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 SLP(C)No. 3909 OF 2003
  ITEM No.32                 Court No. 9                  SECTION XIIA

                S U P R E M E   C O U R T   O F   I N D I A
                          RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

   Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No.3909/2003

   (From the judgement and order dated 07/02/2003 in CMP 4039/03
    in CMA 843/03 of The HIGH COURT OF A.P  AT HYDERABAD)

  M/S. INDUS IND MEDIA & COMMUNICATION LTD                  Petitioner (s)

                              VERSUS

  STAR INDIA PVT. LTD.                                      Respondent (s)
  ( With Appln(s). for exemption from filing c/c of the impugned
    Judgment and with prayer for interim relief )

  With SLP(C)No.4000-4001/2003-( With Appln(s).  for exemption from
  filing c/c of the impugned Judgment and with prayer for interim
  relief )

  Date : 10/03/2003 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

  CORAM :
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE SHIVARAJ V. PATIL
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE ARIJIT PASAYAT

  For Petitioner (s)    Mr. P.S. Mishra, Sr.Adv.
                        Mr. L. Nageshwara Rao, Sr.Adv.
                        Mr. G. Ramakrishna Prasad, Adv.
                        Md. Wasay Khan, Adv.
                        Mr. Thota Rajendra Prasad, Adv.
                        Mr. K.C. Sudarshan, Adv.
                        Mr. Jayant Muthuraj, Adv.

  For Respondent (s)    Mr. Anil Dewan, Sr.Adv.
                        Mr. L.K. Bhushan, Adv.
                        Mr. Vikram Dholakia, Adv.
                        Ms. Shiraz C. Patodia, Adv.
                        Mr. K.G. Gopalkrishna, Adv.
                        Mr. N.C. Dua, Adv.

                        Mr. T.R. Andhyarujina, Sr.Adv.
                        Mr. R. Narain, Adv.
                        Mr. Rajan Narain, Adv.
                        Ms. Sampada Narag, Adv.
                        Ms. Sophia Bawan, Adv.

                        Mr. Ashok Desai, Sr.Adv.
                        Mr. A.J. Dhambari, Adv.
                        Mr. Rajiv Mehta, Adv.
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          UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                              O R D E R
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             Heard Senior Counsel for the parties.
             We  do  not find any good ground to interfere  with
       the  impugned order.  However, we would like to add  that
       the  observations made in the impugned order are confined
       for the purpose of the said order.  The appeals stated to
       be  pending  shall be decided on their own  merits.   The
       petitioners  shall furnish the list of sub-operators  and
       subscribers,  as directed in the impugned order.  In case
       there  is any dispute about the subscribers, that is  the
       matter  which  would be examined in the main  proceedings
       either in the suit or in the appeal, as the case may be.
             The  special  leave  petitions   are  disposed   of
       accordingly.
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             Sarita                            (Shelly Sengupta)
                                               Court Master


