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* IN  THE  HIGH  COURT  OF  DELHI  AT  NEW  DELHI 
+  W.P.(C) 4692/2016 & C.M. No.19565/2016 
 SIMTI SEHGAL      ..... Petitioner 
    Through Mr. Satish Kumar Tripathi, Adv 
    versus 
 NEW DELHI MUNICIPAL COUNCIL                  ..... Respondent 

Through Mr.Harsha Peechara and Mr. 
Mananjay Kumar Mishra, Advocates 
for the NDMC. 

 CORAM: 
HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE INDERMEET KAUR 

   O R D E R 

%   25.07.2016 

 The case of the petitioner is that she was vending near gate No. 

1, Palika Bazar, Connaught Place, New Delhi since the year prior to 

the year 2007.  No specific date has been mentioned.  

 Be that as it may, the submission of the petitioner is that as on 

date, she is not sitting at the site as she has been forcibly removed 

from the site.  

 On advance notice, learned counsel for the respondent has put 

in appearance.  His submission is that no challan of the year 2007 has 

been filed; submisionis that challans for the year 2015 have been filed 

which clearly show that the petitioner is a new squatter.  It is however 

admitted fact that a TVC qua the respondent has been constituted.   

This petition is disposed of with liberty granted to the petitioner 

to approach the TVC for the redressal of his grievance.  

 

 

      INDERMEET KAUR, J 

JULY 25, 2016 
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