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| TEM NO 103 COURT NO 12 SECTI ON | X
SUPREMECOURTOF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
G vil Appeal No(s) . 243/ 2007
RAMKRI SHNA SEKSARI A Appel | ant ('s)
VERSUS
SECURI TI ES & EXCHANGE BCARD OF | NDI A&ANR Respondent ( s)

(with office report)

W TH
C. A No. 319/2007
(Wth Ofice Report)

Date : 06/10/ 2015 These appeals were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE VI KRAMAJI T SEN
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE SHI VA KI RTI Sl NGH

For Appellant(s)
In C A 243/ 07

Raj eev Kumar, Adv.
Pukhr anmbam Ranesh Kumar, Adv.
Sumt Kumar Vats, Adv.

For Respondent (s)
In both matters

Chander Uday Singh, Sr. Adv.
Dhawal Mehrotra, Adv.
Bhargava V. Desai, Adv.
Saunmya Mehrotra, Adv.

Ri shi Gautam Adv.

SFS5s 555

UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

Appeal s are dismssed in terns of the Signed Oder.

Signature Not Verified

Digitally signed by

( NEELAM GULATI ) (SUVAN JAIN)
Usha Rani Bhar dwaj
Dat e: 2015. 10. 09
16:45:29 I ST
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER
(Signed Oder is placed on the file)
Reason:

1

I'N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

Cl VI L APPEAL NO(S). 243 OF 2007

RAVKRI SHNA SEKSARI A Appel | ant (s)



VERSUS

SECURI TI ES & EXCHANGE BOARD OF | NDI A& ANR.

WTH
Cl VI L APPEAL NO(S) .
ORDER
IN ClVIL APPEAL NO 243 OF 2007
Thi s Appeal enmanat es f
Securities Appel | ate Tri bunal (in

inter alia that a son cannot claimbenefit of fe

merely on the basis that his father was a regist

a St ock Exchange. So far as
concerned, it stands settled on all fours by the
this Court in "N khil Kanchanlal Vakharia vs. Se
Exchange Boar d of I ndi a" (2008)
Appel | ant .

Lear ned Counsel for t he
t hese matters the fee liability statenment was

consi dered by SAT. It is submtted that

why the Review was fil ed.
2

We have perused the Order passed by

to t he Revi ew Appl i cation. It
question was not argued or raised by the |earned
t he Appel | ant bef ore t he SAT

before us has not succeeded in
guesti ons whi ch essentially factua

bef ore t he SAT. In these circunstance

fall within the postulation of Section 15Z of th

and Exchange Board of India Act, 1992

di sm ssed
Cl VI L APPEAL NO. 319 OF 2007

The fact situation is alnost id

Respondent (s)

319 OF 2007

rom a deci si on of t he

short "the SAT") hol di ng

e continuity
ered nenber of

this question of | aw

deci si on of
curities &

7 SCC 336 agai nst t he

states t hat in

Appel | ant
not separately

this is the reason

the SAT in regard

clearly states t hat this

Counsel for

Lear ned Counsel appeari ng

per suadi ng us t hat t hese

in nat ur e, rai sed
t he Appea

e Securities

wer e
S, does not

It is accordingly

entical in materia



content to that in C A No. 243 of 2007. However, there is no
appear ance on behal f of t he Appel | ant . Consequent |y this

Appeal al so stands di sm ssed.

(SHI VA KI RTI SI NGH)
NEW DELHI
Cct ober 06, 2015



