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* IN  THE  HIGH  COURT  OF  DELHI  AT  NEW  DELHI 

+  CRL.MC. 1466/2017 

 DEEPAK KHOSLA   ..... Petitioner 

Through: Petitioner in person. 

 

    versus 

 NEMO     ..... Respondents 

Through: None. 

CORAM: 

HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE C. HARI SHANKAR  

   O R D E R 

%   07.07.2017 
 

1. The memo of parties, in this petition reads thus: 

“Mr.Deepak Khosla 

Son of Mr.R.P. Khosla 

D-367 Defence Colony 

New Delhi 

 

Email: dk@dandklaw.in;    petitioner  

Versus 

NEMO       Respondent” 

 

2. Per contra page 4 contains “As Array of Parties in Relation to 

whose affairs directions are sought” and reads as under: 

Mr.Deepak Khosla 

Son of Mr.R.P. Khosla 

D-367 Defence Colony 

New Delhi 

 

Email: dk@dandklaw.in;    petitioner  

IN RE 

 

1.Mr.Manish Yadav 

mailto:dk@dandklaw.in
mailto:dk@dandklaw.in


Director, M/s Connaught Plaza Restaurants  

(P) Ltd. 

13-A, Jor Bagh 

New Delhi 110001 

 

2.Devinder Jain 

Company Secretary, M/s Connaught Plaza 

Restaurants (P) Ltd. 

13-A, Jor Bagh 

New Delhi 110001 

Email: devinder.jain@mcdonalds.net; 

 

3. Sumeer Bedi 

13-A Jor Bagh 

New Delhi 

 

4.M/s Connaught Plaza Restaurants (P) Ltd. 

Acting through its Secretary, Devinder Jain 

13-A Jor Bagh 

New Delhi 110001 

Email: devinder.jain@mcdonald sindia.com;  

Proforma 

parties” 

 

3.  In the opinion of this Court there is clear discrepancy between 

the memo of parties at page 3, and the “array of parties in relation to 

whose affairs directions are sought” at page 4 of the present petition.   

4. Mr.Deepak Khosla, petitioner in person, initially submitted that, 

in his view, it would be contrary to law to implead the “proforma 

parties” named at page 4 of the petition as respondents in the present 

case, and relies for this purpose, on a judgement, dated 25
th
 January, 

2017 passed by a Division Bench of this Court in Company Appeal 

01/2017, a copy of which is annexed as Annexure-2 to the present 

petition. 

mailto:devinder.jain@mcdonalds.net


5. Prima facie, this Court is of the view that the present petition 

would not be maintainable unless, the proforma parties, named at page 

4, are arrayed as respondents herein. 

6. On this point of view being put to Mr.Khosla, he seeks a short 

adjournment to examine the legal position and make submissions in 

this regard. 

7. Re-notify on 11
th

 July, 2017, on which date other matters 

between the parties are already listed at 3:00 pm. 

 

     C. HARI SHANKAR, J. 

JULY 07, 2017 
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