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297 Seatement of Sh.Vivek Gautam, S/o late Sh. K.K.Sharma, R/o
1. Mo, 64, Rashi Apartment, Sector-7, Dwarka, New Delhi.

1 SA

t joined the company M/s Bajaj Capital Limited in 1999 as
President (Merchant Banking). After one year, | was made one of the

Divectors in the company. | remained there till August, 2005,

While working in the said company, in the year 2002, M/s Home
Trade was dealing with some of our officers for purchase of bonds and
seeurities. In one case, Bajaj Capital made approximately Rs.1.4 or Rs. 1.5
crores o Home Trade on account of purchasing bonds for one of ifs
clients. Till the tme | was there, Home Trade did not deliver the bonds /
securitics. 1t was therefore a loss to Bajaj Capital. I am not aware what

happened thereafter.

At this stage, Ld. APP wishes to cross examine the witness on some
points on which he is not deposing as per the prosecution case.

Heard and allowed.




SAXXX by Ld. APP for State
Sk Triveni Singh was Legal Officer in Bajaj Capital. { do 1ot

remeniber and i might be possible that | went with Sh. Triveni Singh to
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ice of Crime Branch or any other police official. | do 1ot remember
.

i1 had seen 1any official of Home Trade in the office of Crime Branch or

i‘tiifs’ H O]'(.u :‘)KJUUP

Fam not having anv document in my possession pertaining to th

SRNK by Sh. Santosh Chaurihaa, Ld. Counsel for accused no. 1.3 and

Fused o look after Merchant Bakiig operation x'ﬁ'the company. |
ai avare what Merchant Banking licencas the company was having at
hat dme. | do not know how many transactions took place between the
¥ and Home Trade. | rec all that some transactions had taken place
detiween the two even prior to the transaction in question but | do not
remieniber the details thereol [ do not remember if the PrEVICUS
Hansactions were complete or some of them were stl] to be compleied.
sus working i the company at the time when the fransaction in question
sk Dlace.

D was never pubo nally mvolved in ihefraﬁsacﬁo;a in quest‘ibn but |

Cine to é:now abous the sanie o TR hﬁn there w&a some pr oblem noticed

1 e company. 1Eis WIONE {0 Sy alsely.



XXX by Sh. Anish Kumar Maggo, Ld. Counsel for accused no.2,
1

Fodid not know Sh. Ketan Seth personall

y. I cannot identify his
signature

. 1 do not remember if | had ever mef or tal

Seth i rel

ked to Sh. Ketan
ation to the transaction in questlon Itis wrong
ani deposing falsely.

to suggest that |
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