
A No. 3329 of 2025

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS

DATED: 29-10-2025

CORAM

THE HONOURABLE  MR.JUSTICE N.SENTHILKUMAR

A No. 3329 of 2025
in

C.S(COMM DIV) DR NO. 97180 of 2025

M/s.AURA BPO Services Private Limited,
Rep., by its Authorised Signatory,
Mr.Padmanabhan B, Sr.Manager-Finance & Admin,
Having its Registered Office at
Annex 1, 2nd Floor, Guna Complex,
443, Anna Salai, Teynampet,
Chennai 600 018.

Vs.

1. M/s.Nova Spectrum Billing Solutions LLP,
Rep., by its Partners,
Mrs.Yoganand Sridev & Mr.Balasubramanian Ashok Kumar,
J1, F3, VGN Minerva, 273,
Guruswamy Road, Nolambur,
Poonamallee, Chennai 600 095.

2. Mrs.Yoganand Sridevi, Partner 
M/s.Nova Spectrum Billing Solutions LLP,
J1, F3, VGN Minerva, 273,
Guruswamy Road, Nolambur,
Poonamallee, Chennai 600 095.
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3.  Mr.Balasubramanian Ashok Kumar, Partner
M/s.Nova Spectrum Billing Solutions LLP,
J1, F3, VGN Minerva, 273,
Guruswamy Road, Nolambur,
Poonamallee, Chennai 600 095.

Prayer: This application filed under Order XIV Rule 8 and Order III Rule 1 of 

O.S. Rules read with Clause 12 of Letters Patent, to grant leave to institute the 

present suit against the respondents/defendants on the file of this Court.

For Applicant(s): Ms.Anitha Arunkumar

ORDER

This application has been filed to grant leave to institute the present suit 

against the respondents/defendants on the file of this Court.

2. The learned counsel appearing for the plaintiff pointed out that, with 

regard to the cause of actions, he referred to page no.167 of the typed set of 

papers,  where the Employee Non-solicitation Agreement (“Agreement”),  was 

entered  into  between  the  plaintiff  and  the  defendant  namely,  Yoganand  on 

01.04.2024, wherein, the defendant's address is shown as Chennai 64.
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3. The learned counsel for the plaintiff submitted that the plaintiff has 

achieved  significant  recognition  among  numerous  Physician  Offices  in  the 

United  States  of  America,  relying  on  its  unblemished  record  in  providing 

Medical Billing Services. Further, she submitted that the 1st defendant, an LLP, 

was  established  with  a  malicious  intention  to  exploit  the  goodwill  of  the 

plaintiff's company and to cause irreparable loss and harm to the plaintiff, which 

is nothing but a blatant case of “moonlighting”.

4. Without going into the merits of the case as averred by the plaintiff, 

there appears to be no cause of action between the plaintiff and the defendant. 

Even, if a part of the cause of action  is not established by the plaintiff in the 

plaint,  it would not be appropriate  to grant leave to the applicant to institute the 

above suit before this Court against the defendants. 

5. Further, it appears that, in the said agreement dated 01.04.2024, there is 

no clarity  in the signature  affixed on the right  side,  which according to  the 

plaintiff  is the signature of the defendant. 
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6.  Considering  the  submissions  made  by  the  learned  counsel  for  the 

petitioner, Since no cause of action has arisen, this application is dismissed. The 

plaintiff is at liberty to file an application before the jurisdictional Court.

29-10-2025
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N.SENTHILKUMAR J.
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