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I. John Doe(Ashok Kumar) ¥

1. 714} 8%

john Doe BHe Yio] delg Ash 202 olgelAu o] Ashsti oLt A
A A0l AYS SHY & gk NUSS AUE FAHE MAE FRFGYolck
of A=t 9T APO|A QEF oz, Y PAKIE AAste “John Doe’ate
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Kumar”2 A[Qstoz, o] g& oz UdeiA 9t} de] us
Hee 20029 FIFA 9czo] moh whao 2x|5h7] ¢
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1)Ajay Sharma, John Doe Orders in Indian Context, RMLNLU Law Review Blog (Oct. 25,
2017), https://rmlnlulawreview.com/2017/10/25/john-doe-orders-in-indian-context/,
“Introduction” (“John Doe order is a pre-infringement injunction remedy”o]2ti 72]3} 11,
o] HM=jo] “Rolling Anton Pillar, Anton Pillar or Ashok Kumar order’ 2% A|AEWH =
Queen’s Benchol|A 2t&51-S).



John Doe BHPS Lye7] Qalia fdues th2at 22 Al 71X 2% SFA|70oF

E 1, (2) AR RS w7] Y

Aslof st0d, (3) Lol AsHP7E AHAMYC] 25l £ =G
]_

ad interimYe 2 WPE| =0, ol 75 A2 dsht AEA 2m= F37]eF o]
AR "RE aEol A2 ERIR9 He BE AdiAe] EAE VIgE 4 lte
AR A 9tgeh Zloltt. John Doe B9 w2 HBEYY mig E4 A
Alol2 mAIRE §, 250] 919 HE Adlstes FHUE IXAlske A= Fet
oAt Y= SanDisk AlE= HUists Y= HuiAEo] it ARdoA =]
AFHEE Ao FEsh] oy 267t EAY SVt dEE AASHEA,

3. AUy Ase A7|HE 0

Q529 U4FoA John Doe 2 22t U7iALS doiz 2. Med2 UH

2)Taj Television Ltd. & Anr. v. Rajan Mandal & Ors., [2003] F.S.R. 22 (Del. High Court
2002)(2002\d FIFA €&z] $FHER] A7t 4B 7lol5 AMdAES dHlE ¥ ex parte
o3l o] WAL 9% X9 John Doe/Ashok Kumar H3 oz AJ|st= +3102 Ramesh
Vaidyanathan & Nidhi Tandon, Ashok Kumar, the John Doe of India, BTG Advaya (Aug.
19, 2022), https://www.btgadvaya.com/post/ashok-kumar-the-john-doe-of-india &%

3) Sharma, supra note 1, “Procedure to get a John Doe order in India” (“Firstly, the Plaintiff
has to satisfy the Court that his/her right has been infringed: with instances of the
previous breach and sporadic infringement by known and unknown persons. Secondly,
the plaintiff has to establish a prima facie case before any pre-emptive relief can be
granted. Thirdly, the plaintiff has to establish that, in the absence of the requested John
Doe order, defendant’s actions will potentially result in some financial or irreparable
damages.”). Q1= AL of7]A “establish’gb= BEHES AFESHY, o] EOtoAe] HASH o]
ofd UAA LA|E 93t 2o AY(prima facie case)S Eol= 7102 o|sfEct.

4) ol= FAA FRFPZ oz gt gl Y HE ol HE GAMe AR g EWE U
A= AR FREF ol

5) Sandisk Corporation v. John Doe, I.A. No. 20550/2014 (Del. High Court). 942 ex parte
ad interim JAPFY Qo] FHEEHUUL BUHAN I FFZ O3 Zo] XSt
“Accordingly, the unnamed and undisclosed persons arrayed as ‘John Does’ are
restrained from manufacturing, selling, offering for sale, advertising, directly or
indirectly, dealing in counterfeit products, which are identical to the products bearing the
plaintiff’'s Trade mark SanDisk and logo marks and the ‘Red Frame’ logo, with identical
product packaging, product get-up, colour scheme, layout, overall look and feel as that
being used by the plaintiff.” £29] Y& Q182 SpicylP, “SpicylP Tidbit: Sandisk gets John
Doe order” (Nov. 12, 2014),
https://spicyip.com/2014/11/spicyip-tidbit-sandisk-gets-john-doe-order.html ZF%x.



Ul H) AR|-ZAH o] 5tHnternet service provider, = “ISP”) % SNS Z21Z0f ¢j
st AIE A AXEL AA B= A& AR P, AAEd, CPC, 2000
d AR A792 R 20219 IT Rules®] ZE AA| ot A2 HA & tig
Qo] 734lel Asl Y3 FFS Al5stH iZiA7E ol & Atdshs 271 FAd=of 9
5}6) E}”J O]Eii} FRol AUA|A FHASHA A= o] At Ato]EO] MYRHZS

gt 2L wERAARIAL delotx] SAE D Qrke Hlwo] A

715)7] Al”o}?‘;q
M. 58 ZA4¥"d(dynamic injunction)

1. AFAA 9} B Alo] E(rogue website) 7]

ol %9 A FAYHLS @ IsHY(Manmohan TAHo] UTV Software
Communication Ltd. v. 1337X.to AF7Ao|A & st9icte) 87 Fst A|AAE AE
Vs Slatol=ot HREAel AAolESo] ANSY) GHALES THoR FE
Aot AL 2Astol Foke 22 AYIsHATEY MY WAL =4 URLO] opd 4

APOIE AAIS AFDE 4 QA 4R W A FrE ofd AR Hrtof 7

Z35F "% Alo]E(rogue website)” 7|5 R{EHS}SITE.10)
HYL AO]EE “rogue” @ WASH] st 13 QA2 A, AlOJEQ] ZEH Ex= X

6)Information Technology Act, 2000, § 79(1)(oj7fAte] @WA: “an intermediary shall not be
liable for any third party information™) @ § 79(3)(b); Information Technology (Intermediary
Guidelines and Digital Media Ethics Code) Rules, 2021, Rule 3(1)(d)(H¥9 Hd = HHE7]
ol BRI w2 o 36A1ZF oyl & At o F). AR 8o #stol= Sharma, supra note
I3=.

7)Internet Freedom Foundation, A Tale of Rogue Pirates, Ashok Kumars and ISPs Caught in
the Middle: RTI Data on Court Ordered Website Blocking Reveals Worrying Trends (2021),
https://internetfreedom.in/a-tale-of-rogue-pirates-ashok-kumars-and-isps-caught-in-the-
middle-rti-data-on-court-ordered-website-blocking-reveals-worrying-trends-whattheblock/
(BEFNEFRTNE &E3E A1 B Al2g 2450, B0l FHASHA A= ISP7y 1 ot
RO meHe 2% B ARG Ry AL)

8)UTV Software Communication Ltd. & Ors. v. 1337X.to & Ors., CS(COMM) 724/2017, 2019
SCC OnLine Del 8002; 2019 (78) PTC 375 (Del) (Manmohan, J., Apr. 10, 2019)(®Z2&:
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/47479491/). €1 & ZA9] QX|= q 109] “if one impugned
website is blocked, several other mirror websites are created”2 7|Rjg o] Qic}. Q1= % %0]
£4] WfolE Ak 2RI Folct.

9)UTV Software, supra note 8.

10) UTV Software, supra note 8, § 62(Eros9 3©H 7% 7]—5— H) q 61(ZA 7|&Fo0] ZAA Al

Dol &hol), Y 65-66. 68(FF 1F S MAUA|A w3t wol2tn W), Case Summary:
UTV Software Communication Ltd. & Ors. vs. 1337X.To & Ors., LawLex.Org (May 22,
2 0 2 0 )

https://lawlex.org/lex-bulletin/case-summary-utv-software-communication-1ltd-ors-vs-1337
x-to-ors/20355 A%,
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Telecommunications)7t ¥ Aldstes gstal Aoh13) AR a2 S
EHRIF 1 g AlO]ES AMAIstY, "mil SIAto]E 3 Tt FAeh ARAS Al
st W19 AOIEZE fal9] AAtee BAIshs e XL, ISP+ o8 Atdstet
= FAE AT M2 WP AfolEnttt AR AMEA YPEE 8shs HiAlL
dies g WY ACIES %L*WE iﬂﬁ}% "J"‘é% SFA], 2 AtolEZE ojo] &

11)UTV Software, supra note 8, § 58(5% Alo]E TAE st 18 Q49 EA), § 71(@IL Ato]
E%% rogue website2 Q17]), § 80(AHA A2 TQ/Jut vldS LHofiof st T AL

“The onus is on the right holders to prove’@til ITA]).

12)Disney Enterprises, Inc. & Ors. v. M1 Ltd. & Ors., [2018] SGHC 206 (Sing. High Court)(A]
bma AsEd § 19%DAYl @A B4 AUgR@EaE:
https://www.elitigation.sg/gd/s/2018_SGHC_206). UTV Software, supra note 7, q 98(%] A7}
z2 T49] A1E).

13)UTV Software, supra note 8, 99 99-101(ZAXHY ZF&, ISP9 Tist Xt X|A], DoTof| tfist &
Al @ AJA] & o] 8XF Fal O] HE Hiu) WAFE FA9 A2l= Dynamic Injunctions as
Relief Against ‘Rogue Websites’, ALG India Law Offices (Nov. 5, 2020),
https://www.algindia.com/delhi-high-court-grants-another-dynamic-injunction-against-una
uthorized-streaming-websites/ &%

14) UTV Software, supra note 8, § 99-101.



IV. Dynamic+ 2X]33: Universal City Studios v. Dotmovies.baby (2023)

1. v}

o

2023. 8. 9. &g 1 EHY(Prathiba M. Singh AN Universal City Studios
LLC v. Dotmovies.baby A7A0|A Q1% %]%9] “dynamic+” ZA|HHS sty
T}.16) Universal, Warner Bros., Columbia, Netflix Studios, Paramount, Disney
of 7] selec ARCest 1671 “Wulgt A eeiel Axix|(fagrantly
infringing online locations, ©]3} “FIOL")"Z A2 ex parte ad interim X3
F= WO

A& Z7F FAYE(dynamic+ injunction)?] F7H"+" )= AIZHA &34 oojsioh

ool B FAYHol /IE AAES WY AOERRE Bostt olzw, FA
27t FAYPe A0S A Aol hat BE EF AU Y Ao
et MAEe MaZo] AstEl: FA WASL, 123 ARA2S B 54 2
=AY FUT Aol At Aol I =rolch. iy WY AARE o] AL B
£ ARlo] AH5oR RojElt e ofUsti Mg I9ch® old] wet BARZe

15) UTV Software, supra note 8, § 99-101 X&A] A& <t &4 U Joint Registraro]] tst H
st 2]l). AR 2820 #stoj:= Protecting the Beautiful Game: Evolution of Anti-Piracy
Injunctions in India, LiveLaw (2026), Understanding Dynamic, Dynamic+ and Superlative
Injunctions: No  More Whac-a-Mole, Spice Route Legal (July 16, 2025),
https://spiceroutelegal.com/publications/understanding-dynamic-dynamic-and-superlative-
injunctions-no-more-whac-a-mole/ 3=

16)Universal City Studios LLC & Ors. v. Dotmovies.baby & Ors., CS(COMM) 514/2023,
2023:DHC:5842 (Del.) (Prathiba M. Singh, ]., Aug. 9, 2023)(&=2
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/156457058/), q 11(&=o] A= ZEXE ojdr HST 7,1?_ ]
of Yot HYo] M) q 17("Any injunction granted by a Court of law ought to be effective
in nature”). & ¥WZ= & Delhi High Court Passes Unique ‘Dynamic+ Injunction’, Bar &
Bench (Aug. 21, 2023),
https://www.barandbench.com/news/delhi-high-court-passes-unique-dynamic-injunction-t
o-curb-illegal-streaming-of-existing-and-future-content-of-6-studios 2=

17)Reva Satish Makhija, Analysing “Dynamic+” Injunctions: Delhi High Court’s Latest Judicial

Invention, SpicylP (Sept. 4, 2023),
https://spicyip. com/2023/09/analysmg dynamic-injunctions-delhi-high-courts-latest-judici
al-invention.html(67]] A& @9} 167} FIOLe] 14 & WA Z2AA EA). Delhi HC Passes

‘Dynamic+ Injunction’ Order to Protect Future Works, AZB & Partners (Oct. 20, 2023),
https://www.azbpartners.com/bank/delhi-hc-passes-dynamic-injunction-order-to-protect-f
uture-works/(¥ HHE “a first of its kind order’& H71).



167) AtolEot 1 WY Afo|ESo] YnS Ax) U e BAXZ BAlst 2L
AL, F7t Afo|ES PARIR 271 ALGS HolATh1Y AR RRoA WYL
‘MRE(RE 29 AolEY)] W5 NAE — Ynso] AU %o oiEo]
Q= Ae AAEE ZEste] — g ojmd YAloRE AEe|y-EAuiL-gEAT
she g FAFG D SHA, 2 b 27g0] SHT Ao EW ofye} "1 ol
2ol E Ao E £ QA WY AfolE, Lopt BA B AN £x Eex
of A0l ojsto] W5 Abo|EY} ATE Ao ETIA] DA EE stoict.20) gy
Aot Y17t GAAL F7Himpleadment) AAA F&Mot E71E AEsIo]

Registrarof| 7] AEstd 2 Afo]E 5l sl AA=(d A4= 2ol st 4]
¥HY aHo] YAStES stlct2D EoF W2 ISPo] tigh Abd, DoTof thet 15
g oY AMFEE T, 12l =) SE7]EHDNR)O| dieh =HQl e84 #

S=2xt AR NS WA Patch) o] AR 552 o (e lut 2k

18)Universal City Studios, supra note 16, at 17 of 21(#H3 Alo]|EQ] =4 A0 tj2s5t7| ¢ls5t9]
“to protect copyrighted works as soon as they are created’= FXR|2 =& Z=J} ZXYF L
). gk g2 el A=l dist gAgEEol AFsAo® Bojkl= 712 ofYn "Such grant
of an injunction would depend on the fact situation”o]2tx TA]53}9ct. Delhi High Court
Passes ‘Dynamic+ Injunction’ Restraining Rogue Websites From Streaming Present And
Future Content Of Six American Studios, LiveLaw (Aug. 27, 2023),
https://www.livelaw.in/high-court/delhi-high-court/delhi-high-court-dynamic-injunction-r
ogue-websites-netflix-universal-warner-bros-235778 &%

19)Universal City Studios, supra note 16, at 9, 17 of 21(m]x 1-16 ¥ 1 ¥HE A}o]Eof Tfst &
Al ZFE, GARL F7Himpleadment) 171, £29] QX]= AZB & Partners, supra note 179
“‘not only to the specific rogue websites listed in the suit, but also to any mirror or
redirect websites”2 Azg|g]o] QIc}.

20) Universal City Studios, supra note 16, § 20 (“an ex parte ad interim injunction is
granted restraining the Defendants, who are all rogue websites, from in any manner
streaming, reproducing, distributing, making available to the public and/or
communicating to the public any copyrighted content of the Plaintiffs including future
works of the Plaintiffs, in which ownership of copyright is undisputed, through their
websites identified in the suit or any mirror/redirect websites or alphanumeric variations
thereof including those websites which are associated with the Defendants’ websites either
based on the name, branding, identity or even source of content.”).

21) Universal City Studios, supra note 16, § 20 (GAMR} Z7F AT R&A A& A] “the
injunction shall become operational against the said websites and qua such works’2}1 o
Al). oot HYL “This is not to say that in every case, an injunction qua future works
can be granted’z2tn SHW 3T} Id.

22) Universal City Studios, supra note 16, Y 87 o|3} (ISP XY, DoT9] 13 AtH4H 3, DNR
o] =HQl AF-AA W ESEX AHY AlF X|A]). H2]l= Universal City Studios LLC. and Ors. v.
DotMovies.Baby and Ors., S&C IP (Sept. 2, 2023),
https://www.sc-ip.in/post/universal-city-studios-llc-and-ors-v-dotmovies-baby-and-ors %

(9ol “(a) DoT2] AFHAEH, (b) ISP] AH, (c) DNRO] =9l &rg-AA] ¥ KYC FE A5
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26)SHA| S0 Y ETALR, supra note 17("E%9] Pehd, &off oyl 7134, o e L&A
5 1A a0 Rashe M2 IR O AolE 3 3 A7 siD weln glo
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27)UTV Software, supra note 6, § 58(2% AIo]E WAS st 118 Q49 &EA), § 80(AHA X}
e "D QAo] R =2 dlotof 3t “The onus is on the right holders to prove’gtil
A, A=oflA AP o] FHYSH AdEo Stt= A5A XA =2+ supra note 59 At:

28) TN E W0l opd WARFU0| AR J15L Aqste st Ak ARG HSE A
A E HAFAL (R YA oo

2 of ZPNREME A I|YIAS e SAc). cht
BRI J15o] AT, Y ofRol AR mRI: YA 2o

29)1=oflA] o] UL T3 =HYo] “extended the power of blocking websites to an
administrative agency 2t H7}st ZsE, Akanshha Agrawal, India’s First Dynamic
Injunction Issued to Block Access to ‘Rogue Websites’, The I[PKat (July 15, 2019),
https://ipkitten.blogspot.com/2019/07/indias-first-dynamic-injunction-issued.html &=,

30)AAHY A0R A2F("AAE A FAS tiRE UAgsty ojm g A A9 o]
Q2 shA] ofy3te}’). o]gAo R AAHS AAES FAZ FAIRACR sto UA¥st: He
AAIstL, &9 gF7F n]7gel dal= 4yt Aol olsto] BES & ooy WY A1492 & H&
sto] Al AAEZo] Oigt BRE AT ofxle Aed 4 Ao 9y Al49x("219 437t A
g We]ol R Uutgol oot A, A4 BHE £ gH2 & £ Qnt). Qe HYE 2 =
2]o|A] “to protect copyrighted works as soon as they are created”S 2742 £ 01}, =4
o “Such grant of an injunction would depend on the fact situation”o]2}t1 S H3}9IT.
Universal City Studios, supra note 13; LiveLaw, supra note 15 &%,

Hu gl



de Bolo] MolE Pl EHS RS, I ot £3 Bt dTe
oju] A143 WYH of ATe HQHL 9looz, Ay Ed FA 24F £9
st 2Als wasl WA e tAlsts WRo] ofyet wrEAl Asiut Esfuly
3 AAY 24 5 FHWoRL AIsh] olde YAe Baste WM A
L o] @uMoR Bl

U AE-E

Aol APgRe AFYS A Al=rt e JEiolA HitaSge] 1puctes
B &4 SX93% 38 27t aX83e &5 <
il 7t Joint Registrar®] J&ol2t= i7t& A

WAt et=o] YR A AeArd Hehs §sto] &g A=A
d= T FHsA oL, ¥y *}OIE 7

EFo| A= SJZ2EA] ofet &

FRol AA digol Belol dEo] WAFE FEL 102 $AE e A
Al oy 7oz molch £ wWee "ae] 1xE, A3ate] ofet g 2o
T YAE th2y] ghRolch Ao FA®to] ofat, ojH FEje] £ =ojojA

sy Wyl By, AYAEe] Wiy 5o SoHEL Y PESoloF ¥ A

1.

Fﬂ

©]

31) Code of Civil Procedure, 1908, § 151(“Nothing in this Code shall be deemed to limit or
otherwise affect the inherent power of the Court to make such orders as may be
necessary for the ends of justice ...”). UTV Software, supra note 7, § 99(§ 1519] 1 8-Hst
of 273t SX¥RY 5= WY ACIEr =), APY 2o AAAQA A 27 L7100
Q35]8 HYo] LRHEsHE Foll AE Y 4 ARG Aoz, o] Ao] gh=ut o] PRA At
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