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* IN THB HIGH COURT OF' DELHI

+ IrA.o(os) 15312013

I\IIUATE INTERNET SERVICE,S|

P\TT. LTD. & ANR.

AT NEW DELHI

Through: Ivtr'. Sudhir Chandra' Sr' Advocate

u'ith Ms' GaYatri RoY' Mr' Thomas

Cieorge, Mr' Udit Sood' Advocates

versus

S'[AR INDIA PVT. LTD' & ANR" ""' Respondents-fftr*gh, 
lvlr' Parag Trip{hr, Sr' Advocate with

lvl.r. Saikrishna RajagoPal'

lVir.Sidharth ChoPra & Ms' Sneha

.tain, Advocates for R-t
lVIr. Amit Sibal' Ms' R' RangaswamY'

lv1s. Itaman Kumar' Mr' Prateek

Chadha, Ms' Ranjeeta Rohatgi &

N{r'Rahul Mascarenhas' Advocates

frrr R-3/BCCI

FAO(OS) t60120r3

IfNMOBILE GLOBAL LIMITED ..... ApPellant

Through: IvIr. Sanjay Jain, Sr' Advocate with

lMr. HaideeP Singh Anand,

lMs.Vandani Sehgal, Mr' Rohan
'Thawani, Ms. Noor Anand' Ms'

nu.hi Jain & Ms' P' Kaur, Advocates

..... APPellants
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Through:

FAO(OS) t6tl20r3

IDEA CELLULAR LTD.

FAO(os) 153,160 & 161/2013

ldr. Maninder Singh, Sr' Advocate

ivith Mr. Saikrishna RajagoPal'

fufi.bopuf Jain, Mr'sidharth Chopra &

fufu. Sn.ttu Jain, Advocates for R-l

lMr. Amit Sibal, Ms' R' RangaswamY'

Mr. Rutun Kutnar, Mr' Prateek

Chadha, Ms. Ranjeeta Rohatgi &

Mr.Rahul Mascarenhas, Advocates

for R-2/BCCI

..... ResPondent

..... APPellant
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versus

STAR INDIA PRTVATE LIMI:I]]D & ANR'

Through: Mr. Neeraj K' Kaul' Ms' Sonali

Jaitley, Mi' Harsimrato Mr' Naveen

Chawla, Mr' Eshan Manchanda'

Advocates

versus

STAR INDIA PVT' LTD' & ANR' ""' Respondents
^fhrough' 

Dr' Abhishek Manu Singhvi' Sr'

Advocate with Mr' Saikrishna

RajagoPal, Mr'sidharth ChoPra &'

fuft' Sntftu Jain' Advocates for R-1

Mr. Amit Sibal, Ms' R' RangaswamY'

Ms. Raman Kumar, Mr' Prateek-

Chadha, Ms. Ranjeeta Rohatgi &

Mr.Rahul Mascarenhas, Advocates

for R-2/BCCI
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CORAM:
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE IJ. RAVINDRA BHAT
HON'BLEMR.JU$TICE|]UDBRSHANKUMARMISRA

ORDER
ol, 20.03.20L3

These appeals are directed against an order of the learned Single

Jrrdge dated 13.02.2013. This Court is of the opinion that having regard to

the number of counsel and number of tnatters, as well as the uature of the

a,rguments, the appeals would have to be heard finally'

Counsel for the appellant urges that this Court should suspend

opr:ration of the impugned order since it is based on lvrong pretnises and

assumptions. It is urged that the appellants, who are technology providers'

content aggregators and cellular operators, have uninhibited right to tralsmit

ttrlre SMSs and other forms of text 1io the cell phone subscribers'

Counsel for the respondenlls/successful plaintiffs' on the other hand'

rely upon some portions of the Media Rights Agreement and subrnit that the

cleflrnitions of .,Mobile Activation Rights" and of "Mobile Rights"

encompass all forms of communLiroatiotls, including SMS alerts to the cell

phone subscribers.

Apparently, during the perrrlency of the proceedings, the court had

rlirected some of the appellants to <leposit a total amount of Rs' 15 Lacs'

Having regard to the overall circumstances of the case, the Court is of

t;hr: opinion that the matters require urgent hearing and shall accordingly be

tisted on 29il'April,2013 for fina.l disposal'
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Till the next date of hearing, as a purely interim arrangemefit, without

in any marmer expressing th': opinion on the merits of the dispute, the status

quo, as existed on the date o1'the impugnecl order shall be maintained by the

parties provided each of the appellant deposits Rs. l0 Lacs in Court within a

week. The amounts so deposited shall be kept in separate short term Fixed

Deposits by the Registrar to be renewed fiom time to tirne till further orders

of this Courrt.

The appellants are directed to maintain true and lawful accounts of the

receipts in respect of the SMS alerts that they provide to the subscribers.

The same r;hall be made available to the court as and when necessary.


