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8 IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
+ CONT.CAS(C) 514/2025

SALIMBHAI HAMIDBHAI MEMON ... Petitioner

Through: Mohd. Naved Mian, Mr. Baban
Kumar Sharma, Mohd. Babar, Adyvs.

Versus

MS. DEEPTI GAUR MUKHERJEE & ORS. ... Respondents

Through: Ms. Anubha Bhardwaj, SPP, Ms.
Muskan Narang, Advs. for CBI/R-4.
Mr. Ripudaman Bhardwaj, CGSC
along with Mr. Kushagra Kumar, Mr.
Abhinav Bhardwaj (GP), Mr. Amit
Kumar Rana, Advs. for MCA.
Mr. Anurag Jain, Adv. for R-5/ED.

CORAM:
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE ANISH DAYAL
ORDER
% 03.04.2025

CM APPL. 19671/2025 (Exemption)

1. Exemption is allowed, subject to all just exceptions.

2. Application is disposed of.

CONT.CAS(C) 514/2025

1. This contempt petition alleges wilful disobedience of order dated 13

February 2025, passed in W.P. (C) 1207/2025. The Writ Petition had been

filed by the petitioner seeking directions to respondent nos.1-3 to take
immediate steps against respondent no.8-11, to cancel the registration of
respondent nos. 8 & 10. The basis was that respondent nos. 8 & 10
companies had cheated the petitioner and caused loss of about Rs.54 Crores.

2. Before the Writ Court, Standing Counsel for respondent nos. 1 & 2
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had stated that he would look into the matter and no further directions were
passed.
3. Mr. Ripudaman Bhardwaj, Standing Counsel appears today, on
advance notice, and states that they have checked the records of respondent
nos.8 & 10 and according to their information, they are not registered
companies.
4 Notwithstanding, counsel for petitioner states that they will provide
the records to the Ministry of Corporate Affairs (‘MCA”).
5. Moreover, counsel for petitioner admits that there is no Court order
declaring that said respondents have cheated the petitioner, though an FIR
has been registered and proceedings are still underway.
6. In view of these submissions, the Court does not consider it fit to keep
the petition pending.
7. The petitioner is at liberty to place their data before the appropriate
authorities/Registrar of Company/ Registrar of Firms and Societies or any
other entity which they wish to approach. It is up to the petitioner to take
steps in accordance with law.
8. Contempt petition cannot subsist in these circumstances. As regards
the order dated 13" February 2025, on the submission of counsel for MCA,
no further directions are required.
0. As and when any representation is filed by the petitioner, that will be
considered by the appropriate authorities in accordance with law.
10.  The petition is disposed of.
11.  Order be uploaded on the website of this Court.

ANISH DAYAL, J
APRIL 3, 2025/ak/bp
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