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

                           RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

                 I.A. NO.1 IN CIVIL APPEAL NO.6969 OF 2004

MAHANAGAR TELEPHONE NIGAM LTD.                              Appellant (s)

                        VERSUS

CELLULAR OPERATORS ASSN. OF INDIA & ORS.                    Respondent(s)

(For stay)

Date: 03/01/2005  This matter was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :

        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE SHIVARAJ V. PATIL

        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE B.N. SRIKRISHNA

For Appellant(s)               Mr. Arun Kathpalia,Adv.

                                             Mr. V.K. Rao,Adv.

                                             Mr. Samir Sagar Vasisht,Adv.

                                             Ms. Madhu Sikri,Adv.

For Respondent(s)              Mr. C.A. Sundaram,Sr.Adv.

                                             Mr. Manjul Bajpai,Adv.

                                             Ms. Bina Gupta,Adv.

                                             Ms. Divya Roy,Adv.

                                             Ms. Mrinalini Chandy,Adv.

                                             Mr. Vivek Tankha,Sr.Adv.

                                             Ms. Shilpa Singh,Adv.

                                             Dr. Harsh Pathak,Adv.

                                             Mr. Hari Krishna Upadhyaya,Adv.

                                             Mr. Maninder Singh,Adv.



                                             Ms. Pratibha M. Singh,Adv.

                                             Mr. Kirti Maan Singh,Adv.

                                             Mr. Angad Mirdha,Adv.

           UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following

                               O R D E R 

                              The learned counsel for the parties states that the interim orde
r

               passed   in   I.A.  No.1   in   Civil   Appeal   No.5546   of   2004   may   al
so   be   made

               applicable  to this case.   Accepting  the  submission of the  learned counsel,

               we order accordingly.

                              The interlocutory application is disposed of accordingly.

               [ T.I. Rajput ]                                         [ Shelly Sengupta ]

                Court Master                                        Court Master


