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UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following
ORDER

1. We heard Mr. Amit Sibal, the 1learned senior counsel
appearing for the petitioner, and Mr. Jayant Mehta, the learned
senior counsel appearing for the respondent nos. 1, 2 and 3
respectively.

2. This petition arises from the judgment and order passed by
the Division Bench of the High Court of Delhi dated 27.02.2026
in FAO(OS)(COMM) No. 111/2024 by which the First Appeal
preferred by the petitioner against the judgment passed by a
learned Single Judge of the High Court dated 15.05.2024 came to
be dismissed.

3. Mr. Sibal would submit that the respondents Trade mark
“Baby Forest” 1is similar to the trade mark of the petitioner
namely “Forest Essentials” and “Forest Essentials Baby”.

4. According to him, these are identical Baby products. He
would submit that the petitioner adopted its trade mark sometime
in 2001, and at the time of adoption of similar marks by the
respondents, the annual sales and marketing expenses were over
428 crores and 32 crore, respectively, whereas the respondents
sales were around 2 crore.

5. We are further informed that the infringement suit(s)
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instituted by the petitioner is 1liable to be stayed under
Section 124 of the Trade Marks Act as the Rectification
Petitions are pending before the High Court.

6. In other words, the challenge by the petitioner 1is to the
registration of the Trade Mark of the respondents in the name
“Baby Forest”.

7. We are of the view that the petitioner should pursue
further with these C.0.(COMM.IPDTM) Nos.186-191 of 2023 before
the High Court.

8. We are informed that the Rectification Petitions are coming
up for hearing on 21.08.2026.

9. We believe after hearing both the sides that it will be in
the fitness of things if the High Court gives some priority and
decides all the Rectification Petitions and disposed them of in
accordance with law without being influenced in any manner by
any of the observations made in the impugned judgment passed by
the Division Bench of the Delhi High Court including the
judgment of the learned Single Judge.

10. All questions of law are kept open to be agitated before
the Court concerned.

11. With the aforesaid, this Special Leave Petition is disposed

of.
(CHANDRESH) (POOJA SHARMA)
ASTT. REGISTRAR-cum-PS COURT MASTER (NSH)
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