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OFFICE OF THE DEPLTY COMMISSIONER OF rULICE, CENTRAL DISTT. DELHL

No. 3’ 17% 7&'\ /Complt (C-11)/C. dated Delhi, the ! /f’ O 12007
To

Shri Varun Kapoof,

Deputy Secretary (Grievances),
public Grievances Cell,

Delhi Secretariat, 1.P. Estate,
New Delhi — 110002

Subject: - Regarding complaint of Shri Mohan Lal Me.f:na\S/O Late Shri Ram Singh
Meena R/O H.No.5419, Laddu Ghati, Pahar Ganj, New Dethi — 110055,
ok K Kk f"
Sir, £

with reference to DCP/Vigilance, Dethi’s memo No.F24(72-C to 81-C)YC/

OT/Vig./22857IHA-CM dated 03.07.2007, on the subject citg:g above, I am to staie that
the complainant has alleged that during the right intervenin 79/30.05.2007, when his
wife alongwith their children were sieeping on the roof, at about 12.30 night, he saw two
boys were sitting there and his daughter Kavita, aged 8 yea#p was bgtween them and S.
Mahender Singh, aged 50-52 years tried to molest her. He cried and after hearing his
voice, his wife woke up ‘and his daughter was weéping condition came to him. The
alleged persons started quarrelling with him and threatened to kill if he complained
against them. He complained the matter to focal police and SI Maruti Rao alongwith
staff reached the spot. SI Maruti Rao obtained his signature on a blank paper and took
the alleged persons with the assurance that he would take legal action against then. In
this connection a case FIR No.344/07 has been registered against the alleged two boys
and they were sent 1o the Jadicial Custody but no action has been taken against the main
alleged person ie. S. Mahender Singh. On 31 05.2007 at 9.30 AM, S. Mahender Singh,
his zon Happy and 3-4 other persons threatened him to withdraw the case. They also
abused him and his family members by using caste related words and alse beat them.
Gopal and Happy also pumped the breast of his wife and tote her blouse. When his sister
tried to save them, they snatched her chain of 2.5 Tolas. The complainant had made &
PCR call and in response, PCR van and local police reached the spot and took both the
parties to PS Pahar Ganj. The complainani. party was made to sit there upto 9.30 PM
whereas second party was released. When the complainant party and their neighbours
started making hue and cry, a case FIR No.349/07 has been registered but detail facts
were not mentioned. On 02.06.2007, SI Maruti Rao alongwith 3-4 police personnel, S.
Mahender Singh and his son Happy ihreatened to implicate him in a false case if he
complained against them. On 06.06.2007 at 3 30 PM, SHO/Pahar Ganj, S1 Marutt Rao,
5-6 policemen, S. Mahender Singh, his son Happy and 4-5 others threatened him to
withdraw the case otherwise he would be arrested in a false case. He has requested for
necessary action.

Enquiry conducted through ACP/P.G. Cell revealed that the complainant
and alleged S. Mahender Singh are tenants in the same premises. Their landlord is not
residing there. On 30.05.2007, the complainant alongwith his wife Smt. Poonam and
daughter Kavita, aged 8 years reached PS Pahar Ganj and stated that during the night
intervening 29/30.05.2007, two boys Ranbir and Avinash tried to molest her daughter



, &

Kavita. On his statement, a case FIR No.3-44/07 dated 30.05.2007 u/s 354/506/34 IFC PS
Pahar Ganj has been registered and both the alleged boys arrested in this case and bailed
out. His daughter was medically examined. Both the alleged boys are employees of 5.
Maherder Singh. On 31.05.2007, a quarrel took place between the complainant and §.
Mahender Singh and cross cases vide ¥IR No0.348/07 dated 31052007 u/s
323/341/506/34 IPC PS Pahar Ganj against the complainant and FIR No.349/07 dated
31052007 w's 323/341/354/34 IPC PS Pahar Ganj against S. Mahender Singh, his son
etc were registered.  All the above mentioned three cases are pending investigation and
no negligence was found on the part of local police. Police has not favoured any party
and investigation is being done on merits. The complainant had filed this complaint to
pressurize the local police. However, all the accused in both cross cases have already
been arrested. The motive/cause of quarrel is to vacate the tenanted premises. The
allegations levelled in the complaint could_pjﬁ be substagtialed. Keeping in view of
above, no action is cailed for into the matter. ~ ~ V -
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i Yours faithfully,

il
( ALOK KUMAR )IPS
DEPUTY COMMISSIONER OF POLICE
< CENTRAL DISTT. DELHIL

dan
- Melafoy- -
No. 34§98 /Compli(C-I)/C, dated Delhi, the ! / [o /2007

Copy forwarded to: -

b, JLCP/NR, Delhi with reference to his office endst. No.F.24(172)C/A07/352%
Complt./NR dated 11.06.2007, for information.
2. DCP/Vigitance, Delhi with refererce to his office memo referred above, for

information.
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( ALOK KUMAR)IPS
DEPUTY COMMISSIONER OF POLICE

) CENTRAL DISTT. DELHL
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