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UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following
ORDER

In this miscellaneous application, the applicant has
prayed for the following reliefs: -

“a. Allow the present application and replace and
rectify the first paragraph of the Order dated 11"
December 2023 in SLP (C) No0s.26890-26891 of 2023 with
the words;

'When the interim order of the Division Bench of
the High Court of Judicature at Bombay was
questioned before this Court under Article 136 of
the Constitution, the Special Leave Petition
which was filed initially by Bharat Nidhi Limited
was dismissed. The order of the High Court
required SEBI to make a disclosure of documents.

Subsequently, a companion Special Leave Petition
filed by SEBI was also dismissed. However, this
was without prejudice to the proceedings which
were pending before the High Court. The High
Court has, in the course of its impugned order,
reiterated its interim order of directing a
disclosure to be made’.

b. Pass any such further orders/directions which this

Hon'ble Court may deem fit and proper in the facts

and circumstances of the present case.”

We heard Dr. Abhishek Manu Singhvi, the 1learned senior
counsel appearing for the applicants and Mr. Saket Sikri, the
learned counsel appearing for the respondents.

We take notice of the order passed by this Court dated
11.12.2023 wherein, it has been recorded that the special leave
petition which was filed initially by the promoter was dismissed.

This according to the learned counsel appearing for the parties has

been inadvertently recorded because the earlier SLP was not filed
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by a promoter but was filed by the Company.
In such circumstances, the relief as prayed for in this
miscellaneous application is granted.
M.A. No0s.259-260/2024 stand disposed of with the
aforesaid clarification.

Pending application(s), if any, shall stand disposed of.

(SAPNA BISHT) (POOJA SHARMA)
COURT MASTER (SH) COURT MASTER (NSH)
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