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Problem I1 

Mr. Madhav Shastri v/s Mr. Samarth Dhingra (1st Samarth Dhingra Case) 

And  

Ms. Reena v/s Chilli Publications Co. Pvt. Ltd. and Mr. Samarth Dhingra (2nd 

Samarth Dhingra Case) 

Common Facts 

 

1. India is a small developing country in the South Asian region, where the freedom of speech 

and expression is guaranteed as a fundamental right under the Constitution of India. India 

has a rich cultural heritage as well as a thriving movie industry which generates a yearly 

revenue of 2.28 billion USD. The actors of the industry are admired and adored by the 

people of the country and some are given the status of gods. Several stars of the industry 

are also internationally acclaimed, with a substantial fan base in foreign countries. 

 

2. One, Mr. Samarth Dhingra is the son of a famous producer of Indian films who is well 

connected to most people in the film fraternity. Mr. Samarth Dhingra is known as a ‘man 

of many talents’ for his mastery in literature, philosophy, law, physics, filmmaking, etc. In 

June 2018, Mr. Samarth releases a book ‘Mah Lyf Mah Rhulz’ which is a detailed rendition 

of his life and experience in more than fifty chapters. In it, he describes his privileges, 

struggles and achievements and also his friendships and relationships with the members of 

the industry. A substantial part of his book covers topics like the meaning of life, love, 

friendship, sexuality, and general philosophy.  

 

 
1 This moot proposition is drafted Ms. Simona Sahira Waheed, Assistant Professor, with useful and important 

insights from Mr. Ashwary Sharma, Assistant Professor. 



 
Facts relating to First Samarth Dhingra Case 

 

3. Mr. Madhav Shastri (aka Maddy), a producer, makes a movie ‘Salacious Sameer’ which 

deals with the life of the son of a famous movie director and the story is quite similar to 

the story of Mr. Dhingra, except the part which portrays the protagonist (named Sameer) 

having an illicit homosexual  relationship with an actor. The movie is released in February 

2019 and is met with a lot of success, mostly due to its scandalous nature. Several 

YouTubers also make videos reviewing the film and making parodies of the same. 

 

4. In October 2019, Mr. Dhingra brings a suit for damages for defamation against Mr. Madhav 

along with a suit for infringement of copyright in his book before the District Court. Mr. 

Madhav (aka Maddy) argues that he has not infringed copyright of Mr. Dhingra as his 

movie is not an adaptation of the book; rather he had disclosed the plot of the movie to Mr. 

Dhingra when they met at a party in September 2018 and were discussing the idea of Mr. 

Dhingra directing the same. He further argues that there is no case of defamation because 

the book is not based on the life of Mr. Dhingra but an entirely fictional work for which a 

disclaimer is given in the beginning of the movie. 

 

5. The District Court finds in favour of Mr. Dhingra and passes an injunction against the 

movie ‘Salacious Sameer’ as it is a copyright infringement of his book. However, no 

damages are awarded in this respect and the court does not find a case for defamation either.  

 

6. Mr. Dhingra appeals to the High Court against the judgement of the District Court and 

seeks to enhance the injunction to a global blocking of all content relating to the film and 

damages of Rs. 5,00,000 towards his defamation. 

 

Facts Relating to 2nd Samarth Dhingra Case 

 

7. Ms. Reena is a journalist and a voracious reader. She is also the self-proclaimed ‘best fan’ 

of Mr. Samarth Dhingra. She follows Mr. Dhingra’s life very closely and has written a lot 



 
about his life and work. She has interviewed Mr. Dhingra on various occasions in the past. 

She is a huge admirer of Mr. Dhingra’s many talents and considers him as the biggest 

source of inspiration in her life. When she learnt that Mr. Dhingra’s book has been 

published, she immediately rushed to the nearest book store and got a copy of the book for 

herself. As she started reading, she noticed that the content and the language of the book 

seems oddly familiar to her. Her whole world came crashing down when she realised that 

most of the chapters of his book are unoriginal. She was certain that the chapters on love 

were directly copied from Benjamin Jowett’s translation of Plato’s ‘Symposium’; 

similarly, the chapters on friendship were taken from the works of Ralph Waldo Emerson, 

selected, edited, and annotated by Edna H.L. Turpin originally published by Charles E. 

Merrill and Co. in 1907. To confirm her suspicions, she ran a plagiarism check on a 

computer software and was shocked to find out that most of the chapters have been directly 

picked up from famous public domain works without giving any acknowledgement to the 

original authors.  

 

8. Ms. Reena was utterly disappointed and disgusted after reading the book. She felt that Mr. 

Dhingra was an imposter and a cheater who has no substance and was able to make a 

popular public image by manipulating and cheating people. Enraged by this, she scanned 

26 chapters of Mr. Dhingra’s book and published them on her blog with a side-by-side 

comparison of Mr. Dhingra’s chapter with the original works.  

 

9. Aggrieved by this, Mr. Dhingra and his publisher brought a civil suit against Ms. Reena 

contending that Ms. Reena violated their copyright by publishing 26 chapters of Mr. 

Dhingra’s book on her blog. Ms. Reena claimed that the chapters were copied from public 

domain works without giving the authors any acknowledgment. Mr. Dhingra has published 

a public domain work by other authors in his name thereby playing a fraud on public. To 

this claim, Mr. Dhingra and his publisher argued that no copyright exists in public domain 

works so they had not violated any law in publishing the book. Furthermore, they 

contended that these chapters, despite being word-to-word copy of the original work, 

provide a perspective to the reader to understand the life and work of Mr. Dhingra. 

Therefore, it is not a mere re-publication in Mr. Dhingra’s name, but adds value to the 



 
original public domain work thereby making it original. The District Court gave its verdict 

in favour of Mr. Dhingra and his publisher directing Ms. Reena to delete the blog post and 

to pay a compensation of Rs. 50 Lakhs to Mr. Dhingra and his publisher. The court, in its 

judgement, observes that no one can claim copyright over public domain works so no right 

was infringed.  

 

10. Ms. Reena files an appeal in the High Court against the judgement of the District Court. 

Mr. Frank Castle, the great-grandson of Mr. Edward Waldo Emerson files and intervening 

application. 

 

11. Considering Mr. Dhingra’s old age, the Court has decided to hear the two cases concerning 

him back to back.  


