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* IN  THE  HIGH  COURT  OF  DELHI  AT  NEW  DELHI

+  W.P.(C) 18442/2025 

SEWA NAGAR MARKET WELFARE ASSOCIATION (REGD) 
.....Petitioner 

Through: Mr. Sunil Choudhary, Adv. 

versus 

UNION OF INDIA  & ORS.     .....Respondents 
Through: Mr. Shashank Bajpai, CGSC with Ms. 

Aashna Mehra, Mr. Vatsal Tripathi, 
Ms. Indu Priyadarshini and Mr. Vipul 
Gupta, Advs. 

CORAM:
HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE PURUSHAINDRA KUMAR KAURAV

O R D E R
%  19.01.2026 

1. The instant petition has been filed the instant petition for the 

following reliefs: 

“a. Issue a Writ of Mandamus directing Respondent No. 2 to 4 to provide 
clear road / access and remove the blockages and barricades form the 
road leading to the houses and shops of the petitioner association’s 
members;  
b. Alternatively, issue a writ of Prohibition, prohibiting the Respondent 
no.2 to 4 not to create any hindrance / obstruction in the free access / 
egress and ingress to the members of the petitioner association to their 
houses/ shops;” 

2. Learned counsel appearing for the petitioner submits that a counter 

affidavit has filed by the respondents and he be granted some time to file a 

rejoinder.  

3. However, on consideration of the nature of the dispute which is raised 
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in the petition, it appears that the dispute will have to be essentially decided 

by respondent nos.2 and 4 after extending the opportunity of hearing to the 

petitioner.  

4. The petitioner claims to be an association that represents residents and 

shopkeepers of Sewa Nagar Market, New Delhi. Pursuant to the 

redevelopment of Sewa Nagar approved in 2016, the respondents allegedly 

barricaded and closed the main roads to the market. It is the case of the 

petitioner that such closure has severely restricted ingress and egress of 

residents, customers, emergency services, and has drastically affected the 

livelihood of shopkeepers. 

5. The aforesaid aspects will have to be adequately considered by 

respondent nos.2 and 4 and an appropriate order is required to be passed. 

6. If the petitioner, thereafter, has any grievance, it shall be entitled to 

take appropriate recourse in accordance with law. 

7. Under these circumstances, instead of keeping the matter pending, the 

same stands disposed of with the following directions: 

i. Let the petitioner’s petition be treated to be a representation by 

respondent nos.2 and 4. 

ii. Let respondent nos.2 and 4 issue notice to the petitioner for making 

their submissions. 

iii. After hearing the representatives of the petitioner, let respondent 

nos.2 and 4 to pass a speaking order with due expedition. 

PURUSHAINDRA KUMAR KAURAV, J
JANUARY 19, 2026 
p/mj 
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