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OFFICE OF 'l“l-i‘F DISTRICT & SESSIONS JUDGE (HQs): DELHI

552#'5 r.mm.u ir HCS 2019 [t Thelhi thie :};;/_m,ﬁ-? -
3 0L W8

Subjecs: Cumplimmee of disgetions contained in grdor dored 27,0820[9 Fﬂi'-"'-"'-'l by Hon'hle
Ms. Justice Pratibhe %, Singh, Hon'ble High Court of Delhi, bevwe Delhi, in CMOM] No.
LBS9I01E tided “Amrich Agmrwal, Trading as Mehulexmi Product: Vs Venus Home
Applignces Pl Lul.

Copy of the letfer na. 13561-X00-1 dated 22102019, reecived fom the Kegiatear Cieneral,
Hon bl 1igh Courd of Tolbs, New Delhi along with copy of onder dated 27082014 passed v Hon'ble
M. Justice Prathiba M. Sirngh in CM (M) Mo T0SREEE tided “Amrish Agarwal, Trading g3 Mahalgxm
Product, Vs, M Vanus Home Appliances Pyt Lid. 7 is circulated for information and necessary action

aranplance to:-

LA vhe ted wetlelar Cfffcers entral ivrict, Tl Alasari Cowt, DpdRl

2 e iBpscror oomdeaniesd, Delhi Jpaivial Acodoomy, Oweirke, New Dlelrd far infarnfedion as
heed wde tetter e, TLA D A e 200 W2 100 e 008 207

A ¢ Chironam, Wehskie Committee, Tis Hazorl Conets, Delii with regiest fo. dieget e

comeerred ofToal o updooed the sare on the Wehaite of Delil Dismeier Cowers.

4 BE o L Trrerict & Sessiony Siedlor AH0s) Tin Hezart Coacis, Dol

3, Dlegime Assister, S Sraick, for uplogdim the some o LAYERY

fi. Far apfocding e same ol “entralized Website throwgh LAVERS

{IITIIh‘FHﬁﬂA PRV o

Cfficer-le-Charge. Cenl, Brunch, )
Addl, District & Sessions hudes
s Hazari Courts, Delhi e

Encli As above,
m_%ﬁﬂ#-ﬂlﬂr.-‘ﬂﬂﬁ funy Duted, Delbd the .- 3 0 ﬂti, Fﬂﬁg
L2y o

I'lse Ld. Repistmr General, Hor"ble High Court of Delhi, Mew Dalhi tor infermation.

ol ||-Lnu.rt'm11‘&ﬁﬁrah“ﬁﬂﬂﬁ

Addl Districs & Sessions Judpge
Tis Harnri-Courts, Tielk d’""”



[N THE DELHI HIGH COURT OF NEW DELHT
Mo RSSEITR capr: 22 h-rij

Frona,
The Registrar General,
High Court of Dedi,
Mew Delhi.

I,

A The Dietriet Judge, District-Central, Tis Haizarl Cowrs Dl

The Tistrict Judge, Thsiriet-West, Tis Hazari Court, Delhi,

'The District Judpe, THstriot Noreh-Wess, Rehini Courts,Delhi,

. The Drigtrbet Judge, Disteict Morth, Rohind Corts, Delhi,

The District Judge, Fast, Kafkardooma Court, Delhi-

The [Mstricr Judpe, Morth-East, Karkardooma Crrarts, Trelhi,

. The [Hstriet Tudee, Shahdan:, Karkardooma Courts, Delbi

9. The District Judge, South, Saket Cours, Toew Delhi

10, The Districts Judgs, South-Bast, Saket Cory, Mew Defhi.

11, The Dismict Jodge, Seuth-West, Drwarks Coe, New Drelind.

12. The Dristrict Judge, District-Mew Defhi, Patiale Houes Courl,New Delhi.

+ 3. The Districr Judge-cum-Specizl Judee, Rouge Avenue, New Delhi,

14, Conroller Genem! of Patenys, Designs of Trade Marks, Flot Mo. 32, Sector-14,
Drovemice, Mew 1elhi-110075.

14 Tolot Seeretary, DP(IT, Room Me. 155, Mioksiry of Commerce & [ndustry,
Udog Bhawan, New Delhl,
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CM, Ne _in CM (M) No.1059/2018

Arniceh Agarwal. Pedtioner’s
Trading 2a Mahalaemi Product.

WVersug
Wz Venus Home Appliances Pt Lid, Respondents

Sir,

[ am directed to forsand Terewith for information and immediate complianee of 8 sopy
af order deted 27/0R/2019 by the Hon’ble Ms. Justics Prathibg M. Singh of this Courl it the
apove noaed case,

Wide order dt. 2TH82019 , the Hom'ble Count has direred to cireulae the Owder of
27082019 to all 1d. Distvior Judges so hat the directinne gonained thoroin gan be brought 10 the

" notice of the Tudicial Officers sspectally in the commercial cousts. The Hoo'bla Ceourt has also
divected to comuticate the game to the Comroller Generel of Patents, Designs and Trade el s
and the Toint Secretary. DPITT.

Vou are (herafors requested 1o ensure the cumpiiencs of the order 4. 27082019

2, ;‘I?E:? Yours falthfully )
15 -
or e { Canernd) mﬁlﬁc Officet (7) -1

Fur Regisirar General
Encl; Copy of Order dt. 270872015
" Memao of Parties.



IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT MEWW DELHI
[CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION)

C.ML{MAIN), nn.ﬁ'ﬂ af 2618

IN THE MATTER OF:

Bhri Amiish Agarwal

Trading a8 Mahalaxmi Praduc ..Petiionar
Versus

Mis Venus Home Apaliances Put, L. o Respondent

This patition s being flled herawith against impugned impugned order
dated 04.08.2018 Pessed by Shri Joginder Frakash MNahar Al
04,(Central) Tis Hazar District Cout, Dathi in the subject metter suft
T.M. Ho. 1111 of 2016, thled 3= Mis Venus Home Agpliances Py, Lid,
Vs, Shil Amrish Agganwal, whereby the Ld. ADJ was pleased to sllow
the application of the respondent under Urder 7 Rule 14 0BG at the
final hearing of the Suit . '

MEMO OF PARTIES

shril Amrish Agarwal

Trading as Mahalaxmi Product

Sandeep Cinema Compound

Muz=ffar Nagar (LR} ... Patitioner

Wersus

Mfz Venus Home Appliances Pyt Ltd.
41-A, Mandir Lans
Yusuf Saral, New Dathi ... Respondant

[K.5. Bersal & 8. K. Bansal]
Advocates Tod the Petitionar -

K.G.Bangal & Company

82, Sukbdsv vinar, Mathure Road

Mew Calhi-110025

Phona Mo 28843458, 32080834

Fax: 26828578, 2603187A3

E-Mai:: unitedmark@unitedipr.com

Place; Mew Dethi
Date:27.08.2018,
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b IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

Date of decision: 27 dugust, 2070,
i CM (M) 105972018

AMRISH AGARWAL e Petitioner
Through:  Mr. Ajay Amitabh suman and Mr
Vingy Kumar Shukla, Advocstes.
{'M:E'QEJUEEESHSF}
VErsug

M/8 VENUS HOME APPLIANCES PYT. LD, Heanondent
Through: Mr. B g Agparwal  and A
Aparajita  Sharn,  Advecates,
(M:9654010731)
CORAM; |
JUSTICE PRATHIBA M. SINGH

Prathibs M. Singh, J. {Oral)
CM APPL. 3651 82018 [exemption)

1 Allowed, subject to aﬂjﬁ'&f exceptions. Applicetion is disposed of
CM (M) 1059/2018 & CM APPLs, 36516:17/2018

2. The present petition has been filed challenging arder dated 4 Augus?,
2018 by which the Id. Trial Court has taken on record the Legal Proceadings
Centificate relating 1o the trademark VENUS',  The ohjection by the
Petitioner/Deferdunt (Herainater Defendant’y iz that the evidence s
coneluded and the Respondent/PlaingfF (hereinafter, 'Plaimtiff) is seeking
b file the said documents at the stage of final arpuments.

3. Herelies upon a judgment of & [d. Single Judge of this Court in Godd
Rock World v Veejay Lakslmi Engineering Worls Lid, CI008) 149 PLR 40
b argue, that ot this belated stage, the document could not have been taken
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on’ record.  Ld. counss] sppearing for the Plaintiff, on & query from this
C”:l-“" atatas that though the trademark registration was itself not filed at the
initial stage, oply the renewsal certificate was on record and the same was
duly exhibited.
4, Ina ttademark infringsment matter, the Court ought to be able to age
the! mark, Bither the Legal Provesding Certificate or registration certificate
along with the Journa! extract ought to have been filed by the Plaintiff, m
enabie the Court to see that the wademard itself s registered. In this case,
the L'egal Proceeding Certificate wes not filed during the entire pendency of
the iauit It was only at the final stage of arguments that the Plaintiff sought
1o file the Legal Proceeding Certificats.
5. In matters involving trademark infringement, there is o doubt thal
the trademark registration itself s & matler of public record, and can be
accgsaed by visiting the Trademark Regisiry's website itself, However, o
order for the Court to consider the registration, docuementary evidence in the
forni of sither the trademark registration along with the journal extracts or
the Legal Frocseding Certificare ocughr to be placed on record. In the
present petition; initially, except the renewal certificate no other document
WaE :ﬁlcrj and the 1d. Trial Court has taken the Legal Proceeding Certiticate
on record ot the final stags. Though the documents are publie record,
usually the normal course, which is adopted is to obtain certified copies of
the said public record in order to rely on the same in suit procesdings o
other proceedings. In the present case, neither was done by the Plainti
The Defendant, thus, opposes allowing the Legal Proceeding Certihaate to
&  The Court has heard the pertics and perused the pleadings in the

OM M) [0SRIPG1E Page £ o



. &
plaint, whish 8re clearly haged o0 the repistration of {he rademark
FENUS', The Dademark Teglstration certificaps

matter and thg wadernark registration itself wag Pleaded by the Plaint, the
Legal Proceeding Certificats is Permitted 1o be taken o Tecord, subject 1o
PaYment of R5.50,000/- as C081E 10 the paid to the Diefendan,

N B fnther directed that in trade mask infringement mwiaters the

. Watk, date of application, dape af pgpr claimeag, conditions aog
diselaimers i 0%, assignments and licencas Branied, rengwaly g,
M. Ifthe LPC i not evailable, at the timg of Tiling of the suj and urpen:

registrution certificate, “opy of the trade marj; jorrnal along with tho
latest status report from. the website of the Trade Mark Registry. This
should be accompanied by an sverment in e pléadings that LPC i
applied for. Specific avermei QUEHT T be mads that there are ng
disclaimers imposed on the mark and the mark stands renawed Any
licences and assignments ougiit o be pleaded
i, Usually, af the time nf.adm[asinn-"denial. parties ought not o hbe
permitted o deny the fagtum of regisization and other facts
" sccompanying the registration as the $ame are 2asily verifiable from
public record online:
iv. In the case of (i), tha party ought to file the LPC prior to (ke
commencement of the trial, if any aspect of the trade muk registration
is being disputed by the Oppodite side;

Page 7 g4
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Contrallar Genarel oF Fatenre, Designs ang Trade  Magks (Ph-ta2.
24132735, Email:- egotfive:rr - i) as algn e Joing Secretary, DpirT
{Ph;- 52323052983} b ensure thay LPCs when 2pplied for qre (EL

w0 %
%RATHJBA M. SINGH
JUDGE

CM 1) 10502004 - Pagrd iy



