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Government of India
Ministry of Communications

Department of Telecommunications
Sanchar Bhawan, 20, Ashoka Road, New Delhi - 110 001

(Data Service Cell)
 

 No. 813-07/LM-68/2024-DS-II                                           Dated:03-04-2025
 
To,
     All Licensees with Internet Service Authorization
 
 
Subject:  CS(OS) 646 of 2024; RAJESH BOTHRA VERSUS 4PM NEWS
NETWORK PVT LTD AND OTHERS before Hon’ble Delhi High Court.
 

 
Kindly find enclosed the Hon’ble Delhi High Court order dated 24.12.2024

on the subject matter.
 

2.  Please refer to the para 2.5 of the said court order in respect of blocking of
websites/URLs [ 3 nos] enumerated in the prayer clause (V) of the captioned
application received through the Central Govt. Standing Counsel (CGSC).
 
3.    In view of the above, all Licensees with Internet Service Authorization are
hereby instructed to take immediate necessary action for blocking of the said
websites/URLs, as above, for compliance of the said court order.
 
Encl: A/A

                                       
                                       

Director (DS-II)
Email: dirds2-dot@nic.in

 
 Copy to:

I. Sh. V. Chinnasamy, Scientist E (chinnasamy.v@meity.gov.in), Electronics
Niketan, Ministry of Electronics and Information Technology (MeitY) New
Delhi for kind information and with request to take action as per the Annexure
pl.

II. Shri Mukul Singh (mukulsinghcgsc@gmail.com), Central Govt. Standing
Counsel for kind information pl.

III. Plaintiff's Counsel for kind information and requested to take action as per the
Annexure pl.

IV. IT Wing of DoT for uploading this order on DoT websites please.

813-7/25/2024-DS I/3265360/2025



Websites/URLs to be blocked [As per the prayer clause (V) of the captioned 

application]:- 

[CS(OS) 646 of 2024: CS(OS) 646 of 2024; RAJESH BOTHRA VERSUS 4PM NEWS 

NETWORK PVT LTD AND OTHERS before Hon’ble Delhi High Court.] 

 

a. https://rajeshbothrafraud.com/ 

b. https://kobianptefraud.com/ 

c. https://rbinvestmentsfraud.com/ 

 

https://rajeshbothrafraud.com/
https://kobianptefraud.com/
https://rbinvestmentsfraud.com/
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$~43 

* IN  THE  HIGH  COURT  OF  DELHI  AT  NEW  DELHI 

+  CS(OS) 646/2024 & I.A. 49989/2024 I.A. 49990/2024 

 RAJESH BOTHRA      .....Plaintiff 

Through: Mr. Jayant Mehta, Sr. Adv. with Mr. 

Dhruv Suri, Ms. Urvika Suri and Ms. 

Aastha Mathur, Advs. 

 

    versus 

 

 4PM NEWS NETWORK PRIVATE LIMITED & ORS......Defendant 

Through: Ms. Shruttima Ehersha, Adv. for D-3 

(Through VC) 

 

CORAM: 

HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE MANMEET PRITAM SINGH ARORA 

    O R D E R 

%    24.12.2024 

I.A. 49989/2024(under order XXXIX Rule 1 and 2) 

1. This is a fresh application filed by the plaintiff under Order XXXIX 

Rules 1 and 2 of the Code of Civil Procedure (‘CPC’) for issuance of 

directions to defendant no. 3 for de-indexing additional false and defamatory 

contents uploaded on the YouTube and other websites against the 

applicant/plaintiff.  

2. Learned senior counsel for the plaintiff/applicant states that the 

contents of the new uploads are similar if not identical to the contents which 

were perused by this Court and injuncted vide judgment dated 23.08.2024.  

2.1 He states that the plaintiff has come across three websites which 

contain allegations identical with the original defamatory video. He states 

that the nexus between the three websites is also evident as the ‘contact 
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section’ for the said websites provides common e-mail. He states that 

plaintiff has come across multiple AI generated videos on defendant no. 3’s 

YouTube platform echoing the allegations made in the original defamatory 

video. He states that the predecessor bench vide judgment dated 23.08.2024 

has already issued directions to the defendants to take down and block the 

said defamatory video. The operative part of the judgment read as under: 

“ 

….. 

65. On an overall conspectus, it is prima facie clear that the insinuations 

made in the alleged video as well as in the news article are per se 

defamatory and made against the plaintiff and his company in order to 

malign their reputation before the public at large. The manner in which the 

defendant no. 2 has projected and portrayed the unsubstantiated facts and 

figures to call the plaintiff names, shows the intention of the defendant nos. 

1 and 2 is only to sensationalize the allegations to increase the viewership of 

the video, which cannot be countenanced at the cost of reputational damage 

to the plaintiff and his family. Thus, in the absence of any evidence to 

justify the allegations made in offending video by the defendant nos.1-2, the 

plaintiff has made out a prima facie case for grant of ad interim order in his 

favour. The balance of convenience is also in favour of the plaintiff. I am 

satisfied that the plaintiff will suffer an irreparable loss and injury, if an ad 

interim order of injunction in favour of the plaintiff is not granted. 

…….. 
 

68. Under the aforesaid circumstances, the defendant nos. l, 2, 4, 5, 6, 7 and 

8 are directed to take down / remove / restrict access / block the below 

mentioned URLs which contain defamatory statements against the plaintiff 

within a period of two weeks in the following manner: 

….. 

69. In the event the defendant nos. l, 2, 4, 5, 6, 7 and 8 fail to take down / 

remove / restrict access / block the aforementioned URLs within the period 

of two weeks, the plaintiffs shall be at liberty to approach and request the 

defendant no. 3 (Google), and the latter, in that eventuality, shall take down 

the URLs as mentioned in paragraph 68 above, within a period of 36 hours 

of such request. 

 

70. Since some of the links containing defamatory statements have come to 

the knowledge of the plaintiff only after the filing of the present suit and as 

the entities which have posted the defamatory contents could not be made 

parties to the present lis, the defendant no. 3 / Google is directed to take 

down / remove / restrict access / block the below mentioned URLs within 
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the period of two weeks: 

i. https://voutube.com/shorts/AJB2zvS7oM4?si=waqONj7vUTP3aZN

C 

ii. https://www.msn.com/en-in/money/markets/biggestfinancialscam-

rajesh-rashmi-bothra-accused-ofdefraudingbanks-of-rs-12000-

crore/ar-AAIoDpW2? ocid=financeverthp- feeds 

iii. https ://www. msn. com/en- in/money/markets/investment 

firmaccused-of-rs-12000-crore-bank-fraud-report/ar-AAloBU5X 

iv. https://businessworld.in/article/new-allegations-of-rs12000-

crorefraud-bring-rb-investment-couple-under-investigation-529334 

  ….” 

2.2 He states that the directions which already stand issued at paragraph 

nos. 68 to 70 be also extended to the URLs which have been specifically 

enlisted at prayer clause (I) and (II) and (V) of this application. 

2.3 He states that in addition, the plaintiff seeks a direction to defendant 

no. 3 to also provide the Basic Subscriber Information (‘BSI’) qua the 

accounts enlisted at prayer clause (IV).  

2.4 He states that the plaintiff also seeks a direction to defendant no. 3 to 

take down and block access of the Gmail accounts enlisted at prayer clause 

(III) of the captioned application. He states that these Gmail accounts are in 

the name of the plaintiff, however these are not plaintiff’s Gmail addresses. 

He states that these Gmail addresses are enlisted in the websites perpetuating 

the defamatory video.  

2.5 He states that the plaintiff also seeks a direction to the Ministry of 

Electronics and Information Technology, Department of 

Telecommunications, Internet Service Providers (‘MeitY’) to block access 

to the URLs of the websites enlisted in prayer clause (V), as these websites 

which have published contents which has already been injuncted by this 

Court vide judgment dated 23.08.2024. He states that MeitY is not a party to 

this suit, however, a direction can be issued to the said Ministry even 
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without impleading them. 

3. Ms. Shruttima Ehersha, Advocate enters appearance on behalf of 

defendant no. 3 through video conferencing link. 

3.1. She states that defendant no. 3 will comply with the directions issued 

by this Court. She states, however, it would be appropriate if a direction is 

also issued to uploaders to take down the contents, which have been 

complained of by the applicant/plaintiff in this application. She states that if 

the uploaders fail to take down videos, defendant no. 3 will abide by the 

direction issued by the Court. 

4. None appears of behalf of defendant no. 2. 

5. This Court has heard the parties.  

6. The predecessor bench vide judgment dated 21.08.2024 at paragraph 

65 after perusing the original defamatory video returned a prima facie 

finding in favour of the plaintiff and directed removal of the said defamatory 

video by the uploader and the intermediaries. The relevant paragraphs are 

65, 68, 69 and 70 of the said judgment, which have been referred to above. 

7. The effect of the order dated 21.08.2024 cannot be negated by 

uploading the said defamatory video through other websites and URLs.  

8. In view of the assertion made in the application that the contents of 

the URLs and websites enlisted in the prayer clause of this application are 

identical to the original defamatory video directed to be taken down vide 

judgment dated 23.08.2024, the following directions are hereby passed:  

8.1. The uploaders of the defamatory videos enlisted in the URLs and 

websites at prayer clauses (I) and (II) are directed to take down the said 

URLs and websites within 36 hours.  

8.2. In the event the uploaders do not take down the said URLs within 36 
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hours, Defendant no. 3 is directed to act in accordance with the ‘Information 

Technology (Intermediary Guidelines and Digital Media Ethics Code) 

Rules, 2021’ and ensure removal/de-indexing of URLs within a period of 36 

hours.  

8.3. Defendant no. 3 is directed to provide plaintiff BSI of the YouTube 

and Gmail accounts which are enlisted in prayer clause (IV) of the captioned 

application.  

8.4. Defendant no. 3 is further directed to take down and block the access 

to the Gmail accounts which find mention in the prayer clause (III) of the 

captioned application. The said direction has been issue keeping in view the 

averments made at paragraph 3.6 and 3.13 of the application. 

9. Learned senior counsel for the plaintiff states that despite best 

attempts, the plaintiff has been unable to identify the persons responsible for 

creating the offending websites enlisted at prayer clause (V) of this 

application. He states that in these circumstances plaintiff has no remedy 

available to it to have the said website remove the offending defamatory 

video. He states in these circumstances direction as prayed for in prayer 

clause (V) is the only remedy available to the plaintiff.  

9.1. In view of the aforesaid submissions of the plaintiff and the judgment 

dated 23.08.2024, in case the uploaders/creators of the offending website do 

not take down the said website within 36 hours, MeitY is directed to issue 

appropriate directions for blocking access to the URLs mentioned in prayer 

clause (V) of the captioned application. 

9.2. In view of the fact that a direction has been issued to MeitY, 

therefore, the concerned Ministry is impleaded as defendant no. 9 in the 

array of parties. The plaintiff is directed to file amended memo of parties 
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within one (1) week. 

9.3. The plaintiff is directed to comply with provisions of Order XXXIX 

Rule 3 CPC within 48 hours. Affidavit of compliance be filed within one (1) 

week. 

10. Issue notice to the non-applicants including newly impleaded 

defendant no. 9. Defendant no. 9 will be served through standing counsel for 

Union of India, in addition. 

11. List before the Roster Bench on 02.04.2025, the date already fixed. 

12. The digitally signed copy of this order, duly uploaded on the official 

website of the Delhi High Court, www.delhihighcourt.nic.in, shall be treated 

as a certified copy of the order for the purpose of ensuring compliance. No 

physical copy of order shall be insisted by any authority/entity or litigant.  

 

 

MANMEET PRITAM SINGH ARORA, J 

DECEMBER 24, 2024/hp/ms 

     Click here to check corrigendum, if any 
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REGARDING- I.A. NO. 49989/2024 IN CS(OS) 646/2024; RAJESH BOTHRA VERSUS 
4PM NEWS NETWORK PVT LTD AND OTHERS

Sir,
Please find attached herein a copy of the order dated 24/12/2024 along with a copy of the
Prayer Clause of the aforesaid I.A.The Hon'ble Court vide the order dated 24.12.2024 was
pleased to inter-alia direct as under:
  "9.1. In view of the aforesaid submissions of the plaintiff and the judgment dated 23.08.2024,
in case the uploaders/creators of the offending website do not take down the said website
within 36 hours, MeitY is directed to issue appropriate directions for blocking access to the URLs
mentioned in prayer clause (V) of the captioned application.
9.2. In view of the fact that a direction has been issued to MeitY, therefore, the concerned
Ministry is impleaded as defendant no. 9 in the array of parties. The plaintiff is directed to file
amended memo of parties within one (1) week."

Therefore, it is requested that in view of the above order necessary action may be taken at the
earliest. 
Kindly treat this as most urgent and do the needful and ensure necessary compliance.

Regards
--
Mukul Singh
Central Govt. Standing Counsel (CGSC)
Chamber No. 461, Old Lawyer's Chambers, High Court of Delhi, New Delhi-110503
Office- W-139, Greater Kailash-1, New Delhi- 110048 
Mob: +91-9971359512
Email: mukulsinghcgsc@gmail.com
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PRAYER 

That in view of the aforesaid facts and circumstances and the urgent relief(s) as prayed for 
by the Plaintiff, it is most respectfully prayed before this Hon'ble Court that it may be 
pleased to: 

I. Direct Defendant No. 3, its agents, directors, officers, partners, servants, employees, 

associates, representatives, attorneys and all others acting for and/ or on their behalf 

to de-index the following URLs from its search results: 

a. https :/ /raj eshbothrafraud. com/ 

b. https://kobianptefraud.com/ 

c. https://rbinvestmentsfraud.com/; 
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l I. Direct Defendant No. 3, its agents, directors, officers, partners, servants, employees, 

associates, representatives, attorneys and all others acting for and/or on their behalf 

to delete, block and de-index the following YOUTUBE URLS: 

a. Rajesh Bothra Fraud Case: Inside the Decade-Long Global Money 

Laundering Scheme -

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Cmdx33GmNF c&t=20s ( created by 

YouTube account holder "Big Indian Frauds") 

b. Rajesh Bothra Fraud Case: Shocking Details of Global Financial Scandal 

- https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=fw1aCIZR43M (created by 

YouTube account holder "Big Indian Frauds") 

c. Rajesh Bothra Fraud Case -

https:/ /www.youtube.com/watch?v=Tsn YieUvcZQ&t= 1 s ( created by 

YouTube account holder "Big Indian Frauds") 

d. Uncovering Rajesh Bothra's Multi-Billion Dollar Fraud 

https:/ /www.youtube.com/watch?v=UZ8PxMHs1na8 

YouTube account holder "Scam Watch") 

(created by 

e. Rajesh Bothra's Shocking Multi-Billion Dollar Fraud Scheme _ 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=4ffi1El92l vM (created by YouTube 

account holder "Scam Watch") 

f. R.ajesh Bothra Fraud Case: Unveiling a Global Financial Scandal _ 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=xOtg3ueE--DQ (created by YouTube 

account holder "Worldwide Frauds") 
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DI. 
. "' dantNo 3 its agents directors, officers, partners, servants, employees, Direct De1en • , ' 

, nd all others acting for and/or on their behalf associates, representatives, attorneys a 

to take-down and block access to the following GMAIL accounts: 

a. raj eshbothrascame@gmail.com 

b. rajeshbothrascam@gmail.com; 

IV. Direct Defendant No. 3, its agents, directors, officers, partners, servants, employees, 
associates, representatives, attorneys and all others acting for and/ or on their behalf 
to provide user details (including name, address, IP address, location, phone 
number, recovery e-mail JD, and any other available information) associated with 
the following YOUTUBE and GMAIL accounts: 

a.· Big Indian Frauds - https://www.youtube.com/@BiglndianFrauds 

b. Scam Watch- https://www.youtube.com/@ScamWatch-r6t 

c. Worldwide Frauds -https://www.youtube.com/@worldwidefrauds 
d. raj eshbothrascame@gmail.com 

e. raieshbothrascam@gmail.com; 

V. Direct the Ministry of Electronics and Information Technology, Department of 
Telecommunications, Internet Service Providers as well as any other statutory 
regulator and/or law enforcement agency to block access to the following URLs: 

a. bttps:/ /rajeshbothrafraud.com/ 

b. https://kobianp.tefraud.com/ 

c. https://rbinyestmentsfraud.com/ 
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Annexure  
 

Subject: Action requested to be taken by MEITY and Plantiff for effective removal of 
content for viewing by public at large within India as per the said orders of 
Hon’ble Court. 

 
It is observed that a number of orders of Hon’ble Court are issued for blocking of 

websites every month.  There are around more than 2700 ISPs in India and these ISPs 
are connected among themselves in a mesh network.  DOT is instructing each of the ISPs 
through emails/through its website for blocking of the websites as ordered by the Hon’ble 
Courts. Ensuring compliance of the orders by each of the ISPs is a time-consuming and 
complex task especially in view of multiplicity of orders of Hon’ble Courts, multiplicity of 
websites to be blocked and multiplicity of ISPs. 
 
2. Allocation of Business Rules inter-alia sates thus:- 
 

‘Policy matters relating to information technology; Electronics; and Internet (all 
matters other than licensing of Internet Service Provider)’. 

 
3. In view of above and in order to ensure effective removal by content for viewing 
by public at large, the plantiff is requested to do a trace route of the web server hosting 
the said website.  In case the web server happens to be in India, the plantiff may inform 
the same to Meity who may direct the owner of such web server to stop transmission of 
content as per IT Act and as directed by the Hon’ble Court so that the content would be 
blocked from the source itself and the exercise of blocking by 2700 ISPs would not be 
required.   
 
4. In case such server is located abroad i.e. outside India then access to such 
URL/website can be blocked through the international internet gateways which are much 
less in number.  This would result in timely and effectively removal of undesirable content 
for viewing by public at large as is the requirement as per the orders of Hon’ble Court.  
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