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IN THE HIGII COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

W.PLC) 126582018

SHEI AKHIL KUMAR NAGPAL ANID ANR. ... Petitioners
Throush Mr Pramod Kumar Ahuja, Advocate.,

VEISUS

GOVERNMNMENT OF N.CT. OF DELHI AND ORS...... Respondents
Through Mr Rishilesh Kumar, ASC,
Mr Premaagar Pal, Advocates tor R1.
Mr Dhanesh Relan, Standing counsel for
DDA with Mr Rajeev Kumar JTha, Mr Komal,
Mt Gauri Chaturvedl, Advoocutes.
hs Renuka Avora, Advocate for B2,
WH.(C) 126393018

SINGLA PLASTIC INDUSTRIES L. Petitioner
Through Mr Pramod Kumar Ahuja, Advocaie,

WVErsLE

GOVERMNMENT OF W.CUT. OF DELHI aKD DRS.... Lespondeit
Theough Mr Dhanesh Relan, Standing counscl for
DDA with Mr Rajeev Kumar Tha, M Komal,
Fr Crauri Chaturved:, Advocates,
Ils Renuka Arora, Advocate [or B2,

W.LIC) 1209572018

SINGLA PLASTIC INDUSTRIES L. Patitioner
Through Mr Pramod kumar Ahwja, Advecale.
VTSNS

GOVERNMERT OF N.C T OF

DELHLAMIDORS. L. Respondents

Through by Dhzanesh Relan, Standing counsel for
DDA with Mr Rajeev Kumar Jha, Mr Komal, |



Ml (raurl Chaturvedi, Advocatas.
As Renulea Arora, Advocate for R2.

CORAM: :

HON'BLE MR JUSTICE VIBIT BAKHR
ORDER

Yo 27112018

1. The petitioners in the sbove petitions are the allottees of ndustiial
sheds 7 flats allotted by the Delhi Swte ndustriel and Infrastructire '
Development Corporation (hergafter "DSIIDC') or have otherwise acquired
interests m such sheds. The petitioners are desivous that the industrial shads
purchasad by them be converted from Ieasehold to frechold  The petitioners
alse claim that they have depesited the conversion charges with the 12811120
for the said purpose.

2. They have filed the present petitions, eesenfafly, being aggrieved by
naction on the part of the DSIIDC in converting the afbresaid properiies
from leasehold to freehold.

3. Cne of the principal reasons for maction In comversion of the
propertics from leaseheld to frechold 1s the impasse belween DSIIDC and
the Delhi Development Authority (hereafter “the DDAY. 1t is the case of the
DDA that although the structere may belong to the DSIIDC but the land in
question belongs o the DA and, therefore, the. DDA is entitled to the
conversion charges and not the DSIDC. It is seen that the similar Tssue is
also involved in the casc of Shikha Gugnani & Anr. v. Gavi. of NCT &
Ors: WEC) No. $772/2015, _

. By the order dated 08.03. 2018 passed in Shikka Guumani’s case; the
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Co-ordinate Bench of this Cowt had found a workable selution. The

relevant extract of the said order is under:

*f, Hawing heard learned eounsel for the parties, I am of the
view that while the adjudication of the 1ssue as tr who should
retain the charpes which have deposited by the petitioner [or
Lthe purposes of sonverzion can be decided at a later date, the
petitioners in the meanwhile should not be pul o rouble by
delaving the conversion of the subject property from
[zusehold to reehold.

7. This s, especially so, as ¥ am informed by Mr. Dhawan
that the conversion charges were deposited as far back as in
July, 2013, As indicated above, Ms. Arora does not dispute
this fact. 8he says that there could be some additional charpes
that may have to be paid by the petittoners.,

%, Having rcuamd to the aforesaid, DSIODC is directed to
convert the subject property from leasehold to frechold,

0. A conveyanee deed will be executed in favour of the
petitioners. In case, additional charges have to be paid, Lhe
petitionars will deposil the same wpon DSUDC giving them
due ntimation. Furthermore, it any other formalitics arc
required to be fulfillad, the petitioners will. also comply with
the same.

100 The needful will be done by DSHDC within eight weeks
{rom today,

11, Insofar as the conversion charges received from the
patitioners are concernad, they will be deposited 1n 4 no-hen
interest bearing Account by I25110C. As to which entity will
fmully enmjoy the henefit of the same, shall be determined
upon final adjudication of the writ petition.”

3. This Court is of the view that it would be apposite to tollow the said
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procedure in these maters az well,  Accordingly, DSIIDC iz directed to
converl the said properties from leasehold to [rechold provided Itha
pelitoners deposil the necessary conversion charges with the DS and
otherwise comply with all other requirements. The [ssue whether the DDA
or DSITDC is entitled to appropriate the conversion charges, would not hotd
up the applications filed by the petitioners for conversion of the properties
allotied w them, [rom leasehodd to freehold. ANl charges received by the
DSNDE for convarting the properties in question shall be deposited in a fo-
lizn interest bearing acconnt.
6. ILix claifed Lthat nothing stated herein should be construed as an
expression of opiiion that the petitioners aqe otherwise G[llf.i[lcd 1o
conversion of the respective properties purchased by them.
7. The issue as to whether the DDA or DSITDC would be entitled to the
sare shall abide by the decision of this Court in Skl Gugrani (supra),
which this Court is informed is pending before the Co-ordinate Bench of this
Cout.
8. ILis further divected that in the event, the petitioners are not eligible or
have not complied with the requirement under the conversion poligy,
DS shall communicale the same 1o the petitioners within eight weels
from today,
9. lhe present peticons are disposed of n the above terms. All ’ri‘u:

pending applications. if any, are also disposed of,

[, Oreder dlasri nnder the sigoatuees of the Courl Master. 1| 1; /

VIBHU ummu, .
NOVEMUBLR 27, 2018
plov



