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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
ORDINARY ORIGINAL CIVIL JURISDICTION
IN ITS COMMERCIAL DIVISION

NOTICE OF MOTION (L) NO.1375 OF 2019
IN
COMMERCIAL I.P.SUIT (L) NO.667 OF 2019

Philip Morris Brands S.A.R.L. )....Applicant/Plaintiff
V/s.
ITC Ltd. )....Defendant

Dr.Veerendra Tulzapurkar, senior Advocate a/w Mr.Vinod Bhagat and
Ms.Laher Shah i/by G.S.Hegde and V.A.Bhagat for plaintiff/applicant.
Mr.Ravindra Kadam, senior Advocate a/w Ms.Tanmayi Rajadhyaksha,
Mr.Nimish Kothare and Mr.Nikhil Mutha i/by Nanu Hormasjee and
Co. for defendant.

CORAM : K.R.SHRIRAM,J
DATE :27.8.2019

P.C.:-

1. Dr.Tulzapurkar, senior Advocate for plaintiff and
Mr.Kadam for defendant jointly state that the disputes between the
parties have been resolved amicably as recorded in the letter dated
26.8.2019 from defendant’s advocate to plaintiff’s advocate. Copy of
the letter is taken on record and marked "X’ for identification and for

ease of reference, is scanned and reproduced below :-
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NP "

T,

P& Arjun T. Bhagat and Co

BE and 11, 1™ and 4 Floar,

132, Ehaheen Apartmenis, Mody Stroet,
Fart, Bumhai 40040411

Dsar Sir,

Sube: In the High Cowrt of Judicature ag Bombay
Oirdinary Oiriginal Civil Jurisdictlon

I i3 Commercial Division

Motice af Maotion (CIN) (Ly Mo, 1375 a8 20149

In Cammeercial IF Swit (L) Moo 667 of 2019

Fhilip Morris Brands SR e Maintalf
Vi,
ITC Limited e Defendant
e i, Owr Lefier Moo Moo HPMA413 doted 035 July 2009 and ¥l Fesponse

Latter Mo, L5028 dased 12 July 2015

B, Char Letier Mo, NPMM62 dated 19 Faly 2019 and your respoase Tetier
Mo, LS50 dated 20 July 2009,

fid, Your Letter Mo LS:0PM dated 31 July 2019 nod ous respoese Letter
M WERS 13 deved 02 Aogust 2015

iv. Cur mesting held on 05 Augost 2019

v.  Your Letter Mo, LE:05:I'M dated 19 August 2019

. We refer to your abave letter dated 19 Aupust 2009 and under instructions of our )
Client, stale as under.

2, Owr Client is happy fo nose that your Clisnt is willing to sefife the muiber
comprehemsively and amicobly and appreciste your Chient's efforts cowvards
resoiving the same,



KJ

3/5
13.NMCDL1375.19.doc

A, Our Client in ihe same spirtt of seiilemend has been making effors o sdifess ihe

gtues migdd by your Chent with respect o cur Client’s Clove Fresh label
{herematier refemed tooas “Previeus Pack™). In face, sfer your Clles indicansd
{widie letier dased 12 July D095 thad the revised Iabels shared by our Cliem o 05
Ialy 2% are nol scceptable to vour Cliest, jir Cliest made more changes m
prcker o cesalve dhe ssoes and circulsied o labed (hereinsfier refered 0 as the
‘Mew Pack”) o vour Cliend al the bearimg on 23 Fuly M9, The sasd lobed s set

il Fegriemn bk

Side Panel [ Fromi Panel

1 .'- ' .

TOBACCO CAWSES CANCER

00T TEAYT AL TE00-11-1258

e S FLARE]

4. Suhsequently al the meeting between the pariies beld en 08 damesi, 2018 you

mudecated thai you have no ohjecting if the Mew Pack 15 used by our Cliena, You
have alse reviersded the same movour letter under reply dated | Asgua, J19

Thats. the s between vour Client and oor Cliens has heen regalved anaeshly

30 Accordunply, ewd CRient has disconbmeed the mmuslacture of the Previous Pack

Llur Client will s b munulsunng the same anvmore. In fsct, our Cleent 1=
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alrerdy In the progess of changing over o tbe Mew Padk snidl will shin
mesifpeturing the seme wery poon.  Meediss o state, the champes in brand
elemenits will be reflected in sl companents of our Clieni®s produc

ti. I light of the abaye, & the nest date of hearsg, Le 27 Angust 3019 we will be
Enforming the Court shost the changeover to the Mew Peck and would regieest the
La. Simgle Judge to secend the same. Your Client may therealier “simmlicitor”
withdeaw the suit or take mecessery sieps ta hove it disposed of in arder to bring
quatetus 1o the fiv and avold uneeeessany Higation costs and cxponses.

Yoiars Exdthllally,
s, s Hormases & Co,

f,@fﬁ_ﬂr"’“

Al Advocale
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2. Statements contained in paragraph-5 of the letter is taken

as undertakings to this Court.

3. In view of this, Suit stands disposed.

4. It is clarified that the Court has not gone into the merits but
has disposed the suit only in view of the letter exchanged as recorded

above.

5. Notice of Motion accordingly stands disposed. Ad-interim
order if any, stands vacated. Refund of court fees, if any in

accordance with Rules.

(K.R.SHRIRAM,J)
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