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$~38 

* IN  THE  HIGH  COURT  OF  DELHI  AT  NEW  DELHI 

+  CS(COMM) 420/2026 
 

 MANSUETO VENTURES LLC    .....Plaintiff 
 

Through: Mr. Peeyoosh Kalra, Mr. C.A. Brijesh 
and Ms. Simranjot Kaur, Advocates. 

    versus 
 

DNYANESHWAR ASHOK KAMBLE TRADING AS PRIME VIEW 
MEDIA AND TECHNOLOGY     .....Defendant 
 

    Through: 
 
 CORAM: 
 HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE TUSHAR RAO GEDELA 

    O R D E R 
%    21.04.2026 

I.A. 10923/2026 (Exemption from Pre-Institution Mediation) 

1. This is an application filed by the plaintiff seeking exemption from 

instituting pre-litigation mediation under Section 12A of the Commercial 

Courts Act, 2015 (‘CC Act’).  

2. As the present matter contemplates urgent interim relief, in light of the 

judgment of the Supreme Court in Yamini Manohar vs. T.K.D. Keerthi: 

(2024) 5 SCC 815, exemption from the requirement of pre-institution 

mediation is granted.  

3. The application stands disposed of. 

I.A. 10924/2026 (Seeking extension of time to file Court Fees) 

4. The present application has been filed by the plaintiff under Section 149 

read with Section 151 of the Code of Civil Procedure, 1908 (‘CPC’), seeking 

exemption from payment of Court Fees at the time of the filing of the suit.  

5. Considering the submissions made in the present application, an 
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extension of two weeks is granted to affix the requisite Court Fees.  

6. The application stands disposed of. 

I.A. 10925/2026 (Exemption from filing true copies of dim documents and 
translated copies of documents) 
 
7. This is an application filed on behalf of the plaintiff under Section 151 of 

CPC seeking exemption from filing typed/clear copies of dim documents and 

translated copies at page nos.11 to 41 along with the captioned suit. 

8. Exemption allowed, subject to just exceptions. However, true 

typed/translated/clear copies of the said documents with proper margins be 

filed within four weeks with an advance copy to the defendant. 

9. The application stands disposed of. 

I.A. 10922/2026 (Order XXXIX Rules 1 & 2, CPC) 

10. Present application has been filed on behalf of the plaintiff under Order 

XXXIX Rules 1 & 2 of CPC, 1908 seeking ex-parte ad-interim injunction 

against the defendant. 

11. Plaintiff is a company organised and existing under the laws of USA 

with its office located in New York. It was founded in the year 2005 and claims 

to be the owner of the prestigious Inc. and Fast Company Brands which 

dedicate themselves to celebrating and supporting business leader, 

entrepreneurs and innovators worldwide. Inc. is claimed to have originally 

founded in the year 1979 and was acquired by the present plaintiff in the year 

2005. Plaintiff claims that through its publication, Inc. magazine, it provides 

invaluable business insights, practical resources and strategies for owners and 

managers of private companies. Plaintiff claims to be a hallmark of excellence 

in business media and has established itself as a highly trusted and influential 

source of information for entrepreneurs globally.  

12. Plaintiff claims that on account of its excellence in the services it 

provides, it has audience reaching total monthly reach surpassing 25 million 

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 27/04/2026 at 16:23:46



CS(COMM) 420/2026                                                 Page 3 of 12 
 

individuals, through print edition, digital platforms and social media channels. 

It also conducts annual events like Inc. 5000 Conference and Gala. In 1996, the 

plaintiff launched Inc.com website which is accessible throughout the world 

including India, thereby growing into a dynamic platform. The digital presence 

of the plaintiff over social media platforms covers upto approximately 16.5 

million followers across various channels. It also runs an award winning 

podcast called Inc. Uncensored Podcast.  

13. Plaintiff claims that its success is a direct result of its ongoing 

commitments to provide high quality contents, valuable business insights and 

unmatched support for entrepreneurs. This unwavering dedication has won the 

plaintiff numerous accolades including multiple National Magazine Awards 

and recognition from Advertising Age’s “The A List”. The awards received by 

the plaintiff are enlisted in para 13 of the plaint.  

14. Plaintiff claims to have developed an ecosystem that includes various 

recognition programmes such as Inc. Best Workplaces, Inc. Best in Business 

and Inc. Founder-Friendly Investors. The plaintiff in order to protect its 

proprietary intellectual rights has secured numerous registrations worldwide, 

the earliest being of the year 1985. The list of such registrations are enlisted in 

para 15 which includes trademark registration in India of the year 2008 of the 

word mark ‘Inc.’ in Class-16 in favour of the plaintiff.  

15. Plaintiff’s Inc. magazine is stated to have enjoyed substantial goodwill 

and reputation in India which is demonstrated in para 18 of the plaint through 

data pertaining to monthly readership of Inc.com from India and is reproduced 

hereunder:- 
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16. Plaintiff claims that it has a robust and visible presence in India with its 

contents available across multiple platforms, both digital and print. The content 

is fully accessible in India and is relevant to the Indian audience and caters to 

local business trends, entrepreneurship and innovation. The plaintiff had 

licensed their rights to use the ‘Inc.’ name and trademarks and content to 

Delhi-based 9.9 Media Pvt. Ltd. from 2009 to 2014. After the expiry, the 

license rights reverted back to the plaintiff. The individual issues of Inc. 

magazine can be purchased through e-commerce platforms such as Amazon, 

Magzter, Desertcart and Ubuy India.  

17. The plaintiff claims to have active presence across multiple social media 

platforms and states that on X, Inc. magazine operates under the handle @Inc 

with over 2.7 million followers; on Linkdin, it has 3 million followers; on 

YouTube, the official channel @incmagazine has amassed 3,05,000 

subscribers; and on Instagram, the official account @incmagazine boasts 

7,97,000 followers.  

18. Plaintiff’s mark ‘Inc.’ is claimed to have become synonymous with 

entrepreneurship, business success and innovation and enjoys a high degree of 

recognition and reputation among the relevant public. The plaintiff’s revenue is 

claimed to be in the range of USD 75 million. It claims to have spent huge 
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amounts on marketing, promoting and establishing the Inc. brand. 

19. The defendant is claimed to be infringing the mark ‘Inc.’ in relation to 

identical magazine products and services. The defendant operates the website 

theincmagazine.com and associated social media handles such as Facebook – 

http://www.facebook.com/theincmagazine#, Instagram – 

http://www.instagram.com/theincmagazine/, X – http://x.com/theincmagazine 

and LinkedIn - http://www.linkedin.com/company/the-inc-magazine/. Plaintiff 

claims that the defendant’s websites and social media platforms noted above 

publish content that is strikingly similar in topics, tone and style to that of 

plaintiff’s Inc. magazine targeting similar audience of business professionals 

and entrepreneurs. Plaintiff asserts that the domain name of the defendant i.e., 

theincmagazine.com is also deceptively similar to the plaintiff’s domain name 

i.e., Inc.com. 

20. Plaintiff claims that its representatives had received e-mails from the 

defendant on 29.04.2025 and 01.05.2025 regarding potential participation in 

the defendant’s upcoming special issue. It is stated that the plaintiff was 

shocked to see the unauthorised use of an identical mark for identical services 

by the defendant. Pursuant thereto, the plaintiff commenced investigations. 

Plaintiff claims that the defendant wrongly purports to be based in the US while 

on a Google search, an entity by the name PVMT is revealed to be based in 

Chinchwad, Pune, Maharashtra. Plaintiff claims that no such address exists. 

Plaintiff claims that as per the website, techbehemoths.com, the said PVMT is 

said to have founded in 2018, based in ‘Chicago, India’ and its services include 

SMM, content marketing, web design, SEO, graphic design and logo design. 

However, the plaintiff claims that the defendant’s Instagram accounts for 

‘theinc.magazine’ and ‘prime_view_magazine’ are created in India. Even the 

LinkdIn accounts for ‘The Inc Magazine’ is based in India.  

21. Plaintiff claims that the defendant has been unauthorizedly using the 
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identical mark ‘Inc’ for providing identical products/services – magazines as 

also the websites. The defendant has unauthorizedly used such marks to 

address e-mail solicitation to CEOs, Business Owners and Entrepreneurs using 

e-mail addresses deceptively similar to that of the plaintiff’s e-mail address. 

22. Plaintiff also claims that the defendant has been sending similar e-mail 

messages to the subscribers of the plaintiff’s magazine, which has been 

demonstrated by complaints received by the plaintiff from its subscribers. 

Some of those complaints have been filed alongwith the list of documents by 

the plaintiff.  

23. A Cease and Desist Notice dated 30.07.2025 was issued to the defendant 

in response whereof, vide e-mail dated 08.09.2025, the defendant claimed that 

it had started ‘TheIncMagazine.com’ in 2021. However, failed to desist from 

using the said mark, instead, the defendant merely proposed to add disclaimers. 

Plaintiff states that such measures would not sufficiently resolve the core issue 

of trademark infringement and passing off. Plaintiff claims that the complaints 

by subscribers clearly demonstrate confusion on account of deceptive 

similarity of marks. Plaintiff also claims that on such unauthorised solicitation 

using the deceptively similar mark ‘Inc’, the defendant is also unlawfully 

gaining financial benefits riding on the substantial goodwill and reputation of 

the well established mark ‘Inc.’ of the plaintiff.  

24. Plaintiff also apprehends that the defendant operates two additional 

websites namely www.theincmag.com and www.newincmagazine.com, which 

unauthorizedly use the plaintiff’s ‘Inc.’ mark. The WHOIS search of the 

domain name reveals that the registrant details have been masked or concealed. 

According to the plaintiff, this demonstrates dishonesty.  

25. Predicated thereon, an ex-parte ad-interim injunction is being sought 

against the defendant. 

26. After having perused the plaint and the documents annexed therewith 
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and having heard the arguments of Mr. Peeyoosh Kalra, learned counsel for the 

plaintiffs, this Court is of the considered opinion that an ex-parte ad-interim 

injunction would be in order. 

27. For this Court to appreciate the arguments in respect of 

similarity/deceptive similarity, it would be appropriate to visually examine the 

cover of both the magazines which are reproduced hereunder:- 
PLAINTIFF’s MAGAZINE: 

 
DEFENDANT’s MAGAZINE: 
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28. A visual examination brings to fore that the marks are identical in respect 

of the letters ‘Inc’ except that the mark of the plaintiff has ‘I’ in capitals and 

‘nc’ in small font, apart from a dot following the letters ‘nc’. While the mark of 

the defendant ‘INC’ is in capital letters with an extremely small superscript 

‘The’. It is apparent that both the marks seem to identical and there is no 

distinction between the two. It is also to be noted that the reference to the mark 

‘Inc.’ is on the top left corner of both the magazines. 

29. That apart, the emails for solicitations which are stated to be 

unauthorised and for obtaining unjust enrichment riding on the substantial 

goodwill and reputation of the plaint are reproduced hereunder, in order to 

appreciate how the mark of the plaintiff is being used to not only solicit 

customers but also to raise funds:- 
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30. In order to appreciate the confusion as also unauthorised solicitations of 

the subscribers of the plaintiff, some of such emails addressed by the 

subscribers to the plaintiff are extracted hereunder:- 
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31. So much so that the defendant has in fact solicited the counsel for the 

plaintiff, which is clear from the following email annexed with the list of 

documents:- 

 
32. Upon a fair reading of the Cease and Desist Notice dated 30.07.2025 

alongwith the reply dated 08.09.2025 of the defendant, it appears that the 

defendant, other than being willing to place disclaimers, is not willing to desist 

from using the infringing mark ‘Inc’.  

33. Having regard to the above, it is evident that the plaintiff has been able to 

establish a prima facie strong case in its favour and against the defendant. The 

balance of convenience lies in favour of the plaintiff. The plaintiff shall suffer 

irreparable loss and injury which may not be adequately compensated in 

monetary terms in case ex-parte ad-interim injunction orders are not passed 

against the defendant. 

34. In view of the aforesaid, the following directions are passed:- 

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 27/04/2026 at 16:23:46



CS(COMM) 420/2026                                                 Page 11 of 12 
 

(i) Defendant, its promoters, assigns, relatives, successors-in-interest, 

licensees, franchisees, directors, representatives, servants, 

distributors, employees, agents, etc., or anyone associated with them 

are restrained from using the mark ‘Inc’ or any other mark identical 

with or deceptively similar to the plaintiff’s mark ‘Inc.’, either as a 

trade mark, house mark, trade name, trading style, corporate name, 

website/domain name (theincmagazine.com and/or any other domain 

name comprising ‘inc’ mark or deceptive variations thereof), email 

addresses, social media handles (including but not limited to 

Facebook - https://www.facebook.com/theincmagazine, Instagram - 

https://www.instagram.com/theincmagazine/, X - 

https://x.com/theincmagazine and LinkedIn - 

https://www.linkedin.com/company/the-inc-magazine/); 

(ii) Defendant, its promoters, directors, assigns, relatives, 

successors-in-interest, licensees, franchisees, partners, 

representatives, servants, distributors, employees, agents, etc., or 

anyone associated with them are restrained from using the mark ‘Inc’ 

or any other mark identical with or deceptively similar to the 

plaintiff’s mark ‘Inc.’ either as a trademark, house mark, trade name, 

trading style, corporate name, website, domain name, and/ or in any 

manner whatsoever so as to pass off or enable others to pass off their 

goods, specifically ‘The Inc Magazine’, as and for the goods of the 

plaintiff; 

35. Issue notice. 

36. Let a reply to this application be filed by the defendant within four weeks 

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

37. Compliance of Order XXXIX Rule 3 of CPC shall be done within ten 

days from date. 
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38. Let the plaint be registered as a suit.  

39. Upon filing of the process fee, issue summons of the suit to the defendant 

through all permissible modes. 

40. The summons shall state that the Written Statement shall be filed by the 

defendant within 30 days from the date of the receipt of summons. Alongwith 

the Written Statement, the defendant shall also file Affidavit of 

Admission/Denial of the documents of the plaintiff, without which the Written 

Statement shall not be taken on record.  

41. Liberty is granted to the plaintiff to file Replication, if any, within 30 

days from the receipt of the Written Statement. Along with the Replication 

filed by the plaintiff, an Affidavit of Admission/Denial of the documents of 

defendant be filed by the plaintiff, without which the Replication shall not be 

taken on record. 

42. In case any party is placing reliance on a document, which is not in their 

power and possession, its details and source shall be mentioned in the list of 

reliance, which shall also be filed with the pleadings. 

43. If any of the parties wish to seek inspection of any documents, the same 

shall be sought and given within the prescribed timelines. 

44. List before the Joint Registrar (Judicial) on 21.07.2026 for completion of 

service and pleadings. 

45. List before the Court on 05.10.2026.  

 
 

TUSHAR RAO GEDELA, J 

APRIL 21, 2026/anj 
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