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I BY EMAIL & DoT website 

Government oflndia 
Ministry of Communications 

Department of Telecommunications 
Sanchar Bhawan, 20, Ashoka Road, New Delhi - 110 001 

(Data Services Cell) 

No. Sl3-07/LM-28/2023-DS-II 
Dated: 23.06.2023 

To; 
All Internet Service Licensee's 

Subject: CS (COMM) No. 194 of 2023 ANI Media Pvt. Ltd. Vs. Ravi Ranjan& Ors. South at Saket Court, New Delhi 

Kindly find the enclosed Hon'ble Delhi High Court order dated 29.03.2023 on the subject 
matter. 

2. Please refer to the para 21 of the said court order in respect of blocking of one (01) website 
enumerated in the aforesaid para. 

3. Accordingly, in view of the above, all the Internet Service licensees are hereby instructed 
to take immediate necessary action for blocking of the said website, as above, for compliance of 
the said court order. 

Encl:A/A 

Copy to: 
(i) 

(i i) 
(iii) 

~: 
Director{DS-ll) 

Tel: 011-2303 6860 
Email: dirds2-dot@nlc.in 

l 
l V.Chinnasarny, Scientist E (chinna_samy.v@meity .gov.i~), Electronics . Nik4l~n, 

M. · t ·y of· Electronics and Information Technology (Me1tY) New Delhi for k111d 1111 S I . \ 
information and necessary ac~1on_. . ! 

I c-01. t11e pl aintiff for k111d 111format1on. counse ,, · . 
IT · . f DoT for u1)loading on DoT websites please. w ing o 
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IN THE COURT OFDISTRICT JUDGE ha Leipy

(COMMERCIAL COURT) (DIGITAL-04),
SOUTH, SAKET COURTS, NEW DELHI

Presiding Officer: Sh. RAJEEV BANSAL
CS (Comm)No. 194/2023

In the matterof:
ANI Media Pvt.Ltd.==ean ene eePlaintiff.

Vs.

RaviRanjan& Ors.=aeeeeeeDefendants.

ORDER
Present:|Ms. Manya Chandhok and Ms. Muskan Gopal, learned

counselfor plaintiff.

i, The present suit has been filed for permanent and

mandatory injunction for infringement of Trademark, passing off,

rendition of accounts, dilution, damages etc. of the plaintiff’s marks

cook by defendant by using the MarkTT
Zs Markofthe plaintiff

The case ofthe plaintiff as set out in the plaint in nutshell is

that Plaintiff is India’s leading multimedia news agency providing

syndicated news feeds with over 100 bureaus in India, South Asia and

across the globe under the name of ‘Asian News International’ and

‘ANI’ operating since the year 1971. It is submitted that various leading
news channels and newspapersrely upon theplaintiff and its services for

regular newscontent and updates.It is further submitted that the plaintiff
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coined and adopted the ANI Brand name and ANI Marks LUT
for use in connection with the services of providing content

including photographs, videos, printed matter for newspapers in general
circulation, TV, digital platforms, mobile apps and news consolidators.It
is further submitted that ANI newsportals are available through its

website, YouTube Channel, Twitter Account, Facebook Page, Instagram
Page and its Applications are also available for download on the Apple
Store and Google Play Store. Screen-shots of the Plaintiff’s website,
YouTube Channel, Twitter Account, Facebook Page, Instagram Page and

its Applications available for download on the Apple Store and Google
Play Store have been placed on record alongwith the plaint. It is stated

that in relation to digital services and services over the Internet, the

Plaintiff has developed a distinct identity for their ANI Marks and any

use of ‘ANI’ over the Internet automatically links such use as an

association / connection/ affiliation / relationship with the Plaintiffs. It is
further stated that the plaintiff's ANI Mark are registered under Class 16

and 38 for the purpose of providing news for newspaper in general

circulation, printed matters, namely, newspaper, photographs,

magazines, books, printed periodicals, newsletters and syndicated

newspaper columns and as a news agency services for electronic

transmission. The details of registration of the plaintiff’s ANI Marks are

given in the plaint and the Trademark Registration Certificates as well as
domain name registration documents have been placed on record

alongwith the plaint. It is further stated that the word and mark ‘ANI’

and the aforesaid registered Plaintiff's ANI Marks form an integral part

of the Plaintiff’s Domain Names aniin.com, aninews.in since 1999 and
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2010 respectively.

3. DefendantNo. 1 and his Mark a
It is stated that defendant no. 1 Mr. Ravi Ranjan is the

ownerof the registered domain newsani.in and is using the Impugned

Mark on their website /Attps:/Avww.newsani.in with the Impugned

Domain Nameandis providing news services to the public in electronic

and digital form i.e., same servicesas the Plaintiff.

4. It is stated that the Defendant No. | is using the Marki along with the ‘ANI’ brand nameand is engaged in providing

identical services whichfall in the Class 38 category of services over the

Internet, under which Class the Plaintiffs have registered their ANI

Marks which are deceptively similar to those of the Plaintiff, i.e.,

providing content to the public online. These services have been

advertised by Defendant No. 1 on their website www.newsani.in. It is

further stated that defendant no. 1 is also owner of websites

https://khabretv.com/ and http://atnlivenews.com/. The screen shot of
the website of defendant no. 1 i.e. nmewsani.in, khabretv and

atnlivenews.com have been placed on record alongwith theplaint.
5: Other Defendants

Plaintiff has impleaded defendant no. 2 being the Registrar
of Domain Nameof defendant no. 1. Defendant no. 3 is ownerof Social

Media Platform Facebook. Defendant no. 4 is owner of Search Engine
Google. Defendant nos. 5 to 13 are different Internet and Telecom

Service Providers which give access through its ISP to the Website of
CS (Comm) No. 194//2023 ANI Media Pvt. Lid. vs. Ravi Ranjan & Ors. Page 3 of 9
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defendant no. 1. Defendant nos. 14 and 15 are Department of
Telecommunication and Ministry of Electronics and Information

Technology whichare required to issue directions for disabling access of
defendantno. 1’s website in India.

6. Learned counsel for the plaintiff has placed reliance upon
the Judgment passed by the Hon’ble High Court of Delhi in CS (Comm)
703/21 titled ANI Media Pvt. Ltd. vs. Vinay G. David in which right of
the plaintiff with regard to its registered ANI Marks and Domain Names

was protected vide Judgment dated 15.03.2022. Learned counsel has

prayed for protection at par with the aforesaid Judgment, a copy of

which has been placed on record alongwith the plaint.

ts It is stated that defendant’s website newsasni.in can be

accessed within the territorial jurisdiction of this Court and hence, this

Court hasthe territorial jurisdiction.8.SsApplication
underOrder39Rules1and2CPCLd. Counsel for the plaintiff argued that plaintiff is entitled

to grant of ex-parte injunction on account of infringement of its

trademark and passing off by defendant no. | as those ofplaintiff. She

further submitted that in case ex-parte injunction is not granted, the

plaintiff shall suffer irreparable loss and injury because defendantno. 1

is hosting a deceptively similar website www.newsani.in using the Mark

ANI and thus causing substantial loss to the business ofthe plaintiff as

well as to its goodwill and reputation. Similarly, directions have been
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any orders for blocking the website, Facebook Account, blocking access

.Diseri

to the website etc. of the defendant no.1.

9. I heard Ld. Counsel for the plaintiff and have perused the

records of the case.

10. Section 135 (2) of Trade Mark Act empowers the Court to

grant ex-parte injunction in a suit for infringementor passingoff.

11. In Corn Products Refining Company v Shangrila Foods

Products AIR 1960 SC 142, the Hon’ble Supreme Court held that the

question as to whether the two competing marksare similar or have the

potential of causing confusion, the question is to be approached from

the view point of a man of average intelligence with imperfect

recollection.

12. A side by side comparison of the two marks is as under:-
Plaintiff’s registered trademark Defendant no, 1’s infringing mark

eX
aaniin.com, aninews.in newsani.in
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The bare comparison of the representations of registered
trademark/labels of the plaintiff with that being used by the defendant

no. | as shownin variousparas ofthe plaint as also in the above table,
clearly establish likelihood of deceptive and confusing similarity of the
defendant label with that of the plaintiff and same can havethe effect of

causing confusion in the minds of innocent public. Certainly, the

reputation and goodwill of the plaintiff will be adversely affected. The

Hon’ble High Court, as noted in preceding para of this order, has

already given protection to the Markofthe plaintiff.

13. Thus, the plaintiff has made out a good prima facie case

for grant of ex-parte ad-interim relief. The balance of convenience also

tilts in favour of the plaintiff and against the defendant. Further, it is

apparent that the plaintiff would suffer irreparable loss and injury in

case the defendant is not restrained from using the trademarks/labels

belongingto theplaintiff.

14. The Trademark Certificates of the Marks in question have

been placed on record.

1s Since the website of defendant no. | i.e. newsani.in can be

accessed by any person within the jurisdiction of this Court, this Court

has territorial jurisdiction. On a demurrer, this Court feels that the

territorial jurisdiction vests in this Court.

16. Consequently, till the next date of hearing, an ad-interim

ex-parte injunction is granted in favour of the plaintiff and against the
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defendant no. 1. Defendant no. 1, its partners or proprietors,
officers, servants, employees, agents and all persons acting by,

through or under them are restrained from using directly or

indirectly the Impugned Mark MT or in any manner using any
other mark identical/deceptively similar to the Plaintiff’s ‘ANI’

brand name and registered ANI Marks ET ana

amounting to trademark infringement of the Plaintiff’s registered
ANI Marks, its passing off in any manner whatsoever, and from

directly or indirectly using, the domain name newsani.in till the next

date of hearing.

Ly, Defendant No. 2 namely Endurance Digital Domain

Technology LLPis directed to block / suspend access to the Domain

Name newsani.in and disclose the contact details and other

ownership details of the owner of this Domain Name owned by

defendantno. 1.

18. Defendant no. 3 i.e. Meta Platforms Inc. is directed to

block and disable access’ to the Facebook Page

https://www.facebook.com/people/News-Ani/100076398454030/ of

defendantno. 1.

19. Defendant no. 4 Google LLC is directed to de-index,

take down, block and disable access to the Website newsani.in run
by defendantno.1.
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20. Defendant nos. 5 to 13 ie. Vodafone India Ltd.

(defendant no. 5), Bharti Airtel Ltd. (defendant no. 6), Atria

Convergence Technologies Pvt. Ltd. (defendant no. 7), Bharat

Sanchar Ltd. (defendant no. 8), Hathway Cable and Datacom Pvt.

Ltd (defendant no. 9), Mahanagar Telephone Nigam Limited

(defendant no. 10), Reliance Jio Infocom Ltd. (defendant no. 11),

Shyam Spectra Pvt. Ltd (defendant no. 12), TATA Teleservices Ltd.

(defendant no. 13) are directed to block access to the Website

newsani.in.

21. Defendant nos. 14 (Department of Telecommunication)

and 15 (Ministry of Electronics and Information Technology) are
directed to take necessary steps by issuing a notification calling

upon various Internet and Telecom Service Providers registered
underit to block access to the Website newsani.in.

2a The defendants shall be at liberty to apply for

modifications / variations of this ad-interim ex-parte injunction in

accordance with law.

23% Compliance of Order 39 Rule 3 CPC be done by the

plaintiff within 10 days.

24. in Sui

Issue summons for settlement of issues and notice of the

application, if any, to all the defendants through e-mail, Whats App as

well as by ordinary process, registered AD-speed post and approved
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courier returnable on 07.06.2023, subject to filiwe”ofPF, RC/ADdeposit
of necessary charges within 07 working days directing the defendantsto
file their respective written statements / replies within statutory period
with an advance copy to the opposite party.

Announced in open Court
on 29.03.2023
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