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* IN  THE  HIGH  COURT  OF  DELHI  AT  NEW  DELHI 
+  W.P.(C) 4995/2016 & C.M. No. 20868/2016 
 POOJA NIGAM & ORS 

..... Petitioner 
    Through Mr.Alamgir, Advocate.  
 
    versus 
 
 SOUTH DELHI MUNICIPAL CORPORATION & ANR 

..... Respondents 
    Through Ms.Reena Khorana, Advocate for  

R-1. 
Mr.Amit Singh, Advocate for 
GNCTD/R-2. 

 
 
 CORAM: 

HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE INDERMEET KAUR 

   O R D E R 

%   02.09.2016 

 

 There are ten petitioners before this Court.  They are stated to 

be vending from various sites which are at Nehru Place Complex, 

near Nehru Place Bus Terminal as also at Kalkaji. 

 Learned counsel for the petitioners submits that they have been 

adequately protected under Section 3(3) of the Street Vendors 

(Protection of Livelihood and Regulation of Street Vending) Act, 

2014. 

 Learned counsel for the respondent submits that the only 

documents which have been placed on record by the petitioners are 

certain prosecution challans and they are also qua petitioner nos.1     

to 9.  Petitioner no.10 has no document in support of his case.  These 



documents do not vest any right in favour of the petitioners.   

 Be that as it may, noting the above submission as also the fact 

the provisions of Section 3(3) of the Street Vendors (Protection of 

Livelihood and Regulation of Street Vending) Act, 2014 and the 

judgment of a Division Bench of this Court in LPA No.136/2016 

Bhola Ram Patel Vs. NDMC & Others this Court is of the view that 

the grievances of the petitioners, if any, can be addressed before the 

Town Vending Committee qua respondent no.1/SDMC.  Petitioner 

are at liberty to approach the TVC as when the TVC qua respondent 

no.1/SDMC is constituted.  

 This is order is qua petitioner nos.1 to 9 and not qua petitioner 

no.10. 

 Petition disposed of.  

 

      INDERMEET KAUR, J 
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