055. 


