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BEFORE THE APPELLATE AUTHORITY
(Under the Right to Information Act, 2005)
SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE BOARD OF INDIA

Appeal No. 6942 of 2026

Amol Prabhakar Khandave : Appellant

CPI1O, SEBI, Mumbai : Respondent
ORDER

1. The appellant had filed an application dated April 28, 2026 (received by SEBI on April 28, 2026) under the
Right to Information Act, 2005 (“RTI Act”). The respondent, by a letter dated May 22, 2026 responded to
the application filed by the appellant. The appellant filed an appeal dated June 12, 2026 (Reg. No.
SEBIH/A/P/26/00036; received by the Office of Appellate Authority on June 22, 20206). I have perused
the application, the response of the respondent and the appeal and find that the matter can be decided based

on the material available on record.

2. Queries in the application - The appellant, in his application dated April 28, 2026 sought the following

information:

Q) RId TYg fdsh! ATERIAE Octate Developers LLP T "Consenting Party" TU JHIAY HRUATEE
1. gdied TaTaarEl HIvdre! Wy 31w / feznfAcwr sifaard s fhar $4 rgeary, 1 et
AT Ud diehTed IUas Hee Ta 9 3T, 3= JHGRMY URart UMl 9&H T omn

JMS/URUZD FIe Bl

) RId HAIERAE Octate Developers LLP Tl @W (ﬁ?‘[ PR d SSEGRT) WY HRIdl SEBI DG

3) W ¥d ! TIERMYT Sahara-SEBI Relief Account HE STHT HRUATd Tl IGHEAT Aok
TORMd AT U [9oh! GXAAR e d, ST [&-id, AaER HHid/dd quRitd, Hafdd fard Aigl/arar
ICERUI

Page 10f 2



Appeal No. 6942 of 2026

¥) Octate Developers LLP Tl il GERMAL HE HedIUH dGged Hbldl HIeuardt
(Settlement of Litigation) 10! B H 3T el SR SEBI ®e 3Udsy 3/ eial Wquf Aig, THe
Ju=ita, &1 deufdia ARy sexr

W) Survey No. 10/1 9 10/2, ‘«‘Fﬁﬁ, E@f UM ATTERIIEIEd Octate Developers LLP T HIUG are/Aed
Tcl Bled 3Med Yaldd BRI hHih d Ty / Uit Haprd / [yt deferd ez gaord
ot

IR ) ARl Turar gR
U ) TUTATGR 3R ATHed ;- TUTATgR
¥) 3SIGR GIIE YUMTa 3118 T - AT

3. Reply of the Respondent — The respondent, in response to the application, informed that the as per
available records, no information has been received from Saharas, particularly with respect to the sale of
Propetty of Survey no, 10/1 and 10/2 situated at Village-Dhanoti, Taluka- Haveli District Pune. Accordingly,
the respondent has informed that the information sought with respect to query nos. 1 to 5, including
remittance of amount into SEBI-Sahara Refund Account from sale, if any, of such properties, could not be

ascertained/verified.

4. Ground of appeal — On perusal of the appeal, it appears that the appellant is not satisfied with the reply of

the respondent.

5. I have perused the application and the response provided thereto. On consideration, I find that the
respondent has adequately addressed the queries by providing the information available with him.

Accordingly, I do not find any deficiency in the response of the respondent.

6. Inview of the above observations, I find that there is no need to interfere with the decision of the respondent.

The appeal is accordingly dismissed.

Place: Mumbai RUCHI CHOJER
Date: July 16, 2026 APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE RTI ACT
SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE BOARD OF INDIA
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