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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
+ CRL.M.C. 2203/2026
CHANCHALGOEL .. Petitioner
Through:  Mr. Pratyaksh Gupta and Mr.
Himanshu Dutt, Advocates.

VErsus

THE STATE (N.C.T. OF DELHI) & ANR. ... Respondents
Through:  Ms. Kiran Bairwa, APP for the State.
SI Rajat, P.S.: Vijay Vihar.

CORAM:
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE ANUP JAIRAM BHAMBHANI
ORDER
% 25.03.2026

By way of the present petition filed under section 528 of
the Bharatiya Nagarik Suraksha Sanhita 2023, the petitioner impugns
summoning order dated 10.10.2025 passed by the learned Judicial
Magistrate First Class (Mahila Court-01), North-West District,
Rohini, Delhi, whereby the petitioner has been summonsed in case
FIR No0.489/2025 dated 12.08.2025 registered under sections
85/316(2)/3(5) of the Bharatiya Nyaya Sanhita, 2023 (‘BNS’) at P.S.:
Vijay Vihar, Delhi, based on chargesheet dated 08.10.2025.
Allegations of offence under section 115(2) of the BNS have also
been added by way of chargesheet dated 08.10.2025.

2. The summoning order reads as follows :

“Record perused.
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On the basis of charge sheet and documents annexed, there is a
prima facie case for commission of offence u/s 85/316(2)/115(2)/3(5)
BNS. Thus, | hereby take cognizance of the said offences.

Issue summons to all accused persons cited in colum (sic) no.11
through SHO concerned for 11.12.2025.”

(bold in original)

3. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the petitioner is the
sister-in-law [sister of the husband of the complainant/respondent
No.2]; and a perusal of the chargesheet would show that the only

allegations against the petitioner are the following:

“1. MG T U5 & &7 A gla gy T Jeri &7
Bict oict §Id ¥ 577sT HYd & 3V G Fiadid @1 H}
T&T T a7 3a 9/ AMa & g 59 G, 78 gid HR N
779G TIT T G FIAR Tp7) BIS7 FT 9Id 71 6,
e 4 Sk T gRaI 7 Ugel 81 3 &y & 391 4T &1 H
e & a1 7 a1 F1EY] GIR1 G 57T G T 1
o 7 F1B & SN T GlavT W g a5 7¥ gfd 7 g3
§TB] G P1 a5 W T BT A FAa% G FT BT

“3. ... .. I RSH 7 BaT 341 2-3 I3 T 31 T
o g 767 717 3R U1 §IT SaREwd forcefully FTar7
i &g 7 2 8t F9T FIT 3R FTF Ul siFa o
g7 7 G O 9Id &1 ] G g Bl [T 73R
ReT G §id B & diq &7 T S B §1d F7:30
gor HRIg 7e gfa. A §37 7 SR 3% Tl g3 2 7 &
T G TGNIT & & [T 313 & SN 7 373 Trel 7! ol

*kkkk
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“T. .. ... R GIGE AT AT 11:30 5 T TGRIT Tg'7
SR B GguIeT el @ ST av & fow 83, dfe
TGNICT TTeTl 7 7 &1 G719 1T BT 3N T &7 Bl TEFIT 13547
gl 373 G+ FEaHiel Y [aecaT G & [T T&T
N7 BieT T9q T 3R 37 gl Sifdd Y T 12 FF o
T 3 FTE] T&& & FIg 7 Fiar AT 7 gg TeT & & o
& o1 qgRIer g1l & SR 1591, AT GgeIeT arell 7
gsl o7 7T 1eq1 T¥ TIq 7 TaReed ga Add R
ONYie # B BT Bl SN T gl 7 +ff 9% TraE faar
¥ e HR ETIT9IE T G IR/ 5 ETea) &
geia B GIar- 9T STavad] gl oq= &re @ g ... ..

4, Learned counsel submits, that evidently the allegations against the
petitioner are completely general and vague; and there is no material
that has come forth even after the investigation to show that the
ingredients of the offence under section 85 of the BNS are made-out
against the petitioner.

5. Counsel submits, that it is also clear that apart from the assertion that
the learned Mahila Court has perused the record, the said court has
not adverted, even briefly, to any specific role ascribed to the
petitioner.

6. It is argued that the learned Mahila Court has simply proceeded to
issue summons to ‘all accused persons cited in Column No.11’,
thereby effectively delegating the role of the court to the Investigating
Officer (‘1.O.”) inasmuch as the court has proceeded simply on the
basis of the persons that the 1.0. has chosen to put in Column No.11,
without applying its mind as to whether there is any material against

the petitioner.
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7. Issue notice.

8. Ms. Kiran Bairwa, learned APP appears for the State on advance
copy; accepts notice; and seeks time to file status report.

Q. This court is conscious that a summoning order does not require a
court to set-out any detailed discussion in relation to the matter;
however, a summoning order is required to be passed after due
application of mind.

10. Considering the allegations that have appeared on record against the
petitioner (sister-in-law), this court is prima-facie of the view that the
learned Mahila Court has not applied its mind before issuing
summons to the petitioner.

11. On a prima-facie view of the matter; in view of the submissions
made; and in view of what is recorded in the chargesheet, further
proceedings in case FIR N0.489/2025 dated 12.08.2025 registered
under sections 85/316(2)/3(5) of the BNS at P.S.: Vijay Vihar, Delhi
shall remain stayed qua the petitioner, till the next date of hearing
before this court.

12.  Re-notify on 17" August 2026.

ANUP JAIRAM BHAMBHANI, J
MARCH 25, 2026/ak
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