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* IN  THE  HIGH  COURT  OF  DELHI  AT  NEW  DELHI 

+  W.P.(CRL) 1777/2026 

 SHANTI DEVI            .....Petitioner 

Through: Mr. U. S. Gautam, Mr. Shubham 

Shukla, Ms. Anu Mandhan, Mr. Ishu 

Sharma and Mr. Pranbhanshu 

Advocates with Petitioner in person. 

    versus 

 THE STATE GOVT OF NCT OF DELHI AND ORS .....Respondents 

Through: Mr. Anand V. Khatri, ASC for State 

with SI Pankaj Kumar, SI Manish 

Lavanyia and HC Vipin Kumar,       

PS: Bhajanpura. 

Mr. Hirein Sharma and Mr. Vimal 

Tyagi, Advs. for R-4 to R-7.  

 CORAM: 

 HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE NEENA BANSAL KRISHNA 

    O R D E R 

%    08.06.2026 

CRL.M.A. 17919/2026 

1. Exemption allowed, subject to all just exceptions. 

2. Application is disposed of. 

W.P.(C) 1777/2026 

3. Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India read with 

Section 528 of BNSS has been filed on behalf of the Petitioner seeking 

protection from Respondent Nos.4 to 7, who are her children. 

4. Learned counsel for the Respondents have appeared on advance 

Notice and accepted Notice. 

5. It is submitted in the Petition that Petitioner’s Smt. Shanti Devi 

husband Late Sh. Chander Bhan, who expired on 06.01.2013, had purchased 

this Property bearing No.B-218, Gali No.11, B-block, Bhajanpura, Delhi 
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(admeasuring 150 sq. yards). Initially, there were two Plots of 50 sq. yards 

and 100 sq. yards, which have now been merged and made into one Suit 

Property, after the demise of Sh. Chander Bhan. 

6. Late Sh. Chander Bhan (Petitioner’s husband) had initially executed a 

Will in favour of Sh. Hotilal and Sh. Sohanlal @ Sompal in respect of the 

Suit Property. However, it was subsequently cancelled and a fresh Will was 

executed by him in favour of his wife Smt. Shanti Devi (Petitioner herein) 

and had debarred all other family members. 

7. Petitioner, being harassed by Respondent Nos.4 to 7, had filed a 

Complaint under Section 12 of DV Act and a Civil Suit for Mandatory 

Injunction against them. 

8. It is claimed that Respondent Nos.4 and 5 had committed theft of two 

Gold Chains and some of Rs.10,000/- from the Petitioner and are threatening 

her to transfer the Suit Property in favour of Respondent Nos.4 to 7. Hence, 

Petitioner has filed present Petition seeking protection from them. 

9. Learned counsel for Respondent Nos.4 to 7 submits that Civil Suit 

filed by the Petitioner, to declare her as owner of the Suit Property, has been 

dismissed. 

Submissions heard and record perused. 

10. In the circumstances, as stated above, SHO, Police Station: 

Bhajanpura, is directed to share his Mobile Numbers of the Beat Constable 

as well as SHO to ensure the safety and liberty of the Petitioner. 

11. With the aforesaid directions, present Petition along with pending 

Applications is disposed of.  

 

NEENA BANSAL KRISHNA, J. 
JUNE 8, 2026/R 
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