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Government of India
Ministry of Communications

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

(Data Services Cell)
No. 813-07/LM-18/2020-DS-II                                       Dated:28-09-2022
 
To,

All Internet Service Licensee’s
 
Subject: CS Comm No. 471 of 2020; titled as PB Fintech Pvt Ltd V/s Policy
Bazar Finance & ORS., before Hon’ble Delhi High Court.
            In continuation to Department of Telecommunications (DoT) even no.
letters dated 27.11.2020 & 07.04.2021; Kindly find the enclosed herewith Hon’ble
Delhi High court order dated 15th September 2022 along with amended memo of
parties with respect to defendant nos. 31 to 34 and 36 to 39 in the subject matter
court case C.S.(Comm) No. 471 of 2020 for compliance. DoT is respondent No. 14
in the case.

2.         Hon’ble Court vide order dated 15th September, 2022 has, inter alia,
directed that:
 

10. The defendant nos. 14 and 15 shall issue notification(s) directing various
internet service providers and telecom service providers to block access to
the infringing domain names of the defendant nos. 31 to 34 and 36 to 39.

 
3.         Accordingly, in view of the above, all the Internet Service licensees are
hereby notified to take immediate necessary blocking action for compliance of the
court order dated 15.09.2022 with respect websites of defendant nos. 31 to 34 and
36 to 39 as mentioned in para 4 of the court order.
 

 
 

Director (DS-II)
Tel: 011-2303 6860

Email: dirds2-dot@nic.in
Encl: A/A

 
Copy to:
 
(i) V.Chinnasamy, Scientist E (chinnasamy.v@meity.gov.in), Electronics Niketan,
Ministry of Electronics and Information Technology (MeitY) New Delhi (Respondent
no. 15)  for kind information and necessary action.
 
(ii) DoT website.
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$~19 
* IN  THE  HIGH  COURT  OF  DELHI  AT  NEW  DELHI
+  CS(COMM) 471/2020 

PB FINTECH LIMITED  ..... Plaintiff 
Through: Mr.Kapil Wadhwa, Ms.Surya 

Rajappan, Advs. 
versus 

POLICY BAZAR FINANCE & ORS.       ..... Defendants 
Through: Ms.Shweta Sahu, Adv. for D-9. 

CORAM:
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE NAVIN CHAWLA

O R D E R
%  15.09.2022

I.A.15107/2022 

1. Issue notice.  Notice is accepted by Ms.Shweta Sahu, the learned 

counsel on behalf of the defendant no.9. 

2. Let notice of this application be issued to the defendant nos. 13, 27, 

31 to 42, to be served through all modes, including electronically, returnable 

on 1st November, 2022. 

3. Reply, if any, be filed within a period of four weeks of receipt of the 

notice.  Rejoinder thereto, if any, be filed within a period of two weeks 

thereafter. 

4. By this application, the plaintiff inter-alia prays for an ad-interim ex-

parte injunction restraining the defendant nos. 31 to 39, their business 

associates, partners, directors, principal officers, family members, servants, 

agents, dealers, distributors, franchisees and anyone acting for and on their 

behalf from using the mark/name/logo ‘POLICYBAZAAR’ or 

‘PAISABAZAAR’ or any deceptively similar variations thereof, in any 



manner whatsoever, either as a part of the domain name/UPI ID/email ID or 

a trade mark, service mark or trading style/corporate name in relation to any 

goods or services either on the internet or otherwise, so as to result in the 

infringement of the plaintiff’s registered trade mark.   It is stated that the 

defendant nos.31 to 34 and 36 to 39 have registered domain names in their 

favour, which are deceptively similar to that of the plaintiff and are being 

used to carry out fraudulent actives wherein, riding on the goodwill and 

reputation of the plaintiff, large monetary amounts are collected from 

unwary  consumers who were later defrauded. As far as the defendant no. 35 

is concerned, the learned counsel for the plaintiff explained that one of the 

web pages created by the defendant no. 35 uses the mark ‘POLICY 

BAZAR’ as part of its name, thereby resulting in confusion of its 

association with the plaintiff. The domain names and the web pages in 

question are as under: 

Sl. 
No.

Registrant Impugned Domain Name Domain Registrars 

1. Defendant 
No. 31 

policybazaarpayments.in Defendant No. 27 
(ZNet Technologies 
Pvt. Ltd.)

2. Defendant 
No. 32 

policybazaarpayment.in Defendant No. 27 
(ZNet Technologies 
Pvt. Ltd.)

3. Defendant 
No. 33 

paisabazaaronline.org Defendant No. 40 
(1&1 IONOS SE) 

4. Defendant 
No. 34 

paisabazaar.link - 

5. Defendant 
No. 35 

policybazaaragency.educatio
naldose.com 

Defendant No. 41 
(PDR Ltd.) 



6. Defendant 
No. 36 

paisaloanbazaar.com Defendant No. 42 
(Hosting Concepts 
B.V.)

7. Defendant 
No. 37 

autopolicybazaar.com Defendant No. 13 
(BigRock Solutions 
Ltd.)

8. Defendant 
No. 38 

nammapolicybazaar.com Defendant No. 13 
(BigRock Solutions 
Ltd.)

9. Defendant 
No. 39 

jgpolicybazaar.com Defendant No. 9 
(GoDaddy.com, 
LLC)

5. This Court, vide ad-interim ex-parte order dated 11.10.2020, had, 

while granting an interim injunction against the defendants, who at that 

stage were found to be running rogue websites, granted liberty to the 

plaintiff to approach this Court to array other rogue websites who carry out 

the similar activities.  

6. Pursuant to that liberty granted, the plaintiff filed an application, 

being I.A. 14583 of 2022, under Order I Rule 10(2) read with Section 151 of 

the Code of Civil Procedure, 1908 (in short, ‘CPC’), seeking the 

impleadment of defendant nos.31 to 42. The said application has been 

allowed by the learned Joint Registrar (Judicial) vide order dated 

08.09.2022.  

7. Having perused the contents of the application and considering the 

submissions made by the learned counsel for the plaintiff, in my opinion, the 

plaintiff has been able to make out a good prima facie case in its favour for 

grant of ad-interim injunction against the impleaded-defendant nos.31 to 39.  

The balance of convenience is also in favour of the plaintiff and against the 

said defendants, as they appear to be running rogue websites and riding on 



the reputation and goodwill of the plaintiff.  

8. Accordingly, the defendant nos. 31 to 39, their agents, employees, 

partners and associates are restrained from using the trade mark/logo 

‘POLICYBAZAAR’ and ‘PAISABAZAAR’ or any other mark or logo 

which is deceptively similar to the aforementioned marks till further orders. 

This ad-interim injunction will also operate qua the respective domain 

names administered by the defendant nos. 31 to 34 and 36 to 39.  Similar ad-

interim injunction shall also operate on the web page of defendant no. 35, 

that is, “policybazaaragency.educationaldose.com”.  

9. Further, the concerned Domain Name Registrar, whose details have 

been given herein before, shall block/suspend the websites/domain names of 

the defendant nos. 31 to 34 and 36 to 39, which are registered with them, as 

also block the web page of the defendant no. 35 as detailed hereinabove.  

10. The defendant nos.14 and 15 shall issue notification(s) directing 

various internet service providers and telecom service providers to block 

access to the infringing domain names of the defendant nos.31 to 34 and 36 

to 39. 

11. In addition, the defendant nos.9, 13, 27 and 40 to 42 shall disclose the 

details of the registrants of the impugned websites of the defendant nos. 31 

to 34 and 36 to 39. 

12. The plaintiff will comply with the provisions of Order XXXIX Rule 3 

of the CPC within a period of five days. 

13. Dasti. 

NAVIN CHAWLA, J
SEPTEMBER 15, 2022/Arya
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