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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

CIVIL APPEAL NO(s). 7219 OF 2010

BHANUPRASAD D. TRI VEDI Appel | ant (s)

VERSUS

SEC. & EXCH. BOARD OF | NDI A Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for stay and office report )
(for final disposal)

WTH Civil Appeal NO 7290 of 2010
(Wth appln.(s) for stay and office report)
(For final disposal)

Cvil Appeal NO 9777 of 2010
(Wth office report)
(For final disposal)

Cvil Appeal NO 9834 of 2010
(Wth office report)
(For final disposal)

Date: 17/07/2013 These Appeals were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE SURI NDER SI NGH NI JJAR
HON BLE MR. JUSTI CE RANJAN GOGO

For Appellant(s) M. K V. Vishwanat han, Sr.Adv.

M. N khil Nayyar, Adv.
Ms. Pritha Srikumar lyer, Adv.
M. T.V.S. Raghavendra Sreyas, Adv.

Ms. Nikhil Goel, Adv.
Ms. Naveen Goel, Adv.
M. Marsook Bafaki, Adv.
M. A. Venayagam Bal an, Adv.

For Respondent (s)

G E. Vahanvati, AG of India
Prat ap Venugopal , Adv.

Sur ekha Raman, Adv.

Anuj Sarnma, Adv.

Gaurav Nair, Adv.

SSESS



M. Debrish Bhuyan, Adv.
For MS. K. J. John & Co., Adv.
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UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

C. A NO 7219 COF 2010

Thi s appeal is disposed of as having beconme infructuous
in terms of the signed order

C. A NO 7290 CF 2010

This appeal is disposed of in terns of the signed order

C. A NO 9834 COF 2010

This appeal is dismissed in terns of the signed order

C. A NO 9777 OF 2010

This appeal is disposed of as having becone infructuous

in terms of the signed order

(Sukhbir Paul Kaur) (I'ndu Bal a Kapur)

Court Master Court Master

(Signed order is placed on the file)

I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A

ClVIL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 7219 COF 2010

| BHANUPRASAD D. TRI VEDI | Appel | ant (s)

Ver sus

| SECURI TI ES AND EXCHANGE BOARD OF | NDI A | Respondent (s)



Wl TH

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 7290 COF 2010

BHANUPRASAD D. TRI VEDI Appel | ant (s)

Ver sus

SECURI TI ES AND EXCHANGE BOARD OF | NDI A Respondent (' s)

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 9834 COF 2010

CHANDRAKANT AMRATLAL PAREKH Appel | ant (s)
Ver sus
SECURI TI ES AND EXCHANGE BOARD OF | NDI A Respondent ( s)

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 9777 COF 2010

CHANDRAKANT AMRATLAL PAREKH Appel | ant (s)
Ver sus
SECURI TI ES AND EXCHANGE BOARD OF | NDI A Respondent ( s)
ORDER

CIVIL APPEAL NO. 7219 OF 2010
As the period of debarnment is over, no wuseful purpose
will be served in passing any reasoned order in the present civi
appeal. The same is, accordingly, disposed of as having becone
i nfructuous.
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ClVIL APPEAL NO. 7290 OF 2010
By the inpugned order dated 5th July, 2010, the
Securities Appellate Tribunal (for short, 'the SAT') had dism ssed the
appeals filed by the appellant herein with slight nodification in the
order passed by the Securities and Exchange Board of India. The
appel l ant has challenged the aforesaid order of SAT



on various grounds which pertains to the interpretation of, inter-
alia, Sections 15(1), 11(2) and 15J of the Securities and Exchange
Board of India Act, 1992 (for short, "the SEBI’). The nmain contention
of M. K V. Vishwanat han, |earned senior counsel appearing for the
appellant is that he has not facilitated M. Jayesh P. Khandwala to

make ill-gotten gains by routing the funds and shares received from
Roopal Panchal through its account. It appears t hat simlar
submi ssi ons have been nade before us in the case of Securities and
Exchange Board of India versus Jayesh P. Khandwala in GCvil Appea

Nos. 882-884 of 2013.

Upon consideration of the entire matter, the case was
remanded back to SEBI for reconsideration. M. K V. Vishwanat han
submits that it would be appropriate for this Court to adopt the sane
course of action in the present matter.

M. GE Vahanvati, |learned Attorney GCeneral appearing
for the SEBI submits that his client
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woul d consent to the remand provided all issues are Kkept open
including the direction for providing list of assets, as directed by
us earlier, by order dated 3rd May, 2013
In view of the above, this appeal is disposed of by
remanding the matter to SEBI; keeping all the issues open and with a
direction to the appellant to conply with the wearlier direction in
relation to furnishing of assets.
ClVIL APPEAL NO. 9834 COF 2010
We have heard | earned counsel for the appellant as well
as learned Attorney General appearing for the SEBI
The Civil Appeal is disnssed.

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 9777 OF 2010
As the period of debarnent is over, no wuseful purpose
will be served in passing any reasoned order in the present civi
appeal. The same is, accordingly, disposed of as having becone
i nfruct uous.

( SURI NDER SI NGH NI JJAR)

(RANJAN GOGO )
New Del hi ,
July 17, 2013



