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* IN  THE  HIGH  COURT  OF  DELHI  AT  NEW  DELHI

+  W.P.(C) 11971/2022 and CM APPL. 35759/2022 

JHANDEWALAN FLATTED FACTORIES ASSOCIATION REGD 
& ORS.         .....Petitioners 

Through: B.K. Sood, Nitish Ahuja, Manik Sood 
Advocates. 

versus 

UNION OF INDIA THROUGH SECRETARY  
& ORS.       .....Respondents 

Through: Mr Tushar Sannu Ms Pulak Gupta 
Joshi for R/ GNCTD. 
Mr. Amit Tiwari, CGSC, Ms. Ayushi 
Srivastava, Mr. Ayush Tanwar, , Mr. 
Arpan Narwal, Mr. Kushagra Malik, 
Advocates for UOI. 
Ms. Ruchika Rathi Mr. Siddhant 
Swain, Advocates for R-3/ DSIIDC. 

CORAM:
HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE PURUSHAINDRA KUMAR KAURAV

O R D E R
%  23.03.2026

1. Mr. B. K. Sood, learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the 

case of the petitioner is similar to the case of the petitioner in W. P. (C) 

3912/1991.   

2. It is submitted by him that the aforesaid writ petition was with respect 

to the Okhla Flatted Factories Associations, whereas, the instant case relates 

to Jhandewalan Flatted Factories Association. He has also drawn the 

This is a digitally signed order.
The authenticity of the order can be re-verified from Delhi High Court Order Portal by scanning the QR code shown above.
The Order is downloaded from the DHC Server on 27/03/2026 at 13:01:10



attention of the Court to Order dated 01.06.2006 (Annexure R-J-2 of the 

petition) and points out that by the said order and in compliance of the Court 

directions, the scheme for conversion from rental lease to hire purchase has 

been approved by the respondent-Government of NCT of Delhi subject to 

certain terms and conditions. 

3. Learned counsel who appears for respondent no.3- Delhi State 

Industrial and Infrastructure Development Corporation (‘DSIIDC’), submits 

that the said respondent is under active consideration of the petitioner’s 

request.  However, on account of non-receiving of the response from Public 

Works Department (‘PWD’), the matter could not be taken to its logical 

conclusion.   

4. The Court has considered the facts and circumstances of the entire 

controversy and finds out that with respect to various other associations and 

areas, almost similar directions were granted.  Let the DSIIDC to bestow its 

thoughtful consideration to the grievance of the petitioners and to pass 

appropriate order keeping in mind the directions already passed by this 

Court vide Order dated 12.05.2005 passed in W. P. (C) 3912/1991.  

However, if the DSIIDC is of the opinion that the PWD needs to be 

consulted, let the necessary consultation to take place. Let the PWD to fully 

cooperate with the DSIIDC in deciding the pending isuse.  

5. Let the final decision be taken by the respondent no.3- DSIIDC, 

within a period of four weeks from the date of receiving a copy of the order 

passed today. 

6. With the aforesaid directions, the petition, along with pending 

application, stands disposed of.

7. If the grievance of the petitioners is not mitigated, the petitioners shall 

This is a digitally signed order.
The authenticity of the order can be re-verified from Delhi High Court Order Portal by scanning the QR code shown above.
The Order is downloaded from the DHC Server on 27/03/2026 at 13:01:10



be at liberty to take appropriate recourse in accordance with law.

PURUSHAINDRA KUMAR KAURAV, J

MARCH 23, 2026
aks 
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