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$~37 

* IN  THE  HIGH  COURT  OF  DELHI  AT  NEW  DELHI 

+  CS(COMM) 1045/2024 & I.A. Nos. 46074/2024, 46075/2024,  

46076/2024, 46077/2024, 46078/2024 & 46079/2024 

 KLUSTER LLC & ANR.      .....Plaintiffs 

    Through: Ms. Rajeshwari H. With Mr. Dheeraj  
      Seth and Ms. Swapnil Gaur,  
      Advocates.  
      (M): 9897905254 

Email: swapnilgaur@relegal.co.in 
 
    versus 
 
 MR. DEVAL RAVINDRABHAI BAMBHANIYA &  

ORS.           .....Defendants 
    Through: Ms. Arushi Mann with Ms. Shilpa  

Gupta, Advocates for defendant no. 6. 
(M): 9899509779 

      Email: arushi@saikrishnaassociates.com 
 shilpa@saikrishnaassociates.com. 
Mr. Vivek Ayyagari with Ms. Mishti  
Dubey and Mr. Abhay Aren,  
Advocates for defendant no. 9. 
(M): 9897862900 

     Email: abhay@saikrishnaassociates.com 
 
 CORAM: 
 HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE MINI PUSHKARNA 

    O R D E R 
%    25.11.2024   

1. The present is an application under Section 151 of the Code of Civil 

Procedure, 1908 (“CPC”), on behalf of the plaintiffs, seeking exemption 

from filing certified copy, typed copies of the annexures.   

I.A. 46079/2024 (Exemption from filing certified copies of documents) 
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2. Exemption is granted, subject to all just exceptions. 

3. Plaintiffs shall file legible, clear, and translated copies of the 

documents, on which the plaintiffs may seek to place reliance, before the 

next date of hearing.  

4. Accordingly, the present application is disposed of. 

5. The present is an application under Section 12A of the Commercial 

Courts Act, 2015, read with Section 151 of CPC, seeking exemption from 

undergoing Pre-Institution Mediation.  

I.A. 46078/2024 (Exemption from instituting Pre-Institution Mediation) 

6. Having regard to the facts of the present case and in the light of the 

judgment of Supreme Court in the case of Yamini Manohar Versus T.K.D. 

Keerthi, 2023 SCC OnLine SC 1382, and Division Bench of this Court in 

Chandra Kishore Chaurasia Versus RA Perfumery Works Private Ltd., 

2022 SCC OnLine Del 3529, exemption from attempting Pre-Institution 

Mediation, is granted.  

7. Accordingly, the application stands disposed of.  

8. This is an application under Order XI Rule 1(4) read with Section 151 

CPC as amended by the Commercial Courts Act, 2015, seeking leave to file 

additional documents. 

I.A. 46076/2024 (Application seeking leave to file additional documents) 

9. The plaintiffs, if wish to file additional documents at a later stage, 

shall do so strictly as per the provisions of Commercial Courts Act, 2015 

and the Delhi High Court (Original Side) Rules, 2018.  

10. The application is disposed of, with the aforesaid directions.  

I.A. 46077/2024 (Exemption from advance service to the defendant nos. 

1 to 5 and 10) 
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11. The present is an application under Section 151 CPC, seeking 

exemption from advance service to the defendants.   

12. The plaintiffs seek urgent interim relief, and have also sought 

appointment of Local Commissioner. Therefore, in the peculiar facts and 

circumstances of this case, exemption from effecting advance service upon 

the defendant nos. 1 to 5 and 10, is granted. 

13. For the reasons stated in the application, the same is allowed and 

disposed of. 

14. Let the plaint be registered as suit. 

CS(COMM) 1045/2024 

15. Issue summons. 

16. Summons is accepted by learned counsel appearing for defendant no. 

6 and 9. 

17. Upon filing of the process fee, issue summons to the other defendants 

by all permissible modes. Summons shall state that the written statement be 

filed by the defendants within thirty days from the date of receipt of 

summons. Along with the written statement, the defendants shall also file 

affidavit of admission/denial of the plaintiffs’ documents, without which, the 

written statement shall not be taken on record. 

18. Liberty is given to the plaintiffs to file replication within thirty days 

from the date of receipt of the written statement. Further, along with the 

replication, if any, filed by the plaintiffs, an affidavit of admission/denial of 

documents of the defendants, be filed by the plaintiffs, without which, the 

replication shall not be taken on record. If any of the parties wish to seek 

inspection of the documents, the same shall be sought and given within the 

timelines. 
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19. List before the Joint Registrar (Judicial) for marking of exhibits, on 

20th

20. List before the Court on 08

 January, 2025.   
th April, 2025.  

21. The present suit has been filed for permanent injunction restraining 

infringement of trademark and copyright, trademark and product, trade 

dress, shape of goods, passing off, unfair trade practice, rendition of 

accounts, directions, damages and other related reliefs. 

I.A. 46074/2024 (Application under Order XXXIX Rules 1 and 2 CPC) 

22. Learned counsel appearing for the plaintiffs submits that the present 

suit is being filed by the plaintiffs to inter alia restrain the defendant nos. 1-

5, 10-11 from using and dealing with the mark 

KLUSTER/ for any game infringing the trademark of the 

plaintiffs and further infringing the copyright of the plaintiffs residing in its 

product packaging/trade dress/label; manufacturing, sourcing, packaging 

and selling counterfeit products and passing off their goods as well their 

shape of the goods as that of the plaintiffs. Further, the present suit is being 

filed by the plaintiffs against the defendant nos. 6-9 to restrain them from 

listing counterfeit products on their E-Commerce platforms and related 

reliefs. 

23. It is submitted that the plaintiff no. 1, Kluster LLC, is an entity based in 

United States and was formed in the year 2018. It is submitted that in and 

around the year 2006, the directors of plaintiff no.1, Robert & Paula 

Henning designed certain games for children–specifically magnetic dexterity 

game. Eventually, these were improved and in or around the year 2016, one 

of the directors of plaintiff no.1, Mr. Robert Henning coined the mark - 
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KLUSTER for the magnetic game developed for children. The rights in 

respect of the mark KLUSTER were assigned in favour of plaintiff no. 1 

vide Assignment deed dated 05th February, 2019 and 12th

24. It is further submitted that the plaintiffs joined hands together in order 

to manufacture and sell the product under the mark KLUSTER along with 

logo 

 October, 2020. 

Plaintiff no. 1 adopted the mark KLUSTER for manufacturing and sale of 

various games, specifically magnetic dexterity game, popularly known as 

KLUSTER, in the domestic markets of United States. Being a coined word, 

the mark instantly became popular among the public and gained wide 

market acceptance and popularity. Since then, the mark KLUSTER is the 

prominent part of the corporate identity of plaintiff no. 1. 

. The International Licensing Agreement entered 

into between plaintiff nos. 1 and 2 dated 05th

25. It is submitted that in view of the immense popularity gained by 

KLUSTER magnetic dexterity game, plaintiff no. 1 in the year 2019, applied 

for and was granted a Patent being US 10,967,247 B1 titled ‘Game Utilizing 

Magnetic Forces’ in the favour of plaintiff no. 1 on 06

 August, 2019 is being filed 

along with this suit. By virtue of the said Licensing Agreement, plaintiff no. 

2 has been granted rights to use the Intellectual Property Rights of plaintiff 

no. 1, with respect to magnetic games. 

th

26. It is further submitted that considering the success of the KLUSTER 

magnetic dexterity game in many parts of the world, plaintiffs on or around 

25

 April, 2021. 

th November, 2021 introduced the product in the markets of India, under 

the mark and logo KLUSTER and . In fact, since then the mark 
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KLUSTER has been in use extensively, uninterruptedly and continuously 

PAN-India. The said product of the plaintiff no. 1 is sold through plaintiff 

no.2 through their official website. In India, plaintiff no.1 has appointed a 

sole distributor based in Chennai and has no other franchisees or 

distributors. 

27. It is submitted that the plaintiff no. 1 has extensive social media 

presence with its exclusive pages/accounts on platforms like Facebook, 

Instagram and YouTube.  

28. It is further submitted that the plaintiffs have been extensively 

advertising its mark “KLUSTER” and associated logo through various 

media including print and broadcasting. By virtue of such extensive 

advertising/promotion and continuous use, the mark “KLUSTER” and the 

associated logo is associated in the minds of the public, only with the 

plaintiffs and none else. 

29. It is submitted that the game under the mark KLUSTER has been 

featured on a TV Show, NCIS Los  Angeles and thereafter has been awarded 

2020 Toy of the Year (Jouet De L’Annee) and further nominated for 2021 

Les Palmes des jeux in Canada. It is submitted that the game under the mark 

KLUSTER has also gained immense popularity among its Indian 

consumers. The details of the trademark registrations in India of the 

plaintiffs, are reproduced as below:- 
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30. It is further submitted that the Magnetic Dexterity game, popularly 

known as KLUSTER, is sold in a distinctive packaging under a unique label 

which were created by Mr. Mathieu NEHEMIE in the year 2019. The 

product packaging including the size, features, layout and the label are so 

unique that the same is only associated with the plaintiffs. The label created 

by the plaintiffs is eye-catching and hence is well-recognized among the 

public. A sample of the product packaging of the game sold under the  mark 

KLUSTER by the plaintiffs and the label is reproduced as below: 
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31. It is submitted that the distinct and unique visual features of the 

aforesaid magnetic game sold under the mark KLUSTER, the packaging 

including the label constitute original “artistic work” within the meaning of 

Section 2 (c) of The Copyright Act, 1957, which has been designed by Mr. 

Mathieu NEHEMIE. The said artistic work has been assigned to and in 

favour of plaintiff nos. 1 and 2 vide an Assignment deed dated 08th

32. It is further submitted that KLUSTER is one-of-a-kind game whereby 

even the contents of the game are specifically designed and created by 

Robert and Paula Henning, the founder of plaintiff no. 1. One of the contents 

of the game is a set of 28 hematite magnets, each of these magnets have 

different shapes and sizes are carefully designed and are created such by 

plaintiff no. 1. A visual representation of these magnets, in the game sold 

under the mark KLUSTER is reproduced as below: 

 

November, 2024. He submits that the plaintiff nos. 1 and 2, are therefore, the 

owners of the copyright in magnetic game packaging as well as the label 

under the mark KLUSTER, thus having exclusive right to use or reproduce 

the same in any material form. Any unauthorized use, reproduction of the 

label as well as the product packaging of magnetic game under the mark 

KLUSTER or a copy thereof, amounts to infringement of copyright of the 

plaintiffs in the said packaging and the label thereof. 
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33. It is submitted that from the aforesaid it can be inferred that each 

magnet in the plaintiff’s game sold under the mark KLUSTER has a 

different shape and size. Each of these magnets and the rope are designed by 

plaintiff no.1 and by virtue of such design, the shape of the goods is unique 

to plaintiff no.1 and it along with plaintiff no.2 has the exclusive right to use 

the same. It is submitted that shape of goods is protected under the Trade 

Marks Act, 1999 and anyone; imitating and using the shape of goods of the 

plaintiffs, without authority commits an act of passing-off. 

34. It is further submitted that in and around January, 2024, the plaintiffs 

while conducting a public search for its trademarks, came across a 

trademark application filed for the mark under the TM 

application no. 6243717 dated 03rd January, 2024, by one Mr. Deval 

Ravindrabhai Bambhaniya, i.e., defendant no. 1 herein. On further research, 

the plaintiffs came across a website www.kluster.in wherein counterfeit 

products of the plaintiffs were being sold. Having noticed the infringing 

products, the plaintiffs decided to warn the defendants of the wrongful 

activities. In view thereof, the plaintiffs sent a cease-and-desist notice to 

defendant no. 1 on 13th February, 2024. Pursuant to the same, defendant no.1 
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not only withdrew the TM application no. 6243717 but also took down his 

website www.kluster.in. With this, it was assumed that the matter stood 

closed and defendant no. 1 would have ceased his infringing activities. 

35. It is submitted that in and around May, 2024, the plaintiffs came 

across an entity Wow Bag, which was listed on IndiaMart, i.e., defendant 

no.8 selling kids toys. On investigation, Wow Bag turned out to be a 

proprietorship concern run by Mr. Hardik Kotecha, i.e., defendant no. 2. On 

being contacted and enquiring about availability of the game KLUSTER 

with him, defendant no. 2 responded in affirmative and also shared the 

images of the counterfeit product with the plaintiffs. A screenshot of the 

WhatsApp conversation between the investigator and defendant no. 2 is 

reproduced as under:- 

 
36. It is submitted that the plaintiffs in view of the aforesaid, issued a 

Cease and Desist notice dated 15th

37. It is further submitted that in and around June, 2024, on a routine 

search, the plaintiffs came across a website 

 May, 2024 to defendant no. 2, to which 

no response has been received till date.  

www.brainykids.in, whereby 
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various kids toys and games were being sold. To the plaintiffs’ shock, it was 

found that plaintiff’s counterfeit product-KLUSTER is also being sold on 

this website along with the other games and toys.  

38. It is submitted that while tracing the whereabouts of defendant no. 1, 

the plaintiffs came across another entity- Wow Products LLP. On accessing 

the master data of the said entity, it was explicitly clear that Wow Products 

LLP is a partnership concern with Mr. Deval Ravindrabhai Bambhaniya, i.e., 

defendant no. 1 and Mr. Hardik Kotecha, i.e., defendant no. 2 as partners. 

Further the LLP was registered on 21st February, 2024 with the address 821 

RK World Tower Landmark - Shital Park Brts Company Name Race Course 

Road, Rajkot, which was changed later on 30th

39. It is further submitted that it can be inferred that the defendant nos. 1 

and 2 are running different entities with the sole intention of selling the 

counterfeit magnetic game under the mark KLUSTER, in order to ride upon 

its goodwill and also capture the market share of the plaintiffs. The said 

defendants are so eager to sell the counterfeit of plaintiffs’ product, that 

despite the plaintiffs serving them multiple legal notices, they temporarily 

shut sale of counterfeit product from the old entities and keep formulating 

new entities, just to sell the counterfeit product of the plaintiffs. 

 June, 2024. 

40. It is submitted that defendant no. 3 is related to defendant nos. 1 and 2 

and are assisting each other to sell the counterfeit product of the plaintiff. It 

is clear that defendant no. 3 is manufacturing the counterfeit product under 

the brand ‘Brainy kids’ for defendant nos. 1 and 2, which is being sold by 

defendant no. 2, herein.  

41. It is further submitted that on further investigation, the plaintiffs came 

across defendant no. 4 selling a counterfeit product of the plaintiffs either 

under its own brand name ‘MAGMATE- Fun Magnetic Board Game’ or 
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‘KLUSTER’ itself on defendant no. 7, i.e., Amazon. It is believed that 

defendant no. 4 too might be sourcing the counterfeit products from 

defendant nos. 1 and 2.  

42. It is submitted that around June, 2024, the plaintiffs came across 

defendant no. 5 selling counterfeit product of the plaintiffs on Amazon, i.e., 

defendant no. 7. The plaintiffs immediately on 20th June, 2024 issued a 

cease-and-desist notice to the said defendant. A reply was received on 10th

43. It is further submitted that the use of the mark KLUSTER by the 

defendants, which is identical to the plaintiffs registered mark KLUSTER, in 

relation to the counterfeit product of the plaintiffs is bound to cause 

confusion or an association amongst the purchasing public and members of 

trade as to the origin of defendant’s products. 

 

July, 2024, whereby defendant no. 5 furnished an undertaking not to sell the 

counterfeit product anymore. Further, around end of August, the plaintiffs 

came across defendant no. 5 still offering the counterfeit products of the 

plaintiffs, for sale, on defendant no. 7 platform. It is believed that defendant 

no. 5 might be sourcing the counterfeit product from defendant nos. 1 and 2.  

44. It is submitted that the defendants are manufacturing and selling the 

counterfeit product, which is an exact imitation of the product of the 

plaintiffs, thereby the defendants are using the exact mark as that of the 

plaintiffs. In view of the marks being similar, the consumers are likely to 

purchase the products of the defendants under a false belief that the same 

originate from the plaintiffs.  Consequently, the defendants’ use of the mark 

KLUSTER amounts to intentional and willful infringement of the plaintiffs’ 

statutory rights within the meaning of Section 29 of The Trade Marks Act, 

1999. 
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45. It is further submitted that the plaintiffs through investigation learnt 

that the defendant nos. 1-5, 10-11 are intentionally selling goods replicating 

the trademark KLUSTER of the plaintiffs and are selling counterfeit 

products in order to ride upon the goodwill of the plaintiffs. The defendant 

nos. 1-5 and 10-11 are manufacturing and selling the products under the 

mark KLUSTER which is identical and deceptively similar to the plaintiffs’ 

trademark ‘KLUSTER’ for its products. It is submitted that use of the 

impugned mark ‘KLUSTER’ by the defendant nos. 1-5 and 10-11 along 

with their brand names, for the same products amounts to passing off of the 

plaintiff’s distinctive mark “KLUSTER”. 

46. It is submitted that the plaintiffs are existing in the market since the 

year 2019 and are manufacturing and selling a game, for which there is no 

other trader except plaintiff no. 1 and plaintiff no. 2, who are manufacturing 

the game and selling the same under the mark KLUSTER. Thus, the 

defendant nos. 1-5 and 10-11 have imitated the mark of the plaintiffs, and 

have introduced counterfeit products in the market with identical mark 

“KLUSTER”. The plaintiffs have coined the mark KLUSTER and is prior 

and only user thereof, since the year 2019, the defendant nos. 1-5 and 10-11 

using lookalike mark are bound to be restrained. 

47. It is further submitted that the malafide of the aforesaid defendants’ 

activities are evident from the fact that they have slavishly copied not only 

the mark of the plaintiffs without any changes, but also the entire game 

including the differently shaped magnets and rope together with identical 

packaging which is bound to deceive the average customer. Thus, it is 

submitted that from the aforesaid, it is evident that such defendants want to 

represent themselves as distributors and sellers of the plaintiffs, riding upon 

the immense goodwill earned by the plaintiffs, over the years. 
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48. It is submitted that the price at which the plaintiffs’ product is sold is 

around ₹ 1800/-, whereas that of such product of the defendants ranges 

between ₹ 100/- to 800/-. Thus, these defendants by riding upon the 

goodwill of the plaintiffs want to divert the consumers towards purchasing 

their fake counterfeit products. 

49. It is further submitted that the defendant nos. 1-5 and 10-11 have 

intentionally and deliberately adopted identical mark KLUSTER to cause 

confusion and deception among the traders and consumers. The acts of such 

defendants amount to counterfeiting and passing off their goods as that of 

the plaintiffs. 

50. It is submitted that defendants’ impugned products and plaintiffs’ 

products will be sold through the same trade channels to the same set of 

customers. The proximity of the identical products being offered for sale on 

E-commerce websites would also lead to confusion as the consumers will 

only see the visually identical product packaging and end up purchasing the 

inferior quality product, believing it to be originating from the plaintiffs. In 

view of such an act on part of the defendant nos. 1-5 and 10-11, of 

manufacturing and selling counterfeit products, there exists a strong chance 

of deception among the consumers regarding the association of the 

defendants’ products with that of the plaintiffs’. Consequently, the members 

of the trade would, without doubt, be under a mistaken belief that the 

defendants’ products originate from the plaintiffs or that they have some 

trade connection or affiliation thereby causing irreparable loss and damage 

not only to the trade and business of the plaintiffs but also resulting in 

tarnishment of the goodwill of the plaintiffs and its renowned brand. 

51. In the above circumstances, the plaintiffs have demonstrated a prima 

facie case for grant of injunction and, in case, no ex parte ad interim 

This is a digitally signed order.

The authenticity of the order can be re-verified from Delhi High Court Order Portal by scanning the QR code shown above.

The Order is downloaded from the DHC Server on 19/12/2024 at 12:59:21



CS(COMM) 1045/2024                                                                                                  Page 15 of 23 
 

injunction is granted, the plaintiffs will suffer an irreparable loss. Further, 

balance of convenience also lies in favour of the plaintiffs, and against the 

defendants. 

52. Accordingly, till the next date of hearing, it is directed as follows:- 

I. Defendant nos. 1-5 and 10-11, their distributors, dealers, stockists, 

retailers, servants, agents and all others acting for and on their behalf are 

restrained from manufacturing or authorizing the manufacture, distribution, 

selling through all modes, exporting, offering for sale online and offline, 

advertising promoting, displaying and/or using, in any manner, whatsoever, 

counterfeit products under the mark KLUSTER, and/or any other trade mark 

identical, deceptively or confusingly similar to the plaintiffs’ mark 

KLUSTER, amounting to infringement of the trade mark of the 

plaintiffs/amounting to infringement of the copyright of the plaintiffs 

residing in the label and product packaging/ amounting to passing off of the 

trade mark of the plaintiffs/ amounting to passing off of the trade 

dress(s)/product packaging(s) of the plaintiffs/ amounting to passing off of 

the shape of the goods of the plaintiffs’ product sold under the mark 

KLUSTER; 

II. Defendant nos.  1-5 and 10-11 are directed to take down the listing of 

the counterfeit/unauthorized products, attached as Annexure-A to the present 

order.  

III. In case, the requisite action is not taken by defendant nos. 1-5 and 

10-11, then, defendant nos. 6-9, are directed to take down all the listings of 

the counterfeit/unauthorized products being sold under the plaintiffs’ 

trademark KLUSTER, as per Annexure-A of the present order.  
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IV. It is further directed that in case, during the course of pendency of 

the present proceedings, the plaintiffs discover any new listings of the 

counterfeit products of the plaintiffs being sold, the same shall be brought to 

the notice of defendant nos. 6-9, who shall take appropriate action in terms 

of today’s order.  

53. Issue notice to the defendants.  

54. Notice is accepted by learned counsel appearing for defendant no. 6 

and 9.  

55. Issue notice to the other defendants by all permissible modes upon 

filing of the Process Fee, returnable on the next date of hearing. 

56. Let reply be filed within a period of four weeks. 

57. Rejoinder thereto, if any, be filed within two weeks, thereafter. 

58. Compliance of Order XXXIX Rule 3 CPC, be done, within a period 

of two weeks.  

59. List before the Court on 08th April, 2025 

60. The present application has been filed on behalf of the plaintiffs under 

Order XXXIX Rule 9 CPC read with Order XXXIX Rule 7 and read with 

Section 151 CPC, seeking appointment of Local Commissioner.  

I.A. 46075/2024 (Application for appointment of Local Commissioner) 

61. It is submitted that in order to preserve evidence of infringement, it is 

necessary that Local Commissioner be appointed to visit the premises of the 

defendants.  

62. Accordingly, the following directions are issued: 

I. Mr. Rohit Ghadia, Advocate (M: 9999333702), is appointed as Local 

Commissioner, with a direction to visit the following premises of the 

defendant no. 2: 
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Mr. Hardik Kotecha 
Partner at Wow Products LLP 
C/O. Shree Raghuvir Industries, 
Raghuvir Industrial Estate, 
Madhapar Industrial Area, 
Near Railway Yard, Jamnagar Road, 
Madhapar, Rajkot, 
Gujarat-360006, India  
 
 

 
 

II. The learned Local Commissioner, along with a representative of the 

plaintiffs and its counsel, shall be permitted to enter upon the premises of 

the defendants mentioned hereinabove, or any other location/premises, that 

may be identified, during the course of commission, in order to conduct the 

search, and seize the counterfeit and infringing products, materials, 

including pamphlets, brochures, stickers, etc., containing the infringing 

trademark ‘KLUSTER’ and copyright in the product packaging of the 

plaintiffs.  

III. After seizing the infringing material, the same shall be inventoried, 

sealed, and signed by the learned Local Commissioner, in the presence of 

the parties, and released on superdari to the defendants, on their undertaking 

to produce the same, as and when further directions are issued, in this 

regard. 

IV. The learned Local Commissioner shall also be permitted to make 

copies of the books of accounts, including ledgers, cash books, stock 

registers, invoices, books, etc., in so far as they pertain to the infringing 

products. 

V. Further, the learned Local Commissioner shall be permitted to 

undertake/arrange for photography/videography of the execution of the 

commission. 
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VI. Both the parties shall provide assistance to the learned Local 

Commissioner, for carrying out the aforesaid directions. 

VII. In case, any of the premises are found locked, the learned Local 

Commissioner shall be permitted to break open the lock(s). To ensure an 

unhindered and effective execution of this order, the Station House Officer 

(“SHO”) of the local Police Station, is directed to render all assistance and 

protection to the Local Commissioner, as and when, sought. 

VIII. The fee of the learned Local Commissioner, to be borne out by the 

plaintiffs, is fixed at ₹ 2,00,000/- (Rupees Two Lakhs). The plaintiffs shall 

also bear all the expenses for travel/lodging of the Local Commissioner and 

other miscellaneous out-of-pocket expenses, for the execution of the 

commission. The fee of the Local Commissioner shall be paid in advance by 

the plaintiffs. 

IX. The Local Commission shall be executed within a period of two 

weeks from today. The Local Commissioner shall file the report within a 

period of two weeks from the date, on which the commission is executed. 

63. The order passed today, shall not be uploaded for a period of two 

weeks. 

64. In terms of the foregoing, the present application stands disposed of. 

65. Dasti under signatures of the Court Master. 

 
 

MINI PUSHKARNA, J 

NOVEMBER 25, 2024 
c 
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