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E IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI‘AT NEW DELHI

+ CS(OS) 777/200°F" i
Judgment delive}red on:12.12.2005

EASTERN BOOK COMPANY & OTHERS....%Iaintiffs/App.”canfs

versus
Mr DEEPAK KAPOOR & ANOTHER IJefendants/Alleged
Contemnors ‘
Advocates who appeared in this case:- (J j
For the Plaintiff ¢ Mr Sai Krishna with Mr Rajgapal and Mr Sidharth

E Chopra ‘

For the DefendantNo.1 : Mr Gaurav Liberhan

For the Defendant No.2 : M Vinay Bhasin, Sr Advocate with Ms Pratibha
’ M. Singh and Ms Meera Qhatare iy

CORAM:- | ‘
HON'BLE MR JUSTICE BADAR DURREZ AHMED |

1. Whether the Reporters of local papers may be
allowed to see the judgment?

2. To be referred to the Reporter or not?

3. Whether the judgment should be reported in the
Digest?

. §
BADAR DURREZ AHMED, J (ORAL)
1. Mr Surinder Melik (plaintiff No.3 and on behalf of the plaintiff
Nos. 1 & 2) and Ms Privanka (pirector of the defendant No.2 as also on \behau‘

of the defendant No.1) are present in court and they state that the parties have
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arrived at an amicable seti’emect. They have also sta!ked that the amicable
settlement has been reported to the court by the counsel for the parties ‘and the
same’ is being made part of this order. They stated that they hav:e fully
understood the contents of the settlement and are responsible for the settlement.
They undertook full responsibility acting on their own behalf as wel‘; as on

behalf of their respective companies.

2. In the suit, the claim of the plaintiffs is that their Copyright in
the head notes, short notes, ecitorial notes and the copy-edited text of the
judgments of the Supreme Cour! as published in their “Supreme Court Cases”

(SCC) Journal has been ififringed by the Defendants. o

3. The defendants have stated before this court that for the period
prior to 2001 they have relied upon various primary and secondary sources
including SCC journal for obtaining the text of Supreme Court judgments. The
defendants, do not dispute‘the “opyright of the plaintiffs in the head notes,
short notes, footnotes ar;d‘ editorial notes. The defendants do not admit the
plaintiffs' claim to Copyr%gln in“:he text of the judgments or in the copy edited
text of the judgments as published in SCC Journal. However, in order tc
amicably resolve this matter, the Defendants, without prejudice, quggake the

following:
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i)  Defendants undertake to replace / remove the téxt of the Supreme
Court judgments in insiances taken from SCC [Journal with tt;eir
own text of judgments and additions/¢ross-citations and editori%;l
inputs in their CD Rbms, websites or any pther medium of
pub]ication“wi:thin a period of six months commencing from the
date of this order. |

|
ii) The Defendants further undertake that in future they will ‘tot

source the text of the jrdgments from SCC Journal to incorporate

4. It is undertaken oy all the parties that the present order will hot

the same in their CD Roms, websites or other media,

be publicised by any of them in any other form and the same shall be without

any distortion.

5. So as to enatle the plaintiffs to monitor compliance by the
defendants with this order, the defendants will, for a period of one year
commencing on June 1, 2006, supnly to the plaintiffs a copy of the CD-
ROM/publications containing all furiher updates, relating to judgments of the
Supreme Court and also provide access for the said period to the Supreme Cor-t
section of their website as is provided to their regular subscribers with

unlimited access facility.
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6. The parties state that in view of the aforesaid terms. of

settlement, the suit itself need not be proceeded with any further. Accordingly,
the suit is disposed of in the above terms with the consent of all the parties.
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