$~13.
* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
+ CS(COMM) No0.846/2016 & IA No0.8321/2016 (under Order XX XIX Rules
1&2 CPC).
BENNETT COLEMAN & COMPANY LIMITED .. Plaintiff
Through: Mr. Kunal Tandon, Ms. Nidhi Jain and
Mr. Shashank Shekher, Advs.

VErsus

FUTURE VISION BROADCAST PRIVATE LIMITED
ANDORS Defendants
Through: Mr. Sanjay K. Chadha, Adv.
CORAM:
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE RAJIV SAHAI ENDLAW
ORDER
%o 23.12.2016

1. This order is in continuation of yesterday’s order.

2. The counsel for all the three defendants states that the defendants have no
objection to a decree for permanent injunction in terms of prayer paragraphs (a),
(b), (c) and (f) of the plaint being passed in favour of the plaintiff and against the

defendants. It is further stated that the plaintiff has agreed to give up the other

reliefs.
3. The counsel for the plaintiff does not press for other reliefs.
4. A decree is passed in favour of the plaintiff and against the three

defendants in terms of prayer paragraphs (a), (b), (c) and (f) of the plaint, leaving
the parties to bear their own costs.

5. Decree sheet be prepared.

6. In view of aforesaid, the cost imposed yesterday on the defendants are
waived.

RAJIV SAHAI ENDLAW, J
DECEMBER 23, 2016

3 b



