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* IN  THE  HIGH  COURT  OF  DELHI  AT  NEW  DELHI 

+  CS(COMM) 124/2025 & I.A. Nos. 3850-3854/2025 

 MOONSHINE TECHNOLOGY PRIVATE LIMITED .....Plaintiff 

Through: Mr. Raj Shekhar Rao, Sr. Advocate 
with Mr. Subhash Bhutoria, Ms. 
Anuja Negi, Ms. Ayesha Khan and 
Ms. Sanjana Bishnoi, Advocates  

      Mob: 886049966 
      Email: subhash@iprlaws.com  
    versus 
 
 ASHOK KUMAR & ORS.    .....Defendants 

Through: Ms. Aishwarya Kane, Advocate for 
D-8 
Mob: 9910083144 
Email: aishwarya@ira.law  
Mr. Gaurav Barathi, SPC for D-9, 10 
& 11  
Email: gbarathi@glalaw.com  
Mob 9810526981 

 
 CORAM: 
 HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE MINI PUSHKARNA 

    O R D E R 
%    14.02.2025   

1. The present is an application under Section 151 of the Code of Civil 

Procedure, 1908 (“CPC”), on behalf of the plaintiff, seeking exemption from 

filing clearer copies, fair typed copies and documents with necessary 

margins.  

I.A. 3854/2025 (Exemption from filing original copies of documents) 

2. Exemption is granted, subject to all just exceptions. 
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3. Plaintiff shall file legible, clear, and translated copies of the 

documents, on which the plaintiff may seek to place reliance, before the next 

date of hearing.  

4. Accordingly, the present application is disposed of. 

5. The present is an application under Section 12A of the Commercial 

Courts Act, 2015, read with Section 151 of CPC, seeking exemption from 

undergoing Pre-Institution Mediation.  

I.A. 3852/2025 (Exemption from undergoing Pre-Institution Mediation) 

6. Having regard to the facts of the present case and in the light of the 

judgments of Supreme Court in the case of Yamini Manohar Versus T.K.D. 

Keerthi, 2023 SCC OnLine SC 1382, and Division Bench of this Court in 

Chandra Kishore Chaurasia Versus RA Perfumery Works Private Ltd., 

2022 SCC OnLine Del 3529, exemption from undergoing Pre-Institution 

Mediation is granted.  

7. Accordingly, the application stands disposed of.  

8. The present is an application under Section 151 of CPC, seeking 

exemption from affecting advance service upon the defendant nos. 1 to 5.   

I.A. 3853/2025 (Exemption from advance service to the defendant nos. 1 

to 5) 

9. Defendants are Ashok Kumars/unknown defendants. Noting the 

aforesaid, the present application is allowed and accordingly disposed of.  

10. This is an application under Order XI Rule 1(4), read with Section 

151 CPC, as amended by the Commercial Courts Act, 2015, seeking leave to 

file additional documents. 

I.A. 3851/2025 (Application seeking leave to file additional documents) 

11. The plaintiff, if it wishes to file additional documents at a later stage, 
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shall do so strictly as per the provisions of the Commercial Courts Act, 

2015, and the Delhi High Court (Original Side) Rules, 2018.  

12. The application is disposed of, with the aforesaid directions. 

13. Let the plaint be registered as suit. 

CS(COMM) 124/2025 

14. Issue summons. Summons is accepted by learned counsels appearing 

for defendant nos. 8, 9 to 11.  

15. Learned counsel appearing for defendant nos. 9 to 11 submits that no 

written statement is required to be filed on their behalf, since they are 

performa parties. 

16. Noting the aforesaid, let written statement be filed by defendant no. 8 

within a period of thirty days, from today.  

17. Upon filing of the Process Fee, issue summons to defendant nos. 6 

and 7 by all permissible modes. Summons shall state that the written 

statement be filed by the said defendants within thirty days from the date of 

receipt of summons. Along with the written statement, the defendants shall 

also file affidavit of admission/denial of the plaintiff’s documents, without 

which, the written statement shall not be taken on record. 

18. Liberty is given to the plaintiff to file replication within thirty days 

from the date of receipt of the written statement. Further, along with the 

replication, if any, filed by the plaintiff, an affidavit of admission/denial of 

documents of the defendants, be filed by the plaintiff, without which, the 

replication shall not be taken on record. If any of the parties wish to seek 

inspection of the documents, the same shall be sought and given within the 

timelines. 

19. Since defendant nos. 1 to 5 are persons who are unidentifiable and 
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have been impleaded as Ashok Kumars, steps for service of the same shall 

be taken subsequently, after their details are divulged by the Domain Name 

Registrants (“DNRs”). 

20. Summons to defendant nos. 1 to 5 shall be issued subsequently, upon 

filing of process fees, when details regarding the said defendants are 

obtained by the plaintiff.  

21. List before the Joint Registrar (Judicial) for marking of exhibits on 

14th

22. List before the Court on 28

 April, 2025.  
th July, 2025. 

23. The present suit has been filed seeking perpetual and mandatory 

injunction restraining the defendants from infringement of plaintiff’s 

trademarks, passing off, unfair practices, costs, damages, delivery up, etc.  

I.A. 3850/2025 (Application under Order XXXIX Rules 1 and 2 CPC) 

24. It is submitted that Moonshine Technology Private Limited, i.e. the 

plaintiff herein, is the parent company of the Baazi Group of Companies, 

which is a leading and pioneering name in the Indian gaming industry. 

Established in the year 2014, the Baazi Group, which comprises of inter alia 

the plaintiff, Baazi Networks Private Limited, Baazi Gaming Network 

Private Limited (owns the brand, Baazi Mobile Gaming), Baazi Games 

Private Limited (subsequent proprietor of the brand, RummyBaazi), SBN 

Gaming Network Private Limited and Ross Technology Private Limited, has 

been offering quality gaming products and experiences to its customers, 

across under the branding and trademarks inter alia BAAZI, BAAZI 

GAMES, BAAZI MOBILE GAMING, POKERBAAZI, BALLEBAAZI, 

SPORTSBAAZI, RUMMYBAAZI, CARDBAAZI and the label marks viz. 
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, , , 

, , etc.  

25. It is submitted that the plaintiff is a leading business in online gaming 

and related technology domain and is widely recognized and well-known for 

its products and services under the brand and trademarks, BAAZI. Apart 

from being a well-known brand, BAAZI also forms an integral part of the 

plaintiff’s trading identity, corporate name and domain names (“BAAZI 

House of Mark”). The plaintiff honestly and originally adopted and has been 

using the mark BAAZI as its trademark, brand, trading identity and part of 

its corporate and domain names since the year 2014. Even in a short span, 

the plaintiff has accrued immense goodwill, reputation and popularity 

amongst customers, members in trade and public at large. 

26. It is submitted that the products and services, primarily online real 

money games and fantasy sports, which are offered by the plaintiff under the 

BAAZI brand and trademarks, are well recognized by the public and highly 

preferred by the customers. Owing to its long, uninterrupted and extensive 

presence, superior quality and standards of the products and services, the 

plaintiff and the BAAZI Group are renowned and respected worldwide. The 

plaintiff and its group companies are associated with established and 

renowned associations including the All India Gaming Federation, FICCI 

etc.  

27. It is submitted that the plaintiff and its group companies are 

conducting their business under the BAAZI trademarks in a progressive 
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manner, resulting in growing brand value and consumer base and therefore, 

any use of the BAAZI trademarks in relation to inter alia gaming services 

and related products has come to be exclusively associated with the plaintiff. 

The immense reputation and goodwill accrued by the plaintiff under its well-

known brand BAAZI can be gauged from the fact that the plaintiff has over 

3,50,000 monthly active users across its different verticals. Plaintiff’s 

flagship brand, PokerBaazi alone has received immense engagement on 

social media with over 2 million subscribers on its YouTube channel, over 4 

lakh followers/subscribers on Meta platforms (Facebook and Instagram). On 

account of extensive, long and continuous use, the arbitrary and distinctive 

BAAZI trademarks are easily distinguished and associated by consumers, 

members of trade and public at large with the plaintiff alone. It is further 

submitted that, the brand and trademarks BAAZI are synonymous to the 

plaintiff’s products and services. The plaintiff has been using the BAAZI 

trademarks since their adoption, continuously and extensively in the course 

of trade. 

28. It is submitted that being wary of the immense reputation, goodwill 

and popularity enjoyed by the plaintiff and its products and services under 

the brand BAAZI, the plaintiff takes proactive and stern steps to safeguard 

the said rights and interests. Apart from the common law rights accruing in 

favour of the plaintiff with respect to its brand BAAZI, the plaintiff is also 

the rightful and registered proprietor of its various BAAZI trademarks, in 

respect of various classes of business interest, in India. 

29. It is further submitted that the plaintiff is wary of its proprietary and 

exclusive rights associated with its intellectual properties and hence, takes 

all possible and plausible measures to protect its rights, title and interest 
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including inter alia instituting suit proceedings, issuing cease and desist and 

take down notices. Furthermore, pertinently, the plaintiff’s goodwill and 

reputation in its well-known brand and registered house mark, BAAZI has 

also been recognized by this Court in the commercial suit being CS(Comm) 

331/2021, wherein, the Court injuncted third parties from using plaintiff’s 

brand and registered trademark BAAZI in relation to inter alia gaming 

services. 

30. It is submitted that for better brand management and enforcement of 

its intellectual property rights, the group companies viz. Baazi Networks 

Private Limited and SBN Gaming Network Private Limited, had assigned 

their respective marks in the name of the plaintiff vide Trademark 

Assignment Agreement dated 28th

31. It is submitted that the trademark, BAAZI is synonymous to the Baazi 

Group and is closely and solely associated with the products and services 

offered by Baazi Group. It is submitted that the plaintiff enjoys enviable 

goodwill and reputation in the said brand and hence any imitation, 

unauthorized and illegal use of the brand and trademarks BAAZI is bound to 

dilute, erode, tarnish or disparage the said goodwill and reputation. 

 November, 2018. Pursuant to the said 

assignments, the plaintiff is the absolute and rightful owner and subsequent 

proprietor of the BAAZI House of Marks and their respective labels and 

formative marks. Similarly, the brands BalleBaazi and SportsBaazi, which 

relate to the BAAZI Group’s fantasy sports vertical, are under the aegis of 

group company namely, Ross Technology Private Limited. 

32. It is submitted that the instant suit proceeding is necessitated on 

account of flagrant violation of the plaintiff’s exclusive and proprietary 

rights in the well-known brand and registered mark, BAAZI, by 
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unauthorised and unscrupulous domain registrants and rogue website 

owners. It is submitted that besides committing serious cyber-squatting, 

these unidentifiable registrants are also employing bait and switch method to 

redirect the user traffic to their infringing and rogue websites/domains and 

are offering illegal gambling and betting services. In the instant proceedings, 

along with the unidentifiable registrants and the DNR, the plaintiff has also 

impleaded the Union of India, through its ministries and departments being 

Ministry of Information and Broadcasting, Ministry of Electronics and 

Information Technology and the Department of Telecommunication, as 

proforma defendants, to assist and supervise with compliance of the orders 

and directions of this Court against the impleaded Registrants and DNRs.  

33. It is submitted that the plaintiff has identified multiple Registrant 

defendants being defendant nos. 1 to 5, who are infringing the plaintiff’s 

registered trademarks and are offering and promoting online betting and 

gambling services in India through the infringing domains/websites. 

34. It is submitted that the DNR defendants, being defendant nos. 6 to 8, 

have also registered the various infringing domain names as given in the 

plaint and are managing the said domain names.  

35. It is submitted that plaintiff’s review divulged that the registrant 

defendants, being defendant nos. 1–5, are hosting illegal gambling and 

casino websites through and under the infringing domain name/branding. 

The said registrant defendants are diverting the plaintiff’s customers and 

internet users at large, towards their websites with malafide intent to indulge 

the said customers and users in illegal activities. 

36. It is submitted that the aforesaid registrant defendants are unidentified 

entities that have infringed upon the plaintiff’s registered trademarks by 
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incorporating them into their domain names/websites. The registrant 

defendants have registered the infringing domains with mala fide intent to 

deceive users into believing that these infringing websites are either owned 

by or associated with the plaintiff. Moreover, the websites hosted from the 

infringing domains create a false sense of legitimacy by using the plaintiff’s 

trademark, causing harm to the plaintiff’s well-established brand. 

Furthermore, they redirect users to their own sites that offer illegal betting 

and gambling activities. 

37. It is submitted that to the best of plaintiff’s knowledge, the aforesaid 

registrant defendants have no physical presence in India but are providing 

illegal services, under the infringing branding. It is submitted that the said 

defendants are promoting and offering prohibited casino, gambling and 

betting services in India, including, within the jurisdiction of this Court and 

are reaping undue benefit. It is submitted that with the help of plaintiff’s 

immense goodwill and advanced SEO techniques, the Registrant defendants 

are able to divert substantial internet traffic onto their websites, causing 

serious harm, loss and injury to the plaintiff as also the unwary internet 

users. 

38. It is further submitted that in collusion with the DNR defendants, the 

registrant defendants are indulging in serious offence of cyber-squatting. By 

offering infringing domains for sale, resale or at a premium pricing, the said 

defendants are reaping undue profits, more so, by causing serious loss and 

harm to the plaintiff’s business, brand and reputation. It is submitted that the 

sole purpose of registering infringing domains is to defraud unwary 

customers and internet users. Furthermore, defendant nos. 1 to 5 are offering 

online gambling and betting services under the infringing branding and 
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domain name, associating the said illegal activities with the plaintiff. The 

dishonesty of the said defendants is writ large from the facts that the 

defendants have masked/not disclosed their crucial details in the domain 

name WHOIS as well as on their websites. It is submitted that the said and 

other such defendants would continue to defraud internet users and cause 

serious loss of revenue and reputation, largely irreparable, to the plaintiff, 

unless restrained urgently and immediately by this Court. 

39. It is submitted that the defendant nos. 1 to 8 are causing serious loss 

of business and reputation to the plaintiff. On account of such infringing 

activities by the defendants, the plaintiff’s immense brand value and image 

is bound to suffer irreparably, which in turn would also gravely impact the 

larger consumer interest. It is further submitted that online gaming is a 

highly regulated domain in India and any illegal or unfair act committed by 

the defendants under the plaintiff’s branding, BAAZI, is bound to cause 

adverse impact on the plaintiff’s business, goodwill, reputation and brand 

value. It is submitted that the unauthorized adoption and illegal use of the 

plaintiff’s brand and trademarks by the said defendants is patently illegal, 

unfair and amounts to unfair business practices. 

40. It is submitted that the DNR defendants have permitted the purchase 

of infringing domain names by Registrant defendants and other Registrants 

of the domain names as mentioned in the plaint. It is pertinent to note that 

besides selling the infringing domain names to the unscrupulous and 

unidentified registrants, the DNRs are offering privacy protection as part of 

their services, often bundled with the domain name purchase. It is submitted 

that the DNRs play crucial role in management of domain names and hence, 

exercise significant control on the creation, management and use of the 
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domain names. It is, therefore, submitted that the plaintiff is seeking similar 

and common relief against each of the defendants including the DNR 

defendants and hence, has jointly impleaded in this proceeding. It is further 

submitted that despite the plaintiff’s best efforts, the registrant defendants 

remain unidentified and hence, the DNR defendants are also necessary to 

ensure effective execution of the orders and directions of this Court. The 

plaintiff has further craved leave to amend the plaint and memo of parties 

with additional contact details of the Registrant defendants, upon disclosure 

of the WHOIS details by the DNR defendants during the course of the 

proceedings. 

41. It is submitted that the defendant nos. 1 to 8 are riding upon the 

plaintiff’s immense goodwill and reputation associated with the well-known 

brand and registered house mark, BAAZI, more so, to target Indian gaming 

population. Further, the defendants, though having no establishment in 

India, are offering gambling and betting services under the infringing 

branding, which is bound to cause serious loss of revenue and reputation to 

the plaintiff. Furthermore, the defendants are offering online casino, 

gambling and betting services in India, in utter defiance of Indian laws. It is 

apparent that the Registrant defendants are trying to springboard their 

gambling and betting platforms in India by blatantly misusing the plaintiff’s 

well-known brand and registered trademark, BAAZI. On account of the 

plaintiff’s enormous goodwill, outreach and reputation, it is inevitable that 

the Indian as well as international players and internet users would be 

confused as to the source of such illegal gambling and betting platform. 

42. It is submitted that the intention of the defendant nos. 1 to 8 is to 

leverage the reputation of the plaintiff’s well-known brand and registered 
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marks, for making unlawful gains. It is submitted that the Registrant 

defendants’ illegal gambling activities are not only harming the plaintiff’s 

business, goodwill and reputation but are also causing serious crime against 

the numerous unwary customers and the public at large. In light of the 

above, it is evident that the defendants’ registration of the infringing domain 

names is dishonest and has been obtained with the ulterior motive to usurp 

the immense goodwill and reputation associated with the plaintiff’s brand 

and registered trademark BAAZI and to play a serious fraud on the public at 

large. 

43. It is submitted that on account of this illegal adoption and 

unauthorized use of the plaintiff’s well-known brand and registered house 

mark, BAAZI, the defendant nos. 1 to 8 are causing actual public confusion 

in India, and globally. The misuse of plaintiff’s registered marks by the 

defendants is gravely diluting the distinctiveness, brand image and value of 

the plaintiff’s brand. It is submitted that the plaintiff has created the said 

distinctiveness and reputation in the brand, BAAZI, by humungous efforts 

and through significant investments.  

44. It is submitted by the learned Senior Counsel for the plaintiff that the 

cause of action first arose in and around first week of January, 2025, when 

the plaintiff came across several domain names and websites offering 

gambling and betting services under the infringing branding and deceptive 

identity. It is submitted that the defendant nos. 1 to 8 are actively managing 

and using the infringing domain names, including by offering illegal 

gambling and betting services, causing continuous and flagrant violation of 

the plaintiff’s exclusive rights in the registered house mark, BAAZI. It is 

submitted further that the plaintiff is suffering grave loss, harm and injury on 
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a daily basis on account of the said defendants’ infringing activities, which 

would significantly reduce upon grant of inter alia injunctive relief to the 

plaintiff by this Court. 

45. Learned Senior Counsel appearing for the plaintiff has drawn the 

attention of this Court to various websites being operated by defendant nos. 

1 to 5, thereby infringing the registered trademark of the plaintiff.  

46. Attention of this Court is drawn to the webpage of defendant no. 

6/GoDaddy, wherein, defendant no. 6 is offering for sale similar domain 

names as that of the plaintiff.  

47. Learned Senior Counsel appearing for the plaintiff submits that 

defendant no. 6/GoDaddy is offering similar domain names as that of the 

registered domain names of the plaintiff and, he further points out that 

GoDaddy is the same Domain Name Registrant, who has registered the 

domain name of the plaintiff. 

48. Attention of this Court has also been drawn to the order dated 2nd

“xxx xxx xxx 

 

June, 2022 passed in CS(COMM)135/2022, Dabur India Limited versus 

Ashok Kumar and Ors., in particular to Paras 13 and 14, as follows:  

13. In CS(COMM) 135/2022, vide the order dated 3rd March, 2022, 
after a detailed hearing, it was noted that there were various domain 
names and websites, which were operating with the name DABUR 
such as www.daburdistributor.com, & 
https://daburdistributorships.in. Monies were being collected from 
vulnerable customers through the said websites, and therefore, the 
following order was passed: 
 

“23. In order to curb any malpractice or any monetary harm 
to the public as also to the franchisees and distributors who 
may pay monies to the websites, and to protect the Plaintiff’s 
rights in various intellectual properties, which are being 
violated on the websites of the Defendants, this Court directs 
as under: 
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xxx xxx xxx 
 
14. As is evident from the aforementioned direction no.2, the DoT and 
MEITY were directed to block the said fraudulent websites. In 
addition, a direction was issued in the following terms: 
 

“25. Further, this Court notices that the practice of hiding or 
masking the details of the Registrants who hold domain names 
is increasingly resorted to by persons who register such 
domains which impinge upon owners of trademarks and 
names. Such Registrants seek to enjoy domain name 
registrations and host websites, in a concealed or a hidden 
manner, without disclosure of their identity. The domain names 
are used to the exclusion of the whole world including the 
trademark owner. Whenever any person or entity registers a 
mark, name, company, firm etc., the identity of such person is 
openly available. However, in the case of domain names, this 
is not so. It appears that disabling of privacy protect feature 
may be essential to 
ensure that the identity of the persons registering domain 
names is clearly visible on the https://www.whois.com 
database, as also other such databases. Accordingly, the 
Defendant Nos. 2 and 3 to also disclose their stand in respect 
of privacy protect features, provided by domain name 
Registrars to their Registrants. Let the affidavit on behalf of 
the Defendant Nos.2 & 3 be filed one week before the next 
date.

49. By referring to the aforesaid order, learned Senior Counsel appearing 

for the plaintiff submits that this Court has taken into consideration that 

steps need to be taken to curb the malpractices and monetary harm to the 

public and also, to protect the rights of the plaintiff in its various intellectual 

properties.  

” 
 
xxx xxx xxx” 
       

50. Thus, he submits that in the present case also similar orders are 

required to be issued against the defendants. 

51. Attention of this Court has also been drawn to the advisories issued by 
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the Government of India from time to time, in particular, to the advisory 

dated 4th December, 2020, and to a recent advisory dated 21st

 

“No. DM/15/2022-DM 
Government of India 

Ministry of Information & Broadcasting 
A Wing, Shastri Bhawan 

New Delhi — 110 001 
March 21, 2024 

 March, 2024, 

issued by the Ministry of Information and Broadcasting, Government of 

India, relevant portions of which, are reproduced, as under:  

3. Section 79 of the IT Act, 2000 provides for exemption from liability 
of intermediaries for third party information, data, or communication 
link made available or hosted by them. Subsection (3)(b) of section 79 
provides that the exemption from liability shall not apply if upon 

ADVISORY 

To,  

(i) Endorsers and Influencers on social media 
(ii) Social Media Intermediaries 
(iii) Online Advertisement Intermediaries 
 

Subject: Advisory on Celebrity/Influencer Endorsements and 
Advertisements, including Surrogate Advertisements, of Offshore 
Online Betting/Gambling Platforms-reg. 
 

xxx xxx xxx 

2. The Central Consumer Protection Authority (CCPA), vide Advisory 
dated 06.03.2024 (copy enclosed), while referring to the predominant 
illegality of offshore online betting and gambling platforms in most 
regions across the country and provisions of the Guidelines for 
Prevention of Misleading Advertisements and Endorsements for 
Misleading Advertisements 2022, has expressed concerns regarding 
endorsements of such betting/gambling platforms by celebrities and 
influencers to endorse and promote their betting activities, and 
cautioned that any advertisement or endorsement, whether directly or 
indirectly, of activities which are otherwise prohibited by law, 
including but not limited to betting or gambling, through 
advertisements or promotions, shall be subject to rigorous scrutiny. 
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receiving actual knowledge, or on being notified by the appropriate 
Government or its agency that any information, data or 
communication link residing in or connected to a computer resource 
controlled by the intermediary is being used to commit the unlawful 
act, the intermediary fails to expeditiously remove or disable access to 
that material on that resource without vitiating the evidence in any 
manner. 
 
xxx xxx xxx” 

52. By referring to the aforesaid, it is submitted that despite the advisory, 

misleading advertisements and endorsements are still being carried out by 

defendant nos. 1 to 5. Further, the DNRs defendants, i.e., defendant nos. 6 to 

8, are offering similar domain names for sale, despite there being various 

advisories by the Government.  

53. In the aforesaid circumstances, the plaintiff has demonstrated a prima 

facie case for grant of injunction and, in case, no ex-parte ad-interim 

injunction is granted, the plaintiff will suffer an irreparable loss. Further, 

balance of convenience also lies in favour of the plaintiff, and against the 

defendants. 

54. Accordingly, till the next date of hearing, it is directed as follows:  

I. Defendant nos. 1 to 5 are restrained from accessing, using, modifying, 

alienating, dispositioning or transferring the domain names, which are 

attached as Annexure A to the present order.  

II. Defendant nos. 6 to 8 are directed to suspend the access and use of the 

domain names by their respective registrants, as per the details given in 

Annexure A to the present order.  

III. Defendant nos. 6 to 8 are directed to disclose the details of the 

registrants of the infringing domain names by way of affidavit, of the 

domains, which form part of Annexure A to this order.  
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IV.  The disclosure of the details to the plaintiff shall be done through 

email within a period of one week today.  

55. Issue notice. Notice is accepted by learned counsel appearing for 

defendant nos. 8, 9 to 11.  

56. Issue notice to defendant nos. 6 and 7 by all permissible modes upon 

filing of the Process Fee, returnable on the next date of hearing. 

57. Let reply be filed within a period of four weeks. 

58. Rejoinder thereto, if any, be filed within two weeks, thereafter. 

59. Notice shall be issued to defendant nos. 1 to 5, upon filing of process 

fees, upon the plaintiff gaining the knowledge about the details of defendant 

nos. 1 to 5, as the same are unknown defendants.  

60. Compliance of Order XXXIX Rule 3 CPC, be done, within a period 

of one week.  

61. List before the Court on 28th

 
 

MINI PUSHKARNA, J 

FEBRUARY 14, 2025 
ak 

 July, 2025. 
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ANNEXURE A 
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