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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELH]I
+  CONT.CAS(C) 681/2025

KIRAN ARORA . Petitioner
Through:  Mr. Ninad Dogra, Advocate.
Versus

VIJAY KUMARSINGH .. Respondent

Through: ~ Mr. Tushar Sannu, Advocate DDA
with Mr. Pushkar Dwivedi, Advocate.

CORAM:
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE ANISH DAYAL
ORDER
% 21.05.2025

1. Mr. Tushar Sannu, Advocate appears for DDA and has handed over a
speaking order dated 20" May 2025 passed by the DDA purportedly in
compliance with judgment date 11" November 2024.

2. He has taken us through the speaking order which effectively states
that the petitioner was requested to attend the office of the DDA on 10" May
2022 and had submitted a copy of the chain of documents.

3. As per the DDA's speaking order, the documents have been examined
now and they have found various infirmities in the said documents. As a
conclusion, it is stated that the original file is not traceable and the
Department has tried hard to collect the information but the file is still not
traceable and the documents can't be verified.

4, Mr. Sannu, therefore, prays for two months’ time for the department

to take further steps in this direction.
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5. Counsel for the petitioner, however, points out that this issue of un-
traceability of the file had been raised by the DDA, even in 2017 and he has

placed an averment in this regard, in his petition, as under:
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6. Counsel for the petitioner, further states that a certified copy of the
perpetual lease deed of 6™ September 1995 has also been presented, to the
DDA, said deed has been executed by the DDA itself, and therefore, this
should not require any further verification.

7. The position taken by the DDA is extremely unfair and suspect,
considering that from 2017 when this issue had been active for the purpose
of conversion, it has taken them eight years (three years since the
reconstructed file was presented by the petitioner) and various orders from
this Court, to arrive at the same conclusion, that was arrived at, in 2017 i.e.
‘a misplaced file’.

8. Accordingly, Mr. Kuldeep Kumar, Director R&L will be present on
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the next date of hearing, to explain as to the steps they intend to take, with
respect to this conversion.

9. Mr. Sannu states that the very fact they have decided their
representation by order dated 20" May 2025, will amount to compliance
with the judgment, which is refuted by the counsel for petitioner saying that
it is not constructive compliance because they have re-looped the matter
back, to 2017.

10. This aspect will be considered on the next date of hearing. Mr.
Kuldeep Kumar, Director R&L will be present in person or though VC.

11.  Additional report will be filed by the DDA, in the meantime, pursuant
to submissions made by Mr. Sannu, that more time was required for the
DDA to analyse the documents.

12.  List on 19" September 2025.

13.  Order be uploaded on the website of this Court.

ANISH DAYAL, J
MAY 21, 2025/RK/kp
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