IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

CIVIL APPEAL NO.5455 OF 2025
(Arising out of S.L.P.(Civil) No.10637 of 2025)

WIKIMEDIA FOUNDATION INC ... APPELLANT(S)
VS.
ANI MEDIA PRIVATE LIMITED & ORS. ... RESPONDENT(S)
ORDER

Leave granted.

Issue notice.

The learned counsel for the first respondent takes
notice.

We have perused the impugned order. The interim
relief granted by the Division Bench in terms of clause
(i) of paragraph 33 of the impugned order is very broadly
worded. Prima facie, such a broad interim relief is not
capable of being specifically implemented. The reason is
that there is no clarity on the issue who will decide
whether the contents are false, misleading and
defamatory. Therefore, we stay the interim relief

ranted in terms of clause (i) of paragraph 33 of the
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Reason:



We also stay clause (iii) of paragraph 33 of the
impugned order.

We make it clear that pendency of this appeal will
not operate as stay of the appeal pending before the
Delhi High Court.

Before we part with this order, we want to take
this Civil Appeal as an illustration and record our
observations. We see g¢growing tendency in the Supreme
Court Bar to file bulky and long synopsis. Shockingly, we
find that in many cases, in the synopsis, grounds of
challenge are incorporated. Law 1is pleaded in the
synopsis by quoting various decisions relied upon. There
is also a tendency to file very bulky Special Leave
Petitions by annexing documents which are not required.
We deprecate this tendency. Many members of the Bar have
forgotten the basic principle that law ought not to be
pleaded. However, in Special Leave Petitions and counter
affidavits, paragraphs after paragraphs of reported
decisions are being quoted. The members of the Bar must
remember that by filing bulky pleadings, one cannot
improve merits of the case. In this case, even copies of
some of the decisions of this Court are part of this
appeal. The members of the Bar cannot indulge in such

practices.



At this stage, the 1learned counsel appearing for
the first respondent submitted that in view of the
observations made by this Court, the first respondent has
no objection if the impugned orders dated 2" April, 2025
and 8" April, 2025 passed by the learned Single Judge and
the Division Bench of the High Court are set aside by
granting liberty to make a fresh application for grant of
injunction limited to specific content and re-publication
of the specific content. He makes this submission in the
light of the prima facie observations made by us that the
prayers made before the 1learned Single Judge were too
wide and injunction granted by the High Court was not
capable of being enforced.

Accordingly, we set aside the impugned orders and
grant liberty to the first respondent to make a fresh
application before the learned Single Judge for grant of
appropriate interim injunction 1in respect of specific
content and re-publication of the specific content
appearing on the site of the appellant. If such an
application is made, it will be independently decided on
its own merits without being influenced by the
observation made by this Court passed by us.

All contentions are left open to be decided by the

learned Single Judge.



The appeal is accordingly allowed.
A copy of this order shall be forwarded to the
Secretary of the Supreme Court Advocate-on-Record

Association.

(UJJAL BHUYAN)

NEW DELHI;
April 17, 2025
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Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (C) No(s). 10637/2025

[Arising out of order dated 08-04-2025 in CMAPPL No0.20470/2025 in
FAO(OS)No.41 of 2025 passed by the High Court of Delhi at New
Delhi]

WIKIMEDIA FOUNDATION INC Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
ANI MEDIA PRIVATE LIMITED & ORS. Respondent(s)

(IA No. 95371/2025 - EXEMPTION FROM FILING C/C OF THE IMPUGNED
JUDGMENT

IA No. 95374/2025 - EXEMPTION FROM FILING O.T.

IA No. 95956/2025 - PERMISSION TO FILE ADDITIONAL
DOCUMENTS/FACTS/ANNEXURES)

Date : 17-04-2025 This matter was called on for hearing today.

CORAM
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE ABHAY S. OKA
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE UJJAL BHUYAN

For Petitioner(s)
Mr. Kapil Sibal, Sr. Adv.
Mr. Akhil Sibal, Sr. Adv.
Ms. Tine Abraham, Adv.
Mr. Vijayendra Pratap Singh, Adv.
Mr. Abhijnan Jha, Adv.
Ms. Shivani Rawat, Adv.
Mr. Thomas J. Vallianeth, Adv.
Mr. Aayush Marwah, Adv.
Ms. Shubhangni Jain, Adv.
Mr. Abhi Udai Singh Gautam, Adv.
Mr. Bakhshind Singh, Adv.
Mr. Pranav Tomar, Adv.
Ms. Aparajita Jamwal, Adv.
Mr. Krishnesh Bapat, Adv.
Ms. Sarah Haque, Adv.
For M/S. Trilegal Advocates On Record, AOR



For Respondent(s)

Mr.
Ms.
Mr.
Mr.
Ms.
Mr.

Sidhant Kumar, Adv.
Manyaa Chandok, Adv.
Akshit Mago, Adv.

Om Batra, Adv.
Anshika Saxena, Adv.
Sahil Tagotra, AOR

UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following

ORDER

Leave granted.

The appeal is allowed in terms of the signed order.

Pending applications also stand disposed of.

(ANITA MALHOTRA)
AR-CUM-PS

(AVGV RAMU)
COURT MASTER

(Signed order is placed on the file.)
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