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1.

IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
W.P.(C) 277/2019

KULDEEPKAURANDORS. .. Petitioners
Through:  MsPriyaKumar and Mr Tejas
Chhabra, Advocates.
Versus
GOVERNMENT OF NCT OF DELHI
ANDORs. L Respondents
Through:  Mr Varun Kumar Tikmani, Advocate
for R-1.
Ms Shobhna Takiar, Advocate for
DDA.
Ms Deepali Gupta, Advocate for
DSIIDC.
CORAM:
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE VIBHU BAKHRU
ORDER
% 22.05.2019

The controversy involved in the present petition is covered by the

decision of this Court rendered today in W.P.(C) 274/2019 captioned
‘Kamal Chaudhary v. Government of NCT of Delhi and Ors.’.

2.

For the reasons stated therein, the decision of DSIIDC to reject the

petitioners’ request for converson of the property in question from
leasehold to freehold cannot be faulted. However, DSIIDC is directed to
refund the conversion charges collected by it, along with ssimple interest at

the rate of 9% per annum, from the date of receipt till the date of repayment.

3.

The petition is disposed of in the aforesaid terms.

VIBHU BAKHRU, J

MAY 22, 2019/RK
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