


12.  The Principal District & Sessions Judge-cum-Special Judge, CBI (PC Act), Rouse
Avenue Distrigt Court Complex, New Delhi

13.  The Principal Judge, Family Courts (HQ), Dwarka Courts Complex, Dwarka, New
Delhi g :

14. The Principal Secretary (Law, Justice & LA), Govt. of N.C.T. of Delhi, Delhi Secretariat,
I.P.Estate, New Delhi. ;

15. The President/Secretary, Delhi High Court Bar Association, Delhi High Court, New
Delhi.

16. The Secretary, Bar Council of Delhi, 2/6, Siri Fort Institutional Area, Khel Gaon
Marg, New Delhi-110049

17. The President/Secretary, Bar Association, Tis Hazari Courts/Patiala House Courts/
Karkardooma Courts/ Rohini Courts/Dwarka Courts/Saket Court Complex/Rouse
Avenue Court Complex

18. The Member Secretary, Delhi State Legal Service Authority, Rouse Avenue District
Court Complex, New Delhi with the request to forward a copy of the
Notification/Practice Direction to the Secretaries of all the eleven District Legal
Services Authorities. :

19.  The Secretary, Delhi High Court Legal Services Committee.

20. The Chairman, District Court Website Committee, Tis Hazari, Delhi for uploading
the Notification/Practice Direction on the website of Delhi District Court.

21. Registrar-cum-Secretary to Hon'ble the Chief Justice.

22. All Registrars/OSDs/Joint Registrars (Judigial).

23. Joint Registrar-cum-P.A. to Registrar General, Delhi High Court.

24. Joint Director (IT) with the request to upload the Practice Direction on the Intranet of
this Court.

25. Librarian, Delhi High Court.

26. Private Secretaries/Court Masters to Hon'ble Judges for kind perusal of His Lordships.

27. Guard File. \N’
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HIGH COURT OF DELHI: NEW DE/L—HI.
Nofuw _/Original/DHC/2019
Dated: oy .a5-19

QEE.I,C_E_QR_QEB

The trend of arraymg the main defendant as defendant No.2 or defendant No.3, with
the object of enabling the plam‘uffs to obtam mtenm orders-and dxsablmg the main defendant
" to appear before the Court on the very ﬁrst date, when the case is listed before the court, was
. noticed by a learned Single Judge of this Court m the case of Micolube India Ltd. Versus
Maggon Auto Centre & Another, 2008 (36) PTC 231 Tt was held that “it is unfortunate that

the main defendant was arrayed.as defendant Na 2 It is not only in this case, but in several .

other cases that this court has. nonced thzs unhealthy trend on the part of the plaintiffs to
array the inain defendant as a'eﬂandant No. 2 or defendant No.3 while naming some innocuous
* dealer or retail outlet as defendant No.1. T he object is easily discernible. .When the counsel
Jor the main defendants scan the lzst of c eases they would not be ab[e to know as to whether
any case has been filed against them 50 as to enable :hem to appear on ‘the very first date on

which the case is listed before: court A Thxs v1ew was upheld by a Division Bench of this
Court in an appeal filed agamst the aforementloned order

In CS(COMM) 110/2019 Hon ble Ms JUSUCB Prathlba M. Smgh has been pleased to
 pass the following orders on 16. 04 2019: oo

*16. It is notlced that, desplte ﬂns bemg settled legal position, in
most cases, an unknown Defendant or an employee or Director is -
impleaded as the ﬁrst Defendant to avmd detection in the cause list.
Such a practice havmg been held to be impermissible by the

Division Bench, the same cannot he permltted to continue in any
manuner. . o .

XXXX ot o . 'x'x'xx XXXX

Regxstry is dlrected to ensure strict compliance of the
judgment in the Micolube. Ipdna Ltd Versus Maggon Auto Centre
& Anr. 2008 (36) PTC 231 - (Del)- and seek an undertaking of the
Plaintiff in IPR cases where: there are. multlple Defendants that the
Defendant No. 1 beiig arrayed is, the main contesting Defendant in
the Suit.”
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From:

Delhi High Court
Sher Shah Road,

New Delhi-110003
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