Adjudications dated 29.5.2023

Section 13 — Complaints by the Press

Cases heard by Inquiry Committee-l in its meeting held on 1-2/03/2023 at New
Delhi

S. No. File/Case No. Subject

Complaint of Shri S.N. Shyam, Pradesh President
1. 13/144/2018-19 Bihar Press Men’s Union Patna against the Police
Authorities.

Complaint of Shri Sartaj Khan, Journaalist, Qaumi
Patrika and Shri Shaukat Ali, Bureau Chief, Qaumi
Patrika, Ghaziabad, U.P. against Shri Sarvesh and
Sub-Divisional Magistrate, Loni, Ghaziabad, U.P.

2. 13/135/2019-20

Complaint of Shri Sukhraj Singh, Pubisher, Sukhraj
3. 213/2021-B Weekly against the Director, Public Relation
Department, Government of Punjab, Chandigarh

Complaint of Shri Ashish Tiwari, Chief Editor,
4. 73/2021-B Mahamritunjya Darshan, Etah, U.P. against Police
Authorities and anti-social elements

Cases heard by Inquiry Committee-Il in its meeting held on 17-18/04/2023 at
Mumbai

Suo-motu Cognizance on alleged murder of Shri
5. SM/Feb./01/23-B | Shashikant Warishe Journalist for his coverage of
incidents of land grabbing.

Press Council of India




S.No.1

Complainant

Shri S.N. Shyam,
Sr. Journalist/State President,
Bihar Press Men’s Union,

F.N0.13/144/18-19-PClI.
Respondent

The Chief Secretary,
Government of Bihar,
Patna (Bihar)

Patna (Bihar)
2. The Secretary,
Home (Police) Department,
Government of Bihar,
Patna (Bihar)

3. The Director,
Information & Public Relations
Department,
Government of Bihar,
Patna (Bihar)

Adjudication dated 29.5.2023

This complaint dated 04.11.2018 has been filed by Shri S.N. Shyam, Sr.
Journalist/State President, Bihar Press Men’s Union, Patna, Bihar against the police
authorities levelling allegation of badly beating up of journalists during coverage of
news.

The complainant has submitted that some police officials were protesting in
Patna Police Lines on 2.11.2018 and during coverage of the news, the police started
brutally beating the journalists/photographers. The complainant has further informed
that during the incident, Correspondent of Hamara Samaja, Shri S.N. Shyam
(complainant), Crime Reporter of Jan Prahari Times, Shri Aman Singh got badly
injured. He has alleged that police officers neither registered their statement nor
provided medical aid. The complainant has further alleged that even the State
Government has not taken any cognizance of the incident. Whenever any journalist
or cameraman does his journalistic duty, he/she and even their family members are
also targeted. While levelling allegation of implicating the journalists in false cases,
the complainant has requested the Council to take necessary action in the matter.

Notices for Comments were issued to the Government of Bihar on 10.1.2019.

The complainant vide his further letter dated 9.7.2019 has submitted that the
Govt. of Bihar has not filed any reply in the matter. He has cited some incidents
regarding difficulties being faced by the Reporters in Patna and therefore requested
the Council to consider following points:

1. Alaw may be made to provide security to the Reporters.

2. Action may be taken against the Reporters in the cases registered only after
the investigation done by the Senior Officers, till then reporters should not be
arrested nor any action be taken against them.

3. Investigation in the cases registered against Reporters be done by the D.I.G.
level Officer and the Police should take any action only after that.



4. If the cases registered against Reporters/Photographers/Media Employees
prove to be false, strict action should be taken against those who have
registered the false cases.

5. Free medical facilities be given to the Reporters/Photographers/Media
Employees if they get injured while performing duty.

The matter came up for hearing before the Inquiry Committee on 9.7.2019
and was adjourned.

Communication received from the Addl. DGP, Bihar

The Additional Director General of Police, Bihar Police Headquarter, Patnha
vide his letter dated 16.4.2021 has forwarded copies of the letters of various state
police authorities as per detail given below:

The Sr. Superintendent of Police, Patna has forwarded a report dated
10.3.2020 wherein it is submitted that all the police stations Incharge have been
directed to provide security to the journalists/photographers. It has been further
stated that with regard to the incident occurred on 2.11.2018 in Patna Police Lines
four Cases N0.435/18, 436/18, 437/18 and 438/18 were registered in Budha Colony
Police Station, which are under investigation.

The Sr. Superintendent of Police, Bhagalpur vide his letter dated 12.3.2020
has informed that a case N0.351/15 was registered in Police Station Adampur on
14.6.2015 against unknown person with regard to manhandling with photo journalist,
Shri Ajit Kumar Jha. He has further stated that during the investigation it was found
that the cause of the incident was personal. He has also stated that no other case of
attack on journalists in the district has come to light thereafter.

The Sr. Superintendent of Police, Muzaffarpur vide his letter dated 20.02.2020
and 4.3.2020 has informed that no case is registered against the journalist-Shri
Navees Kumar Ranjan in the district nor he was sent to custody. He has stated that
the complaint sent by the Press Council is not related to Muzaffarpur district.

The Sr. Superintendent of Police, Gaya vide his letter dated 9.3.2020 has
informed that the matter is related to Patna police and there is no reference of any
incident of their district in the complaint.

The Divisional Police Officer, Sadar, Biharshariff, Nalanda vide his letter
dated 5.12.2019 has informed that a case No0.153/19 dated 15.04.2018 under
sections 302/201/120(b) was registered in Police Station Harnot against three
accused in relation to murder of journalist Shri Ashwini Kumar alias Chunnu. He has
further informed that all the accused arrested and sent to the jail and chargesheet
was also filed before the Hon’ble Court.

The Superintendent of Police, Saharsa vide his letter dated 12.3.2020 has
informed that a cross complaint with regard to land dispute was filed against the
journalist, Shri Manoj Kumar and others in the year 2016 and chargesheeted on
28.9.2016. In this context, disciplinary action was also taken against the Divisional
Police Officer, Sadar, Saharsa along with Constable Driver-Shri Sanjiv Kumar and
Constable Shri Arun Kumar and Sourav Kumar. With regard to the allegation of



manhandling, misbehave and snatching his camera by the bodyguards of the
Superintendent of Police at his behest, he has stated that no incident of misbehaving
with the journalist by the then Superintendent of Police and his bodyguards was
came into light during the investigation.

The Superintendent of Police, Banka, Bihar vide his letter dated 10.3.2020
has informed that no untoward incident in relation to attack on journalist had
happened in Banka district. He further stated that all police officers are directed to
ensure the security of the journalist.

The Superintendent of Police, Kaimur Bhabhua, Bihar vide his letter dated
9.3.2020 has informed that no case in relation to attack on journalist is registered in
the district. He further stated that all journalists are given due respect and full
cooperation is provided by the police in the district.

The Superintendent of Police, Bagaha, Bihar vide his letter dated 12.3.2020
has informed that no case regarding security of journalists or damage to their
equipments came to light and no complaint was filed in this regard.

The Superintendent of Police, Araria, Bihar vide his letter dated 12.3.2020 has
informed that no incident with regard to attack or misbehave with the journalist
happened in the district. He further stated that all police officers are directed to
ensure the security of the journalist.

The Superintendent of Police, Khagaria, Bihar vide his letter dated 9.3.2020
has informed that no case is registered with regard to attack or misbehave with the
journalist in the district. He further stated that all police officers are directed to ensure
the security of the journalist.

The matter was again heard by the Inquiry Committee on 21.1.2020 and
26.8.2022 and was adjourned.

Communication received from the ADGP, Bihar Patna

The Additional Director General of Police (Law and Order), Bihar, Patna vide
his letter dated 05.08.2022 has stated that nothing contained in sub-section (1) of
section 14(3) of the Press Council Act, 1978, the right to inquire shall be deemed to
empower the Council to inquire into any matter in respect of which any proceedings
are pending in any court of law. He has further stated that total no. of 24 incidents
related to journalists and cinematographers have been recorded and the updated
reports received from the respective districts have been complied and attached
along with his letter. He has further stated that in most of the cases, after completing
the investigation of the cases which were registered in relation to the incidents, the
final form has been submitted to the Hon’ble Court.

Communications received from the Special Secretary, Home Department,
Government of Bihar, Patna through Shri Hazmat H. Amanullah, Additional
Standing Counsel, State of Bihar.




Shri Azmat H. Amanullah, Advocate, Additional Standing Counsel, State of
Bihar, New Delhi vide application 22.08.2022 on behalf of the State of Bihar seeking
rejection of the subject complaint. He has stated that the State of Bihar is filing the
present application praying that the present complaint be rejected/dismissed by the
Hon’ble Press Council in terms of Order VII Rule 11 of the Code of Civil Procedure,
1908 read in light of the provisions of the Press Council of India Act (“the Act”) given
that the present proceedings before the Council are without jurisdiction, being
beyond the scope of powers given to the Council under the Act, and the various
reliefs sought by the complainant are also not maintainable.

Shri Azmat H. Amanullah, Advocate vide further communication dated
22.08.2022 has stated that the present proceedings are not maintainable under the
Press Council of India Act, 1978. The counsel for the respondent has stated that
Section 13(1) of the PCI Act, 1978 (“the Act”) specifies the objective of the Hon’ble
Council to be of preserving the freedom of press and to maintain and improve the
standards or newspapers and news agencies, etc. and under section 13(2) of the Act
clarifies to assisting and guiding newspapers and news agencies to ensure
independent and responsible journalism and functions ancillary thereto. The
respondent has stated that on perusal of the Act as well as the Regulations framed
thereunder (as discussed above) clearly and categorically show that the powers of
conducting Inquiry by the Hon’ble Press Council are limited to complaints against a
newspaper, news agency, editor or working journalist. He has stated that present
inquiry proceedings initiated (as intimated to the State of Bihar under cover of letter
dated 30.01.2019) are beyond the scope of the Act and are not maintainable. He
has requested the Council to dismiss the complaint.

The matter was again came up for hearing before the Inquiry Committee on
10.10.2022 and was adjourned.

Communication received from Government of Bihar

The Director General of Police, Control Room, Bihar Police, Patna vide his
email dated 13.12.2022 has forwarded a copy of letter dated 12.12.2022 addressed
to Shri A.H. Amanullah, Add. Standing Counsel of State of Bihar by the Deputy
Inspector General of Police (Human Rights), Bihar Police, Patna along with a letter
dated 23.11.2022 of the Sr. Superintendent of Police, Patna wherein following detalil
on three points/questions of the case N0s.435/18, 436/18, 437/18 and 438/18 have
been provided:

Point No.1-Whether any case has been registered in relation to any journalist being
injured in the incident?

Reply

Some constables created ruckus and sabotage in the New Police Centre,
Patna on 2.11.2018 and in this regard case No0s.435/18, 436/18 and 437/18 were
registered in Police Station Buddha Colony. In this connection, mediaperson, Shri
Sunil Kumar, Patna came to New Police Centre in his car for covering of news. His
car was damaged by the miscreants during the uproar. No mediaperson was
assaulted, injured during the incident in New Police Centre.

Point No.2- If yes, provide the detail of incident and Action Taken Report thereon.



Reply

With regard to the incident occurred in New Police Centre, Patna, the
mediaperson Shri Sunil Kumar, Patna registered a case N0.438/18 dated 2.11.2018
under Section 147/148/149/341/427/504 of IPC against unknown accused in Police
Station Buddha Colony. During the investigation, the above sections of IPC were
found to be true and the final report No. 324/22 dated 29.7.2022 has been
submitted to the Hon'ble Court against the unknown accused.

Point No.3-How many miscreants constables have been dismissed or any action
taken during the incident. Provide the detail thereof:

Reply

As per Government orders No0.4522/18 and 4524/18 dated 4.11.2022, total
162 trainee ladies/gents constable were dismissed. Out of which, total 151
personnel have returned back as per order of the Hon'ble High Court, against whom
departmental action has been initiated again in the light of the order of the court.
Out of the said personnel, one female constable has been dismissed from service
again and an explanation has been sought from a trainee male constable against
the dismissal. Apart from this, departmental action was initiated by suspending total
23 personnel during the incident, out of which total 22 personnel were found
innocent and departmental action is still going on against one personnel.

The respondent has produced the detail/list of the dismissed/suspended
police personnel.

Report of the Inquiry Committee

The matter came up again for hearing before the Inquiry Committee on
10.10.2022. While the complainant was not present, Mr. Azmat H. Amanullah and
Ms.Tirupati appeared on behalf of the Government of Bihar.

Shri S. N. Shyam, Senior Journalist/State President Bihar Press Men’s Union,
Patna (Bihar) has filed a complaint dated 04.11.2018 alleging that some police
officials were protesting at Patna Police Lines on 02.11.2018 and during the news
coverage undertaken by the journalists, police started beating the
journalist/photographers. The complainant has stated that a correspondent of
Hamara Samaja, Shri S.N. Shyam (complainant), Crime Reporter of Jan Prahari
Times, Shri Aman Singh got badly injured. No statement was recorded and no
medical aid was given to them. It is alleged that the State Government has not taken
any action.

The complaint was followed by another communication dated 09.07.2019 in
which 24 incidents of alleged harassment of journalists by police are noted. The
complainant has requested the Press Council of India to act on the complaint.
Following prayers are made:

1. Alaw may be made to provide security to the Reporters.

2. Action may be taken against the Reporters in the cases registered only
after the investigation done by the Senior Officers, till then reporters
should not be arrested, nor any action be taken against them.

3. Investigation in the cases registered against Reporters be done by the
D.I1.G. level officers and the Police should take any action only after that.



4. If the cases registered against Reporters/Photographers/Media Employees
prove to be false, strict action should be taken against those who have
registered the false cases.

5. Free medical facilities be given to the Reporters/Photographers/Media
Employees if they get injured while performing duty.

Today Shri S.N.Shyam is not present, he was however present on the earlier
occasion. Shri Azmat H. Amanullah, Advocate and Shri Tirupati Gaurav Shahi,
Advocate are representing the State of Bihar. In the written statement filed by the
State of Bihar objection has been taken to the jurisdiction of the Council to deal with
this matter. So far as incidents cited in the communication dated 9.7.2019 are
concerned Director General of Police vide his letter dated 5.8.22 has sent a report .
The report is accompanied by a table. In the table information is given about each
and every incident with necessary annexures. It is stated that the said cases are sub
judice and as per Section 14(3) of the Press Council Act, 1978(P.C. Act) the
Council cannot inquire into these cases. State of Bihar has also in it's written
statement given information about 24 alleged incidents. In respect of incident dated
2.11.2018 it is stated that 4 FIR’s are registered and investigation was going on as
per law.

It is first necessary to deal with the objection regarding jurisdiction. As per the
Preamble of the P.C. Act, it is an Act to establish a Press Council for the purpose of
preserving the freedom of the Press and for maintaining and improving the standards
of newspapers and news agencies in India. As per Section 13(2)(i) of the P.C. Act,
the objects of the Council shall be to preserve the freedom of the Press and to
maintain and improve the standards of newspapers and news agencies in India.
Section 13(2)(e) requires the Press Council to keep under review any development
likely to restrict the supply and dissemination of news of public interest and
importance. If the freedom of the Press is to be protected by the Press Council it
has to ensure that journalists who are the main players in the world of news
dissemination are protected. If journalists are threatened and beaten up Section
13(2)(e) is attracted because that will be a development which will result in restricting
the supply and dissemination of news of public interest and importance. If journalists
are suppressed the standard of print media will not be maintained. Correct and
truthful news must reach the doors of the people. If attacks on journalists are
ignored the very existence of the Press Council will become redundant. Section
13(2)(k) after delineating responsibilities of the Press Council states that the Press
Council can do such other acts as may be incidental to or conducive to the discharge
of functions laid down in Section 13(2). The Press Council can, therefore, take
cognizance of incidents of attacks on journalists and pass appropriate orders or
make such observations as will be conducive to its main function of protecting the
freedom of the Press. However, it will have to take care to see whether these
attacks are made to deter the journalists from doing their journalistic duty or these
attacks are the result of some personal dispute having criminal overtones. The
Inquiry Committee does not prima facie find that in this case the journalists were
involved in any criminal activity or any false or exaggerated account is given on
account of political motives. The objection regarding lack of jurisdiction must
therefore fail and is rejected.

So far as the several cases which the complainant has cited in his
communication dated 9.7.2019 are concerned, the Inquiry Committee does not wish
to go into these cases. The scope of the complaint dated 4.11.2018 cannot be



widened in this manner. Those cases appear to be sub judice. If specific complaint
had been made in respect of each of those cases, perhaps they could have been
looked into. Moreover, the prayers made in this communication are too wide. All of
them cannot be granted by the Press Council. In an appropriate case some of them
can be considered.

The main grievance of the complainant is regarding incident dated 2.11.2018
where he and another journalist Shri Aman Singh were allegedly beaten up. They
are stated to have received injuries. The Respondents have denied that there is any
police inaction. Today learned counsel for State of Bihar has filed a compilation
which contains copies of four FIRs lodged in respect of incident dated 2.11.2018. It
is stated that these cases are registered against 150 trainee police constables and
certain unknown persons. So far as these FIRs are concerned, they are against the
trainee constables who were agitating and who were involved in destruction of
property. These FIRs do not redress the grievance of the complainant. It is
apparent from the complaint that the complainant and Shri Aman and other
journalists were beaten up. They received injuries. They were not given first aid.
They were not taken to the hospital. It is clear that the police have not recorded the
statements of the complainant and Shri Aman. Even the State Government has not
taken cognizance of this incident. It appears to the Inquiry Committee that grievance
of the complainant has not at all been examined by the police or the State. The
grievance needs to be examined.

By way of abundant caution a copy of the complaint is given today to the
learned counsel for the State of Bihar. The Inquiry Committee is of the opinion that
the police should treat this complaint as the complaint addressed to the police by the
complainant, investigate it and take necessary action. What is most important is
recording of the statements of the complainant and Shri Aman. It is argued by the
counsel for the State that neither the complainant nor Shri Aman lodged any FIR.
The Inquiry Committee does not give importance to this circumstance because the
atmosphere was so hostile that they could not have gone to the police to register
FIR. They had received injuries. They were obviously in trauma. This argument is,
therefore, rejected.

The Inquiry Committee accordingly recommends to the Council that direction
be given to the police to treat the complainant’s complaint dated 4.11.2018 as a
complaint addressed to the police, investigate it and take appropriate steps. The
complaint be disposed by giving such direction.

Held

The Press Council on consideration of records of the case and Report of the
Inquiry Committee accepts reasons, findings and adopts the Report of the Committee
and decides to dispose of the case with above direction.

Press Council of India

S.No.2 F.N0.13/135/19-20-PCI.

Complainant Respondent



1. Shri Sartaj Khan, 1. The Chief Secretary,

Journalist, Government of U.P.,
Shah Times, Lucknow (U.P.).
Ghaziabad (U.P.).

2. The Secretary,

2. Shri Shaukat Ali, Home (Police) Department,
Bureau Chief, Government of U.P.,
QaumiPatrika, Hindi daily, Lucknow (U.P.).

Ghaziabad (U.P.).
3. The Director General of Police,

Uttar Pradesh Police,
Police Headquarter,
Lucknow (U.P.).

4, The Superintendent of Police,
Ghaziabad (U.P.).

5. The Deputy Collector,
Loni,
Ghaziabad (U.P.).

6. Shri Nand Kishore Gurjar,
MLA, Loni,
Ghaziabad (U.P.).

7. Shri Lalit Sharma,
Ghaziabad (U.P.).

8. Shri Alimuddin Ansari,
Ghaziabad (U.P.).

9. Shri Parvez Salmani,
Ghaziabad (U.P.).

10. Shri Vikas Bhavi,
Ghaziabad (U.P.).

11. Shri Praveen alias Neetu,
Ghaziabad (U.P.).

12 Shri Pawan Chaudhary,
Ghaziabad (U.P.).

Adjudication dated 29.5.2023

This complaint dated 19.9.2019 has been filed by Shri Sartaj Khan, Journalist,
Shah Times, Ghaziabad (U.P.) against the Deputy Collector, Loni, District
Ghaziabad and others for alleged misbehaviour during coverage of news.

Shri Sartaj Khan, Journalist, Shah Times and Shri Shaukat Ali, Bureau Chief,
Qaumi Patrika, Hindi daily, Ghaziabad (U.P.) vide their joint undated complaint,
received in the Council on 4.11.2019, have informed that the Sub-District Magistrate,
Loni, Ghaziabad was removing an encroachment on 18.9.2019 and some journalists
reached there for news coverage. The complainant has alleged that the gunner of
the Sub-District Magistrate, Shri Sarvesh misbehaved with them during coverage of
news. The complainants have stated that they verbally informed the Sub-District
Magistrate in this regard but no action was taken by him. Thereafter, they along with
their fellow journalists reached at the office of the MLA, Loni Shri Nand Kishore




Gurjar to stage a protest on 19.9.2019 in this regard where representative of the
MLA, Shri Lalit Sharma and Shri Vikas Mavi asked them to sit in the office. The
complainants have alleged that after some time 7-8 masked persons brutally
attacked both of them because they belong to a particular community, and they also
snatched expensive mobile of Shri Sartaj Khan (the complainant) and fled away. The
complainants have further informed that both of them were unconscious and their
fellow journalists called the police and they took them to the hospital and got their
medical done and registered a case No0.723/2019 under Sections
147/148/395/323/506 of IPC in Police Station Loni Border against 7-8 unknown
persons however no further action was taken by the police. The complainants have
alleged that the MLA, Loni was annoyed with the protest due to which he attacked
them and the MLA was present at his office at the time of attack. The complainants
have further alleged that the associates of the MLA also pressurising them to
withdraw the case. In this context, a BJP Leader Shri Alimuddin has lodged a false
case of looting against them in Police Station Loni and also shared on the social
media/WhatsApp and thereby defamed them. The complainants have further alleged
that they are being harassed and threatened by the respondents. While
apprehending danger to them and their families life, the complainants have
requested the Council to take necessary action in the matter.

Notices for Statement in Reply were issued to the respondents on 1.1.2020.
Written Statement of Shri Nand Kishore Gurjar, MLA, Loni

Shri Nand Kishore Gurjar, MLA, Loni vide his written statement dated
14.1.2020 while denying the allegations has stated that the allegations levelled in the
complaint are imaginary and fabricated. The respondent has further stated that he
was at his Lucknow residence at the time of the incident. According to the
respondent, the complainants should have protested at the competent
officer/department in relation to the misbehaviour by the Gunner of the Sub-
Divisional Magistrate, but there was no justification to protest at his office. The
respondent has further stated that assault on only two journalists out of six
journalists does not meet any criterion. The respondent has also stated that after
taking information about the entire incident, he came to know that the incident of
assault with the complainants took place outside his office, which was the result of
their mutual quarrel. The respondent has stated that during his stay in Lucknow, he
had come to know about this incident, which he had condemned and also ordered to
the police for fair investigation. The respondent has also stated that he respects the
fourth pillar. He has requested the Council to take action against the complainants
for damaging his reputation.

Written Statement of Shri Parvez Salmani

Shri Parvez Salmani, BJP leader vide his undated written statement, received
in the Council on 24.1.2020, has stated that the allegations levelled in the complaint
are false and fabricated. The respondent has stated that he has no information about
the incident. The respondent has also stated that he is not named even in the case
registered by the complainants in the Police Station Loni Border. The respondent
has apprehended that he is being implicated under a political conspiracy. The
respondent has also stated that he respects the fourth pillar. He has requested the
Council for an impatrtial inquiry in the matter.

Written Statement of Pt. Lalit Sharma and Shri Vikas Mavi




Pt. Lalit Sharma, MLA Representative and Shri Vikas Mavi, Loni vide their
joint written statement dated 21.1.2020 has submitted that the allegations levelled in
the complaint are totally false and fabricated. According to the respondents, they
respectfully offered tea to the journalists on their arrival and thereafter journalists left
the office as the MLA was in Lucknow. Later, they came to know through
administration about filing of case against them by the complainants. The
respondents have stated that after taking information they came to know that the
alleged assault took place over some personal issue amongst themselves
(complainants). The respondents have also stated that they respect the fourth pillar.
They have requested the Council for an impartial inquiry in the matter.

Counter Comments dated 3.2.2020 of the complainant

The complainants vide their joint undated counter comments, received in the
Council on 3.2.2020 have stated that the written statement filed by Shri Nand
Kishore Gurjar, MLA is false and fabricated. According to the complainants, the
respondent-MLA was present at press conference at District Collectorate Auditorium,
Ghaziabad at the time of the incident. The complainants have alleged that the MLA
had knowledge that the journalists are coming to his office and the MLA and the
Sub-Divisional Magistrate, Loni had hatched entire conspiracy before going to
Ghaziabad. The complainants have submitted that the MLA also wrote in the
WhatsApp group that "when is the protest now” after the incident, which shows
behaviour of the MLA towards the journalists. The complainants have submitted that
the newspapers also published the story about the attack on them at MLA office. The
complainants have stated that the behaviour of the MLA towards the journalists is
not good and he keeps making indecent remarks against the journalists on
WhatsApp Group.

Written Statement of Shri Alimuddin Ansari

Shri Alimuddin Ansari, BJP leader, Loni vide his written statement dated
5.2.2020 has stated that the allegations of the complainants levelled against him are
baseless. The respondent has informed that the complainants came at his office
and threatened and forcibly took Rs.10,000/- from his office counter at gunpoint. In
this regard, he filed a case against the complainant in the police station concerned.
He has requested the Council to take necessary action against the complainant.

Counter Comments filed by the complainants

The complainants vide their undated counter comments, received in the
Council on 18.3.2020 while reiterating the complaint has submitted that written
statements filed by S/Shri Parvez Salmani, Lalit Sharma and Alimuddin Ansari are
false, misleading and fabricated. The complainants have stated that the attack took
place in the MLA's office. The complainants have further stated that the attackers
had come from the same room in which the respondents-Shri Lalit Sharma and Shri
Vikas Mavi had gone. The complainants have also stated that the respondent-Shri
Parvez Salmani misleading the Press Council of India. In fact, Shri Parvez Salamni
was also one of masked attackers and after the incident he had also threatened and
pressurized them to withdraw the case. The complainants have stated that the
allegation of looting of Rs.10,000/- levelled by the respondent-Mr. Alimuddin Ansari
has been found false and baseless in the police investigation.

Report of the Inquiry Committee




The matter came up before the Inquiry Committee for hearing on 1.3.2023 at
New Delhi.

The complainants Mr. Sartaj Khan and Mr. Shaukat Ali are present. Mr.
Rakesh Singh Chauhan and Mr. Kavindra Kumar are representing the Chief
Secretary of U.P., Ms. Punam Mishra, ACP is representing the Superintendent of
Police, Ghaziabad, Mr. Rati Gupta, Naib Tehseeldar is representing the Deputy
Collector, Loni, Mr. Kundan Kumar is representing Mr. Nand Kishore Gurjjar, MLA,
Loni and Mr. Lalit Sharma, Mr. Alimuddin Ansari, Mr. Parvez Salmani, Mr. Vikas
Bhavi and Mr. Praveen Sharma are appearing in person.

We are informed by the complainants that the matter is settled. Complainant
No. 1 Mr. Sartaz Khan and complainant No. 2 Mr. Shaukat Ali have filed notarised
affidavits stating that the matter is settled and they do not want to proceed with the
complaint. In view of the affidavits and the statement made before the Inquiry
Committee, the Inquiry Committee recommends to the Council to permit the
complainants to withdraw their complaint. The Inquiry Committee recommends that
the matter may be disposed of by the Council accordingly.

Held

The Press Council on consideration of records of the case and Report of the
Inquiry Committee accepts reasons, findings and adopts the Report of the Committee
and decides to dispose of the case as being withdrawn/settled.

Press Council of India

S.No.3 Case No. 213/2021-B

Complainant Respondent




Shri Sukhraj Singh, 1. The Director

Publisher, Information and Public
The Sukhraj, Weekly newspaper, Relations Department,
Chandigarh. Chandigarh, Punjab

2. The Deputy Director, Press
Information and Public
Relations Department,
Chandigarh, Punjab.

Adjudication dated 29.5.2023

This complaint dated 31.08.2021 has been filed by Shri Sukhraj Singh,
Publisher, the Sukhraj Weekly, Chandigarh against Director, Public Relations,
Punjab, Chandigarh allegedly for non-issuance of accreditation card.

The complainant has stated that as per the government guidelines at least
one press correspondent or editor of a weekly newspaper can be accredited by the
State Government concern. The complainant alleged that despite applying for the
accreditation card he has not been issued with the same. He has stated that ‘The
Shukraj’ Punjab weekly is a regular weekly and is being published from Patiala since
1974. Further, the weekly is empanelled with DAVP, Northern Railway, DPR Punjab
and DPR Haryana for Govt./Semi Govt. Advertisements. He also informed that once
a police verification was got done by the DPRO, Patiala, Punjab but even after that
the accreditation card has not been issued to him, while so many approved/non
approved weeklies of his State had got accreditation card issued in their name. He
has requested the Council to direct the Director, Information and Public Relations
Department, Punjab for issuing of Accreditation to his weekly and also take
necessary action against DIPR Punjab.

The complainant vide his letter dated 24.11.2021 has stated that he had
visited the office of the Director, Information and Public Relations Department,
Punjab Chandigarh on 22" November, 2021 to submit advertisement bill and copy of
publication. The complainant has alleged that then he was threatened and insulted
by Shri Aswinder Grewal, Deputy Director for filing complaint with the Press Council
of India and asked him to get the accreditation from Press Council of India.

Notice for Comments was issued to the Director, Information & Public
Relations Department, Chandigarh on 08.11.2021 followed by a Notice for Statement
in reply dated 24.12.2021.

Comments filed by the Director, Information & Public Relations Department,
Punjab

The Director, Information & Public Relations Department, Punjab vide his
reply dated 20.01.2022 has stated that the department issues the accreditation cards




of the journalists in line with the ‘Punjab Media Accreditation Rules-2009’. For the
accreditation of journalists working at the district level, the concerned DPRO sends
recommendations in accordance with the rules to the Headquarter for the issuance
of accreditation cards. He further stated that no application as per the prescribed
format has been received from the complainant Shri Sukhraj, Publisher of the
Sukhraj Weekly newspaper for the purpose of accreditation. Further, he informed
that as per the information received from the office of the DPRO, Patiala, the
‘Sukhraj Weekly’ newspaper is not sold by any agency and neither does it has any
counter sale nor does the paper is being received in the office of the District Public
Relations Officer, Patiala.

He also informed that in the written report received from the DPRO, Patiala, it
has been found after perusing the record that Shri Sukhraj approached the office in
2012 for getting the departmental card issued at that point of time as per the normal
formality his records circulation and counter sale etc. were checked as in other
journalists’ cases for issuance of the departmental card. At that point of time also no
information was found concerning the circulation and counter sale of the paper, that
is why the case of Shri Sukhraj Singh for issuance of the identity card was not
considered. After that the complainant did not approach the department for issuance
of departmental card and neither his newspaper has been received by the office
during the said period.

Counter comments filed by the complainant

The complainant vide his counter comments dated 21.02.2022, while
reiterating his complaint has stated that his newspaper is being published from
Patiala since 1974 regularly and being sold by news agency every week only and its
copy to Govt. offices at Distt/State level including DPRO Patiala/DPR Punjab is
being sent by post every week. He has further submitted that when he visited DPRO
office Patiala he said that his case is pending with DPR, Chandigarh and when he
visited DPR office Chandigarh they never gave him satisfactory answer. He has
stated that a similar weekly “Gairat” and some other weeklies publications being
published from Patiala had got Accreditation and Govt accommodation with the
recommendation of DPRO Patiala/DPR Punjab but he had not been given any
facility by the said department. Once again, he has requested the Council to take
strict action against the respondents.

Rejoinder filed by the Director, Information & Public Relations Department,
Punjab

The Director, Information and Public Relations Department, Punjab,
Chandigarh vide his letter dated 18.05.2022 has submitted that department could
consider complainant name for issuance accreditation card if it would have been
recommended by the concerned District Public Relations Office i.e. Patiala with
documents required as per the accreditation Rule, 2009 and instruction issued from
time to time in this regard.

Communication received from the complainant

The complainant vide letter dated 07.06.2022 has stated he had already
applied for accreditation in fixed Performa alongwith his passport size photographs
as per policy (Rules) to the District Public Relations Officer, Patiala. He has further



stated that on 06.09.2011 the District Public Relations Officer, Patiala accepted his
application and on 27.09.2011 he had issued Press Identity Card. The complainant
has stated that after issue Press |.Card he visited the District Public Relations
Department, Patiala to enquire about his accreditation but the then DPRO told him
that his case is under process. He has stated that after acceptance of his application
the Patiala Police was also conducted his police verification with the
recommendation of DPRO, Patiala then why the concerned department is saying that
there is no details/documents in the office of DPRO, Patiala. He has stated that
Department of Public Relations Punjab, Chandigarh is giving false information to the
Press Council of India. The complainant has stated that on 22.02.2022 when he
visited the Director, Public Relations Department, Punjab, Chandigarh then he went
with him to the Deputy Secretary, Punjab Civil Secretariat (PCS) and direct him to
issue accreditation card. But the Deputy Secretary said that the Deputy Director
(Press) is not available in the office and ensured that when he will return, he will ask
him to issue the Accreditation Card. But till date he has not received the same. He
has alleged that Shri Aswinder Grewal, Deputy Director (Press) has ‘Personal
Ranjish’ (personal grudge) against him and harassing him from 06.09.2011 and
does not want to issue him Accreditation Card. He has requested the Council to
direct the Department, DPR, Punjab, Chandigarh to consider his case.

The matter came up for hearing before the Inquiry Committee on 11.10.2022
and was adjourned.

Further communication received from the Director, Information & Public
Relations Department, Punjab

The Director, Information and Public Relations Department, Punjab vide his
email letter dated 16.10.2022 has submitted that investigations with regard to
complaint of Shri Sukhraj Singh, Publisher, Siukhraj weekly, Patiala has been done
at the level of Headquarter after minutely perusing record of Head Office and the
office of Director Public Relations, Officer, Patiala. He has submitted that after
investigation of the case, it has found that documents submitted by the complainant
in corroboration of his complaint, have been fabricated without any iota of truth. The
respondent has submitted that it is categorically mentioned at the serial no.8 of the
accreditation policy of the Punjab Government that “It is made clear that
accreditation is a facility not a right”. The respondent has submitted that Yellow
identity Card submitted to the PCI by Shri Sukhraj (complainant), the Headquarter
of Information and Public Relations Department, Punjab meticulously verified the
record of the Office of DPRO, Patiala which revealed that Sh. Sukhraj Singh,
Publisher, Sukhraj weekly has neither been issued yellow Identity Card nor the
accreditation card either in the year 2011, the year before or after. The respondent
has submitted that the complainant with the intent to obtain accreditation on the
basis of fake documents including forged Yellow ID Card by fraudulent ways and
means, has not only wasted the precious time of the Press Council of India but it is
also suspected that he might have defrauded the State Exchequer by obtaining
Government advertisements through wrongfully empanelment with Bureau of
Outreach of the Government of India (erstwhile DAVP). The respondent has further
submitted that as per the report from all the DPRO’s of Punjab, Sukhraj Weekly has
no circulation in any district. The respondent has submitted that the complainant
has brought the noble profession of Journalism to disrepute by preparing forged
documents to obtain accreditation. Therefore, giving accreditation to such a person



on the basis of fake credentials and bogus documents amounts to gross forgery and
fraud is absolutely against the ethics of free and fair journalism. The respondent has
requested the Press Council of India that the principles of natural justice, good
conscience and equity, the false complaint fabricated by Sh. Sukhraj Singh
complainant may be immediately filed and he should be handed over an exemplary
punishment as a deterrent so as to uphold the freedom of Press the fourth pillar of
democracy, thereby reinforcing unflinching faith in the ethic of Journalism.

Report of the Inquiry Committee

The matter again came up for hearing before the Inquiry Committee on
2.3.2023 at New Delhi.

This complaint dated 31.8.2021 has been filed by Shri Sukhraj Singh,
Publisher, The Sukhraj, Weekly Newspaper, Chandigarh against the Director,
Information and Public Relations Department, Chandigarh, Punjab for non-issuance
of accreditation card. Shri Sukhraj Singh is present and for respondent no. 1 Ms.
Sonali Giri, IAS, Director, DIPR, Punjab is present and for respondent no. 2 Shri
Haagam Thaper, DPRO, Patiala alongwith Shri Ashok Kumar Retd. APRO, Patiala
are present. The Inquiry Committee has heard the parties at great length and finds
that this question involves disputed questions of facts and law. It is the case of
respondent No. 1 that the complainant, Shri Sukhraj Singh is guilty of forgery which
is vehemently being denied by the complainant.

The complainant’s case relying on RNI record is that his weekly circulation is
15050 and Inquiry Committee has been furnished with a copy of Form 2 which is the
annual statement in respect of complainant’s newspaper. The copies thereof have
been given to the respondent also. Whether, there is forgery or not cannot be
decided by the PCI, it does not fall within its jurisdiction. In the circumstances of the
case, in the opinion of the Inquiry Committee Shri Sukhraj Singh should submit a
fresh application to the respondent for the accreditation and the respondent should
consider it in accordance with law. Needless to say that if they feel that there is any
forgery they should take appropriate steps to inquire into the said alleged forged
documents with the help of institutions which take up such tasks or take such steps
as they feel necessary. The complainant shall cooperate with the respondent and
shall visit the office of the respondent when called upon to give statement or submit
any material which the respondent may want in their inquiry. The respondent shall
give a proper opportunity to the complainant. After the entire process is over, the
respondent shall pass a reasoned order and give copy thereof to the complainant.
The respondent shall finish the entire exercise within a period of one month from the
date of receipt of this order by them. The Inquiry Committee makes it clear that it has
not expressed any opinion on the merits of the case of either parties and entire
exercise should be conducted independently and in accordance with law.

In order to secure independent disposal of the application the Inquiry
Committee feels it appropriate to direct the respondents to request Shri Vinod Kohli,
Member of Press Council of India to be member of the Committee which will
consider the case of the complainant for accreditation in keeping with Rule 4(b) of
Model Accreditation/Advertisement Rules-2014 formulated by the Press Council of
India.



The Inquiry Committee recommends to the Council that the complaint be
disposed of in the aforesaid terms.

Held

The Press Council on consideration of records of the case and Report of the
Inquiry Committee accepts reasons, findings and adopts the Report of the Committee
and decides to dispose of the case with direction.

Press Council of India

S.No.4 F.No.73/2021-B.




Complainant Respondent

Shri Ashish Tiwari, 1. The Chief Secretary,
Chief Editor, Government of U.P.,
Mahamrityunjya Darshan, Lucknow (U.P.).
Etah (U.P.).

2. The Secretary,
Home (Police) Department,
Government of U.P.,
Lucknow (U.P.).

3. The Director General of Police,
Uttar Pradesh Police,
Police Headquarter,
Lucknow (U.P.).

4. The Superintendent of Police,
District Meerut,
(U.P).

5. Shri Sanjeev Kumarr,
S/o Shri Vishan Lal,
Meerut (U.P.)

Adjudication dated 29.5.2023

This complaint dated 5.3.2021 has been filed by Shri Ashish Tiwari, Chief
Editor, Mahamrityunjya Darshan Weekly, Etah (U.P.) against the police authorities
and anti-social elements for allegedly implicating him in a false case due to
publication of critical writings.

According to the complainant, he had published a news item in his
newspaper’s issue dated 28.1.2021 criticising the police administration and exposing
the illegal activities of mafia. Annoyed with his true reportage, the Superintendent of
Police, Crime, Meerut and the oil mafia lodged a false case of extortion and
manhandling against the complainant through the mafia in Police Station Pratappur,
district Meerut. The complainant has further alleged that when he approached Shri
Ajay Sahani, Senior Superintendent of Police, Meerut, he threatened to send him to
jail. The complainant has alleged that the action of the respondents is an attack on
freedom of the press. He has requested the Council to take necessary action against
the respondents.

Notices for Statement in Reply dated 17.8.2021 were issued to the
respondents followed by Time Bound Reminder dated 3.11.2021.

Written Statement filed by Additional Director General of Police, Meerut Zone

Shri Rajiv Sabharwal, Additional Director General of Police, Meerut Zone,
Meerut vide written statement dated 9.2.2022 has produced an investigation report



dated 31.1.2022 received through the Inspector General of Police, Meerut Zone,
Meerut wherein it has been informed that on the basis of the complaint of one Shri
Sanjiv Kumar, an FIR N0.070/2021 under Sections 386/506 of IPC was registered on
5.2.2021 against Shri Ashish Tiwari (the complainant). It has been further informed
that during the investigation, Section 386 IPC has been omitted and Section 504/507
IPC have been added in place of section 506 of IPC and a chargesheet N0.321/2021
dated 30.8.2021 has been filed against the complainant. All the documents have
been submitted before the Hon’ble Court on 30.11.2021. The respondent has stated
that there was a personal dispute between the complainant and Shri Sanjeev Kumar
in relation to an agreement of petrol pump. The respondent has stated that the
matter is pending before the Hon’ble Court for consideration.

Further communication from complainant

The complainant vide his letter dated 17.6.2022 has alleged that the police
forcibly registered case N0.070/2021 under Section 386/506 of IPC against him. He
has requested to take early action in the matter.

Written Statement filed by Shri Sanjeev Kumar

Shri Sanjeev Kumar (Respondent No.5) vide his email dated 23.02.2023 has
submitted that complainant was running a petrol pump, which was allotted to
complainant’s mother. He has further stated that with mutual understanding they
decided to lend the same pump on rent and there was a registered agreement for 5
years with advance payment of Rs.15 lakh through RTGS was made for the same.
After running the Pump for around 4 months the sales was very less as per the
commitment and they are starting to suffer losses. According to the respondent, he
tried to contact them for discussion but they were not contactable either on phone or
address. He has further submitted that when they have handed over the pump to the
concerned company even, they are not able to trace them as Mr Ashish Tiwari was in
Jail. The respondent has further submitted that on 25.01.2021 he received phone call
from the complainant, who stated that give him Rs.24 lacks otherwise he will be shot
dead by the rented killers. He has submitted that thereafter he contacted the
Superintendent of Police and in his investigation it was found that the number from
which he received the call belongs to the complainant and therefore, he registered an
FIR No0.0070 under Section 386 and 506. The respondent has alleged that the
complainant and his mother in indulged in fraudulent activities.

Report of the Inquiry Committee

The matter came up before the Inquiry Committee for hearing on 2.3.2023 at
New Delhi. The complainant was present in person. While Mr. Rakesh Singh
Chauhan and Mr. Kavindra Kumar are representing the Chief Secretary of U.P. Mr.
Kunwar Singh, Sub-Inspector appeared on behalf of the Superintendent of Police,
Meerut.

Complaint dated 5.3.2021 has been filed by Mr. Ashish Tiwari, Chief Editor,
Mahamrityunjya Darshan Weekly, Etah against the Police authority and anti-social
elements for allegedly implicating him in a false case due to publication of critical
writings.

The Inquiry Committee heard Mr. Tiwari who is present. It appears from his
submissions that there is really a personal dispute between Shri Tiwari and



Respondent No. 5, Shri Sanjeev Kumar who is not present. The dispute relates to a
Petrol Pump which is allotted to Mr. Ashish Tiwari’s mother. The Inquiry Committee
does not want to go into the truth or otherwise of the facts relating to this personal
dispute. The main grievance of Mr. Tiwari appears to be that his mother is still in
possession of the Petrol Pump. However, Mr. Sanjeev Kumar has defrauded the
mother and stolen away 9 thousand litres of petrol and 18 thousand litres of diesel.
According to Mr. Tiwari, while police have registered FIR of respondent No. 5, Mr.
Sanjeev Kumar, they have not examined his grievance and registered any case. Mr.
Kunwar Singh is representing the Superintendent of Police, Meerut. He makes a
statement that “if Mr. Ashish Tiwari approaches the police, the police will take down
his grievance examine and investigate it and deal with it in accordance with law”.
The Inquiry Committee accepts this statement. In the circumstances, the Inquiry
Committee recommends to the Council that the complaint may be disposed of with
the above directions.

Held

The Press Council on consideration of records of the case and Report of the
Inquiry Committee accepts reasons, findings and adopts the Report of the Committee
and decides to dispose of the complaint with aforesaid directions.

Press Council of India

SI.No.5 File No. SM/FEB./01/2023-B



Suo-motu cognizance on the alleged murder of Shri Shashikant Warishe,
Journalist for the coverage of incidents of land grabbing.

Adjudication dated 29.05.2023

The Press Council of India took suo-motu cognizance concerning the murder
of Shri Shashikant Warishe, a Maharashtra based Journalist when its attention was
drawn by its Member that he was killed in broad daylight by a notorious land mafia
who was exposed by the scribe through his series of writings. It is reported a day
before the incident, Shri Shashikant Warishe wrote an explosive article published
dated 06.02.2023 (Monday) on a controversial oil refinery project in Konkan region of
Maharashtra wherein a land mafia had been featured for land grabbing. Upon which
Shri  PandharinathVidyadharAmberkar, the alleged land mafia dragged Shri
Shashikant Warisheunder his SUV (which as per news reports was driven by him)
and left the journalist with fatal injuries and later he succumbed to the injuries. This
incident of attack and killing of the journalist has been condemned by several media
organisations such as UNI and IFJ.

Further, one Shri Sanjay Desai, Goregaon (East) Mumbai informed that there
are many stakeholders in the proposed refinery viz. the investors who have invested
thousands of crores of rupees in the concerned land, the land mafia, politicians,
bureaucrats, the Oil Companies, concerned contractors, State Government, Central
Government etc. He has submitted that as the matter involves the interest of
stakeholders as thousands of crores have been invested into it by them. He has
further informed that after the incident, the accused has been arrested. However, he
suspects that the government authorities involved in the matter such as the police
administration, prosecutors may help the accused to get bailed out in the matter.

The Chairperson, Press Council while taking Suo-Motu cognizancecalled for a
report on facts of the case from Government of Maharashtra on 10.02.2023.

Report submitted by the Superintendent of Police, Ratnaqiri, Maharashtra

Shri Dhananjay Kulkarni, Superintendent of Police, Ratnagiri, Maharashtra
(Respondent No. (3) vide his detailed report dated 21.02.2023 has submitted that the
case has been registered under Section 302 of IPC, Section-4 of the Maharashtra
Media Persons and Media Institutions (Prevention of Violence and Damage or Loss
to Property) Act, 2017. He has submitted that after receiving the information about
the incident, the police staff of Rajapur Police Station immediately visited the place of
the offence. He has submitted that Shri Shashikant Warishe, Journalist was injured
and was admitted to the Rural Hospital at Rajapur. Thereafter, he was shifted to
Chirayu Hospital, Ratnagiri and later to City Hospital, Kolhapur. He further submitted
that Shri PandharinathVidyadhar Ambedkar was arrested for the said crime and he
was remanded in police custody till 16.02.2023 by the Magistrate and later
remanded in judicial custody till 28.02.2023. He further submitted that during the
investigation prima facie, it was revealed that on 06.02.2023, the deceased Shri
Shashikant Shankar Warishe had published an article in the newspaper regarding
land grabbing making allegations against the accused Shri



PandharinathVidyadharAmberkar due to which Shri PandharinathVidyadhar
Ambedkar got annoyed and intentionally collided his vehicle with Shri Shashikant
Warishe's Motor Cycle. He has further submitted that a Special Investigation Team
comprising many officers and policemen has been appointed which is headed by an
officer of the rank of Deputy Superintendent of Police. He has submitted that the
investigation is being supervised by senior officers. The same is in progress.

Report of Inquiry Committee

The matter came up for hearing before the Inquiry Committee on 18.04.2023
at Mumbai. Shri Dhananjay Kulkarni, Superintendent of Police, Ratnagiri,
Maharashtra, Shri Sujit S. Mishra, Law Officer and Ms. Vaishali Mane, Sub-
Divisional Officer, Ratnagiri appeared before the Inquiry Committee.

The Press Council has taken Suo-motu cognizance regarding murder of Shri
ShashkantWarishe a Maharashtra based journalist. Shri Warishe was killed in broad
day light by notorious land mafia. It appears that deceased, Shri Shashikant
Warishe had exposed the land mafia through his writings. This is indeed a very
serious incident and indicates how unsafe are the journalists who undertake the task
of exposing such mafia. Mr. Dhananjay Kulkarni, Superintendent of Police, Ratnagiri
is present. He has submitted a detailed report regarding this offence. It appears that
in Rajapur, Police Station this crime is registered as Cr. No. 19/2023 under Section
302, 201 IPC and Section-4 of Maharashtra Media Person and Media Institution
(Prevention of Violence and Damage or Loss to property) Act, 2017.

Mr. Kulkarni informs the Inquiry Committee that the investigation is in
progress and soon the charge sheet will be filed. Since the crime is registered and
chargesheet is about to be filed, in view of Section 14(3) of the Press Council Act,
1978, it is not possible for Inquiry Committee to go into the matter. The Inquiry
Committee only hopes and trusts that the Police treat this murder as an attack on
freedom of Press and deal with it promptly and ensure that the accused is brought to
books.

The Inquiry Committee recommends to the Council to close the complaint
in view of the fact that the crime is registered and chargesheet is about to be filed.

Held

The Press Council on consideration of records of the case and Report of the
Inquiry Committee accepts reasons, finding and adopts the Report of the Committee
and decides to close the complaint in view of the fact that the crime is registered and
chargesheet is about to be filed.



