| TEM No. 1 COURT NO. 11 SECTI ON XI'V

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
ClVIL APPEAL NO(s). 10660 CF 2010

CENTER FOR PIL & ORS. Appel I ant (s)
VERSUS
UNION OF I NDI A & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for permi ssion to place addl. docunents on record and
intervention and with prayer for interimrelief and office report)

[ For further consideration]

[ For further hearing]

Date: 16/03/2011 This Appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :

HON BLE MR, JUSTICE G S. SI NGHV

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE ASOK KUVAR GANGULY
For Appell ant(s) Prashant Bhushan, Adv.
. Pranav Sachdeva, Adv.

. Subramani an Swany, in-person

.G E. Vahanvati, AG
.I'ndira Jaising, ASG
. Sonam Anand, Adv.
.Rohit Sharma, Adv.
.S. S. Rawat, Adv.

For Respondent (s)

For C.B.I.
& ED

. K. K. Venugopal , Sr. Adv.

. H P.Raval , ASG

. Shwet a Verma, Adv.

. Gopal Shankar narayan, Adv.
.Arvind K. Sharma, Adv.
.Rajiv Nanda, Adv.

. Mukul CGupta, Sr.Adv.
. Anand Vernma, Adv.

. Anchit Sharma, Adv.
Inl.A No.5 .F.S. Nariman, Sr.Adv.

. Mukul Rohatgi, Sr.Adv.
.Navin Chawl a, Adv.
In1.A No.7 . A. M Si nghvi, Sr.Adv.

. C. S. Vai dyanat han, Sr. Adv.
. Manj ul Baj pai, Adv.

. Gopal Jain, Adv.
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In I.A No.6 M. Shanti Bhushan, Sr. Adv.
M. Parthiv Goswam , Adv.

UPON bei ng nmentioned the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

At the commencenent of hearing, |earned Attorney Genera

pl aced before the Court letter dated 14.03.2011 sent to himby the



Regi strar General of the High Court of Del hi conveying the decision
taken by the High Court to nomnate Shri O P.Saini, an officer of
Del hi Hi gher Judicial Service, who is presently posted as Specia
Judge (PC Act) (CBI)-2, New Del hi, Patiala House Courts as the
Speci al Judge to undertake the trial of cases in relation to all
matters pertai ni ng to what has been descri bed as 2-G
excl usivel y.
Learned Attorney Ceneral gave out that he woul d ensure
that two separate notifications are issued by the Central Governnent
in terms of Section 3(1) of the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988
and Section 43(1) of the Prevention of Mney-Laundering Act, 2002
for est abl i shnent of t he Speci al Court to excl usi vel y try
of fences pertaining to what has been terned as 2-G Scam and ot her
rel ated of f ences. Lear ned At t or ney Gener al submitted
appropriate notifications will be issued on or before 29.03.2011.
sShri K. K. Venugopal, |earned senior counsel appearing for
the CBI and the Enforcenent Directorate assured the Court that he
wi || suggest the nane of an advocate, who can be appointed as a
Speci al Public Pr osecut or for conducti ng t he cases bef ore
Speci al Court.
Shri Venugopal then placed befo;e the Court the | atest
Status Report (2 sets) prepared by the CB.I. (as on 14.03.2011) in
seal ed envel opes. The seal ed envel opes were opened in the Court. W
have perused the Report. The Court Masters are directed to re-sea

the Report. This direction has been conplied wth.

Scam

t he

t hat

t he

For further consi derati on, t he case is adj our ned to

29. 03. 2011, on which date transcript of the tapes prepared by the
I ncome Tax Depart ment , whi ch was made avail abl e to t he

Bureau of Investigation, be produced before the Court in a seal ed

Centra

envel ope al ong with t he | at est report on t he status of

i nvestigation.
The request nade by Shri Prashant Bhushan, |earned counse
appearing for the appellant in C A No.10660 of 2010 for appoi ntnent

of two independent persons to assist the Court will be considered on



the next date of hearing.

Whi | e adjourning the case, we nake it clear that no one
i ncludi ng the newspapers shall not interfere with the functioning of
the C.B.I. teamand the officers of the Enforcenment Directorate who
are investigating what has been described as 2-G Scam and the Court
wi Il take serious cogni zance of any endeavour nade by any person or
group of persons in this regard.
I.A No.5 of 2011

This is an application by Cellular Operators Association of
India and three others for being allowed to act as an intervenor in
the proceedings of Civil Appeal No.10660 of 2010.

W have heard Shri F. S. Nari man, | ear ned seni or counse
appearing for the applicants, Shri Praihant Bhushan, |earned counse
for the appellants and Shri Mikul Rohatgi, |earned senior counse
appearing for Reliance |Infocom

In our view, there is no valid ground or justification to
entertain the prayer nmade in the application

The application is accordingly disposed of. It is needless to
say that the investigation which is being carried out by the CB.I.
pursuant to the order passed by this Court shall not adversely
af fect or influence adjudication of any other case which may be
pendi ng before other Court.

I.A No.6 of 2011
Adj ourned to 29.03. 2011
I.A No.7 of 2011
This application has been filed by lIdea Cellular Limted
in the context of order dated 04.03.2011 passed by the Tel ecom
Di sputes Settlenent and Appellate Tribunal, New Del hi in Petition
No. 51 of 2011.
W have heard Dr. A M Si nghvi , | ear ned seni or counse
appearing for the applicant. In our view, order dated 16.12.2010
passed by this Court in C. A No.10660 of 2010 has nothing to do with

the auction of 3-G Spectrum



The application is accordingly disposed of.
I.A No.8 of 2011

The application is disposed of by giving liberty to the
applicant to act as an intervenor.
I.A No.9 of 2011

Li st on 29.03. 2011.
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(Satish K Yadav) (Phool an Wati Arora)
Court Master Court Master



