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Final guidelines meeting for the above mentioned paper was organized jointly by Department of
Commerce, Atma Ram Sanatan Dharam College and Department of Commerce, Delhi School of
Economics (under the aegis of Departrnent-College Interface) as per the following schedule:

Date and Day: l7thFebruary 2020,Monday

Venue: Atrna Ram Sanatan Dharam College, University of Delhi
Time.Ll:30 AM - 12:30 PM
ParticipantsrTeachers from different colleges teaching "corporate Laws" paper

The meetins was attendedmeetrng was the lbllowing teachers

S No. Name of Faculw Co
1
I Dr. Amit K. Sinsh of Commerce, Delhi School ofEconomics
2 Dr. Aniali Gupta ARSDColleee
J Dr. GeetanialiBatra ARSDColleee
4 Ritika seth Maitreyi College
5 Dr. Padmasai Arora KeshavMahavidyalaya

6 Dr. AaiDhingra BRAC
7 SushmaMeena Kumar L P. College

I Dr. PakizaSamad Zattr Hussain Delhi Collese

9 Dr. ShilpaMaggo Janki Devi Memorial Collese

t0 Dr, Shalini Kumar KeshavMahavidyalaya

1l Dr. Neeta Dhingra SGND Khalsa Collese

t2 Sonia Prakash Satyawati College (DAY)
13 Dr. Divya Sharma Bharati College

t4 Dr. Megha Aggarwal DeenDayalUpadhyaya College

15 Dr. Harleen Kaur Mata Sundari College for women

l6 Dr. RuchikaKaura ARSDCollege
t7 RajniJagota PGDAV College



Vivekananda College

Daulat Ram College

srffiaEGsltsj@
ARSDCollege

18 RachnaMegh

t9 Dr. KalpanaVaish

20 RitikaChoudharY

21 Mohd. RehanAlam

22 Dr. Devendra

23 nr. nuCUira Pathak PGDAV Coilege (Everungt

Ramias College24 Maniu Gupta

The meeting started with welcome ad&ess. The minutes of the workshop held on lo Febnrary'

2020 were placed before the house. It was resolved to adhere to the following guidelines while

teaching this PaPer:

* In Unit 1, while discussing "Online registration of a company'', website of Ministry of

Corporate Affairs ftlln:/iwffw.mca.gov.in4 must be referred for relevant forms'

Sugeested list of case laws

1. Salomon v. Salomon & Co' Ltd' (1897)

2. Abdul Haq v. Das Mal (1910)

3. Lee v. Lee's Air Farming Ltd' (1961)

4. Macaurav. NorthernAssurance Co Ltd {1925)

5. Bacha F. Guzdar v. commissioner of Income-Tax Bornbay (1954)

6. Re, Meat Suppliers (Guildfor$ Ltd (1966)

?. Re: SirDinshawh4aneckji Petit {1927)

8. Jones v.LiPman (1962)
g. Gitford Motors Company Ltd'"v' Horne (1933)

10. New Horizons Limited v. Union of lndia (1994)

11. Daimler co Ltd v. continental Tyre and Rubber co GB Ltd (1916)

12. SantanuRay v. Union of India{1988)

13. Workmen of Associated Rubber Industry Ltd v. Associated Rubber Industy Ltd (1986)

14. Gluckstein v. Barnes (1900)

15. Erlanger v. New Sombrero Phosphate Company (1878)

16. Ashbury Railway Carriage andlron Co v' Riche (1875)

17. Natal Land colonisation co v. Pauline colliery syndicaG (1904)
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18. Kelner v. Baxter (1866)

19.Imperiaf fce fvffglbo' i'A' u' MunchershawBarjorjiwadia 
(1889)

20. Ewing v. Buuercup Margarine Co Ltd- (1917)

2l.societyofMotorManufacturersandTra&nLtdr.MotorManufacturer&Traders
Mutual Assurance Ltd' (1925)

22. Weeks v-ProPert (1873)

23. SharPe's Case

Z+. Ori.* Paper Mills Ltd' v'The State of Orissa (1957)

25. Mathrubhumi Printing and Publishi"g c" Ltd v'vardhaman Publishers Ltd r l9ll r

ie . noyat British Bank v'Turquand (1856)

2?. Nash v.LYnde (1929)

28. B. R. Kundrav. Motion Picture Association (1978)

29. Re: German Date Coffee Company (1882)

30'BejoyKumarKarnaniv.AssistantRegrstrarofCompanies(1985)

31. M. D. Kundra v. Assistant Registrar of companies (1980)

32. SreeMeenakshi Mills Company LtJ. v' Assistant Registrar of Companies (1938)

33.Kumaranunniv.MatrubhumiPrintingandPublishingCo.Ltd'(1983)

34. LIC v. Escorts Ltd. (1986)

35. Re: Parikh grrglt tti"e & Body Building Co' Ltd' (1975)

36. Ferguson v. Wilson(l866)

3?. Re: south of England Natural Gas and Petroleum company Ltd' (1911)

38. Re: Yenidje Tobacco Co Ltd (1916)

39. Dixonv.KennawaY and Co (1900)

40. Bloomenthal v' Ford (1897)

41. Alexander v. Automatic Telephone Co'(1990)

42. Howard ro.patent Ivory Manufacturing Company (1888)

43. Foss v.Harbottle (1843)

44. Ruben v. Great Fingall Consolidated (1906)

45. Anand Bihari Lal v' Dinshaw& Co' (19a6)

46. Sri Krishna v. Mondal Bros' & Co(1967)

47. Bodand's Trustee v' Steel Bros & Co Ltd' (1901)

48. Wood v. Odessa Water Works Co' (1889)

49. Jahangir R. Modi v' Shamjiladha (1866)

50. RaYfield v. Hands (1960)

51. Menier v. Hooper's Tetegrapfi Works(1874)

52. Sidebottom v' 
^Kershaw' 

Leese& Co (1920)

53. Brown v. British Abrasive Wheel Co (1919)

54. Allen v. Gold Reefs of West Africa Ltd (1900)

55. Rex v. Lord KYlsant (1933)

56. Smithv. Chadwick (1884)

5?. Peekv. GurneY (1873)

58. Shiromani Sug; Mills Ltd' v'Debi Prasad (1950)

5g. Eley v. positiie Government security Life Assurance co Ltd (1875)



60. Mc Connel v. Wright(1903)

It was resolved to adhere to tbese guidelim in both letter and spirit in order to haveconsistency and standardization *to"t the colleges fte meeting ended with vote of thanksto the convener, organizing team of ARSD 6l(}g9 and ttre t€ackrs ftom differeft collegeswho attended the meeting. ,

Depar&nent of Commerce,
Delhi School of Economics
University ofDelhi

Dr.Anjali Gupta

Convener,

A.R.S.D College

University of Delhi

Dr.A{titKumar Si
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