"/ 1 TEM NO. 2+37 COURT NO. 1 SECTI ON XV
SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Item No. 2 :
I.A Nos.78 & 82-84, 85 & 86 of 2017 in Cvil Appeal No(s).
10660/ 2010
CENTER FOR PIL & ORS. Appel I ant ('s)
VERSUS
UNION OF I NDI A & ORS. Respondent ( s)
for directions, intervention and inpleadnent and office report)
Item No. 37 :

SLP(Crl.)No........ /2017 (Diary No.3857/2017)
Speci al Public Prosecutor 2G Spectrum Scam Cases
Vs.

Dayani dhi Maran & O's.

(Wth office report)

Date : 03/02/ 2017 These matters were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON&#39; BLE THE CHI EF JUSTI CE
HON&#39; BLE MR. JUSTI CE N. V. RAMANA
HON&#39; BLE DR. JUSTI CE D. Y. CHANDRACHUD

or Appearing parties :

Prashant Bhushan, Adv.

Pranav Sachdeva, Adv.

Neha Rat hi, Adv.

Mukul Rohat gi , AG

Neeraj Kshan Kaul , ASG

L. Vi shwanat han, Adv.

Gauri Rasgotra, Adv.

Raunak Dhil | on, Adv.

Geor ge Varghese, Adv.

r Ms. Cyril Amarchand Mangal das, Advs.

Pi nky Anand, ASG

P.S. Narasi mha, ASG

P. K. Ml l'ick, Adv.

Raj i v Nanda, Adv.
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Tushar Bakshi, Adv.
Raj esh Ranj an, Adv.
Swar upanma Chat urvedi , Adv.
Sni dha Mehr a, Adv.
Karan Set h, Adv.
Ansh Singh Lut hra, Adv.
Sonya Rat hor e, Adv.
Saudam ni Shar ma, Adv.
Kriti ka Sachdeva, Adv.
R R Raj esh, Adv.
B. K. Prasad, Adv.
G S. Makker, Adv.
K. Par meshwar, Adv.
Tushar Meht a, ASG
Arijit Prasad, Adv.
Sant osh Kunar, Adv.
Raj at Nai r, Adv.
Pranav Kumar, Adv.
M K. Marori a, Adv.
Raj esh Ranj an, Adv.
T. A. Khan, adv.
Sadhna Sandhu, Adv.
Ani | Katiyar, Adv.
Anand G over, Sr.Adv.,

Public Prosecutor (In-person)
Soni a Mat hur, Adv. ,

Publ i ¢ Prosecutor
M hir Samson, Adv.
Chi tral ekha Das, Adv.
A.M Singhvi, Sr. Adv.
Si ddharth Lut hra, Sr. Adv.
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Mahesh Agarwal , Adv.
Shal | y Bhasi n, Adv.
Neeha Nagpal , Adv.

Chai t anya Saf aya, Adv.
Akshat Hansari a, Adv.
Shruti Garg, Adv.

Avi shkar Si nghvi, Adv.
M. E.C. Agrawal a, Adv.
R. Venkat aramani, Sr. Adv.
Nandi ni Gor e, Adv.

Abhi nay, Adv.

Neha Khandel wal , Adv.
A. Radhakri shnan, Adv.
Ani sh R Shah, Adv.
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Yashraj Singh Bundel a, Adv.
Sandeep Kapur, Adv.
Vir Singh Sandhu, Adv.
Mani k Kar anj awal a, Adv.
I shan Shi vakumar, Adv.
s. Karanjawal a & Co., Advs.
Arvind Datar, Sr. Adv.
Shyel Trehan, Adv.
E. Vahanvati, Adv.
Pri yanka Roy, Adv.
r Ms. Liz Mathew, Adv.
Manal i Si nghal , Adv.
Sant osh Sachi n, Adv.
Abhijat P. Medh, Adv.
Rohit Kaul , Adv.
Deepak Singh Rawat, Adv.
Sant osh Kumar Tri pat hi, Adv.
S. K. Verma, Adv.
Abhi nav Mukerji, Adv.
M. Arvind Kumar Sharna, Adv.

Navi n Chaw a, Adv.
Anupam Lal Das, Adv.
Dhar mendra Kumar Si nha, Adv.
Gaurav Kejriwal, Adv.
Devvr at , Adv.

M. Siddharth Singla, Adv.
S. Ramanani , Adv.
Ni ranj ana Si ngh, Adv.

M . Kaushi k Poddar, Adv.
s Suresh A Shroff & Co., Adv.
M. Chandra Prakash, Adv.

M. Shreekant N. Terdal, Adv.

M. Vishwajit Singh, Adv.
Dr. Subramani an Swamy, | n- per son
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I n-person
UPON hearing the counsel the Court nmde the follow ng
ORDER
A Nos.78, 82- 84, 85 & 86 of 2017 in Cvil Appeal

No. 10660/ 2010 :
1. W& have heard | earned counsel for the parties.
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2. W are i nformed, t hat in furtherance of t he Mot i on
Bench order dat ed 6 th

January, 2017, publication was duly
made in t wo | eadi ng newspapers in Mal aysi a, and yet,
neit her of t he f our accused ment i oned in par agr aph 5 of
t he order dat ed 6 th

January, 2017, nanel vy, accused
Nos.iii-M. August us Ral ph Mar shal |, iv- M. Ananda
Krishna  Tat paranandam vi-Ms. Astro Al Asia  Networks
Limted and vii-Ms. Maxi s Conmruni cat i ons Ber had,

Mal aysi a, have r esponded to t he sunmmons i ssued to t hem



nor have t hey ent er ed appear ance bef ore this Court, for
seeki ng nmodi fi cati on of t he above or der (dated 6 th
January, 2017).
3. The order dat ed 6 th

January, 2017, suggest ed a

course  of action, t hat may be adopted for procuring the
attendance of the above-nenti oned accused persons. It is

now submitted, t hat t he suggest ed manner may not be
appropri at e. W agr ee with t he submi ssi ons. W are
therefore of t he Vi ew, t hat it is necessary to clearly
express, for t he under st andi ng of t he accused concer ned,

t hat somne ot her appropriate order for achi evi ng t he
purpose, besides the one suggested by our order dated 6 th

January, 2017, may also be adopted. In such a situation

al so, in case, t he accused do not respond or ent er

appear ance, it will not be open to any of them to raise
any obj ecti on, with ref erence to any nonet ary | oss, t hat

may be caused, as a result of our order
4. In order to denonstrate the position hi ghl i ght ed

during t he course of heari ng, on behal f of M s. Airce
Ltd. and M s. Di shnet Wrel ess Ltd., | ear ned counse
seeks a short adj our nnent , to enabl e him to obtain

instructions, and place further nmaterial on the record of
this case. Prayer is allowed
5. The needful shall be done by 8 th
February, 2017
6. List for further consi derati on on 10 th

February,
2017.
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(SLP(Crl.)No.......... /2017 (Diary No. 3857/2017)

1. List the matter on 8 th
February, 2017
2. Liberty to anend the petition
3. Petitioner to file amended petition by 6 th

February,
2017.
(Sarita Purohit) (Renuka Sadana )
Court Master Assi stant Regi strar



