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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

                       CIVIL APPEAL NO(s). 2306 OF 2010
                        BEFORE THE REGISTRAR S.G. SHAH

UNION OF INDIA                                             Appellant (s)

                    VERSUS

VERTEX BROADCASTING CO.(P)LTD.&ORS.                Respondent(s)
(With office report)
WITH Civil Appeal NO. 2307 of 2010
(With office report)
Civil Appeal NO. 2308 of 2010
(With office report)
Civil Appeal NO. 2309 of 2010
(With prayer for interim relief and office report)

Date: 16/07/2010       This Appeal was called on for hearing today.

For Appellant(s)
                         Mr. Chandan Sharma, Adv.
                        Mr. Rajeev Sharma,Adv.
                        Ms. Surbhi Mehta, Adv.
                        M/s. Prathiba M Singh, Adv.
                        Mr. Abhinav Mukerji

For Respondent(s)
                         Ms.   Jasleen K. Oberoi, Adv.
                         M/S   Suresh A. Shroff & Co.
                         Ms.   Priyadeep, Adv.
                         Mr.   Umesh Kumar Khaitan

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

           The    learned    counsel     for   the   appellant   in   C.A.

Nos.2307 and 2308/2010 has to pay process fee on or before

24.7.2010.

           If it is not paid before 24.7.2010, list before the

Hon’ble   Judge   in    Chambers   for   non-prosecution    against    the

unserved respondents.
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           Though process fee is due since 26.2.2010, it is

unfortunate     that    the     learned   Advocates    appearing      for    the

appellants do not agree with the facts on record.

           In the present case, on last occasion also, it was

stated that process is paid whereas, in fact, process fee                    was

paid in one Civil Appeal only though there are three separate

SLPs.   Because    of    such    wrong    statement   by    the   petitioner,

matter is being delayed for couple of months.



           The learned Advocate, Mr. A. Chaman, Advocate and Ms.

Priyadeep accept notice on behalf of the sole respondent in CA

No.2307/2010 and for all the respondents in CA No.2308/2010

respectively and seek time to file vakalatnama.                    Since they

were present at SLP stage, their appearance is to be recorded

as such.

           It     is    disclosed    by   the     learned   counsel    for    the

respondents of CA No.2307/2010 that it is a separate appeal and

they will take appropriate steps.

           Registry has to take appropriate steps, as per rule

for listing.

           List again on 13.8.2010.

                                                            (S.G. SHAH)
                                                             Registrar
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