* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
+ W.P.(CRL) 1088/2026
MANU BHARDWAY . Petitioner
Through:  Mr. P.S. Sridhar Raj, Mr. Abhishek
Pandey and Ms. Sharmila Leuka,

Advocates.
versus
NCT OF DELHI & ANR. ... Respondents
Through:  Mr. Yasir Rauf Ansari, ASC for the
State.
SI Anil, P.S. Sagarpur.
CORAM:
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE ANUP JAIRAM BHAMBHANI
ORDER
% 06.04.2026

CRL.M.A. 10225/2026 (exemption)

Exemption granted, subject to just exceptions.
The application stands disposed of.
CRL.M.A. 10227/2026

By way of the present application filed under section 528 of the

Bharatiya Nagarik Suraksha Sanhita 2023, the applicant/petitioner
seeks permission to file electronically/digitally signed documents,
including vakalatnama.

2. For the reasons stated in the application, which is duly supported by
affidavit, the present application is allowed.

3. The application is accordingly disposed-of.

W.P.(CRL) 1088/2026 & CRL.M.A. 10226/2026 (stay)

4 By way of the present petition filed under Article 226 of the

Constitution of India read with section 482 of the Code of Criminal
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Procedure 1973 (‘Cr.P.C.”), the petitioner seeks quashing of FIR No.
367/2023 dated 25.07.2023 registered under sections 498-A/406/34 of
the Indian Penal Code, 1860 at P.S.: Sagar Pur, South West District,
Delhi.

5. Learned counsel appearing for the petitioner submits, that the
petitioner is ordinarily a resident of Warsaw, Poland and has had no
engagement with respondent No.2 (complainant), who is his brother’s
wife.

6. Counsel submits, that apart from the generalised allegations, no
specific act or omission has been attributed to the petitioner in the
subject FIR. He submits, that accordingly the FIR does not disclose
commission of any cognizable offence against the petitioner.

7. Issue notice.

8. Mr. Y.R. Ansari, learned ASC appears on behalf of the State on
advance copy; and accepts notice.

9. Mr. Ansari draws attention to the following portion of the subject

FIR, which reads as under:

“20/5/22 T 3a% YF 7 G T Tl @ FIT B N Te P ABY A
TR 1 A 3V 7 4% G FET 3 Y F1Y & 13U §T FUER IR HUS G9a Te]
312, 3 G Fes i 3t @ ggl iR TR &l F1 Al Branded FUS T THIT 3T/ 7Y
3G T HUG FBT BV I Jg GV Bk 130 | BY TgNTeT g& H T 7 a5 Sk gl
77 7l B HUS TG T 317 T FYS A G 0 B 137 & | 7Y GgRTeT areil 7
Ge9 & TIerd H g3l 957 Sewid 19 HE HgT Ygars] iR gl A1Ber]
F7T & TG 28/5/22 TN QaY 77 7 Gg &% T b T F7 U< @l T3 Ge T &
forg a7 aR, w5 7 3q7 HEY F w7 @i at g Tavawd] g3 AT S gt
17 3 B 7 g7 37T 5T TG | I B GV T /BT 3 § 37T 3V 7
W] 13597 STET &7 TF T FIHIGA & T A IV 7 BET $7T T TR BRG]
& 31 &% &l ART T 8 3 U | 7Y 3% 7 BT G WrH 8 5 3w reli davw 7
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10.

1.

12.

13.

37 & T & | T 77 T T 397 gl 3N G & Fard at g g5 il
IR G578 TR Uit SN G 7 BT 398 F1 - o, 37 1T & UrHl 3av F g
AT E | ...... B GRG TfF 3k 3av 7 43} §g & wrar T g7} e & forg
YT ] HH0E ST Ggars S TR 8% BT HTH FRGTIT 3N 3T BT
T R IQETE].......

seskeskoskskosk

“ ... TN G 77 3R 3av Try & 79 arg 7 5w gearor 787
GIeT 3T 3] o7 %1 BT | o T T5T & 767 TE @l 7Y 3a¥ T 75 7 g5 gl
T egapriear....”

Mr. Ansari accordingly submits, that the FIR does contain specific
allegations against the petitioner. Learned ASC informs the court, that
the petitioner has not joined investigation so far.

Learned ASC further submits that in her statement recorded under
164 of the Cr.P.C., the complainant has reiterated the allegations in
the FIR, whereupon the offence under section 354 of the IPC has also
been added during investigation.

Mr. Ansari also submits, that requisite notice under section 41-A of
the Cr.P.C. was issued to the petitioner via e-mail as well as by
affixation. This assertion is however disputed by learned counsel
appearing for the petitioner.

Upon being queried as to the grounds on which the present petition is
premised, in light of the law laid-down by the Supreme Court in State
of Haryana & Ors. Vs. Bhajan Lal & Ors., learned counsel for the

petitioner submits, that the allegations against the petitioner are

’(1992) Supp. (1) SCC 335
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general in nature and do not constitute any criminal offence as
alleged.

14.  Upon a conspectus of the submissions made, and upon perusal of the
subject FIR, this court is of the view that certain specific allegations,
with date and actions alleged, are contained in the subject FIR; and
that accordingly no ground is made-out for quashing of the subject
FIR.

15.  The present petition 1s accordingly dismissed at the stage of issuance
of notice itself.

16.  Pending applications, if any, also stand disposed-of.

ANUP JAIRAM BHAMBHANI, J

APRIL 6, 2026
V.Rawat
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