
PUBLIC GRIEVANCES COMMISSION
GOVT. OF NATIONAL CAPITAL TERRITORY OF DELHI

Order under Para ZIBI of the PGC Resolution No F.4/14/94-AB dated 30.7.1998

Date of hearing: 21s' February, 2018

Complainant:Smt. Sandhya w/o Shri Manjeet Kumar,
2126/1E, Gali No. 4, Near Bajaj Public School,
Prem Nagar, Delhi-110008

Respondent:Special   Commissioner   of   Police
Delhi Police   (Vigilance),PS
Barakhamba Road, New Delhi

Grievance No.:PGC/2017/DP/303
Grievance filed on:30/10/2017
First hearing in the PGC:    17/1/2018
Scheduled on

1.Brief facts of the complaint
The complainant has filed a complaint in PGC allegilng that police official Ct.

Manish and Jile Singh posted in PS Patel Nagar detained her husband in Police Station
without any reason and demanded Rs. 50,000/- in lieu of his release. She got released

her husband from Police Station when she had given Rs. 5,000/-. She further alleged

that they are involved in illegal activities in the area and requested t o take necessary

action agiasnt both police officials.

2.Proceedings in the Public Grievances Commission

The PGC convened its first hearing in the complaint on 17th January,

2018 and the second hearing held on 21st February, 2018, when the following

were present:-

Complainant  :Not Present
Respondent  :SI Vikas, PS Patel Nagar

3     Relevant facts emerging during the hearing

An ATR has been sent by SI Vikas, PS Patel Nagar, stating that " an

enquiry was conducted and it was revealed that Constable Manish and Jile

Singh were posted as beat Officers in the area of Prem Nagar, Patel Nagar.

There are 7-8 Shanshi used to sell liquor and drugs. Jagat @ Daler, father in

law and Vidya Devi, mother in law of the complainant are BC of the area and

both constables are visiting at the house for BC checking regularly in the are

also to keep vigil and due to active presence, the crime/sale of liquor/drug

were controlled in the area. The complainant Sadnhya and her husband

Manjeet also involved in selling of drugs and liquor and arrested in the

unauthorized sale of liquor/drug. Recently an FIR No. 359/17 u/s 77 JJ Act
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Copy to:
1.The Special Commissioner  of  Police (Vigilance), Delhi Police, PS

Barakhamba Road, New Delhi.
2.The Addl. Commissioner of  Police (Vigilance), Delhi Police, Police

Station Barakhamba Road, New Delhi-110001.
3.The DCP/Central, Police Station Darya Ganj,  New Delhi-110002

4.Smt. Sandhya wife of Shri Manjeet Kumar, 2126/1E, Gali No. 4, near

Bajaj Public School, Prem Nagar, Delhi-110008.

PGC.

PUBLIC GRIEVANCES COMMISSION
GOVT. OF NATIONAL CAPITAL TERRITORY OF DELHI

Order under Para 2IBI of the PGC Resolution No F.4/14/91-AR dated 30.7.1998

was registered at PS Patel Nagar with the directions of the Honble Principle

Magistrate for selling drugs to minors against the husband of the complainant.

There were several complaints against them of having being involved in illegal

activities. Common man of the area is afraid to complaint against them

openly. The complainant's husband Manjeet threatened both the constables

to implicate them in false complaint. The complainant moved complaints to

mount the pressure on police for not taking any action against her and her

family members. The allegations against the police officials could not be

substantiated.

ii. In view of the above facts and circumstances, it is evident that the

complainant is filing complaints just to mount pressure on beat staff so that

they can freely do the illegal activities in the area. No further police action is

required, hence, the complaint may be filed please."

On the last date of hearing, the complainant was not present and,

therefore, a copy of the ATR filed by Delhi Police was sent to her for information

and furnishing her comments, if any, in today's hearing. She is neither present

nor has furnished/sent her comments. She has not attended any of the two

hearings held in the Commission so far. It appears that she is not interested in

pursuing her case in PGC.

4.    Directions of PGC

In view of the above, the Commission has decided to close the case in


