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8 IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

+ C.A.(COMM.IPD-TM) 45/2024 & 1.A. Nos. 31344/2024,
31345/2024, 31346/2024 & 31347/2024
PROFESSIONAL FIGHTERS LEAGUE, LLC, A DELAWARE
LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY ... Appellant

Through:  Mr. Tanmaya Mehta with
Mr. Krishnagopal Abhay,
Mr. Karmanya Singh Sareen and
Ms. Pari Bhardwaj, Advocates.
(M): 8930975400

versus

THE REGISTRAR OF TRADE MARKS & ANR......Respondents
Through:  Mr. Arjun Gadhoke with Ms. N.
Parvati and Ms. Alka Bisht,
Advocates.
(M): 8193930933
Email: abisht@saikrishnaassociates.com

CORAM:
HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE MINI PUSHKARNA
ORDER
% 15.01.2025

L.LA. No. 31344/2024 (Application _seeking permission _to file

electronically signed and notarised affidavits and vakalatnama)

1. The present application has been filed on behalf of the appellant under
Section 151 of the Code of Civil Procedure, 1908 (“CPC”) seeking

permission to file electronically signed and notarised affidavits and

vakalatnama.
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2. Mr. Tanmaya Mehta, learned counsel appearing for the appellant
submits that because of the certain pressing commitments of the appellant’s
Authorised Signatory, who resides in the United States of America, he was
unable to visit the Indian embassy/consulate for apostillation of the
affidavits, which is a relatively time-consuming process. He further submits
that for facilitating the timely filing of the present appeal, the appellant’s
Authorised Signatory virtually appeared before a qualified Notary officer in
Delhi and the affidavits along with the vakalatnama of the appellant’s
Authorised Signatory, have electronically been signed and notarized in
support of the instant appeal.

3. Thus, it is submitted that the mandate of the rules and procedure,
stands complied with. It is submitted that appellant has been identified by
his counsel in the electronically signed and notarized affidavits as well as
the vakalatnama. The signing and notarization process adopted and followed
for signing and notarizing the affidavits has been elaborated in the present
application. The screenshots of the video call, complete certificate issued by
eMudhra and document log details, explaining the procedure adopted, have
been reproduced in the application.

+. Considering the aforesaid, the Court is satisfied that the appellant’s
Authorised Signatory has electronically signed the notarized affidavits along
with the present appeal and accompanying applications, as well as the
Vakalatnama. Accordingly, the present application is hereby allowed.

5. The application is disposed of and the electronically signed and
notarized affidavits are taken on record.

C.A.(COMM.IPD-TM) 45/2024 & 1.A. Nos. 31345/2024, 31346/2024 &
31347/2024
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6. The present appeal has been filed under Section 91 of the Trade
Marks Act, 1999, read with Rule 156 of the Trade Marks Rule, 2017
challenging the order dated 28" October, 2023 passed by respondent no. 1 in

opposition no. 1219891.

7. By way of the impugned order dated 28" October, 2023, the
respondent no. 1, i.e., Registrar of Trademarks had held that the application

no. 4497981 in Class 25, as filed by the appellant herein, is deemed

abandoned. The order dated 28" October, 2023, reads as under:

WA P (GOVERNMENT OF IHDIA a
i e SR TRADE MBRES PEGISTRY
e s sow o st Sldmeesr L4, ol ool L LTS ot SE0E S S0 g e T |HTELLECTLIAL

Trea s Pty Shumn Fiek M 30 Sarire 18, sy, Farm DL 10078 Tal: S0R201 5, 0809162808091 7

THE TRADE MARKS ACT,1999

OEDER

I THE MATTER OF an Appheaton Mo.
H0T0ET i Class 25 m e g o

ALAY VESTMENT PARTNERS INC (A
DELAWARE CORPOBATION]
(Traprisien)

Swbe 0T, 232054, Bow Parknay Hewnderson,
Sevadln SWTE Dhidrad Siades.

AND

I THE MATTER OF im Chpusaluo I,
PZIUHUT chene 1o by

Likver iy Slures Likniiel

(Oppaneaty

121h Adike Srome, Lilsrre Puvam, Kalail,
HMarvana - 132114

Trzde Mark Application Mo 4407080 in Class 22 pas advartised i joorzal no - 2090 dated 13020033 | Subcamaapshy above
copossion was filsd wds sectiom 2101} of the Trade Bk Aot 1999 by the abeee pamed opponsar on PE0520E5 o opposs
the regrtragion of Trade bark #FL PROFESSIONAL FIGHTERS LEAGUE applesd forthe Nocice of Oppasition was served
to e applecant 19055029 and will dare mo Coteeer stzpsment filed by the appliczat

Henee the apphicaton ne 448705 1m class 2505 deemed a5 ABANDONED v operaaen of sechon 2120 of tke Trade 2ark

Act 1989 and consequentiy oppestioa no's. 1219881 abates.
There shall be oo arder as to cost ux respect of the above proceedieg.

Sipned and Sealed at Delhi daved this 28 Ocoober 2050
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8. Perusal of the aforesaid order shows that the only ground on which
the opposition proceedings filed by the appellant were dismissed was, on the
ground of the said application having been abandoned.

9. Mr. Tanmaya Mehta, learned counsel appearing for the appellant
submits that no intimation had been received by the appellant herein, on
account of which, no statement was filed by the appellant before the Trade
Marks Registry.

10. Learned counsel appearing for respondent no. 1, i.e., Registrar of
Trademarks, submits that since there was migration of email system in the
respondent no. 1 office, therefore, the Registrar of Trademarks is agreeable
to issue notice of opposition on the application filed by the appellant, by
giving the benefit of doubt to the appellant.

11. Learned counsel appearing for respondent no. 1 submits that the
requisite notice of opposition shall be issued by the Registrar of Trademarks
within a period of two weeks from today.

12.  The aforesaid statement is taken note of.

13.  Accordingly, on the statement made by learned counsel appearing for
respondent no. 1, the application no. 4497981 in Class 25, as filed by the
appellant before the Registrar of Trademarks, is hereby restored.

14. It is directed that the application filed by the appellant, shall be dealt
in accordance with law.

15.  The impugned order dated 28" October, 2023 is hereby set aside.

16.  The present appeal stands allowed in the aforesaid terms.

17. Needless to say, this Court has not expressed any opinion on the

merits of the case.
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18.  Accordingly, the appeal along with the pending applications, stands

disposed of.

MINI PUSHKARNA, J

JANUARY 15, 2025
C
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