
$~1 

*  IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI 
 

+  CS(OS) 133/2020, IA 4167/2020 

ENERGY EFFICIENCY SERVICES LTD &ANR    

..... Plaintiffs 

 

Through:  Mr. Sandeep Sethi, Sr. Adv. 

with Mr. Vijay Nair,  

Ms. Pallavi Tayal &  

Mr. Yash Varma, Advs. for 

P-1 & 2 

versus   

 

AVINASH KUMAR &ORS.    ..... Defendants 

 

Through:  Mr. Rajiv Mishra, Adv. for 

D-1 

Mr. Rishabh Sancheti, Adv. 

with Mr. Neeraj Lalwani, 

Adv. for D-2, 3 & 4 

Mr. Priyadarshi Banerjee, 

Adv. with Mr. Saransh Jain, 

Adv. for D-6/Google LLC 

 

CORAM:  

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE V. KAMESWAR RAO  

O R D E R 

%     18.06.2020 

 

This matter is being heard through video-conferencing. 

IA 4167/2020 

1. Notice was issued to defendant Nos. 5 and 6.  Despite service, there 

is no appearance for defendant No.5.  Mr. Priyadarshi Banerjee, Adv. states 
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that he appears for Google LLC. which is a proper party.   He also draws 

my attention to the memo of parties wherein Google India Pvt. Ltd.  has 

been impleaded as a party.   

2. According to him, plaintiff is required to amend the memo of parties 

by making Google LLC as a party and deleting Google India Pvt. Ltd. as a 

defendant.  He also states that Google LLC does not have any 

representative Office in India.  He states, he shall furnish the correct 

address of Google LLC to the counsel for the plaintiff. 

3. If that be so, let amended memo of parties be filed by the counsel for 

the plaintiff within two days.  I have been informed by Mr. Sancheti that 

reply to the application has been filed by defendant Nos.2 to 4 vide filing 

No. 462708.  The reply has been sent through e-mail ID of Mr. Neeraj 

Lalwani, Adv.  The same is not on record.  Registry to get the same placed 

on record.   

4. Mr. Sethi seeks two week’s time to file rejoinder to the reply filed 

by defendant Nos.2 to 4.  Mr. Mishra, who appears for defendant No.1 

seeks two week’s time to file reply to this application.  Let the same be 

filed within two weeks with a copy to the counsel for the plaintiff, who 

may file rejoinder to the reply filed by defendant No.1 within two weeks 

thereafter. 

5. List on 30th July, 2020. 

6. Interim order(s) to continue.  

 

V. KAMESWAR RAO, J  

JUNE 18, 2020/ak 
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