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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

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl) No(s).6978/2010

(From the judgement and order dated 05/08/2010 in            CRLP No.
378/2009 of The HIGH COURT OF A.P AT HYDERABAD)

APURVA PUROHIT                                        Petitioner(s)

                  VERSUS

STATE OF A.P.& ANR                                    Respondent(s)

(With appln(s) for ex-Parte stay)

Date:19/08/2010 This Petition was called on for mentioning today.

CORAM :
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE MARKANDEY KATJU
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE T.S. THAKUR

For Petitioner(s)      Mr. Harish N. Salve, Sr. Adv.
                       Mr. U.U.Lalit Sr. Adv.
                       Mr. Sandeep Kapur, Adv.
                       Mr. Shivek rehan, Adv.
                       Mr. Udit Mendiratta, Adv.
                       Mr. Mazag Andrabi, Adv.
                       Mr. Ronak, Adv.for
                       M/S. Karanjawala & Co.

For Respondent(s)      Mr. Ranjit Kumar, Sr. Adv.
                       Mr. Sridhar Potaraju,Adv.
                       Mr. Julius, Adv.

             UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                                 O R D E R

              Taken on Board.

              Issue notice.

           Mr. Sridhar Potaraju, Advocate appears and waives
    service of notice on behalf of respondent No.2. Service of
    notice on respondent No.1 is dispensed with for the time
    being.
       Mr. Harish Salve, learned senior counsel for the
petitioner submits that a Civil Suit has been filed by Music
Broadcast Pvt. Ltd., of which the petitioner is the CEO,
which suit is presently pending in the High Court of Bombay.
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       He further submits that the company would either
secure an order of injunction against respondent No.2,
complainant in the criminal complaint or else persuade the
High Court to make an ad interim arrangement protecting and
securing the interest of the said respondent.      He lastly
submits that the proceedings before the Magistrate could, in
that view, be stayed for a period of six weeks from today to
enable the company as also the petitioner herein to do the
needful, as indicated above.

       In the circumstances, therefore, we stay the



proceedings before the Magistrate for a period of six weeks
from today.

       Needless to say that this order shall not be
understood to be expressing any opinion on the merits of the
case before the High Court of Bombay.

(Parveen Kr. Chawla)                          ( Indu Satija )
    Court Master                                Court Master

         [copy of the order be given dasti]


