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That the present Transfer Petition is being filed in extraordinary

SYNOPSIS AND LIST OF DATES

circumstances where the Petitioner aged 60 years has been accused in
19 criminal cases filed in 4 different states and for last 20 years the
trial has not attained finality even in a single case. Infact, out of the
19 cases, trial in 16 cases have not even begun and in the other 3
cases only few witnesses have been examined while several remain.
The predominant réason behind t‘he delay is the location of witnesses
and accused in making their availability next to impossible. This has
resulted in delay of justice and violation of fundamental riéhl of the
petitioner as it is the case of the petitioner that he has been falsely
implicated in thesc cases and no offence has been committed by the
petitioner, It is in this background that the present trans_fer petition is
being filed to transfer 16 cases pending before different courts 1o be

transferred in Court at Mumbai where 3 cases are alrcady pending so

that the trial could be expeditiously completed.

It is the settled position of law that ordinarily in case where the

al[cg'ation pertains to same nature of transaction all the subsequent
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complaint was made. In that view of the matter the investigation done
suffers from a procedural fault and therefore could have been quashed. It
is submitted that if the casc would have been investigated by one
investing officer, the trial would have been conducted at one place only.
However, since thc;, chagesheet has been ﬁied and the petitioner is facing
trial at different place, in the facts and circumstances, the trial should be
conducted before one court. In this present case, apart from aforesaid
reasons, Mumbai 1s the locatlion where more than one FIR has been .
lodged and therefore the court at Mumbaf would be appropriate court

where the trial fer the case should be conducted. '

Section 406 of Code of Criminal Procedure 1973 gives wide powers to
this Hon’ble Court to transfer when it appears to the court it is

‘expedient in the interest of justice’. In the 'present case there are several

»

reasons why the case needs to be transferred which are as follows:-

I. The allegation regarding commission of offence is common that
is delay in delivery of Government of India securities.

2. Several accused persons are éommén in all the cases who are
located tn Mumbai. Accused has a right to appear in each trial
case and so is required by law which makes it impossible to

attend in cach court, which results in-delay of trial. If the trial is at
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one place, the accused can attend several courts at a time and
there would be no delay in trial.

Several witnesses are also located in Mumbai and that would also
result in expeditious disposal of Trial

. As all cases are spread in different states before various courts al]
over Maharashtra, it is very difficult for all the accused to remain
present in all the courts at one and the same time resulting into
| unnecessary delay as well as inconvenience to not only the
accused but also the prosecuting agenly. This can be gathered
fromthe fact that FIR which has been registered in 2002 and not
yet attained Einality and the trial is pending for last several years.
The further difficulty is that where the petitioner could not attend
the hearing before the trial court a bailable/non-bailable warrants
have been issued against the pélitioner.

. That all the offences registered against M/s Home Trade Ltd. or
against M/s Giltedge Management Services Ltd. arc in 4 states. In
the event all the -offences are not dealt with by one court for its
trial both the prosecution as well as the accused would be put to
unnecessary hardship in as much as the prosecution will have to
produce the same evidence repeatedly_and the accused would
have to test the credibility of that evidence cvery time involving
determination of same question.

. Further, there would be a risk of the one court coming to a
different conclusion from the other court even though cach case is
identical with the other i.¢. the allegation is of non delivery/delay

delivery of Government of India--Securities.
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7. 1t is submitted that the nature of allegation are identical in al] the
cases the interpretation whether delay in delivery of Government
of India securities would attract an offence under Indian Penal
Code or not. To judge the said allegation entire 19 cases need to
be looked into a holistic manner by one court as it is difficult to
contend that in one case delay in delivery will not attract the
offence but in other case it will. The Company including Home
Trade Ltd. during the relevant period has entered into several
transaction of same naturé with 100’s of persons and no
complaint whatsoever has been made by any one of them. Trying
the cases before one Court will be the only way to ensure fair
trial,

8. Further to avoid any complications and inconvenience to both the
partics i.e. prosecution agency and the accused, it is essential that
the case registered be brought under one umbrella before the
same court for its trial in accordance with law.

9. That section 219 of the Cr. P. C is an indicator that if offences of
same kind are committed within a year the same should be
chargr;d together. The idea bchind the said provisions is to
consolidate cases to be tried by One Court so that the same can be

disposed of expeditiously.

LIST OF DATES

DATES EZVENTS §
i —
1989 The petitioner was the Dircctor of M/s Glitedge Management

Services Pvt. Ltd. (hereinafter referred to as ‘the Company’).
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The company has been incorporated on 1989 and since then

has been dealing in stocks and securtties.

In the years 2000 to 2002, all the Co-u(-)perativc banks were

mandatorily required to invest a prescribed percentage of

their surplus funds in Government of India Securities (GOI-
S} to meet their SLR (Statutory Liquidity Ratio)

requirements.

“The company has been engaged in several transactions with
M/s Home Trade Ltd. (HTL) a company registered with
Bombay Stock Exchange and National Stock Exchange and
deals in Government of India Securities. The company had
running book transactions with M/s Ilome Trade Lid. HTL
used to procure physical sccurities from the wvarious
organizatibns &  instititions across India. During the
relc;vant time, HTL was dealing with more than 250
institutions iﬁcluding Banks across India. To give price
benefits to its clients, HTL. used to buy securities in odd lots,
Once securities were received alongwith blank transfer
forms fronﬁ the seller, the next step was to get the securities
and transfer forms verified from the RBI’s Regional offices
in whose jurisdiction the sccurities records were maintained.
If the securities were purchased from different states, they
would be sent to the régional offices of the RBI for
verification. Once verification process was over, next siep

was to get the securities converted into marketable lots and

™3
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simultaneously get them transferred in the name of
HTL. After receiving the duly transferred securities the
HTL would dispatch the same to its respective
customers along with duly blank transfer deeds duly
signed by the authorized signatory of HTL. And if the
customer wished to take delivery of the securities in
SGL form then it required one more step of D-
materialization/conversion of the securities in

electronic form.,

This aforesalid entire process and time involved in the
same was within public domain and especially all
Banks were fully aware about.the time lag between the
issuance of the contract note and actual receipt of the

securities.

o

As alleged company has entered into transaction with
the complainant in some of the FIR’s for delivery of
physical Government _.,"of India Securities. The
Company has in turn entered into transactf_on with M/s
Home Trade Ltd. for providing Government of India
Securities. In the years 2000 to 2002, the GOI-S
security market had seen unprecedented volatility due
to constantly changing Bank rates. The Banks were
flooded .with surplus funds and the GOl Security
market was at all time high during the last 100 years.

due to the volatility in the GOI-S market the security
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prices were going up leaps and bounds. The Bankers

instead of waiting for delivery chose to liquidate their

| buying and book the profits and book another security

which had potential to give them higher returns,

Inttially HTL accommodated all the Banks by buying

{ their securities in its own proprietary books but the
Banks made it a regular practice of indulging into

trading in government securities rather than taking

delivery and holding in their portfolio for purpose of
investment. Such last minute changes in the Banks

decision to not to wait for physical securities already

purchased by them and to buy new securitics again in
‘physic‘al form completely choked up the working

capital of HTL which resulted into delayed deliveries.

Accordingly, Home Trade could not provide the
Government of India Securities and FIR’s came 1o be
registered against the Directors and employees of

Home Trade Lid. and also against the petitioner

alleging collusion and was acting on behall’ of M/s

Home Trade Ltd. The allegations in all the FIR are
same that money has been paid for purchase of
physical Government of India Securities but the same

has not been delivered 10 them.

CASES IN STATE OF GUJARAT
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07.06.2002

That Chairman Morbi Nagriksahkari Bank got FIR No.
22 of 2002 (C.R. No. 1-226 of 2002)dated 07.06.2002
registered at Police Station Morbi City, District Rajkot
against the petitioner and other accused. The said case
has been investigated and chargesheet has been filed
and the SPCS No. 244 012002 is pending trial before
Court of 2ACJM Court, Morbi.

10.06.2002

That the Sheth B.B. Shroff Balsar Peoples Co-op Bank
Ltd. got registered the FIR nol-119/2002 dated |
10.06.2002 at Police Station Valsad City, Valsad
against the petitioner and other accused persons. The
chargesheet has been filed and the Criminal Case No.

2121 of 2002 is pending before CIM Court, Valsad.

13.06.2002

“| investigated by EoW Anand. In the said case the

That the Karamsad Urban Co-Op. Bank Ltd. got the
FIR/M. Case no. 29/2002 dated 13.06.2002 registered at
Police Station, Vidya Nagar, Anand against the

petitioner and other accused. The said case was

chargesheet has been filed and the Criminal Case No.
1578 of 2006 is pending trial before Court of ACIM
Court, Anand.

02.07.2002

That the Surat Mahila Nagrik Cooperative Bank
Limited got the FIR no0.274/2002 dated 02.07.2002
registered U/s 465, 467, 468, 471, 420 t/w 120-B, 114

of TPC at Police Station Urma, Surat against the
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petitioner and other accused persons. In the said case
chargesheet has been filed and a Criminal case
no.9166/2002 is pending trial before ACJM Court,

Surat againsi the petitioner,

16.07.2002

That the Gandevi Peoples Co-op Bank Ltid. got
registered the FIR/Mcase No. 3 of 2002 dated
16.07.2002 at Police Station Gandevi, District-Navsari
against the petitioner and other accused persons. The

chargesheet has been filed and the Criminal Case No. |
2778 of 2004 is pending Trial before 1%CIM Court,

Gandevi

30.07.2002

That the Udhana Citizen Co-op. Bank Lid. filed a|
complaint before Police Station Udhana, Surat for
Cheating, Criminal Misappropriation and criminal
breach of trust. An FIR no. 64/2002 Dated 30.07.2002
was registered against the petitioner with other accused
U/s 406, 409, 420, 465, 467, 468, 471,114 of IPC. In the
said, case the chargesheet has been submiticd and
Criminal Gase No. 101878 of 2003 is pending before
Additional Chief Judicial Magistrate, Surat against the

petitioner.

06.08.2002

That the Surat Nagrik Co-op. Bank Lid. got the FIR
n0.274/2002 dated 06.08.2002 registered at Police

station Varachha, Surat against the petitioner and other

accused persons. In the said case chargeshect has been
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filed and the Criminal case No. 100521 of 2003 18
pending before ACIM Court, Surat,

18.08.2002

That the Navsari Peoples’ Co-op Bank Ltd. got the FIR |
no. 1-93/2002 dated 18.08.2002 registered at Police
Station Navsari Town, Navsari against the petitioner
and other accused persons. The chargesheet has been
filed and the Criminal Case No. 6840/2002 is pending
before CIM Court, Navsari.

30.08.2002

That the Adajan Nagrik Co-op. Bank Ltd. got the FIR
n0.226/2002 dated 30.08.2002 registered U/s 406, 409,
420, 421, 422, 423 r/w 120-B, 34 and 114 of IPC at
Police Station Rander, Surat against the petitioner and
other accused persons. In the said case chargesheet has
been filed and a Criminal Case No.174/2003is pending
Trial before ACIM Court, Surat.

CASES IN GOVT. OF NCT DELHI

04.05.2002

That M/s Bajaj Capital Ltd. got an FIR No. 280 of
2002 dated 04.05.2002 at Police Station Connaught
Place registered against the petitioner and other
accused. After investigation chargesheet has been filed
and the case is pcnding Trial in Criminal Case
No0.40449/2016 pending before Additional Chief

Metropolitan Magistrate: Patiala House Court, New

{ Delhi.

17.06.2002

That M/s V. S. Infrastructure Capital Lid. and M/s
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'PNR Securities Ltd. got the FIR No. 242 of 2002 dated
117.06.2002 registered at Police Station Sarojni Nagar,
Delhi against the petitioner and other accused persons.
The chargesheet has been filed and the Criminal Case
No. 2034203/2016 is pending Trial before Chief
Mectropolitan Magistrate, South, Saket, New Delhi

"CASE IN STATE OF WEST BENGAL

22.08.2002

That Vice Chairman of Bhatpara Naihati Co-operative
Bank Ltd. got the FIR No. 298 of 2002 dated
22.08.2002 registéred at Police Station Jagatdal, 24
North Parganas, West Bengal against the petitioner and
other accused, The chargesheet has been filed and the

- case is pending before the Barrackpore Court, Kolkata

CASES IN STATE OF MAHARASHTRA

25.04.2002

The then Chairman of Nagpur District Central
Cooperative Banks (NDCCRB) lodged F.I.R. N0.97 of
2002 dated 25.04.2002 at Ganeshpeth Police Station,
.Na,gpur for offence punishable under Section 406,420
rw. 34 Indiar Penal Code against 5 Companies
including M/s. Glitedge Management Ltd. As alleged,
i the said transaction there was a delayed delivery of
GOI-S to NDCCB.

29.04.2002

That another FIR as C.R.No. 10! of 2002 dated
29.04.2002 at Ganeshpeth Police Station, Nagpur,

came 10 be registered by the Special Auditor against




P

M

the management of NDCCB alongwith other accused

person including the petitioner

That the Investigation in both the crimes i.e,
C.R.No0.97 of 2002 and C.R.No.101 of 2002, was
conducted by State _ECID, Nagpur  Unit.  After
investigation, chargesheet was filed in the Court of the
learned Judicial Magistrate First Class, Court No. 1,
Nagpur, clubbing both the F.I.R.s since the subject

matter and the documents relied upon in both the |
F.LLR.s were same. The case came to be numbered as
C.C. No. 147 of 2002 and the offences alleged were
under Sections 406, 409, 468.= 471, 1208, 34 Indian
Penal Code. In this case there are 11 accused including

the petitioner and 146 witnesses.

08.05.2002

That FIR at CR.No.102 of 2002 dated 08.05.2002
came to be registered at Pimpri Police Station, Pune, at
the instance of the District Special Auditor, Division-I,
Cooperative Societies, Pune against the Directors and
officer bearers of Shri Sadguru Jangali Maharaj

Sahakari Bank Ltd., Pune and M/s. Home Trade Ltd,

The said crime was investigated by the Crime Branch,
Pune City, and chargesheet filed in the Court of the
learned Judicial Magistrate First Class, Pimpri, and the
case has been numbered as C.C. No. 498 of 2002 and

is pending trial. There are 14 Accused inctuding the
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petitioner and 69 witnesses. |

175.05.2002

Amravati at the instances of the Divisional Assistant
‘Registrar, Cooperative Department, Audit Branch,

Amravati Division. The crime was registered against

Peoples Cooperative Bank Ltd., M/s. Century Dealers
‘Pvt. Lid,, M/s. Giltedge Management Services Ltd.

That F.LR.at C.R.No.75 of 2002 dated 15.05.2002

came to be registered at City Kotwali Police Station at

the Director and office bearers of M/s, Amravati

The offences alleg‘ed are under Sections 406, 409,420,
468, 34 Indian Penal Code,

-After investigation chargesheet was filed in the Court

of the learned Chief Judicial Magistrate, Amravati

against 23 Accused including the petitioner and 121
witnesses. The case is numbered as C.C. No. 847 of
2002.

15.05.2002

‘came to be lodged at Vishrambaug Police Station at

That FIR. at C.R.No.65 of 2002 dated 15.05.2007

the instance of the Special Auditor, Cooperative

Society, Division-lI, against the Directors and officer

bearers of Suvarmayug Sahakari Bank [.td., Pune and,
M/s. Home Trade Ltd,

The said Crime was investigated by Crime Branch,

Pune pursuant to which chargesheet was {iled in the

Court of the learned 3"Judicial Magistrate First Class,
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Shivaji Nagar, Pune, and case numbered as C. C.No.
357 of 2002. There are 11 accused including the
petitioner and 104 witnesses and the case is pending

Trial,

16.05.2002

F.IR. at C.R. No. 81 of 2002 dated 16.05.2002 came
to be registered at L.T. Marg Police Station at the
instance of the Special Auditor, under the Divisional
Joint Registrar, Cooperative Societies (Audit),
Bombay Division, New Bombay, against the Directors |
and office bearers of Raghuvanshi Cooperative Bank
Ltd., and M/s. Home Trade Ltd. The said crime was
transferred to EOW, GB, CB, CID, Mumbai, which
registered the same as C.R.N0.63 of 2002.

05.08.2004

F.ILR. at C.R.No.298 of 2004 dated 05.08.2004 has
been registered at Santacruz Police Station at the
instance of the Financial Controller with Beach Candy
Hospital Trust Stall’ Provident Fund, for delayed
delivery of GOI-S by M/s. Giltedge Management
Service Ltd. Shri P.S. Subramanian of M/s. Rhonc
Paulenc Chemical (I) ILtd., also filed a written
complaint with EOW, Mumbai against M/s. Giltedge
Management Services Ltd., for delayed delivery of
GOI-S. Both the said Complaints were investigated by
EOW, Mumbai, under F.I.LR. at. C.R.No.50 of 2004
(subsumes FIR at C.R. No. 298 of 2004)
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17.02.2005

F.LR. at C.R.No.83 of 2005 dated 17.02.2005 came to

of Senior Manager / Trustec - Mafatlal Services 1.td.,

Institute and Research Organization, filed a Complaint

Trustee - Steelage Industries Employees Provident

be registered at Santacruz Police Station at the instance

alleging delayed delivery of GOI-S, at the instance of
M/s. Giltedge Management Services Ltd. Shri Kaushal

Kailash - the Accountant of M/s. Fosma Maritime

with- EOW, Mumbai against Mys. Giltedge
Management Services Lid., for delayed delivery of
GOI-S. Shri Prakash Sawant - Personal Officer -

Steclage Industries Employees Ltd., in the capacity of

Fund filed Complaint with the EOW, against
M/s.Giltedge Management Services Ltd., for delayed
delivery of GOI-S. Shri Vilas Jadhav Assistant Finance
Management - Eurekha Forbes Ltd.; filed a Complaint
against M/s. Giltedge for delayed delivery of GOI-S.
All these Complaints were investigated by EOW,
Mumbai, under C.R.No.13 of 2005,

No.324 /P/2002 before the Court of Additional Chicf
Metropolitan Magistrate, 19" Court, Espalnade, and
C.C. No. 197/PW/2007 (1900200/PW/2007) and C.C.
No. 412/PW/2007 are pending Trial before the Court
of Additional Chief Metropolitan Magistrate, 47"




&

Court, Espalnade, Mumbai against the petitioner and |

other accused persons. The case pending before the
said court involves the same allegation i.e. non

delivery of Government of India — Securities

The petitioner further submits that one of the co-
accused namelv Sanjay Hariram Agrawal has filed the

Criminal Application before the Hon’ble High Court

of Judicature at Bombay for transfer of cases registered
within Maharashtra to competent court at Mumbai. In |
the said application interim otder was granted by the i
Hon’ble Bombay High Cout. However, the said
petitionn has been rejected by the Hon’ble High Court
mainly on the ground that court trying the case has

jurisdiction in view of section 181(4) of Cr. P. Code.

18.08.2021 | Hence present Transfer Petition for transfer of criminal

case to the Competent Court of Additional Chief

Metropolitan Magistrate, Esplariade, Mumbai.




IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA '
CRIMINAL ORIGINAL JURISDICTION

TRANSFER PETITION (CRL)NO. OF 2021
' (UNDER'SECTION 406 CRPC 1973)

IN THE MATTER OF:

[IN CRIMINAL CASE NO. 101878 OF 2003, 9166/2002 AND 174/2003)

Status of Parties
Before Trial| In this Court |
Court
1. Ketan Kantilal Seth ’ Accused Petitioner
R/o. 193, Lalit Kutir CHS,
Gulmohar Cross Road No. 9,
JVPD Scheme, Andheri (West),
Mumbai.
Maharashtra.
AND .
1. | State of Gujarat l ‘ Petitioner Contesting
Through Secretary Respondent

Ministry of Home Affairs
2" Block, 1* Floor, Sachivalaya,
Gandhinagar, Gujarat

Iparties are common in
all'the three matters]

IN THE MATTER OF: ‘

N CRIMINAL CASE NO. 100521 QK 2003]

f Status of Parties ]

[Before Trial | In this Court
Court

1. Ketan Kantilal Scth Accused Petitioner |
R/o. 193, Lalit Kutir CHS,
Gulmohar Cross Road No. 9,
IVPD Scheme, Andheri (West),
Mumbai, '
Maharashtra.

AND .



2

1. | Naineshbhai Arvindbhai Petitioner Contestin_g—mw_w
R/o. 27, Samrat Tenement, C Ne -/ Respondent
5" floor, Soni Faliya, Surat. No.1

2. State of Gujarat Petitioner Contesting |
Through Secretary No.2 Respondent
Ministry of Home Affairs : No.2
Znd Block, 1st Floor, Sachivalaya,
Gandhinagar, Gujarat

L

INTHE MATTER OF:
[N CRIMINAL CASE NO. 2778 OF 2004]

Status of Parties

Before Trial| In this Court
Court

F1. Ketan Kantilal Seth
R/o. 193, Lalit Kutir CHS,
Gulmohar Cross Road No. 9,
JVPD Scheme, Andheri (West),
Mumbai,

Maharashtra.

Accused Petitione_;

_

AND

| 1. State of Gujarat
} t Through Secretary
i { Ministry of Home AfTairs
2" Block, 1¥' Flgor, Sachivalaya,
L ,' Gandhinagar, Gujarat.

Petitioner Contesting
Respondent

IN THE MATTER OF:
[IN CRIMINAL CASE NO. 6840 OF 2002]

|

- Status of Parti—gs/ -

Before Trial| In this Court

.
Court [
.

1. Ketan Kantilal Seth

R/o. 193, Lalit Kutir CHS,
Gulmohar Cross Road No. 9,
JVPD Scheme, Andheri (West),
Mumbai.

Maharashtra.

' Accused Petitioner |

AND
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1. State of Gujaral

Through Secrelary

Ministry of Home Affairs

2" Block, 1* Floor, Sachivalaya,
Gandhinagar, Gujarat.

Petitioner

Contesting
Respondent

INTHE MATTER OF:

[IN CRIMINAL CASE NO. 2121 OF 2002]

Status of Parties

Before Trial! In this Court
C.ourt
1. Ketan Kantilal Seth Accused Petitioner
R/o. 193, Lalit Kutir CHS,
Gulmohar Cross Road No. 9,
JVPD Scheme, Andheri (West),
Mumbai.
Maharashtra.
AND
1. | State of Gujarat Petitioner Contesting
Through Secrctary Respondent

Ministry of FHome Affairs
2" Block, 1" Floor, Sachivalaya,
Gandhinagar, Gujarat.

IN THE MATTER OF:

[IN CRIMINAL CASE NO. 1578 OF 2006]

Status of Parties

Before Trial| In this Court
Court
1. Ketan Kantilal Seth Petitioner

R/o. 193, Lalit Kutir CHS,
Gulmohar Cross Road No. 9,
IVPD Scheme, Andheri (West),
Mumbali. ;
Maharashtra.

Acéuéed

AND




=y

Ly

1. | Sumanchandra Babaldas Darji Petitioner Contesting
Manager The Karamsad Urban No.1 Respondent
Cooperative Bank Ltd. No.1
R/o. 1-Bhagyalaxmi Apartment.

Chandra Nagar, Near Naran Nagar
Road, Pardi, Ahmedabad-7, Gujarat.

2. State of Gujarat Petitioner Contesting
Through Secretary No.2 Respondent
Ministry of Home Alfairs No.2 '
2™ Block, 1 I'loor, Sachivalaya,

Gandhinagar, Gujarat. |

INTHE MATTER OF:

[IN CRIMINAL CASE NO. 244 OF 2002]

Status of Parties

Before Trial
Court

In this Court

Ketan Kantiial Seth

R/0. 193, Lalit Kutir CHS, "
Guimohar Cross Road No. 9,
JVPD Scheme, Andheri (West),
Mumbai.

Maharashtra.

Accused

Petitioner

AND

State of Gujarat
Through Sccretary,
Ministry of Home Affairs

2" Block, 1" Floor, Sachivalaya.

Gandhinagar, Gujarat.

Petitioner

Contesting —1
Respondent |

IN THE MATTER OF:

[IN CRIMINAL CASE NO, 40449 OF 2016]

‘Status of Parties

Befoi‘e Trial
Court

In this Court

|

Ketan Kantilal Seth

R/0. 193, Lalit Kutir CHS,
Gulmohar Cross Road No. 9,
JVPD Scheme, Andheri (West),
Mumbai.

Maharashtra.

IS

Accused No.3

Petitioner

AND
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{
1. | Govt. of NCT Delhi Petitioner Contesting
Through Principal Secretary Respondent
Home Department, 1P, Estates, ‘ No.1

New.Delhi

2. Sanjay Hariram Agarwal Accused Contesting
R/0. 4, Shivam Palace, Ground Floor, | No.1 Respondent
Chakradhar Nagar, Nallasopara No.2
(West),

Dist, Palghar - 401203, Maharashtra.

3. Nandkishor Shankarlal Trivedi Accused Contesting
R/0. 3A, Pushpam, ° No.2 Respondent
6, Khandubai Dcsai Road, No.3
Vile Parle (West), Mumbai 400 056.
Maharashira

4. Subodh Chandrayal Bhandari : Accused Contesting
R/o. 703-G, Govind Complex, No.4 ‘Respondent
Sector-14, Vashi, Navi Mumbai, No.4
Manarashtra.

INTHE MATTER OF:
LN CRIMINAL CASE No. 2034203 OF 2016]

o Status of Parties
Before Trial} In this Court
Court
1. | Keten Kantilal Scth Accused No.4 Petitioner
R/o, 193, Latit Kutir CLHIS,
Gulmohar Cross Road Not 9,
JVPD Scheme, Andheri (West),
Mumbai.
Maharashtra. ‘
AND
1. Govt. of NCT Delhi Petitioner Contesting
Through Principal Secretary Respondent
Home Department, [P, Eslates, No.1
New Dethi.
2. Sanjay Hariram Agarwal ' Accused Contesting
R/o. 4, Shivam Palace, Ground Floor, | No.1 Respondent
Chakradhar Nagar, Nallasopara No.2
{(West), ’
Dist. Palghar - 401203, Maharashtra.
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2. Nandkishor Shankarlal Trivedi Accused Contegﬂhg
R/o. 3A, Pushpam, No.2 Respondent
6, Khandubai Desai Road, ‘ No.3
Vile Parle (West), Mumbai 400 056. )
Maharashtra .

4. | Subodh Chandrayal Bhandari Accused Contesting
R/o. 703-G, Govind Comple: ", No.3 Respondent
Sector-14, Vashi, Navi Mumbai, No. 4
Maharashtra. '

L

IN THE MATTER OF:

[IN CRIMINAL CASE NO. NIL OF 2002]

Status of Parties

Before Trial| In this Court
Court
1. Ketan Kantilal Seth Accused No.1 '_Petitioner

R/o. 193, Lalit Kutir CHS, '

Gulmohar Cross Road No. 9,

JVPD Scheme, Andheri (West),

Mumbai.

Maharashtra.

AND

1. State of West Bengal Petitioner Contesting
Through Principal Secretary Respondent
Nabanna, 13TH Floor, No.1 '
325, Sarat Chatterjee Road,

P.S.- Shibpur, Howrah-711102.

2. Sanjay Hariram Agarwal Accused Contesting
R/o. 4, Shivam Palace, Ground Floor, No.2 Respondent
Chakradhar  Nagar,  Nallasopara No.2
{West), Dist. Palghar - 401203,

Maharashtra.

3. Subodh Chandrayal Bhandari Accused Contesting
R/0. 703-G, Govind Complex, No.3 Respondent
Sector-14, Vashi, Navi Mumbali, No.3
Maharashtra.

4, - | Nandkishor Shankarlal Trivedi Accused Contesting
R/0. 3A, Pushpam, No.4 Respondent
6, Khandubai Desai Road, : No.4
Vile Parle (West), Mumbai 400 056, .

Maharashtra




S. Mahindra Changalia (MBA) Accused Contesting b
Director of Giltedge Management No.5 Respondent
Services Ltd. No.5
R/fo0.. 7107, Autown Grove, Hoistor,

TX-77072

0. Dr. Kirti Kant Kanteseria, ENT Accused Contesting
Surgeon, No.&6 Respondent
Director of Giltedge Management No.6
Services,

18 Apple Hill Road, Wel 3robun,
M.AL, US.A. - 01085

7. | Indramil Dey Accused Contesting
R/0. 58/44Prince Anowar Shaw Road, | No.7 Respondent
Kolkata, West Bengal No.7

IN THE MATTER OF:

[IN CRIMINAL CASE NO 147 OF 2002]

Status of Parties

Before Trial| In thié Court
Court :

1. Ketan Kantilal Seth Accused No.4 Petitioner

R/o0. 193, Lalit Kutir CHS,
Gulmohar Cross Roead No. 9,
JVPD Scheme, Andheri (West),
Mumbai.

Maharashtra.

AND

1. State of Maharashtra Through | Petitioner Contesting
Secretary Home Department, Respondent
Mantralay Mumbai — 400 032, No.1
Maharashtra.

2. Sunil Chattrapal Kedar R/o. | Accused Contesting
Patansongi, Taluka Soner, | No.1 ° - Respondent
District Nagpur 441 113, No.2
Maharashtra.

3. Ashok Namderao Choudhary Accused Contesting o
R/o. 131-A, Chatrapati Nagar, No.2 Respondent
Behind Chatrapati Hall, No.3
Wardha Road, Nagpur 5. '

Maharashtra.
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4. Sanjay Hariram /\I,at wal Accused Contestlng
R/o0. 4, Shivam Palace, Ground Floor, | No.3 Respondent
Chakradhar Nagar, Nallasopara No.4
{(West), )

[Dist. Palghar - 401203. Maharashtra.

_5—.“_ﬂ- Mahendra Radheshyam Agrawal Accused Contesting o
" Rso. 2], Judges Court Road, No.5 Respondent }
' Nominpur. Kolkata 27. West Bengal. |

| p & No.5 i

6. | Shriprakash Shantilal Poddar Accused Contesting
R/o. P-11, Devendra Datta Lane, No.6 Respondent
Kolkata - 7, West Bengal. No.6

7. Amit Sitapati Varma 7 Accused dantesl:ing
R/o. 103, Mrunal Apartment, No.7 Respondent
Deepkunj Socicty, ‘ No.7
Rajnagar, Paldi, Ahmedabad, Gujrat. '

‘8. | Subodh CEz;rTa“r;;;z[ Bhandari Accused Conté—cs—tiﬁg
R/0. 703-G. Govind Complex. | No.8 Respondent
Sector-14, Vashi. Navi Mumbai, | No.8
Maharashtra. L

9. | Nandkishor Shankarlal Trivedi Accused Contestiném o
R/0. 3A, Pushpam, No.9 Respondent
6, Khandubai Desai Road, No.9
Vile Parle (West), Mumbai 400 056.

Maharashtra
10. | Kanan Vasant Mevav'al Accused No. é—oaé_stlng; o
{ R/o. 278, Sanjay Mahal, 10 Respondent
B-Road, Marine Drive, No.10
Next to Wankhede Stadium, Mumbai,

i Maharashtra

1] SLl]h(;é-h deoddl Peshkéx—‘- T T Acc,{lsed B Cbntesting
60/B, Sneha Savardha Housing No.1l1l. Respondent
Society,

Jay Prakash Nagar, Khamla, Nagpur,
Maharashtra

|
No.11 1
|

IN THE MATTER OF:*

[IN CRIMINAL CASE NO. 847 OF 2002]

Bé?ore
Court

Status of Parties : i

Trial | In this Court

| |
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E i Ketan Kaﬁtila[ Scth Accused Petitioner E
| R/0.°193, Lalit Kutir CHS, Gulmohar No.19 |
Cross Road No. 9, IVPD Scheme, ‘
Andheri (West), Mumbai.
Maharashira, ‘
AND
1. State of Maharashtra Through | Petitioner Contesting
- | Secretary Home Department, Respondent
Mantralay Mumbai - 400 032, No.1
Maharashtra.
2. Vasantrao Pandurangji Savurkar Accused Contesting
R/o. Gurukripa Building, No.1 Respondent
Bhaji Bazar, Amravati, Maharashira No.2
3. | Ishwardas Raosaheb Dham , Accused Contesting
R/o. Hirvya Building, S.T. Stand ! No.2 Respondent
Road, Amravati, Maharashtra. No.3
4. | Sadashiv Punjipant Maskare Accused Contesting
R/o. Vilas Nagar, Patrakar Colony, i No.3 Respondent -
Amravati, Maharashtra. ' No.4 .
5. | Ghansyam Lahanuji- Mudgal Accused Contesting
R/o. Neelkanth Chowk, Bhudhwara, | No.4 Respondent
Amravali, Maharashtra, No.5
6. Bhojraj Bhaiyalalji Gupta Accused Contesting
Chunabhatti, Near Junce Samarth | No.5 Respondent
High School, Amravati, Maharashtra. No.6'
7. | Sou. Jayaashree Jayantrao Patil ‘Accused Contesting
R/0. Behind .M. A. I‘I'd”, Camp Road, | No.6 Respondent
Amravati, Malparashtra. No.7
8. Dnyaneshwar Mahadevrac Malode Accused Contesting
R/o. Devi Nagar, Vadalee, Amravati, | No.7 Respondent
Maharashtra. No.8
9. | Rajendra Kishorbhai Soni Accused Contesting o
R/o. Pratap Chowk, Sarafa Line, No.8 Respondent
Amravati, Maharashtra. No.G
10. | Mukundrao Sakharam Shandilya Accused Contesting
R/o. Ncelkanth Chowl:, Bhudhwara, | No.9 Respondent
Amravati, Maharashtra. No.10
11. | Jayant Krushnrao Chede Accused No. | Contesting
R/o. Begumpura, Achalpur, | 10 - Respondent
Amravati, Maharashtra. No.11




lo
12, Rangarao Morotrao Kale Accused No. ContestiﬁrTg“L ______ ‘
R/o. Ganediwal, Layout Camp, 11 Respondent
Amravati, Maharashtra No.12
13. Ajay Bhaskarrao Gande Accused No. | Contesting 7
{ R/o. Janardan  Peth, Amravati, | 12 Respondent :
! Maharashtra, No.13
] .
r 14. | Chandulal Champalal Kela Accused No. Conte-stiné“_ o
\ R/o. 745, Sharda Nagar, Amravati, | 13 * Respondent !
i Maharashtra. - ' No.14
15. | Dinkar Wamanrao Sane B fA‘(:cused Nc;_Cbnte}:Emg_ o
R/o.  Kalotee Nagar, Amravati, | 14 Respondent
Maharashtra. No.15
16. | Smt. Maya Divakar Ambulkar ‘ Accused No. | Contesting
R/o.  Narayan Nagar, Amravati, | 15 Respondent
Maharashtra. No.16
' 17. | Sudhakar Narayan Joshi Accused No. | Contesting
Managing Director 16 Respondent
| Amravati People’s Cooperative Bank No.17
i Lid. Ganesh Colony, Amravati, )
| Maharashtra-444601.
] 1*8'.—__Dattatraya 'I\_Tagdeoraamgvgl“kéf- | Accused No. Cdnteéting
R/o. Ganesh Vihar, Amravati, 17 Respondent
Maharashtra. No.18
19. .| Shrikant Tryambakarao Utikar Accused No, Contesti;lg 7
R/o. Kishnarpan Colony, 18 Respondent
Amravati, Mahatashtra. No.19
20. | Mahendra Radheshyam Agarwal Accused No. | Contesting -
R/o. 2, J. Judges Court, Alipore, | 20 Respondent
Kolkata,"West Bengal. No.20
' 21. | Sanjay Hariram Agarwal Accused No. Cor{-t-é_s“ting "
i . R/0. 4, Shivam Palace, Ground Floor, | 21 Respondent
i i Chakradhar Nagar, Nallasopara No.21
(West), Dist. Palghar - 4061203.
Maharashtra.
22, | Subodh Chandt:ayal Bhandari Accused No. | Contesting
R/0. 703-G, Govind Complex, 22 Respondent
Sector-14, Vashi, Navi Mumbai, No.22
Maharashtra.
23. | Nandkishor Shankarial Trivedi Accused No. | Contesting
R/o. 3A, Pushpam, 23 Respondent
6. Khandubai DDesai Road, : No.23
Vile Parle (Wesl), Mumbai 400 056. ' .
Maharashtra
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IN THE MATTER OF:

[IN CRIMINAL CASE NO. 498 OF 2002]

T R R T T P 02T L

-

Status of Parties

Before Trial | In this Court
Court

1. | Kclan Kantilal Scth Accused No.2 Petitioner
R/o. 193, Lalit Kutir CHS, Gulmohar
Cross Road No. 9, JVPD Scheme,

Andheri (West), Mumbai.
Maharashtra. ‘ :

AND

1. State of Maharashtra Through | Petitioner Contesting
Secretary Home Department, Respondent
Mantralay Mumbai - 400 032, No.1
Maharashtra.

2. Sanjay Hariram Agarwal Accused Contesting
R/o. 4, Shivam Palace, Ground Floor, | No. 1 Respondent
Chakradhar  Nagar, Nallasopara | No.2
(West), Dist. Palghar - 401203. '
Maharashtra.

3. | Subodh Chand Dayal Bhandari Accused Contesting
R/o0. 703-G, Govind Complex, No.3 Respondent
Scctor-14, Vashi, Navi Mumbai, No.3
Maharashira. _ . )

4. | Prakash Ganegh Afle Accused Contesting
R/o. 12, Kalika Apartmerit, Painagar, | No.4 Respondent
Chinchwad, Punc-33,'Maharashtra. No.4

5. Manchand Choturam Agarwal Accused Contesting
R/o. Valika, Plot No. 31, Sector No. | No.5 Respondent
24, Tilak Road Pradhikaran, Nigadi, No.5
Pune-44, Maharashtra '

6. Sunil Pratap Madakikar Accused : Contestingk
R/o. Plot No. 45, Scctor No. 27, No.6 Respondent
Pradhikaran, Nagadi, Punc-44, No.6
Maharasntra. '

7. Ashok Ramakrishna Kulkarni Accused Contesting a
R/o. Prasad, Scheme No. 3, Ward No. | No.7 Respondent
32, Next to Yamuna Nagar, Nigadi, No.7
Pune 44, Maharashtra. '

8. | Lalitkumar Mohanlal Luvnath Accused Contesting
R/0.1/2, Chandralok CHS Mahavir | No.8 Respondent
Park, Mahavir Nagar, Chinchwad, No.8
Punc-19, Maharashtra. : '
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1 9. | Maniklal Bodhumal Malpan; Accused Contesting |
R/e. 34, Shanivar Peth, Pune, No.9 Respondent
Maharashtra, No.9

10. | Satish Vithoba Gaikwad Accused No. | Contesting
R/o. Adhinath Nagar, Bhosari, Pune, | 10 Respondent
Maharashtra. No.10

11 | Umesh Madhav Inamdar Accused Contestir;;g— N
R/0. Gulmohar, Plot No. 375, Sector | No.11 Respondent
No. 21, Yamuna Nagar, Nigadi, Pune No.11
44, Maharashtra. ’

b - -

! 12. ; Balasaheb Nanasaheb Mahajan Accused Contesting ;
R/o. Ehsan Apartment, Plot No. 2, | No.12 Respondent
Prabha Housing Society, Mayur No.12
Colony, Kothrud, Pune, Maharashtra. ’

13. | Madhav @ Abhay Ramakrishna Mote | Accused Contesting |
R/o. 166, Budhawar Peth, Pune, | No.13 Respondent
Maharashtra. ' No.13

14. | Nandkishore 5. Trivedi Accused Contesting
R/o. 3A, Pushpam, 6. Khandubai | No.14 Respondent
Desai Road, Vile Parle (West), No.14

| Mumbai 400 056, Maharashtra, '

INTHE MATTER OF:

[IN CRIMINAL CASE NO. 357 OF 2002]

=

Status of Parties

Before Trial
Court

In this Court

I ‘ Ketan Kantilal Seth Accused No.3 Petitioner
R/o. 193, Lalit Kutir CHS, Gulmohar
Cross Road No. 9, JVPD Scheme,
Andheri {(West), Mumbai.
! Maharashtra. . |
U N o
AND
1. ’State of Maharashtra Through | Petitioner Contesting
Secretary Home Department, Respondent

|
‘ | Mantralay Mumbai — 400 032,
| " | Maharashtra.

No.1

L |

[S
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2. Sanjay Hariram Agarwal Accused Contesting
R/o. 4, Shivam Palace, Ground Floor, | No.1 Respondent
Chakradhar Nagar, Nallasopara No.2
{(West),

Dist. Palghar — 401203, Maharashtra.

3. | Suresh Shivajirao Kale f ccused Contesting
R/o. at 1, Erandvana, No.2 Respondent
13/2/9, Krishna Nagar Socicty, No.3
Near Mhatre Bridge, Pune-4,

Maharashtra.

4. Subodh Chandrayal Bhandari Accused Contesting
R/, 703-G, Govind Complex, No.4 Respondent
Sector-14, Vashi, Navi Mumbai, No.4
Maharashtra.

5. Ulhas Nathoba Kaloke Accused .Contesting
R/o. Indira Housing Society, No.5 ‘Respondent
Senapati Bapat Road, No.5
Shivaji Nagar, Punc, Mahrasthra,

6. | Dilip Venkatdas Parekh Accused Contesting
R/o. Suryaprakash, C-3, Marketside No.6 Respondent
Road, No.6
Pune 37, Maharashtra.

7. | Keshav Bhagwan Salunke Accused Contesting
1728, Sadashiv Peth,_ No.7 Respondent
Priyanka Apariment, Flat No. 5, No.7
Pune -- 30, Maharashtra.

8. Balasaheb Nanasaheb Mahajan Accused Contesting

. R/o. Flat No.2, Ishaan Apartment, No.8 Respondent
Prabha Housing Society, No.8
Kothrud, Pune, Maharashtra.

9. Nandkishor 8. Trivedi Accused Contesting
R/o. 3A, Pushpam, No.9 Respondent
6, Khandubai Desai Road, No.9
Vile Parle (West), Mumbai 400 056.

Maharashtra

10. | Ms. Kanan Mewawala Accused No. | Contesting
R/o. 27B, Sanjay Mabhal, 10 Respondent
B-Road, Marine Drive, No.10
Next to Wankhade Stadium, Mumbai,

Maharashtra.

TRANSFER PET-ITION UNDER SECTION 406 CRPC 1973
SEEKING TRANSFER OF 16 CRIMINAL CASES OF TO THE

CHIEF

METROPOLITAN _ MAGISTRATE,

ESPALNADE,

MUMBAI
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To, :
The Hon’ble Chief Justice of India and His Companion Justices

of the Ilon’ble Supreme Court of India

The Humble Petition of the Petitioner abovenamed

MOST RESPECTFULLY SHOWETH:

1. The petitioner is filing the present Transfer Petition under Section 406 of
CRPC, 1973 seeking transfer of 1) Criminal Case No.101878/2003
arising out_FIR No. C.R. No. [-64/2002 Dated 30.07.2002 registered at
Police Station Udhana, Surat, Criminal Case No0.9166/2002 arising out
FIR No. ICR No. 274/2002 dated 02.07.2002 at Police Station Umra.
Surat and Criminal Case No. 174/2003 arising out ()I'.l'*'IR No. CR No. |-
226/2002 dated 30.08.2002 registered at Police Station Rander, Surat
pending before Additional Chief Judicial Magistrate Surat, Criminal
Case Ne.100521/2003 arising out of FIR No.l- 274/2002 dated
06.08.2002 registered at Poiice Stz;tion Varaccha, Surat pending before

_ Additional Chief Judicial Magistrate/ Judicial Magistrate First Class,
Surat, Criminal Case No0.2778/2004 arising out of FIR/Mcase No. 3 of
2002 dated 16.07.2002 registered at Police Station Gandevi. Navsari
pcnding,beforc Additional Chief Judicial Magistrate, Gandevi, Criminal
Case No. 6840/2002 arising out of FIR No. 1-93 of 2002 dated
18.08.2002 registered at Police Station, Na{fs;ai Town, Navsari pending
before Chief Judicial Magistrate, Navsari, Criminal case No. 2121/2002
arising out of FFIR No. 1-119/2002 dated 1.0.06.2002- filed at Police
station Valsad City. Valsad pending before Chief ludicial Magistrate,
Valsad, Criminal Case No.1578/2006 arising out ol FIR/M. Case no.
29/2002 dated 13.06.2002 registered at Police Station, Vidya Nagar,
Anand pending before Additiona'l' Chief Judicial Magistrate. Anand,'

Criminal Case No0.244/2002 arising out of FIR/M.case No. 22 of
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2002 (C.R. No. [-226 of 2002) dated 7.6.2002 registered at Police

YRR 2 i

Station Morbi pending before 2™ ACJIM, Morbi all in Gujarat and 2)
Criininal Case No0.40449/2016 arising out of FIR No. 280 of 2002 dated
04.05.2002 registered at Police Station Connaught Place, Nev;f Delhi
pending before Addiliona[ Chief Metropolitan Magistrate, Patiala House
Court, New Delhi, Criminal Case No. 2034203/2016 arising out of FIR
No. 242 of 2002 dated 17.06.2002 registered at Police Station Sarojni
Nagar Delhi pending before Chief Metropolitan Magistrate, Saket Court,
New Declhi both at New Delhi and 3) Criminal Case No. Nil/2002 arising

out of FIR No. 298 of 2002 dated 22.08.2002 registered at Police Station

Jagatdal, 24 North parganas, West Bengal pending before Barrackpore
Court, Kolkata, West Bengal and 4). Criminal case No., 147/2002 arising
out FIR at C.R. No. 97 of 2002 dated 25.04.2002 and C.R. No. 101 of
2002 dated 29.04.2002 both registered at Ganecshpeth Police Station
pending before 155-2”" Additional Judicial Magistrate First Class,
Nagpur, Criminal Case No0.847/2002 arising out of FIR at C.R. No. 75 of
2002 dated 15.05.2002 registered at City Kotwali Police Station,
Amravati pending béf’orc Chief Judicial Magistrate, Amravati, Criminal
casc No0.498/2002 arising out of FIR at C.R. No. 102 of 2002 dalted
08.05.2002 registered at Pimpiri Police Station, Pune pending belore
Judicial Magistrate, First Class, Pimpri, I’unc.- Criminal Case No.
357/2002 arising oul of FIR at C.R. No. 65 of 2002 dated 15.05.2002
registered at Police  Station  Vishrambaug. Punc pending  belore
3"Judicial Magistrg[c Iirst Class, Slﬁvaji Nagar, Pune, to Conﬁpclcm
Court of Additional Chief Judicial Magistrate, Esplanade, Mumbai

where 3 cases involving same allegations are pending.



IA.  That no transfer petition with respect to aforesaid cases has been filed by

the petitioner before this Court or any other court for the same relief.

2. The petitioner No.l is the accused in all the aforesaid cases. The
petitioner is the permanent resident of Mumbai Maharashtra.

3. That the present petition is being filed in an rextraordinary circumstancces
where the petitioner 60 years has been accused in 19 crimi:{al cases filed
in 4 diffe;em states and for last 20 years the trial has not attained
finality even in a single case. Infact, out of the 19 cases, trial in 16
cases have not even begun and in the other 3 cases only few wilnesses
have been cxamined while several remain. The predominant reason
behind the delay is the location of witnesses and accused in making their
availability next to impossible. This has resulted in delay of justice to the
petitioner as it is the case of the petitioner that he has been falsely
implicated in these cases and no offence has been committed by the
petitioner. It is in this background that the present transfer petition is
being filed to transfer 16 cases pending béfore different courts to be
transferred in Ctourt at Mumbai where 3 cuases arc alrcady pending so that
the tria! could be expeditiousty completed. A briel chart showing the
status of all the cases of which transfer is being sought is filed herewith

and marked as Annexure P-1 (Page Nos. 37 to 39).

FACTS
3.1 That the petitioner was the Director of M/s Glitedge Management
Services Pvt. Ltd. (hercinafter referred to as ‘the Company’). The

company has been incorporated on 1989 and since then has been dealing

in stocks and securities.
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In the years 2000 to 2002, all the Co-operative banks were mandatorily
required to invest a prescribed percentage of their surplus funds in
Government of India Securities {GOI-S) to meet their ST.R (Statutory

Liquidity Ratio) requirements.

The Banks had two options: cither to buy GOI-S in electronic form i.c.
SGL (ID-Mat) or in physical form. All the Banks preferred to deal in
sceuritics in physical {form because:

i. The main purposes of the Banks to buy GOI-S was to make
.dclivcry based investment to meet their SLR, to ecarn steady
interest and to carn/book the profits by churning their investment
portfolio at rcgular interval especially before the end of the
financial year.

ii. Securities in'physic‘al form were traded at discounted rates
compared to the same sccurities traded in electronic D-Mat form,
whereas for the purpose of valuation, the price of securities in

. physical form was at par with price quoted for sccurities in D-
Mat form.

iii. At the relevant times D-Mat (CSGL) facilities were locally not
availa‘ble to the Banks as ver: fcw Banks were- offering CSGL
account facilities. Therefore, many cooperative Banks do not have
their CSGIL. accounts and hence, they prcferred 1o deal with
securities in physical form. |

iv. Interstate trarnsfcr‘ of securities In Electronic form was not
possible. The seller holding sécurities in SGL was mandatorily
required it to convert into physical form before giving _delivcry to
the interstate buyer. The buyer if wish to keep security in D-Mat

form, then local RBI would convert 1t intp D-mat again,
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3.5
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V. That most GOI-S in physical form were available in the
“marketable” as well as “odd” lots. Odd lots were generally

traded at further discounted rates.

The company has been engaged in scveral transactions with M/s Home
Trade Lid. (HTL) a company registered with Bombay Stock I'xchange
and National Stock Exchange and deals in Government of India
Securities. The company had running book transactions with M/s Home
Trade Ltd."HTL used to procurc physical securitics from the various
organizations& institutions across India. During the relevant time, HTL
was dealing with rhore than 250 institutions including Banks across
India. To give price benefits to its clients. I—ITL used to buy securitics in
odd lots. Once securities were received alongwith blank transfer forms
from the seller, the next step was to get the securities and transfer forms
verified from the RBI’'s Regional offices in whosc Jurisdiction the

.
securities records were maintained, If the securities were purchased from

" different states, thgy would be sent to the regional offices of the RBI for

=

verification. Once verification process was over, next siep was to get the
securities converted into marketable lots and simultancously get them
transferréd in the name ol HTL. 'After receiving the duly transferred
securities the IH{TL would dfspalch the same to its respective customers
along with duly blank transfer deeds duly -signcd by the authorized
signatory of HTL. And if the customer wished to take delivery of the
securities in SGL form then it required one more step of D-
materialization/conversion of the securities in electronic form.

This aforesaid entire process and time involved in the same was within

.

public domain and especially all Bapks were fully aware about the time

ot



3.6

lag between the issuance of the contract note and actual receipt of the

securities.

As‘aliegcd company has entered into transaction with the complainant in
some of the FIR’s for delivery of physical Government of India
Securities. The Cmﬁpany has in turn entered into transaction with M/s
IHome Trade Ltd. for providing Government of India Securities. In

the years 2000 to 2002, the GOI-S security market had secen
unprecedented vo[aet'ility due to constantly changing Bank rates. The
Banks werc flooded with surplus funds and the GOI Security market was
at all time high during the last 100 years. due to the volatility in the GOI-
S market the security prices were going up leaps and bounds. The
Bankers instecad of y;'ailing for delivery chose to liquidate their buying
and book the profits and book another secu;'ily which had pc;tential to
give them higher returns. Initially HTL accommodated all the Banks by

buying their securities in its own proprietary books but the Banks made it

a regular practice of indulging into trading in government securities

vrather than taking delivery and holding in their portfolio for purpose of

=

mvestment, Such last minute changes  in the Banks decision to not o
wait for physical securities already purchased by them and 1o buy new
sceurities again in physical form completely choked up the working
capital of HTL which resulted into delayed deliveries. Accordingly,
Home Trade could not provide the Government of India Securities and
FIR’s came to be registered against the Directors and e.mployccs of
Home Trade Ltd. and also against the petitioner alleging colius.ion and
was acting on behalf of M/s Flome Trade Ltd. The allegations in all the
FIR are same that money has been paid for purchase of physical
Government of India Sceurities but the éamp has not been delivered to

them.
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4.

That details of the FIR are as follows:- 2.9

State of Guijarat

4.1

4.2

4.3

That the Udhana Citizen Co-op. Bank Ltd. filed a complaint before
Police Station Udhana, Surat for Cheating, Criminal Misappropriation
and criminal breach of trust. An FIR no. C.r. No.[-64/2002 Dated
30.07.2002was registered against the petitioner with other accused U/s
406, 409, 420, 465, 467, 468, 471,114 ofA_IPC. In the said case the
chargeshge;[ has been submitted énd Criminal Ca;e No. 101878 of 2003
is pending bet'ore Additional Cﬁief Judicial Magistrate, Surat against the
petitioner. [ruc translated copy of the FIR No. C.R. No.I-64 of 2002
dated 30.07.2002 registered at Police State Udhana, Su?-at is filed

herewith and marked as Annexure P-2 (Page Nos. 40 to 60).

‘That the Surat Mahila Nagrik Cooperative Bank Limited got the FIR

No.ICR No.274/2002 dated 02.07.2002 registered U/s 465, 467, 468,

- 471,420 r/w 120-B, 114 of IPC at Police Station Urma, Surat against the

petitioner and other accused persons. In the said case charges Sheet has
been filed and a Criminal case no.9166/2002 is pending trial before
ACIM lCourt, Surat against the petitioner. True translated copy of the
FIR No. ICR No.274 of 2002 dated 02.07.2002 registered at Police

Station Varaccha, Surat is filed herewith and marked as Annexure P-3

(Page Nos. 61 to 70).

That the Adajan Nagrik Co-op. Bank [.td. got the IFIR No.C.R. No.I-
226/2002 dated 30.08.2002 registered U/s 406, 409,420, 421, 422, 423
r/'w 120-B, 34 and 114 of IPC at Police Siﬂtioﬁ Randér, Surat against the
pelilgoner and other accused persons. In the said case chargesheet has

been filed and a Criminal Case No.174/2003is pending Trial before
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4.5

4.6

4.7
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ACIM Court, Surat. True translated copy of the FIR No. C.R. No.[-226

ol 2002 dated 30.08.2002 registered at Police Station Rander, Surat is

filed herewith and marked as Annexure P-4 (Page Nos. 71 to 92),

That the Surat Nagrik Co-op. Bank Ltd. got the FIR no.1-274/2002 dated
06.08.2002 registered at Police Station Varachha, Surat against the
petitioner and other accused persons. In the said case charge shecet has
been filed and the Criminal case No. 100521 of 2003 is pending before
ACJIM Court, Surat. Truc translated copy of FIR No. [-274 of 2002 dated
06.08.2002 registered at Police Station Varachha, Surat is filed hc—:rcwil_h
and marked as Annexure P-5 (Page Nos. 93 to 104). ~

That the Gandevi Peli)plcs Co-op Bank Ltd. got repistered the FIR/Mcase
No. 3 of 2002 dated 16.07.2002 at Police Station Gandevi,‘Dislrict-
Navsari against the petitioner and other accused persons. The
chargesheet has been filed and the C.iminal Case No. 2778 of 2004 is
pending Trial beforfl:r 1"CIM Court, Gandevi. True translated copy of the

FIR/Mcase No. 3 of 2002 dated 16.07.2002 registered at Police Station

Gandevi, Navsari is filed herewith and marked as Annexure P-6 (Page
Nos. 105 to 123). |

That the Navsari Peoples’ Co-op Ban}_c Ltd. got the FIR no. 1-93/2002
dated 18.08.2002 registered at Police Station Navsari Town, Navsari
against the petitioner and other accused persons. The chargesheet has
been filed and the Criminal Case No. 6840/2002 is pending before CIM
Court, Navsari. True translated copy of the FIR No. 1-93 of 2002 dated

18.08.2002 registered at Police Station, Navsari Town, Navsari is filed

herewith and marked as Annexure P-7 (Page Nos. 124 to 140}

That the Sheth B.B.Shroff Balsar Peoples Co-op Bank Ltd. gol

registered the FIR No. C.R, No.l-'119/2002"dated 10.06.2002 at Police

-19

el
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4.8

4.9

LA

Station Valsad City, Valsad against the petitioner and other accused
persons. The chargesheet has been filed and the Criminal Case No. 2121
of 2002 is pending before CIM Court. Valsad. True translated copy of
the FIR No. C.R. No.I-119/2002 dated 10.06.2002 filed at Police station

Valsad City. Valsad is filed herewith and marked as Annexure P-8

(Page Nos. 141 to 190),

That the Karamsad Urban Co-Op. Bank I.td. got the FIR/M. Casc no.
29/2002 daled 13.06.2002 registered at Police Station. Vidya Nagar.
Anand against the petitioner and other accused. The said case was
investigated by oW Anand. In the said case the chargesheet has been
filed and the Criminal Case No. 15780of 2006 is pending trial before
Court of ACIM Court, /\Znand. True translated copy of the FIR/M. Case

No. 29 of 2002 dated 13.06,2002 at Police Station Vidya Nagar, Anand

is [1led herewith and marked as Annexuré‘P-‘) (Page Nos. 191 to 203).

‘That Chairman Morbi Nagriksahkari Bank gol FIR No. 22 of 2002 (C.R.
No. 1-226 of 2002) dated 07.06.2002 registered at Police Station Morbi
City, District Rajkot against the petitioner and other accused. The said
case has been investigated and chargesheet has been fited and the SPCS
No. 244 012002 is pending trial before Court of 2" ACIM Court, Morbi.
True translated copy of the FIR/M.casc No. 22 of 2002(C.R. No. 1-226
of 2002) dated 7.6.2002 rcgistered at P(-):['ice Station Morbi is filed

herewith and marked as Annexure P-10 (Page Nos. 204 to 218).

Govt. of NCT Delhi

4.10  That M/s Bajaj Capital Ltd. got an FIR No. 280 of 2002 dated

04.05.2002 at Police Station Connaught Place rcgistered against the
petitioner and other accused. After investigatibn chargesheet has been
filed and the case is pending Trial in Criminal Case No. 40449/2016

pending before Additional Chief Metropolitan Magistrate. Patiala 1Tousce
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Court, New Delhi. True copy of the FIR No= 280 of 2002 dated

04.05.2002 registered at Police Station Connaught Place, New Delhi is

ﬁlcdﬁhcrcwith and marked as Annexure P-11 (Page Nos. 219 to 230).

- 4.11 That M/s V. 8. Infrastructure Capital Ltd. and M/s PNR Securitics Ltd. gol

the FIR No. 242 of 2002 dated 17.06.2002 registered at Police Station
Saroini Nagar, Delhi against the petitioner and other accused persons.
The chargeshcet has been filed and the Criminal Case No. 203420372016
is pending Trial before Chiel Metropolitan Magistrate, South, Sakel,
New Delhi. True Copy of the FIR No. 242 of 2002 _clated 17.06.2002

registered at Police Station Sarojni Nagar Delhi is filed herewith and

marked as Annexure ’-12 (Page Nos. 231 to 240).

State of West Bengal

4.12

That Vice Chairman ol Bhatpara Naihati Co-operative Bank Ltd. got the
FIR No. 298 of 2002 dated 22.08.2002 registered at Police Station
Jagatdal, 24 North Parganas, West Bengal against the petitioner and
other accused. The chargeshecet has been filed and the case is pending
before the Barrackpore €ourt, Kolkata. True translated copy of the FIR
No. 298 of 2002 dated 22.08.2002 registered at Police Station Jagatdal,

24 North pafganas, West Bengal is filed herewith and marked as

Annexure P-13 (Page Nos. 241 10 250).

State of Maharashtra

4.13 The then Chairman of Nagpur Dictrict Central Cooperative Banks

(NDCCB) lodged F.I.R. No.97 of 2002 at Ganeshpeth Police Slation,
Nagpur for offence punishable under Section 406,420 r.w. 34 Indian
Penal Code against 5 Companies including M/s, Glitedge Management
Lid. As alleged, in the said transaction ther_e was a delayed delivery of

GOI-S to NDCCB. True translated copy of the FIR No. 97 of 2002

“
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4.14

4.15

2

dated 25.04.2002 registered at Police Station Ganeshpeeth, Nagpur is

filed herewith and marked as Annexure P-14 (Page Nos. 251 1o 267).

That another FIR as C.R.No. 101 of 2002 dated 29.04.2002 at

Ganeshpeth Police Station, Nagpur, came tq“be registered by the Special

[3

Auditor against the management of NDCCB alongwith other accuscd

person including the petitioner. True translated copy of the FIR as C.R,

No. 101 of 2002 dated 29.04.2002 registered at Police Station

Ganeshpeeth, Nagpur is filed herewith and marked as Annexure P-15

(Page Nos. 268 to 275).

That the Investigation in both the crimes i.e. C.R.N0.97 of 2002 and
C.R.No.101 of 2002, was conducted by State CID, Nagpur Unit. After
investigation, charge sheet was filed in the Court of the learned Judicial
Magistrate First Class, Court No. 1, Nagpulr, clubbing both the F.I.R.s
since tﬁe subject matter and the documents relied upon in both the
FF.I.R.s were same. The case came to be numbered as C.C.No.147 of
2002 and the pffences alleged were under Sections 406, 409. 468. 471.
1208, 34 Indian Penal Code. In this case there are 11 accused including

the petitioner and 146 witnesses.

That F.ILR. at C.R.No.75 of 2002 calﬁc to i';>e registered at City Kotwali
Police Station at Amravati at the instances of the Divisional Assistant
Registrar, Cooperative Department, Audit Branch, Amravati Division.
The crime was registered against the Dircctor and office bearcrs of M/s.
Amravati Peoples Cooperative Bank Ltd.. M/s. Century Dcalers Pvt.
Ltd., M/s.Giltedge Management Services [.td. The offences alleged are
under Sections 406, 409, 420, 468, 34 _Inciian Penal Code. Truc

translated copy of the FIR No. 75 of 2002 dated 15.05.2002 registered at
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City Kotwali Police Station, Amravati is filed herewith and marked as

Annexure P-16 (Page Nos. 276 to 292).

Af“ter investigation charge sheet was filed in the Court of the learned
Chief Judicial Magistrate, Amravati against 23 Accused including the
petitioner and 121 witnesses. The case is numbered as C.C.No.847 of

2002,

That FIR at C.R.No.102 of 2002 came to be registered at Pimpri Police
Station, Pune, at the instance of the District Special Auditor, Division-1.
Cooperative Societies, Pune against the Directors and-officer bearers of
Shri Sadguru Jangali Maharaj Sahakari Bank Ltd., Pune and M/s.[Home

Af. €~ o2
Trade Ltd. True translated copy of FIR No. 102 of 2002Aregistercd at

Pimpiri Police Station, Pune is filed herewith and marked as Annexure

P-17 (Page Nos. 293 10 314).

The said crime was investigated by the Crime Branch, Pune City, and
charge sheet filed iﬁ the Court of the learned Judicial Magistrate First
Class, Pimpri, and the case has been numbered as C.C. No. 498 of 2002
and is pcndiﬁg trial. There are 14 Accused including the petitioner and

69 wilnesses. .

That F.LR. at C.R.No.65 of 2002 came to be lodged at Vishrambaug
Police Station at the instance of tﬁe‘Special /\uditor, Cooperative
Society, Division-II,_ against the Directors and officer bearers of
Suvarnayug Sahakari Bank Ltd., Punc and, M/s.Home Trade Ltd. Truc
translated copy of the FIR at C.R. I\io. 65 of 2002 dated 15.05.2002
registered at Police Station Vishrambaug, Punc is filed herewith and

marked as Annexure P-18 (Page Nos. 31 5to 318).
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The said Crime was investigated by Crime Branch, Pune pursuant to
which charge sheet was filed in the Court of the learned 3"Judicial
Magistrate First Class, Shivaji Nagar, Pune, and case numbered as
C.C.No.357 of 2002. There are 11 accused including the petitioner and

104 witnesses and the case is pending Trial.

That 3 cases being C.C. No.324 /P/2002 is pending Trial before the
Court of Additional Chief Metropolitan Magistrate, lé”‘ Court,
Espalnade,  and C.C. No. 197/PW/2007 (1900200/PW/2007) and C.C.
No. 412/PW/2007 are pending Trial before the Court of Additional Chief
Metropolitan Magistrate, 47" Court, Espalnade, Mumbai against the
petitioner and other accused persons. The case pending before the said
court involves the‘same allegation i.e. non delivery of Gox“fcrnmem of
India — Securitics. The details of the FIR's involved in all the three cases

are as under:-

a) FLR., at C.R., No. 81 of 2002 dated 16.05.2002 camc to be

registered at 1., T. Marg Policc Station at the instance of the Special
Auditor, under the Divisional Joint Registrar. Cooperative Socictics
(Audit), Bombay Division, New Bombay. against the Dircctors and
office bearcrs of Raghuvanshi Cooperative Bank ILtd., and M/s.Home
Trade Ltd. The said crime was transferred to EOW, GB, CB, CID,
Mumbai, which registered the same as C.R.No.63 of 2002. True
translated copy of the FIR at C.R. No. 81 of 2002 (renumbcred as 53 of

2002) dated 16.5.2002 registered at L.T. Marg Police Station is filed

hercwith and marked as Annexure P-19 (Page Nos. 319 10 326).

by ° FIR. at C.R.No0.298 of 2004 dated 05.08.2004 has been

registered at Sanfacruz Police Station at the instance of.tl_?e Financial
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Q(}ntmll@r with Beach Candy Hospital Trust Staff Provident Fund, for
delayed delivery of GOI-S by M/s.Giltedge .Management Service Lid.
Shri P.S. Subramanian of M/s.Rhone Paulenc Chemical (1) Ltd., also
filed a written complaint with FOW, Mumbai against M/S.Giilcdge
Management Scrvicés I.td., for delayed delivery of GOI-S. Both the said
Complaints were investigated by EOW, Mumbai, under F.1R. at.
C.R.No.30 of 2004 (subsumes FIR at C.R. No. 298 of 2004). Truc
translated copy of the FIR at C.IR. No. 298 of 2004 dated 05.08.2004with
summary of charge invcstigated by EOW, Mumbai, Maharashtra is {iled

herewith and marked as Annexure P-20 (Page Nos. 327fe \33§7

c) LR, at C.R.No.83 of 2005 dated 17.02.2005 came to bec
registered at Santacruz Police Station at the instance of Senior Manager /
Trustee - Mafatlal Services Ltd., alleging delayed delivery of GOI-S, at
the instance of M/s. Giltedge Management Services Ltd, Shri Kaushal
Kailash - the Accountant of M/s. Fosma Maritime Institute and Rescarch
Organization, filed a Complaint with EOW, Mumbai against M/s,
Giltedge Management Services Ltd., for delayed delivery of GOI-S. Shri
Prakash Sawant - Personal Officer - Steelage Industries Employees Ltd.,
in the capacity of Trustcc — Steelage Industrics Employees Provident
Fund filed Complaint with the EOW, against M/s.Giltedge Management
Services Lid., for delayed delivery of GOI-S. Shri Vilas Jadhav Assistant
Finance Management - Furckha Forbes l.td., filed a Complaint against
M/s. Giltedge for delayed delivery of GOI-S. All these Compiaints were
investigated by EOW, Mumbai, under C.R.No.l3 70[' 2005, True
translated copy of FIR at C.R. No. 83 of 2005 dated 17.02.2005 with

summary of charge investigated by EOW, Mumbai, Maharashtra is filed

herewith and marked as Annexure P-21 (Page Nos. 3a¢ 'ﬁb Slfd-fj

¥
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5. That the petitioner further submits that one of the co-accused namely

Sanjay Hariram Agrawal has filed the Criminal Application before the

Hon’ble High Court of Judicature at Bombay for transfer of cases
registered within Maharashtra to compelent court at Mumbati. In the said
application interim order was granted by the Hon'ble Bombay High
Court. However, the said petition has been rejected by the Hon ble Ftigh
Court mainly on the ground that court trying the case has jurisdiction in

view of section 181(4) of Cr. P. Code.

°

6. That in view of above petitioner craves leave to transfer criminal case as
mentioned in para 1 to the Court of Additional Chicf Metropolitan

Magistrate, Esplanade, Mumbai on the following grounds:

GROUNDS
(A)  Because section 406 of Code of Criminal Procedure, 1973 grants plenary
powers to this Hon’ble Court to transfer any case which the court deems
expedient for the ends of justice. Fair and speedy trial are the two pillars of the
administration ofjusligce. 20 years where the trial has not even been started in

19 cases and the manner in which the trial is proceedings it will take several

years, the pillars of justice are not only destroyed but vandalized.

(B)  Because an accused has a right to be present in all cases on all dates
before the trial court and the same is al.so required by law. The fact that cases
are in different states, it is almost itnﬁossible that accused could be present in
all cases and therefore the trial will drag for several years defealing the ends qf

Jjustice whereas if the cases is consolidated before one trial court, the same will

expedile the trial.
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(C)  Because, the right to seck transfer is statutorily available to the petitioner )
for the ends of justice. In the present case not only that most of the witness are

from Mumbai but the accused who are named in all the cases are located in

Mumbali.

(D)  Because the transfer of case will not only help the prosecution agency as

the trial would be expedited but will also ensure speedy justice to the petitioner.

(E)  Because in the cases which are sought to be transferred and those which

arc in Mumbai several accused are common. Further allegations in all the casc

are common that is delayed delivery of Government of India-Securities.

(F)  Because most part of the transaction has taken place in Mumbali,

v

therefore most of wi}ness are from Mumbai.

a

(G)  Because all the offences are fegistered against M/s Home ‘Trade Ltd. and
M/s Glitedge Management Services Ltd. in different states in India. It is
submitted that if all the cases are not dealt with by one court for its trial, both
the accused and prosecution agency would be put to unnecessary hardship as
the prosccution will have to ;;roducc the same evidence repeatedly and the

accused will have to test its credibility every time for determining the same

question,

(I11y Because scparate offences being tried in scparate court will lead to
different conclusion which would result in complete chaos. It is to avoid such
camplicity it is required that all the cases be consolidated and brought under

onc umbrelia for its trial in accordance wilh 1w,

(I Because the nature of allegation are identical in all the cases the
interprelation whether delay in delivery of Government of India securitics

would atlract an offence under Indian Pénal Codé or not. To judge the said
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allegation entire 19 cases need Vto be looked into a holistic manner by onec court
as it is difficult to contend that in one case delay in delivery will not attract the
offence but in other case it will. The Company including Home Trade Ltd.
during the relevant period has entered into several transaction of same nature
with 100’s of persons and no complaint whatsocver has becn made by any one

of them. Trying the cases before one Court will be the only way to cnsure fair

trial.

(I Because even section 219 of the Code of Criminal Procedure requires
that such cases should be tried before one court. Although the section limits the
cascs to 3 but it definitely gives an indication that in such cases the court should

excrcise their power of transfer for the ends of justice.

(K) It is the settled position of law that ordinarily in case where the
allegation pertains to same nature of transaction all the subsequent
complaints/FIR should be investigated by the same police where the first
complaint was madc. In that view of the matter the investigation done suffers
from a procedural fault and thercfore could have been quashed. It is submitted
that if the case would have been investligated by one investing officer, the trial
would have been conducted at one place only. However. since the chagesheet
has been filed and the petitioner is facing trial at place, in the facts and
circumstances. the trial should be conducted before one court. In this present
case, apart from aforcsaid reasons, Mumbai is the location where morc than onc
FIR has been lodged and therefore the court at Mumbai would be appropriate

court where the trial for the case should be conducted.

7. + That in view of aforesaid grounds the pctitioners have approached this
[Hon'ble Court by way of filing the present transfer petition. The present

petition is {iled bonafide for the ends of‘jus'tice.
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PRAYER

It is, therefore, most respectfully prayed that this Hon’ble Court may

graciously be pleased to:

a)

b)

transfer Criminal Casce No. 101878/2003 arising out FIR No.C.R. No.
[-64/2002 Dated 30.07.2002 registered at Police Station Udhana,
Surat, Gujarat pending before Additional Chief Judicial Magistrate
Surat to Competent Court of Additional Chiel Judicial Magistrate,
Esplanade, Mumbai

transfer Criminal Case No. 9166/2002 arising out of FIR No. ICR
No0.274/2002 dated 02.07.2002 at Police Station Umra, Surat pending
before Additional Chiel Judicial Magistrate Surat to Competent
Court of Additional Chief Judicial Magisti‘ate, Fyplanade, Mumbai“
transfer ¢riminal casc No.174/2003 arising out of FIR no. 226/2002
dated 30.08.2002 registered at Police Station Rander, Surat pending
before Additional Chief Judicial Magistrate Surat, Gujarat to
Competent Court of Additional Chief Judicial Magistrate, Esplanade,
Mumbai. (

transfer Criminal Case No. 100521/2003 arising out of FIR no.
274/2002 dated 06.08.2002 registered at Police St.alion Varachha,
Surat pending Before Additional Chief Judicial Magistrate/ Judicial
Magistrate First Class, Surat, Gujarat to Competent Court ol
Additional Chief Judicial Magistrate, Esplanade, Mumbai.

transfer Criminal Case No.2778/2004 arising out of FIR/Mcase No. 3
of 2002 dated 16.07.2002 regis'tered at Police Station Gandevi,
Navsari pending before Additional Chief Judicial Magistrate,
Gandevi, Gu_jarét to Competent Court '()f Additional Chicf Judicial

Magistrate, Esplanade, Mumbai.
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g)

h)

i)

transfer Criminal Case No. 6840/2002 arising out of FIR No. [-93 of
2002 dated 18.08.2002 registered at Police Station, Navsai Town,
Navsari pending before Chief Judicial Magistrate, Navsari, Gujarat to
Competent Court of Additional Chicl Judicial Magistrate, FEsplanade.
Mumbai

transfer Criminal case No.2121/2002 arising out of FIR No. [-119/
2002 dated 10.06.2002 filed at Police station Valsad City., Valsad
pending before Chief Judicial Magistrate, Valsad, Gujarat to
Competent Court of Additional Chief Judicial Magistrate, Esplanade,
Mumbai |

transfer Criminal Case No.1578/2006 arising out of FIR/M. Casc no.
29/2002 dated 13.06.2002 registered at Police Station, Vidya Nagar.
Anand pending before Additional Chief Judicial Magistrate. Anand,
Gujarat to Competent Court of Additional Chief Judicial Magistrate,

Esplanade, Mumbai.

transfer Crimjnal Case No. 244/2002 arising out of
FIR/M.case No. 22 of 2002 (C.R. No. I-226 of 2002)dated 7.6.2002
registered at Police Station Morbi pending before 2™ ACIM. Morbi.
Gu_jdrat to Competent Court of Additional Chief Judicial Magistrate,
Esplanade, Mumbai

transfer Criminal Case N0.40449/2016 arising out of FIR No. 280 of
2002 dated 04.05.2002 registered at Police Station Connaught Place.
New Delhi pending before Additional Chief Metropolitan Magistrate,
Patiala House Court, New Delhi to Competent Court of Additional
Chief Judicial Magistrate, Esplanade, Mum.bai,

transfer Criminal Case N0.2034203/2016 arisi-ng out of FIR No. 242

of 2002 dated 17.06.2002 rcgistc.;:'red at Police Station Sarojni Nagar

Delhi pending before Chief Metropolitan Magistrate, Saket Court,
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m)

n)

0)

p)
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“New Delhi to Competent Court of Additional Chief Judicial

Magistrate, Esplanade, Mumbai

{i'ansfcr Criminal Casc No. Nil/2002 arising out of FIR No. 298 of
2002 dated 22.08.2002 registered at Police Station Jagatdal, 24 North
parganas, West Bengal pending before Barrackpore Court, Kolkata,
West Bengal to Competent Court of Additional Chief Judicial
Magistrate, Esplanade, Murnbai )

transier Criminal"_casc No0.147/2002 arising out FIR No. 97 of 2002
and 101 of 2002 both registered at Ganeeshpeth Police Station
pending before 155-2" Additional Judicial Magistrate First Class,
Nagpur to Competent Court of Additional Chief Judicial Magistrate,
Esplanade, Mumbai
transfer Criminal Case No.847/2002 arising out of FII{“ at
C.R. No. 75 of 2002 dated 15.05.2002 repistered at City Kotwali
Police Station, Amravati pending before Chicf Judicial Magistrate,
Amravati to Competent Court of Additienal Chief Judicial
Mapgistrate, Esplanade, Mumbai

transfer Criminal case No. 498/2002 arising out of FIR at
C.R. No. 102 of 2002 registereu al Pimpiri Police Station, Pune
pending before Chici'Judicia! Magistrate, IFirst Class, Pimpri, Pune to
Competent Court of Additional Chief Judicial Magistrate, Esplanade.
Mumbai.

transler Criminal Case No. 357/2002 arising out of FIR al
C.R. No. 65 of 2002 dated 15.05.2002 registered at Policé Station

rd

Vishrambaug, Pune pending before 3™Judicial Magistrate First Class,
Shivaji Nagar, Pune, to Competent Court of’ Additional Ch'icf Judicial

Magistrate, Esplanade, Mumbai.
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q) pass such further order [s] as this Hon’ble Court may deem fit and

et
o
<

proper in the facts and circumstances of the case.

AND FOR THIS ACT OF KINDNESS THE PETITIONER {S] AS IN

DUTY BOUND SHALL EVER PRAY.

DRAWN ON: 14.08.202]. FILED BY:

: PAWANSHREE AGRAWAL
Place: New Delhi - . Advocate for the Petitioner
Date: 18.08.2021 B-3, Sagar apdrtments

6, TilakMarg

NEW DEILLHI 110 001



IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA 8{
CRIMINAL ORIGINAL JURISDICTION
TRANSFER PETITION (CRLONO. ____ OF 2021

IN THE MATTER OF:-

KETAN KANTILAL SETH ... PETITIONER
VERSUS
STATE OF GUJARAT £7¢.. ET< ...RESPONDENTS
AFFIDAVIT

|, Ketan Kantilal Seth, S/o. Shri Kantifal Seth, Aged about 59 years, R/o 702,
B Wing, Sabnam Apartment, Barfiwala Lane, Juhu Gali, Andheri West, Mumbai-
400049, do hereby solemnly affirm and declare as under:-

1. That t am the petitioner in the above noted matter and | am well acquainted
with the fact§ and circumstances of the case. | am competent to swear this affidavit

2. That the accompanying Transfer Petiiion {Pages 1 to _,3__141_] Para 1 lo
i . List of Dates and Facts [Pages B to_- Jand Interlocutory Appliéation
[s] have been drawn by my Advocate under my instructions. | have read and
understood the contents of the aboye and | say that the same are true and correct
to my knowledge and belief and | believe the same to be true.

3. That the Annexures filed herewith are true copies of their respective

originals.

DEPONENT

oA




VERIFICATION:

I, the abovenamed deponent, do hereby verify that the contents of para-1 to

Para-3 of above affidavit are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and

belief and nothing material has been concealed therefrom.

Solemnly affirmed on the day of Auguét,— 2021 at Mumbai.

IBHUWANNATH SHARMA

Andhart £ gst, Mumbel
Maharashtrs.

Rapn No 15545

. s

DEPONENT

BEF

4

e
TRIBHUW,
M.A., Literatyr Enﬁ}g}{u.sy ???(?MA

FOVOCATE £ NOTARY pov pe
4 WY oo, -
PRAKASH WADI, 2. . o 5 g,

Antiheri (€), Mumbai-a0g gag "

{Reg. No. 74~ ]
sr. No. 50 %0- |
e /v/o S’/a'oaﬂ
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ANEXURE-P-1
;5. FIR Ne. Place & Police ) Cbﬂ?trymg the ;-No. of Accused " No. of . Stage of trial 7
No._; _ ! station i offence ; 5 witness
1 f 64/2002 dated 30.07.2002 " Udhana, Surat ACIM, Surat 6 {all from Mumbai) I' 13 No charges have !
P L o ' i ‘ : been framed {
;2 274/2002 dated 02.07.202 Umra, Surat " ACIM, Surat | 7{Allfr0m Mumbai} F 15 No charges have
L e - L ? ] been framed
|3 | 2267 2002 dated 30.08. 2002 Ramﬁer surat | AGM,Surat | 117 (aII from Muméaﬁ? T No charges have |
L : i : i and outside india) ' been framed '
" 4. —* 274/ 2002 dated 06.08.2002  : Varaccha, Surat j ACIM/IMFC, Surat | 19 (all from Mumbai) | 14 i No <charges have
L L ] i J bheen framed
. 5. P M. Case Ne. 3 of 2002 dated : Gandevi, Navsari ! ACIM, Gandevi 14 (all from Mumbai) 13 Only charge have
| 16.07.2002 E i | been framed
| J‘ ! f | against the
! i : | - | petitioner. No
} i i i charges  framed
‘ j | against other
1 : ,,,.i ‘ a 1 accused
6. [ 93/ 2002 dated 18. 08 2002 Navsari Town, l CIV, Navsari v 13 { all Miumbai) 27 ' No charges have |
i e _ ' Navsari i been framed
7. " 1-119/ 2002 dated 10.06.2007 Valsad City, Valsad ! : CJM, Valsad 11 (Al Mumbai). 15 No charges have
T  District — | . . _ibeenframed _ |
" 8. M Case No. 29/2002 dated Vldhyonagar ACJM‘JBFand ‘g (7 from Mumbai and | 22 ! No charges have
_ _ .+ 13.06.2002 o D__\strlctfna_nd _, - ! 2 from Ahmedabad) : : been framed
.9, 1 22/2002 dated 07.06.2002  Morbi  2ACM, Morbi 6 (4 from Mumbai and | 18 No charges have |
i 7 - 2 from Ahmedabad} o ' been framed
10, 280/ 2002 datec 04. 05 2002 tohnauéh‘ “?Eacé ACIVi_lG& Danala 74 {all from Mumbai} ‘53 F'Charges nave been '
New Deihi House Court " gutside - framed - i0
Delhi) witness have been |

examined
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S 11 242/ 2002 dated 17.06.2002 " Sarojini Nagar, N_ew i C‘IVIM, Sake": Court - 4 (Al from MumgéF)- 13 {5 outside Charges have been
P : Delhi _ Dethi) ~framed. :
: : : " Examination in
' “Chief  of  first
N I o wiesshasstrted
12. 298/ 2007 dated 22.08.2002 : Jagatdal, 24 ‘North | Bar:rackpcre Court, | 5 (4 from Mumbai and | 13 ' No charges have _‘
i Parganas, West | Kolkata 1 from Kolkata) been framed ;
i . Bengal o ;
13. 97/ 2002 dated 25.04.2002 | Ganeshpeth, 155 2" NM, First ; 11 {9 from Mumbai | 146 {100 | Charges 'framed —I
and 101/ 2002  dated |- Nagpur Class, Nagpur 1 and 2 from Nagpur) witness 52 witnesses have
29.04.2002 | outside) | been examined
14, 75/ 2002 dated 15.05.2002 City Kotwali Police | CIM, Amravati 23 (4 from Mumbai, 1 | 121 {83 | No chatges have
! Station, Amravati ' from Kolkata and 18 | witness been framed
' from Amravati) outside)
15, C.R. No. 102 dated 08.05.2002 | Pimpri, Pune ludicial Magistrate | 14 (4 from Mumbai | 69 {23 i No charges have
i First Class, Pimpri, | and 10 from Pune) witness been framed
I S .. |Pune ... |outside) |
i 16. CR. No. 65/ 2002 dated | Vishrambaug, Pune | 3™ T udicial 'F(S from Mumbai | 102 {34 | No charges have
15.05.2002 Magistrate  First | and 6 from Mi:ne) witness been framed
Class, Shivaji Nagar, outside)
; 17. CR. No. 81 of 2002|LT.Marg, Mumbai, ACMM Court No.| 15 {ali from Mumbat} 30  witness [ No charges have !
| {renumbered as 63 of 2003) | Maharashtra 19, Mumbai {25 from | been framed e
: dated 16.5.2002 ) Mumbai, S |
i . from Pune) il
|18 FIR at C.R. No. 298 of 2004 | EOW, Mumbai, | ACMM Court | 4 {all frorn Mumbai) 13 witness { No charges have |
dated 05.08.2004 Maharashtra No.47, Mumbai F (10 from | been framed
) i Mumbai, 3 ; [
L L A o | from outside) | |
19. FIR at CR. No. 83 of 2005 | EOwW, Mumbai, 1 ACMM  Court No. i 4 (all from Mumbai) 17 witness ' No charges have
. dated 17 02.2005 investigated = Maharashtra 47, Miumbai ' ' {15 from been framed
. by “ i ' Mumbai, 2

T L ey
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Total No. Of witness in all 19 cases are 689

Out of which 315 witness are from outside and amongst these witness, 236 witness are from Mumbai. -

True copy



~ _ANNEXURE-P2.

First Information Report of Cognizable Offence

o

[under section 154 of Criminal Procedure Code]

District:- Surat Police Statien:- Udhna Station

Year:- 2002 FIR No. C.R. No. I - 64/2002 Dale:-

oo Dol . .

Date and time of occurrence of cocffence:-

During 5/03/2002 to 29/04/2002,

{1)Information received at P.5.:- Date -

30.7.2002 at 21.15 HOURS PI 21.20 PSO NOURS

(2)Direction and distance from Police Station:-

The Udhna Citizen Co.Qperative Bank Ltd.,

o

Udhna Shed No.1l4 building, Udhna, SuraL“

{3) Date of sending to Police Station:

30/C07/2002.

(4)Name and address of Complainant / Informant

Shri R. Narayan, aged 41, Res/o - 63,

=

Saurabh Society, Morabhagal, Rander Road,

Surat, Telephone (H) 276-8895 and 8676970 /

8790501
(O)Names and addresses of accused persons, [ult
rarticulars [Details of

known/suspected/unknown accused with ol

particulars)]



| &

ﬁ? (l)Sanjay Hariram Agrawal who 1is Home Day
Limited Chairman and Chief Executive Officer
whose address is Jﬁhﬁ Shalimar C. 8S
Limited, 7" Floor, Gulmohar Cross Shed
No.10Q, Juhu, Mumbai

{(2) Nand Kishor Shankarlal Trivedi, whose
Hosred Limited, Safety 'Execuive Director,
havihg address as Devbhuvan, Second Floor,
Room NO.32, Manur Mohalla, Mara Bajar,
Mumbai.

(3) Subodh Bhandari whose father name not known,
Secretary of Home Trade, authorised
secretary, having address as 704 B. Govind
complex Sector No.l4, Vashi Navi Mumbai

{4} Ketan Kantilal Shet, who is Director of
‘Home Trade Limited,_having address as 193,
Bhalit _ (CS Cell), 3" Floor, Gulmohar (Cross
Road, Mumbai |

(5) Hiren Bhupendra Shah, who 1s Director of
Home Trade Ltd., having address as 102,
Gandhi Nivas, Ashok Nagar Road, Vankaola,
Santacruz Mumbai.

(6)Mr. Ram Gopal, whose father nama ot known,

Director of Home Trade Ltd., and address not

known .
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(7)Mipudl Suzukl, Uirecuor of Home Trade Lud.
address 1s not informed.

{(8) Rakesh Chandak, father  name not known,
address not informed,

(2) Manoj Ambalal Shah, Director of Home Trade
Ltd., having adderss at 3, Belari Road, Home
Trade Limited Registered Company RMP
Extehsiqn Bangalore.

{10) Salcn  James Macmilan, Director of Home
Trade Ltd. Address 785, Care u Certi Mon
Tempu, CA 94041, USA.

{1l1l) Rasel H. Bokneshwar, Director of Home
Trade Ltd., having address 2, Timper“liill
Terrace Lay Field, NA Present - 40, USA

(12) Mr. Shénshak Gopal Rande, Director of Home
Trade, having address of 3/1 Radhe Krushna
Nivas, Ground Floor, Dagadi Vadi, SK Bole
Road, Dadar, CW J, Mumbai.

{13) Mx. Vijay Himatlal Modi, Director of Home
Trade Ltd., having address 1/203 Apala
Chamebrs, Borivali Kugvadi ‘Road, Borival!li
(East), Mumbai.

{14) Mr. Salil Dinkar:-ay Gandhi, Director of

Home Trade Ltd. Having address as 2/13, Gold

Coin, Chembur Garva, Mumbai.
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(15)Shilpa Shah, father name not known, Res/o
- 102, Gandhi Niwvas, Ashok Nagar Road,
Vakecla, Santacruz, Mumbai. .

(16) Hiren Gada father name not known, address
not kwnon.

{17) Mr. Dhananjay Hariram Agrawa, whose
address is not known.

(18) Smt. Jagruti Ketan Shet, Res/o - 193,
Lalit Kutir {CMD) Thi:d Floor, Gulmohar
Cross Road No.92, (JVPD) Mumbai.

(19) Mr. Kanan Mevavala, father name not known
Having adderss Javént Maram, Fifth Floor,
Opp. Vankhede Stadium, Marine drive; Mumbai .

(20) Ketan R. Maskaria, address not known.

{21) Dharniraj Surti, fathék name nobt  known,
Having _address as - éurya. Flats, First
Floor,KSurya Shopring Complex, Bharuch,

(22) Parimal R. Shah, owner of Parimal R Shah &
Cc., Having address as - 1/20, Bakul Co.Op.,

Bhalubhai Park, Andheri (West), Mumbai.

(6)Brief facts of the complaint / incident and
if stolen, full particulars of properties

stplen:~
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Offence under Sections-406, 409, 420, 421,
422, 34, of I.P.C. In such a way that the
accused of this matter - had acted in
collusion with each other and having common
motive and for common  purpose being
fulfilled having in different company names
the Government lands were to be mortgaged

and;r to invest money and with which
complaimant and other units the mcney was
got collected and they had deposited in HDIC
Bank Ltd. Mumbai, ICICI Bank Ltd., Mumbai,
UTI Bank Ltd. Mumbai, Janta Sarkari Bank
Ltd., Mumbai through whom in their reLQLives
and members Their aécounts in foreign
accountslin an illegal manner the money was
got transferred and the Foreign Exchange
Management Act provisions were viclated and
had committed cheating of Rs.3,19,96,075/-
and it was ob&ained and from the money the
properties which were purchased and its
legal creditors with which they had got
shared and to prevent the same with which
malafide intention and in a - fraudulent

manner the said properties were to be

disposed of and by creating debt and to
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prevent "t and illegal act being made and to
abscond from India such circumstances have

been created, regarding'which matter.

Date: 30.7.2002

My name 1is R. DNarayan, aged 49 vears,
Cccupation - Service, Res/o - 63, Saurabnh
Society, Mota Bhagal, Rander Rcad, Surat,
Tel.No. (H) 2768891 (B) 8676970 / 8790501.

By remaining personally present [ state the
facts of my complaint thét I am residing at
the above address with my family members. I
am working with The Udhna Citizen Co.0p.
Bank Ltd,. Branch since the year 1926 and in
the year 1996 I had Jjoined as a Bank Manager
and in the vyear 1997 and till today [ am
appcinted as a General Manager cf the Baﬁk.
Presently our The Udhna Citizen Co.0p. Bank
Ltd. of which there are four branches of the
bank. Tn that the Shed No.14 on which the
main branch is there. Other than that at
Pandesara Ring Road, Udhhé Darwaja, Dukalpol
part aﬁd at Nanpura Timaliyavad which bhank
branch is there. This bank is a cooperatilve

bank and this branch is being run as per the
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rules prescribed by the Reserve Bank of
India.

As the term deposits of our bank had
exceeded the amount of Rs.25 crore as per
the guidelines of the Reserve Bank the
Government securities investment being made
is mandatory and therefore we decided to
invest the money.

Thereafter in the April 1999 Ketan Kantilal
Sheth and Niraj.Surti‘had in regard to tLheir
money which was kept in our bank in which
Keta Sheth,' Res/o 193, Bhalal Kubtir (CM
Space), 3 Floor, Gulmohar Flat Road No.%
umbalya and Niraj Surti, Res/o - Surya Ilat,
First Floor, Shopping Complex had from their
firstly "from our bank had come and met us
and our Government securitization business
was to be”purchased and sold which talks
were made and we had told him that our
company name of which Ketan Sheth had stated
that 1t is Ketan Sheth and Co. in which the
partner of for Asian Security Ltd. and its
Dirgctor is myself and as Nirad Surti and

both companies of  which we are the

representatives and our both company as one
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stock exchange member 1is there. Further as
Government securities are purchased and sold
and we are 1its authorised person and at

Gujarat and Maharashtra and of which N. Co.

~

o

Operative Bank with  which are doin

transactions and our office are at Infoteck

Park, Tower WNo.3, Fifth Flocr, Vasi Railway
Station Complex, New Mumbai. They have
given necessary documents such as (1)
National Stock Exchange of which member
certificate, (2) Company registration
certificate, (3) Audited Balance Sheet, etc.
which was shown and our trust was taken and
for Government securities regarding which
from they it was purchased which WélS
decided. In regard to the NC our bank for
invest@ent has a committee member which does
all the proceedings and firstly Ketan Sheth
and Company with which the security was
purchased and sold and} Lransactions were
started ,and in stcoccks of which Ketan Sheth
and Company from which different types of
transactions made_for about four times and

its amount was Rs.41,93,812/- was stated and

the entire amount as ashtpan securities



%% limited and to make purchase and sale which
transactions of Rs.1,51,27,913/- was made
and all such transactionglwere completed by
them and in such a manner our trust was
acquired and we had in such a manner we rad
carried out transaction.

Thereafter in January 2000 as Ketan Sheth
and 'agent Hariram Agrawal, Res/o - Juhu,
Shalimaf CHM Ltd., 7" floor, Gulmohar Cross
Road No.10, Juhu, Mumbai and Nand Kishor
Shankarlal Trivedi, Res/c -~ Dev Bhuvan,
Second Floor, Rcom No.32 of said Mahol la
Mira Bajar, Mumbai and Nandkishor trgvedL,
Res/o - Mumbéi had come tc our bank and with
Ketan Sheth had stated that Hariram Agrawal,
Home Trade Ltd. of which Chairman and Chief
Executvie and Director who was introduced
and they ﬁgde representation before me that
Ashpan Securities Ltd. which name is to be
changed and now it is Home Trade Limited is
kept and our said company 1s also a member
of National Stock Exchange. Further that
company 1s also carrying out transactions

with Government securities of which purchase

and sale which all eligibility is there andg
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they had also represented that said company
of which work is made by very expert and
professiconal persons.  The said company of
which advertisement was made by reputed
persons such as Shahrukthhanh Rutik Roshan,
Sachin "Tendulkar and Priyanka Chopra. The

same was stated  and in that regard all

necessary papers such as National Stock

Exchange member’ certificate, company
registration certificats, Audited Balance
Sheet, etc. which was shown and Qur

confidence was taken and 1 and Prahsant B.
Patel, Computer supplier with whom the Home
Trade Limited of which Mumbai had come
th3ere and that officé was visited 1in
January 2002 and Ketan Sheth had as per our
circumstances we were to meet Hariram
Agrawal, Nand Kishor Shankarlal Trivedi,
Suleshbhai  Bhandari, Smt . Jagruti Ketan
sheth and Shilpaben Shah, etc. and they bad
for the new company Home Trade Limited with
which the sale and purchase work being made
was reguested and we had with them in regard
to our previous Lransactions and the

representations made on which we trusted and
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we had for their new company Che
transactions would be made which-was decided
and in February 2000 till March 2002 about
twelve {12) CLransactions were made -and
Rs.12,27,48,512/- was stated and in such a
manner the said company of which
transactions were made with malafide
intention and this criminal offences by
common motive being for which our trusti was
acquired by them.

As per our information the said Home Trade
Ltd. of which Chairman and Secretary
Executive and its authorised signatofy and
Directof’ officer and chartered accountant,

etc. are as under:

(1} Saniay Hariram Agrawal who 18 the
Chairman and Chief Executive of Home
Trade Limited and his address — (CHS)

Limi?ed, Seventh Floor, Shalimar Juhu,
Gulméhar Cross Ring Road, Juhu Mumbati,
(Z) Nandkishor Shankarlal Trivedi, who Ls
the Secretary and Executive Director of
Home Trade Limited, and address
Devbhuvan, Second Tloor, Room No.372,

Majkur Maholla, Mira Bajar, Mumbai,



(3)
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Subodh Bhandari, whose father name is
not known, who is the authorised
signatory of Home Trade Limited, address
- 704/B, Govind Complex, Centre No.14,
Vashi Vrule Navi Mumbai.

Ketan Kantilal Sheth, who is Lhe
Director of Home Trade Limited, address
- 193, Lalit Kutir (CHL} Third Floor,
Gulmohar Cross Road No.9, Mumbal,

Hiten Bhupendrabhai, Director of Home
Trade Ltd., address - 102, Gandhi Nivas
Ashoknagar Road, Santacruz, Mumbai,

Mr. Ram Gopal whose father name is not
known and he as the Driector of Home
Trade Ltd. and his address is not known.
Miyuki Suzuki, Director of Home fTrade
Ltd., and whose address is not informed,
Rakesh Rathod whose father name is not
known and addres 1s not known,

Manoj , Ambalal Shah, who is Director of
Home Trade Ltd. and his address is - 3,
Belaro Road, RM Extension, Bangalore,
Alen James Macmilan, Director of Home

Trade Lita. and his adderess is 785
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(12}

Cresto Street Mone Tenu CA 94041 and is

the ChA,
Rasel H. Lapeken Roger, Director of Home
Trade Ltd., and his address is 2, ".imber

Hall, Teriz Lefield NA 1940 USA,

Mr. Shashank Gopal Rande who is the
Director of Home Trade Ltd. whose
address 1s 3/1, Shatra Krushna Nivas
CGround Floor, Kagdiwad, s.k. Boleroad,
Dadar (CWJ)_Mumba;,

Mr. Vijay Himat Lal who is Director of
Home Trade Ltd. and his address is
17203, BAmita Chambers, Borivalli,“ Kula
Vadi.Road, Borivalli (East), Mumbai,

Mr. Salil Dinkarray Gopi, Director of
Home Trade Ltd. having address 2/13,
Golden Coin chambers, Nariel Mumbat,
Shilpa‘ Shah, whose father namc not.
kwnown, address - 102, Gandhi Nivas,

Ashok Nagar Road, Vakola, Santa Cruz,

Mumbai,

Hima Gadije father name: not known,
address - not known.

Shri Digﬁijay Hariram Agrawal, whoso

address not known,
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(18) smt. Jagruti Ketan Sheth, Res/o - 193,
Lalit Kutir, (CSLy, Third ltoor,
gulmchar Cross Road, No.8 (JBPD), Mumbai

(12) Ms. Dimple Mevavala, whose father name
is nolt known and his'addfess is Jayanti
Marmar Fifth Floor, (Vankhede Stadium),
Marine Drive, Mumbai,

(20) Ketan R. Maskariya, address not known.

(21) Niraj Surti, whose . father name not
known, address - Su{ya- Flat, First
Floof, Surya Shopping Complex, Bharuch,

(22) Dariyal R. Shah, whose is owner of
Parimal R.Shah and Company and address -

'1/20, Bakul Co. Op. Lalubhai Park,
Choperi (West), Mumbai-

In this maﬁner all the above said persons

and in different capacities they had worked

for Home Trade Company and our faith and
trust being acguired and. due Lo which on

27.2.2000 as Ketan Shefh, Shilpa Shah,

Jagruti Sheth, Ketan Mévavala and Niraj

Surti had come to our bank and with us the

Government security Scheme as per which on

8.0 to 7% in 2017 scheme and it was made to

understand that by investing the profit

-
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would be there and our this security
investment being decided and in that regard
.they had  stated that Rs.3,00,00,000/- (Three
crore) of Government security of which 8.0 -
7% GOI 2017 was purchased for which we had
as per the Home Trade Ltd. of HDFC Nariman
Point, Mumbali Branch from where Lhe cheqgue
No.648900 dated 5.3.20 Rupees 2,19,96,075/-
which of HDFC Bank, Athwalines, Surat Branch
where itr wWas deposited and 1in that regard
the Contract Note No.7431 was made and this
agreement when made then ocur said purchased

1

Government Securities ot which ph?sical
delfver ?hey were to do in a specific period
(within 30 to 45 days) but even then till
27.4.02 as our  purchased Government
securitlies physical delivery was not made by
above said ;ersons of Home Trade Ltd. and il
was given to us. Therefore into his roegard
we had after the passing of giving the
vhysical delivery we had frequently askod
the same on telephone but the above named
persons had in one or other pretext the said

Govaernment  security delivery was nol made

and lastly we had on 29.4.02 we had gone to

-
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the Home Trade Ltd. office and the sane
company o©f which no responsible person was
present and we had cdmer Lo know that the
Cohpany of which all Directors and officers
of the company have abscendod by
misappropriation and thefeafter we had in
different times also known that above named
persons had acted in collusion with each
other and to fulfil common motive they had
in Gujarat and Mahara;htra and for
Government banks with which crores of rupeccs
by criminal breach of trust and cheating haé
been made and our 1in any way in regard to
the Government securities being taken and
1ts physical delivery not being made and for
Ehis reason from us the amount of
Rs.2,l9£96,075/— was grabbed and cheating
was caused.

In this manner as stated above from all
the persons they had acted in cellusion with
each other and without consent from various
banks the deposited money had got made 1in
other. names and it was transferred to
foreign countries and such became i1mmovabile

properties. of which transactions made was
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with the money they had gorne and as per our
information as at Moje Village Bobal at
Rajpath Club, Sarkhej, Ahmedabad as stated
abvoepersons had in an illegal manner all
such acqguired immovable property at Surat
Citizen Cooperative Bank Ltd. in which name
It was  written and other ‘than that irts
understanding was made that all such persons
had for -such benami acquired propertics as
per which details the fact of Mumbai Police
Department had in regard ko such Cocperative
Public Conerative Bank Ltd. Mumbai from
where alsé such above named persons hdd the
benami properties 1s given.

In  this manner as stated above these
persons had acted in collusion with each
other and with common motive being fulfilled
cand from:different companies in their names
the Government securities money being

3

rnvested for which and other. institulions
such money was collected and it was got
deposited at HDFC Bank Ltd., Mumbai, 7ICICT
Bank Ltd. Mumbkai, uT1 Bank Ltd., Janta

Cooperative Bank Ltd., Mumbai, indusingh

Bank Ltd., Mumbai, Bank of India, Mumbai
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through whom all their relative and o hers
in foreign countries in which accounts they
nad illegally transfer the money and  as

stated above these persons had as per the

-t

sections of 1PC and as per Forcign hxchange
Management Act, provisions such amount has
been collected and prior to this from us tLhe
company had made transaction of
Rs.14,20,70,237/- which was there. In this
manner as’ per cocur claim this fact and the
oﬁher informed facts on which we are to
claim for which they had got our trust.

Therefore in such a manner the above stated
persons had committed cheating with us [for
an amount of Rs.3,19,96,075/- and at Gujarat
and MahaTasthra the Government banks with
cheating being made and  crores of rupees
through which properties were purchased and
and they had. for the legal debtos and
properties being sold and to prvent hem
from such activ;ves énd with malaflide
intenticon they hatched a ponspiracy and the
sald properties To Dbe disposed of which

their debts was Dbeign created to prevent

them and said 1llegal activity made and they

"
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had absconded and such offences for being
prevented and they having acguired the
properties and their Passports should be
confiscated and  against them lefgal
proeedings being'maae and to take complaint
and the wintess who are found during inqguiry
then the‘faollowign persons are there,

(1) The complainant myself

(2) 'HDFCB Bank Ltd. Nariman Point and pRank
cash' collection Mumbai' Branch of which
accused had collected and made
Lransaction as per information.

(3) HDFC Bank Ltd. Nariman Point and Bank
collecticon centre "Mumbail Branch and
accused in whose account the
Lransactions being made by persons are
Lhere.

(4) ICICI BRank Ltd. Nariman Point, Mumbaj,
of which Branch informed person,

(5) UTI Bank Ltd. Mumbai Branch of which
informed pefson.

(6) Janta Cooperative Bank Ltd., Mumbai Brech
ol which informeq person.

{(7) Indusingh Bank Ltd. Nariman Point,

Mumabi Branch of informed person.
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(8) Bank of India, Stock Exchange Branch, ,

-

Mumbal of which informed person.
(9) Capital Market Branch Fort Mumbai of

which informed person.

(10) Ahmedabad Municipal 'Corporation, Bopal
Vilage city Survey Record registered and
ownerhip details beign kept by the
concenred person.

(11)Surat Nagarik Cooperative Bank Ltd.,

taken the pnopérties ﬁrom the accused

and 1its property was written 'and such

person who had made the deed.
(12}D.R.Trivedi, Udhna Citizen Co.0Op. Bank

L.td., Surat.
(13)Arvindbhai 1.. Patel, Udhana Citizen
Co.0Op. Bank Ltd., Surat

(14)Pra§hant B. Patel, Res/o ~ Rander Surat,
etc.
These_are my facts which are true and correct
as stated in my complaint.

I have received a copy of the complaint.
Before me,
5d/- illegible
Police Tnspoaclaor,
Udhna Police Station,
Surat City.
Forwarded to
Hob’ble 3 Joint Civil Jduge,
And JME'C, Surat city.
Cator 31,071,027
S0/~ Pol.e Offu‘(_‘r
Ltdhnay taloie Boar o,
- " Surat iy,



ciried oy True copy éo

Ehy, . e ) - .
dE e Curpared oy Gd/- illegible

Assisvant Registrar, Civil Court, Surawv.
slication No.3305%/2002

Made My, Chandracan: Angr g

party sd/-
madoe 28,2002

Xoerox copy Sde 14 side
crox charge
vaper charge
Toval Rs,.14.00

w O
o
oo



ANNEXURE -8

% FIR Na. ICR No.274/02 H1. O,Q‘o}'o,a

First Information Report of.Cognizable'Offence
N [under section.154 of Criminal Procedure Code]

Sub-District : Umara, District:- Surat.

Bale and Lime ol occurrence of‘offence:—

During 31/01/7200% 1o 271/02/2007.

(1} Date and time of conveying infermation
Date : 02/07/2002, 17:00 Hrs.

(2) Place ¢of olfence and dinLdﬁce ard drroot e
from the pol‘ce station
The Surat MahilakCitizens Cc~operative Bank
Limited, 379 floor, Labhubhai Chambers,
Athva Gate, Surat.

(3) Date of sending from Lhe Police Sta.ion:
02/07/2002.

(4) Name and address of Complainant /o Informant

Fratibhaben, W/o Ramanlal Parmar, Chief

3

Auditor of Mahila Co-operative Bank,

(3) Names and addresses of accused persons, (u) ]

particuiars

{1) Heome Trade Limited Company, address a.

nternatiora. infoTech Park, Towor Nm.3,
Fifth floor, Vashi Railway Station Complex,
Navi Mumbai, Dist. Thana

(2} Shrl Sanjay Hariram Agrawa.,

Reside at Gulmahor Crosscoads, Road No.10,



Juhu, Mumbai. Ca/

{3} Shri Ketan Kantilal Shetn,

Reside av 193, Lelin Kﬁtir, Guiimahor

Crosﬁroads, Road No.9, Juhu, Mumbai.

(4) Shri Nandkishor Shankarlal Trivedi,

Reside at Devbhuvan, Second [ioor, Yarsd
Bazaar, Mumbal.

{3) Shri Subodh Bhandari,

Reside at 704 B, Govind Complex, Sector No,
14, Vashi, Mumbai.

(6} Niraj Surati,lhdd : éurya Flat, 1% flcor,
Surya'Complex, Bharuch,

{7) Shri Kanan Mevawala, Add : Jayant Mahal, 5
floor, Opp.Vankhede Stadium, Maring Lines,
Mumbai .

Brief details
Offence under Sections-465, 467, 468, 471,

114, 120(b) of I.P.C. in such a way that the

accused perséns as mentioned above, in collusion

Wil cach-other, esnahlished tne Cn%pany,

halched criminal conspiracy, on giving Lrusy Lo

the Mehila Bank to provide the-securLLJes, on

fabricating the documents, committed fraud of

the amount ol Rs.8,59,65,653 and 87 Paisa wiih

the bank.

Date : 02/07/2002

My name is Pratigrnyaben  Bhupcendrabhai
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Ramniklial Parsigavani, Age about 58, Occupalion
Service, resident of 302, Hem Terrace
Apartment, B/h Sargam Complex, Umra, Surat, (R)

3

3223461, {(O) 3478151, 3478152.

On Eemaininq present  in person,. . herepy
dictete the facts of my complaint that | ar
staying at the above mentioned address with my
family and serving as a Chief Executive Officer
in Surat Mahila Cit;zens’ Co-operative Bank
Liﬁgted, its registered office, RBabubhai
Chgmbers, Athva Gate.

The transactions of ocur aforesaid bank are
being done in pursuance of the’-rules of -the
Reserve Bank. The decisions are being taken [or
barnk by the Roard of Directors, in consonanco
with the ruies and regulations 0of the Reserve
Bank. QOut of the corpus being created bylou:
bark, we give locan to our members. Whatcver tro
amounl is left, we lnveslL Lhe same n  Lhe
securitlies beling issued by the Governmenrt of
India. The said investmént is being done on being
given consent by the board of_direcLors of cur
bark.

There is textile tower building in Surat
tity, located at Ring road, located 1in front of
.

Kirnari Cirema. There is vne parinership Tirn

Lhe name of GCGrowln Avenues. The.saig [rm wor<s
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for investment in Government securilies and
tradirg of shares (Broker}. 0Our bank had,
through said firm, earlier done investment @ r
Government securities. Since the year 1995 our
bank has been having transactions with said
Growth Avenues Company. As we have been having
contacts with said firm since last seven years,
one person namely, Niraj Surati, who slays - in
Surya Flats, Surya Shopping Complex, 3haruch,
usea to visit our bank frequently, we happened
te pe in contact, |

Paraqrapﬁ,illegib]e.

Our bank has done transactions wilh said
firm from 1995‘to 2000. Regarding whatever the
Government securities are purchased by our bank
Erom Ketah Sheth and Co., its delivery has been
done in time to the bpank by said company
regularly. Thereafter, in the vear 1998, Ketan
Sheth and Niraj Suratl had informed our bank

that Lhey have formed the Company in tne name of
L] .

TS
3

...... ne sadd Company 1s also WCrking as g oroko:
of the Government securities. Therefore, ou-

bank purchased Government securities from said

Company also. The delivery of the same was also

done requiarly by the said Company. Thercatier,
in February-1999, the said Ketan Shectn and Nira®

Surli had done representation before our banx
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%&? that they are the whole and sole of tLhe Ms.Pune
Associates Securities Ltd. The said company 18§
a member in the national bank exchange,
Therefore, as they asked us to purchase the
Government securities from said company, as ou-
bank had relaticnship Qith said Ketan Sheth and
Niraj Surti since the year 1995, we purchased
the Government securities from the said company
namely, Ms,Pune Asscciates Securities Ptv. Ltd.
The delivery theregf was alse being dono
reguiarly.

In January-2000, Ketan Sheth and Niraj
Surati visited in person our bank. At that tiwmg,
there were Lwo olher persons also wilh Lrom. Ay
introducing them, the said Ketan Sheth and Niraj
Surati informed to us that out of both said
persons, the name of one person is Sanday Hariram
Agrawaixand that of another perscn is Nandkishor

~

Shankartal! Trivedi. They further ‘nforred Lha'
thelr ear.ler company is Ms... The same will
. function for the work of brokerage in Lhe namo
of Home Trade T.td....
fhe sald Home Trade Liud. Company is a memher
Naticonal .. Thy ho'd all neture of cua:ification
és per the norms cof the Reserve bank oL&indja,

for the purchase-sale of Government securities.

Therefore, we Dbegan purchase of (overnmen.

-
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Securitles from said Company also from the year
2000. Whatever the securities we had purchased
in the beginning, the same cams ﬁo be delivered
requlaf;y.

On 31/10/2001, our bank purchased from Home
Trade Ltd. the securities of the Government ol
India for the amount of Rs.2,136,28,105/- aL Lhe
rate of 10.18% and maturing in the year 2026, In
consideration of Lhe same, our bank gave the
chegue of HDEC bank bearing No.275353,
Thgreaftér, we pufchasedifrom said Home Trade
Company the Government Securities the Government
Sccurities ol Rs.2,81,22,916/68 ‘paisa alL Lhe
rate of 10.70% and maturing in the year 2020. In
consideration thereof, we issued the cheque of
HBFC  Bank beariny No.245362. lhereal.or, we
purchase the Securities of IDBI at the rate of
11.5% and having maturity in the year 2011 [for
the amount Eof Rs.3,37,16,166/67 paisa. Tne
cheque of HDFC Bank in consideration of the same
was  Issued vide no.255392. Thereafter, on

27/02/2002, purchased the securities of .he

Government of Tndia maturing ia the year 2917 at

.the rate of 9.39% for the amount of

Rs.1,13,43,458/-. In  considervat:on thereo?,

issued the cheque of HDFC Bank bearing

no.275373. Accordingly, during the period from

6o



31/10/2001 to 27/02/2002, we purchased from sad
Home Trade Ltd. the Covernment securitios 1o ‘@ ne
tune of Rs.9,68,10,666/67. Our bank had paid tre
sald entire amount to the said Home frade Company
through cnegue. In response to the way we had
been making payment of the amount, Lhe
Government securities were not being dolivored
te us 1n time. Therefore, on contacling tho
Chailrman of said Home " rrade through
correspondence and telephone‘ regarding said
Goyernmegt securities, they did nol nana ove:
the same. They were giving excuses. Therefore,
we informed Home Trade that 1if* they do -not
deliver the said Government security at Lhe
earliest, we wili initiate legal action against.
tham. Therefore, all three persdns name.y, Ketan
Sheth, Niraj Surati and Nendkishor Trivedi
visited our bank and informed: to me that the
securities which we Thave deﬁanded ara  nc.
aval.able. Therefore, at that time they are ab.e
to deliver to us thel Governmentz of Tndia
Securities at the rate of 11.3% having maturily

in the year 2012 for the amount. of

Rs.3,81,61,800/-, two securities at the rate of

8.7% having maturity in the year 2017 viz. one
of Rs.5,36,50,625/- and another of Rs.5, 36,506/~

turther, 1f we do not have Lrust on Lhem, Lhey

4 ¢



will issue the chegue to us. Trerefore, as we
kepr trusl upon them, they executed one Contrac!
dated 30/03/2002, wherein they had given ora'
undertaking to deliver the securities (!
15/05/2002. They further stated thal 1! weo do
not have. trust upon them, they may issue the

advance cheque to us. They issued the cheques as

under

No Chequg No, | Date Amount -
ERN T RN, 11/04/2002 [Rs.80,72,206/25 pa sa
7 T984302 25/04/2002 [ Rs, 6,36,250/- |
3 | 984307 1670472002 R5.5391295793 paisa

4 - 984308 29/04/2002 [Rs.54,12,566/66 paisa

5 994309 23/04/2002 | Rs. 1,08, 45, 683733 paisa
& 982310 1/5/2002  [Rs.1,08,51,866/67 ca:sa
7 1984311 17/05/2002 | Rs.1,41,49,828/33 7
8 | 984323 1570572002 |Rs. 1,29, 11,175/~

9 *'987932¢ 15/05/2002 |Rs.1,29, 04,815/~ o

10984325 15/05/2002 | Rs.1,29,03,975/= "

All the above cheques were of HDFC Banrk,
Nariman Poiqt Branch, bearing Accoun. rumber
001040017011, They were of total amount o f
Rs.9,40,37;869/07 paisa. The said chegue
mentioned abl sr.no.l vide 1n0.9843'7 of Lhe
amount. of Rs.80,72,706/2% paisa. Afver giving

assurance -as above also, they did not deliver ' o

us the Government securities. In spite of our

frequent reminders, no satisfactory reply was
given by them, Therefore, as wo depositad all

the above rest of nine chegues in the bank, as



they did not keep balance in the bank, all were
returned. The said Home trade Ltd. by assuring
us issuing the securities of IDBI for the amoun:,
of Rs.5,00,000/- at the rate of ll.b? and
maturing in the year 2013, they sent its circular
also to us through fax. Further; on informing to

us regarding delivering to us the sccur:iy of

Federal Bank Ltd. at the ratec of 9.39% matur; a

in the year 2011 for the amount of Rs.l crore,
the& sent its’certificate. But, . till date they
have neither done any delivery of the Covernment
security nor have they returned the anocun. we
had given te them for said purchase. Therclore,

the Directors of above mentioned Home Trade '.Ld.

Co. have, since beginning hatched consp:raay,

. won trust of our bank, assured us Lo issue tne

Government securities to us, took away money
from us, showed false certilicates to estab.ish
cur trust on them, thereby committed fraud with
us for the amount of Rs,8 croies 59 T.akhs 65
Lhoﬁsano Y and 82 §aisa (Rs ., 8,54, 6%, 600/ 8, .

Thus, our complainl 1s againsL them (o Lla<o

action. My witnesses are the Directors and

employees of our bank and those wio may oo

reveared during invesligation.
Such is a fact of my complaint.

Sd/-

oF
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(B.V.Ramani)

|
Umara Po.5t.

Surat City.

I have received the copy of the Comglain.,

Forwarded to
The CJM, Chief Court, Surat City.

Date : 02/07/2002.

A (-
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First-Information Repert of Cognizable Offence

[under Section 154 of Criminal Progcedure Code)

District:- Surq& Police Station: - ggﬂger Starion

Year:—‘gggg FTR No.

80.8:2200.

CB. No. 1 :.226/2007 pate, -

Date and time of Cccurrence of offence: -
Puring 2%/09/2000 Lo 0;/06/2092.

..._._-....-__..._.-.__._-.._._.._.__

(I)Information recelved at P.5,:

30/08/2002 ar 10/25 hours

olice Station: -

(2)Direction and distance from p

i Adajan Na rik Sahakari Bank Limited, having
b n_H;L_____EL%“qh_u_W___M__m_“_q_%__n_mmmh_ﬁﬂw_é
| -

1 , .

- 299ress at “Manthan” Apartmés L. Near Gujarat
g ' ' Gas aCircle, Adadan road, SuralL g LA
4 " Gas L 28 _Surat ey Lhe
o - distance of 3 m

i

in the East,
IS 21- § L

sending to Polige Station:

{4} Name and address of Complainant / Informan
A Shri ﬁghgkgpma;wggiggtilal_ggeLhL_ggphoriged

Manager of 'Adajan Nagrik  Sahakari Bank
h_“mjL__“__._____ﬁ_mﬁ______il_ww_w____,___nw__k

bimited, _having  adgress 2L “Manthan




P— '

Apartment, Near Gujarat Gas Circle, Adajan

road, Surat, reside at as above.

(5)Names and addresses of accused persons, full
particulars Metails nf
known/suspected/unknown accused with full
particulars|

(1)Home Trade Limited Reglstered Company
Business: Share and Security broker, etc.
having address at (1) Internatidnal Infofech
Park, Tower No.3, Fifth floor, Vashi Railway
Station Compiex, Navi Mumbai, Dist. Thana

" (2)709, Near Raheja Centre, Free Press
Journal Marg, Mumbal.

(2)8hri Nandkishor Shankarlal Trivedi,

Reside at Devbhuvan, Second floor, Yara -
Bazaar, Mumbai

{3)8hri Ketan Xantilal Sheth,

Reside at 193, Lalit Kutir, _ GuLmahor
Crossroads, Road No.9, Juhu, Mumbai.

(%)Shri Sanjay Hariram Agrawal,

Reside at Gulmahor Crossroads; Road No.10,

Juhu, Mumbai .



&

{5)Shri Subedh Brandar:, l 3

Reside at 704 B, Goving Complex, Sec-or No.
14, Vashi, Navi Mumbai.
(6)Shri Hiten Bhupendra Shah,
Reside at 102, Gandhi Nivas, Ashoknagar road,
Wadala, Shantakunj, Mumbai.
(7)Shri Hiren Gadaa, Senior vV-ce President, liome
Trade Limited Registered Company
- Business: Commission of saie and security,
ete. hévinq address at (i} Internationa.
InfoTech Park, Tower No. 3, Fith floor, Vaghi
Railway Station Complex, Navi Mumbai, Dist.
Thana {2)709, Near Raheja Centre, Free Press

Journal Marg, Mumbai.

(8)Shri Sashank Gopal Rande,

Reside at 3/1, Radhakrushna Nivas, Ground

floor, S.K. Bollywood, Dadar (C.W.J.),

Mumbai.
(91Shri Viiay Himatla! Modi,
Reside at 203,. Amita Co.Op. Housing Sccierny,

Kuiupawadl road, Borivali (East}, Mumba: .



{10)Shri Salil Dinkarlal Gandni,
Reside at 11/13, Gold Coin Co.Qp. "Housing
Soéiety, Hardev, Mumbai. |
(11yShri Alan James Macmillan,
Reside at‘785, Castro Sireert,
Mountain View, CA 94041, usa,
(12)Shri Russell Bandcam Vegar,
Reside at Timber Hill, Terek lon Field,
F.A. 1940; U.S.A.
{13)Shri Mike‘@ Mancj Ambelal Shah,
Reside at Bellary road, R.M.V. Extension,
Bangalore-506080
(14} Shri Dhananjay Agrawal,
‘Residc at  Dircctor, hRome l'rade Limited
Registered Company, Business: Commission of
sale and sécurity, etc. having address at (1)
International ntoTech Park, Tower No.3,
Fifih fioor, Vashi Railway Station Complex,
Navi Mumbai, Dist. Thana {2)708, Near Raheja
Centre, Ffee Press Journal Marg, Mumbal.
{(15)Srnrimati Shilpa Hiten Shah,
Reside at 102, Gandhi Nivas, Ashoknagar read,

Wadala, Shantakunj, Mumbai.

e~




(l1€)Shrimati Jagruti Ketan Sheth,

Reside at 193, Lalit Ku

Cr

o

ssroads, Road No.g, Jihu,
{17)Shri Kanan Mevawala,
Reside at Jayana Mahal,
Opposite Wankhede Stadium,
Mumbai .
(:8)Shri Ketan R, Maskariya,
Reside at Director, Home
Registered Company, Business:
sale and security, etc. haviﬁgl
intarnational nioTech Park,
Fifth floor, Vashi Railway 3t
Navi Mumbai, Dist. Thana (2)70
Centre, Free Press Journal Mar
(6)Bricf facts of the complaint
if stolen, full particulars

stolen: -

tir, Gulmahor

Mumba .

FiflLh floor,

Marine DNrive,

Trade Limited
Commission of
address aE-H)

Towar Na., 3,
alicn Complex,
9, Near Raheja

g, Mumbai.

/ incident and

of properties

Offence under Sections-406, 409, 420, 423,

422, 423, 465, 467, 468, 471,

of 1.P.C. In such a way tharn

1A, 34, 20

at the abovo

stated date ard time, the accused persons of
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fhis case committed fraud witn the Banxk in
collusion with one ancother with an {htention
"0 Uusurp the amount stating that Government
Security can be delivered in stipulated time
period, tock the bank into cenfidence Lo
commit fraud by decgitfuliy producing fa.sc
and forged documents with seal and signature,
made signature on false contract note Lo
obtain amount of Government security by
falsely stating to sale Government security
and thereby commitled {raua of Rs.

3,06,06,250/-, etc.

Date. 30/08/2002

=

Brief facts of the complainant is such tLhat,

We, the complazinant, are Cooperalive

[y

Bank established and run wunder the Banking
Regulation Act, 1%48%9 and Gujarat Cooperative Act

and sub-rules at Adajan road, Surat..The Resarve
r . ‘. g L 1 . .
Bank of India, Ahmedabad has given required

flcenses Lo our insbtitution to carry out banking

work and Office of our Bank is situated at Adajan

-

road, Surat. As per resclution made by Board of



&

Directors of our Bank, I, the complainant, have
been authcrized to lodge complaint against the
accused persons as per rules.and accordingly,
present complaint has been filed agalnsi - nae
accused persons of this caso.

(2} The accused No.l of this case is Lhe
firm namely “M/s. Home Trade Limited” and the
sald firm has been registered as share and broker
in Natinsnal Stock Exchange. The accused Numbers
2 te,18 of this case are Directors and agents of
Lhe aloresaid firm and their work\is to get sHare
and security, etc. They have been making the
sa:d represenlation before the éompialnanL sinco
the beginning and believing the said
representa?ion, ke continued prqceedinqs thereo!
by accepting them as agent of tﬁe firm i.e. the
accused No.l. The accused Nos. 2 to 18 are
managing and administering the Sirm of the
accused No.l as Directors and agents ol Lthe [irm

and they are responsible for management of the

firm. By the virtue of this facr, Tho earnia e

‘has peern *registered against the accused persong

of the firm.
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(3) As per Statutcory Liguidity Ratio, whioh
is known as 5.L.K., the complainant Bank has to
invest minimum amount in Government Securities
and the Reserve BDank of India decides <this
Statutory Lliquidity Ralio, which [s &known as
SV1.R. from time Lo Lime as per prov.sions of
Lhe Banking Regulation Act, i1949 and it is
mandatory for all the Couperative Banks to
comply with such direction ol the Reserve Bancg
of India. in thiu_way, It owas mandalory Torohwe
complainant Bank to invest in Government
Securities to maintain S.L.R.

(4) The accused No.3 'Shrit Ketan Shelh
persona. ly gecompanlaed Shri Nird) SUTL]l

Chartered Accountant, resident of Bnaruch at Lhe

complainant Bank, situated at “Manthan”,

Muktanandnagar, Near Adajan circle on 258

September, 2C00. The accused No.3 stated thai he
is leading share broker at Mumbai and he-carriod
out of Government Securities and he carries out
the work relating te Covernment Securitics for

Home Trade Limited. Moreover, the accused No.4

Mr. Sanlay Agarwal is Chairman and Chief

3
A

b



Executive of the said company. Furthor, rhe
accused No.2 Nandkishor Trivedi is Executive
Director of the said company.. They stated that
all the three of them are the chief pasters and
authorired signatory of the said company.
Moreover, Heme Trade Ltd. Ts also membor  of
National Stock ‘xchange and for proof thereof,
they produced copy .of its Certificate. They
furither stated ihaL the said “irr owrs  Kumbh
Cqmputerized air-conditioned office al Mumbai
with ultramodern facilities and.ﬁosL of Lhe Qork
of Mumbai-Pune Stock Exchange are carried ou:
through their office. By stating so, they
produced authority regarding work of the saigd
N ot

«~ Considering the- aforesaid
representation cf the accﬁsed No.3, the
complainant. pank ertered inle contract with neom
Lo purchase Security having value of Rupees Ono
Crore at 12 % and for this contact, cheque of
HDFC Bank was issued to the accused. In this

“connection, the accused had given delivery of

this security to the complairant bank.
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Therealoer, on TR0 /2000, T he
complainant bénk had entered into another
contract to purchase security of Rs. 50 lakhs at
10.25% and the-complainant made payment Ltherocofl
through the chéque of HDFC Bank and the accﬁsed
had given deiiVery of thig security to the
complainant bank.

on 29/08/2001, considering the fact
that Lhe accused firm Home Trade Limzted radg
given delivery of both the earlier contracts and
the Reserve Bank of India has made endorsement
thereof irn favour of the bank, the complsinant
bark ontered into another contract to purchasc
securigy of Rs. 50 lakhs at 30.2;% and he
complainant éls; made payment thereof through
the cheque of HDFC Bank.

Thereafwer, on 05/72/20071, the accuscd
MNo.3 Ketan Sneth and Shri Niraj Surtl persona.ly
came to the ;omplainant bank and stated that
Government Security work of Home ﬁrade Limited
is gquing on in full swing and new corpany ol (oo

firm registered with <the name “hank .ndia

i.imited is also coming to the market. Their

b

G

o

e
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company is also geoing to make adveftisement of
said company through Shahrukh Khan, Hricik
Roshar, Sachin Tendulkar and Pglyanka Chopra an
thereby they produced authority regarding work

cf the said firm.

Considering this fact, nariier,

complainant Bank had entered into contract wi-h

them as they stated that Security of Rupees 'f'wo
Crore will benefit the bank due to good market
price. Moreover, they also stated to purchase

a

Sccuriiy of Rs. 3 Crore at 7.5 % againstL ;his
due o ;oQ marxet price and contracl nf purcnase
thereof was executed. Upon adjusting amount of
sale contract with contract of purchase, rhe
chegue of remaining amoun' .o, R, /7,06, 074 78
Pa'se of HDFC Bark favouring the aceusoca firm
was 1ssued and by deposilting the said chegue
into phe_account, the accused firm had encashed
the said cheague. Thereafrer, Lthouagh he
complailnant bank had frequéhtly asked for

delivery of the security of the amount of Rs, 7/

e

‘Crore purchased by liome Trade Limited at 7.3 %

from tne accused persons, they did not aive
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delivery therecf. Thus, represgentation ol Lhe

-

accused persons on 05/12/2001 were made with
medlice sntention o chear tho bank by Anirisping
dts o amouns.  After enLering  intao contrac: ol

selling the earlier securities, they had taken

detivery thercol and as per contraci, Lhe

I

accused persons had nob glven delivery ol Lhu
security. Thus, in order to commit offence, Lhe
accused persoﬁs made misrepresentation with Lhe
complainant Bank, obtained cheque of big amount
and committed fravd by not making delivery
thereof,

(o) By beciceving Lhe represental.on ol Lne
accused persons and te maintain S.L.R., i, Lthe
complainant, have entered into | following
financial transactions with the accused parsounsy
of this casc.

Particulars of Financial transactions

EA) On  28/0%/2000, the complainant bank
asked Home Trade Limited to purchase Rs. 1 Trore
Securily of S0IL-2000 au 123 and the acoeusod

issued Note (10629) accordingly. VFor this

purchase, the complainant bank had issued cheque

}

iy
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of Rs. 1,00,25,300/- of HDFC Bank, which was
encashed by Home Trade Limited. = connection
with this cayment, rhe bank was given delivery
of the security accordingly.

(B) On 15/01/2001, the coﬁpiainanL bank nad
asked ro purchase security of Rs. 50 lakhs a:
10.25% and Home Trade Company Limited issued
Contract. Note Number 6401, Tmn lieu of th'g
transaction, the complainant ibank had ssued
cheque of Rs. 48,60,138-89 of HDFC B;nk, which
was enc;shed and delivery thefeof was éiso
given,

{(C) On 29/08/2001, Lhe complainant bank rad
asked to purchase security of Rs. 50 ‘iakhs a<
10.25% and Home Trade Company Limited issued
Cortract Note Number 673%. In lieu of this
transaction, the complainant bank had issued

chegque of Rs, 52,42,048761 of HDFC Bank, which

was encashed, but delivery thereof was no.

given.
) Cn 05/12/2801, the complainan. banx
‘decided to sale their government secur:ties

through llome Trade Limited. Actordingly, the
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pank has entered into centract uo sgale inm
following securities as per the amount shown in

the next column.

Sr. |Name - of |Amount of sale|Remarks

No. | Security (Total value) i

)

1T Ti2 3 SDL-2010C |1,21,36,666.67 | 2nysical

T T cG-156.08,541.67 ldelivery |

%
2012 was given
" .
: Lo Home
| .
Tracde.

!

.

3 110,255 GOI-[59,34,975.28 |Delivary |
2021 was  with

Lhem.,

Rs. 2,38,80,273.62 Paisa

.

On ihe same day, Lhe compliainanl Dang
decided to purchase C.0.-2010 Securily naving
toltal amount of Rs. 3,06,06,250/- thrngqh M/,
Home Trade Lirited and accord ngliy, Uor arciane
Company 1ssued Contract Note No. 601, whereon
the accused No.5 has made signature thereon on

behalf of the accused No.l.

RS

R
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In connection with this transacltior,
the complainant bank had sold security of this
t;ansaction through Contract Nos. 6905 and 6907
and delivery of the security was given to Home
Trade Limited. Tnis was sold by contract nole
No. 6909, M/s. Home Trade Company had Lhe
seeprity and security purchased by complainan:
bank was pending by Security Contract Note NO.
6/39.

The complainant bank had given amount
of difference regarding aforesaid sale and
purchase to Home Trade Limited through draft of
H.D.F.C. Bank. The complainant bank has paid
full consideration amount of Rs., 3,06,06,250/-

for GOI-2C10 at 7.5 % by opurchasing rthe same

"from M/s. Home Trade Limited. However, M/s. Home

Trade Limited has faiied to give securiLy. Copny
of contracts as ment.oned in Lhis paragraph are
enclosed.

(E) In order (o obtain - the aforesaid
Government Security purchased by the complainant
bank, follow up was taken up personally and over

the phene from the accused persons and bank had



.50 writuen a iletwcr davea 253/01/720350

LA e
Prade Limited to obtain delivery of Guvernment
Securities early., That Reminder letter was again
sent on 18/03/2002, which was nct respondod
even. At last, on 09/04/2002, the banx had

a

written a letter to the accused to return
delivery and copy thereof is énclosed.

(F) At the Limg of contract and confirmal:on
ol Security pertaining to 7.5 % GOL-2010, Lhe
accused firm had assured and confided the
complainant kank to give physical! delivery
Lherecl within stipulated time period. Howovor,
Lhrough stlipulaled Lime period has lapsed and as
ﬁentioned in aforesaid (£}, the complainant ovank
was frequently éemanding the same. However, the
accused persons have not intentionally  made
physical delivery of the said security Lo Lhe
Pank with mafice intention. As the-compiaihant
bark stated to taxe legal action against Lhe
accused perseons, 1n response thereto, Lhe
accused pe:#ons sent  signed contract dated

29/03/2002 assuring physical delivery of 6.0/ =

GOI-2017 security by their letter aated

-

AN,
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12/04/2002 and they stated that as 7.50% GO -
2010 security was not available in the market,
they had executed this contract. {Copy
enclosed) . Tre  accused persors have (o her
stated that they shall give delivery of the
aforesaid security up to 30/04/2002 and ii Lhey
fail to give delivery of the aforesalo SECLTILY
up Lo 30/04/2002, Chegue No., 984321 of HDFC Bank,
Nariman Pcint Branch of the amount of Rs,
3,24,62,700/- was enclosed to encash the same.
(Copy therecof is enclosed).

{6) fhereafter, when I, the compiainant and
Shri Pankaj Shah, Director oflthe pank wernt Lo
the office of the accused persons in Mumbai tc
obtain the aforesald securities, the accused
No.? metethem and he assured to give delivery of
the security within short time and 1! doi:vory
ls not done, aforesaidlcheque can be encashed.
Hewever, Lhereafter alsc, despite completicn of
time period, the accused persons cou.d nol glive
de!ivaery of the aforesaid securﬂty to the bank.

(7 Thus, upon lapse of Lime period, rhe

complainant bank deposited the aforesaid chegue



Lo HDYC  Bank, Surat Branch on  27/05/2307
beiieving that the amount shall be redovered.
o
The salfl cneque was returned To Utne comp.ainant
pank with enddrsement of ‘Account Blocked’. When
the accused persons had issued the aferesaid
cheque, they knew that the said chegue is Lo be
dishonoured. However, the chequé was deceltlu. 1y
issued with an intention to commit fraud with
the Bank. As the said cheque was.dishonoured,
Notice has been issued ﬁo the accused persons
under Secllon-138 ol tLhe Negoliable Instrumentc
AcL. DespitLe 'receipt ot thé said Nolice, Lne
accused has not paid the aforesald amount witnin
stipulated time period. Thus, we have right (o

=

T

L0 comp.aint under the Negoliapio Instrumon!
Act. This complaint is for offences commjtiled
under Indian Penal Code. (8) Under the
apove circumstances, the accused persons of Lhis
case committed fraud with the Bank in cojiusjon
wilh one another with an intention Lo usurp Lhé
amounl stating that Government Security can be
deiivered in stipulated time period, toox the

bank inte confidence to commit fraud Dby




deceitiully producing false and forged documents
with seal and signature, made signature on false
contract note to obtain amount of Government
security by falsely stating to‘sale Governmen:
securiiy. However, while 1s8Uing such No.o, .ho
accused persons had knowledge that they did not
haye government security te be given to :the
complainant ‘and they cannot. give physical
deiivery of government security Lo tne
complainant. With intention to commit fraud With
complainart Bank, the accused‘ﬁersons Ea]gely
stated of‘ selling government securities and
obtained amount thereof. They have no:t given
physical delivery of government security aiso
and despite having knowledge that the cheque
issued .oy them is not to be honoured, they have
1ssued cheque to the complainant Bank, which bhas
been dishonoured. Under the circumstances, the
accuscd persons have commilced gricvous
cffences, which are punishahlé under the law.
Chartered Accountant Niraj Surt!  introduced
Ketan Sheth to the bank. As he had knqw?edq@

about Lransactions mentioned in the complaint



o

dand e tried to gel securities Lo Lhe banx and
helped the Bank to get the aforesaid cheque, he
is the main witness of the complairant ban=x.

{9 After dishonouring of the chegue issued
by the accused-persons, the complainanl pank naa
coeme Lo know about fraud of aforesaid big amouny,
During this period, the accused persons of this
case hatched ﬁriminal conspiracy in coliusion
with one another from the beginning and
committed fraﬁd and deception of trust with Lhe
complainant bank to cbtain financial gain In
wrong manner..The complainant bank has come to
know that the accused persons nave decelliuiiy
disposed of  their properties and commitied
illegal acts Qith malice intention and executed
false deed éf transfer of ownership. Jpon
corntacting the accused persons at their homo and
office address, ﬁhey arc nolt found. Morcover,
they are likely to leave India. Thus, 1L is

o

complaint against the accused persons Lo selie
the property” owned by them, Lo seirve their

passport and take legal action against thenm.
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{10) The complainant Bank is Cooperative
Bank and morey of complainant bark are f{ira: v
public money. As the accused persons have
tactfully committed fraud in collusion with one
anothcr with systematic planning to usurp amount
of the complainant bank, they have committed
oﬁfence punishable under Sections-406, 409, h20,
421, 422, 423, 465, 467, 468, 471, 14, 31,
120(b) of I.P.C. Thus, it is requested to Laze

legal action against them,

Witnesses ‘or the Cocperative Bank arc
the complainant, Financial Director, employees,
etc. and Chartered Accountant Niraj Surti and
whatever ' comes out during course o

investigation,
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Date. 205/08/2002 Sd/-Llllegible
Manager,
Adajan Nagrik Sahakari Bank
{(8) Reasons for delay 1in reporting Dby tho
comp;ainanL/inWOrmanL:~:_
(2) bisposal of Muddamal
In view of aforesaid written compla . nt,
Poitce Inspector, Rander registered oflence on
Lhe basis of Local Application No. 443/02 dated
20/08/2007.
Dispatched to Chief Juaic.al
Magistrate, Chiel Courtk, Suralr.
sd/-{iilegibie)
Police Staticen Officer
Rander Police Station,

Surat City.

—Bane " MW\“’YU/) - M
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Total 05.00
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7 AUG 2002

P.I. Shri G.K.Choudhary Varaccha Pol. Stn
No. —--0b0

Por conducting Criminal Procedures as per
section 154 for which First Information
Report received for cognizable offence at
Pol. Stn. l

FIR No. 1 274/2002 District : Surat
Police Station : Varccha

Date & Time of offence': From 06.02.2001
Lill today. -

1. Date & Time of giving Complaint
06.08.2002 at 10.15 hrs

2. Place of offence & Distance from
Police Station : Tn Surat Nagrik Sahakari
Bank Ltd, Near Gitanjali Cinem&, Varaccha
road,‘quthgoszling Sardar Chowki

3. Date on which sent from Pol. Stn
06.08.02

4. Name & Address of Informant &
Complainant : Shri Naineshbhal Arvindbha.
Chitchaya aged : 33 vyears Occ : Service
Resi of : 27/ Samarat tenement, 5th floor,
Soni faliya, Surat Service : Aulhorisecd
person of Surat Nagrik Sahakari Bank itd

5. Name & Address of Accused

1)Home Trade Ltd having its head office at
4-5 Vashi Railway Station Complex Mumbai
- 400703. '
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2) Shri Nandkishore Shankarlal Trivedi
aged 45 vyears, Occ Business Resi On the
floor of Devbhuvan bank, Rocem No., 32
Rajeshwar Mahullo, Chira bazaar, Mumbai -
2.

3)Shri Ketan Kantilal ShelLh aged 40 years
Occ Business Resi 193, Dalit Store (s-0-
h-s)3rd flcor gul gether cross road
No.9%{illegible) Mumbai.

4}Shri Sanjay Hariram Agrawal agoad 35
years Occ Business Resi Juhu Shalimar -
H-S lamington Mall 7th floor Gulmeshwar

"road No.l0 Juhu road, Mumbai - 400049,

0)Shri Subodh Bhandari aged‘45 years OCcc
Business  Resi 704, illegible Covind
complex Road No. 14, Vasai Mulund Nav:
Mumbai - 400705.

6) Shri Hiten Bhupendra Shah aged adull
years QOcc Business Resi 102, Ghandhi
building, ashok nagar road vakola Shant
cruz Mimbail - 400055.

7} Shri Hiren Gada aged adult years Occ
Business Resi whose address at present is

not known.

8} Shri Sashank gopal ranke aged 40 years
Occ Business Resi 3/1 radha Krishna niwas
ground floor $.K. Bhecle road dadar C,W, J,

Mumkai - 400028,

9) Shri Vijay Himebilal Modi aged 46 vears
Ccc Business Resi a/203, amita co-op
society, fulpada road Boriwali East Mumbai
- 400066.
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10y Shri Salil Nilkanth Ghandhi aged
years 43 Occ Business Resi 11/13 goldcoin
ce-op housing soclety, Tardev Mumbali -
400034,

11) Shri Allen James Mackvin aged 41 ycars
Occ Business Resi 785, castor street monte
view, c.o0. 94041 U.S.A. ’

12) Shri Rasal Baikem negar aged adult
years Occ Business Resi timber hill h n
field M.A. U.S5.A.

13) Shri Mike @ Manoj ambalal shah aged 58
years Occ Business Resl bela road HMC
extenlion Banglore - 5060080.

14) -Shri Dhanijay Agrawal aged adult years
Occ Business Resi Mumbai - whose address
1s not known at present.

ih) Sﬁt Shilpa Hiten Shah aged adull ycars
Occ Business Resi 102, Ghandhi building,
ashok nagar road vakola Shant cruz Mumbal
- 400055.

16) Smt Jagruti Ketan Sheth aged adult Ccc
business Resi 193 Lalit  kutir  CHS
gulabshwer cross rcad JVPD Mumbali -
400049.

17)Shri Kanan Mevawala aged adult Occ
Business Resl whose address at presenl is
not known Mumbai.

18) Shri Ketan Mehusuriya aged 35 Years

Occ Business Resi whose address al present
is not known Mumbai. ‘
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19} Shri Miraj Surti aged 34 vyears Occ
Business Resi Surya flats lst floor, Surva
Shopping Complex Bharuch Dist Bharuch.

20) Smt Rushi Niraj Surti aged adull Occ
Business Resl Surya flats 1st floor, Surya
Shopping Compiex Bharuch DislL Bharuch.

6)Brief facts of complaint &
if any items taken then its brief details

"All accused from the beginning had
intention of committing cheating and they
not been doing business "of Government
securities still they knowing *the samo
have raxsed false certificates and thereby
have got 1ts sales and ‘' purchase- by
complainant nor they had any government
securities nor they had any government
contract for it still raised it knowing
from the beginning it being forged and
bogus and thereby 1in cocllusion of one
ancther have committed cﬁeatinq of big
amecunt of Rs.16,09,60,500/- sixteen crores
nine lTacs sixty thousand and five hundred
and that all accused in c¢e¢llusion one
ancther have committed offence u/s
406,420,409,465,,467,468,471,114 of T.P.C
is the matter cf cffence.

7. Procedures conducted in investigation
and reason of delay if any ; -----

8. Details of !luddamal : ----
Complaint
Date

As written complaint received from
Shri  Nareshbhai Arvindbhai aged 33



Occupation Service and 2uthorised person
of Surat Nagrik Sahakari Bank Ltd residing
at 27/A Samrat Apartment 5th floor, Sonl
faliya, surat of dated 01.08.2002 given Lo
Hon Police Commissioner shri office and as
per its No. po/arj/1886/2002 of datea
05.08.2002 offence being registered and
that complaint is under ;

Facts of complaint of me compiainant
is of such type that;

1) I complainant 1s authorisednperson ol
Surat ﬁagrikfsahakari Bank Lid and I since
last 19 years is doing service in said bank
‘and said bank is also reglstered in
District Registrar of Co-operative society
sahakari mandli. As per resclution of
Surat Nagrik Sahakari Bank Ltd vide no.
8873 and there 1 nhave been given authorily
to conduct procedures against this matter
accused and.pér that complaint has been

given.

72) Sural Nagrik Sahakari Bank Ltd has Lo
conduct 1ts procedurcs as per time and
again notifications and quidelines laid
cown Reserve Bank of India and this way 1in
one nctification Reserve Rank had given
guidelines for maintaining statutory
illegible reserve fund and per that
relevant guidelines 25% statutory
Covernment reserve fund was recquired o be

maintained.

3) Accused No.l Home Trade LLd accused
Ne.1% and 20 had beer time and again
meeting me and with ~accused no.l even
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directors too were instructing him
regarding settlement security and Lhercby
he from Mumbai was coming time and agaln
for Government security and was also
infcrming his benefit in said security and
thereby was purchasing security. Accused
No. 19 and 20 was time and again were
talking now and then with Directors 2 to
18 and thereby accused no. 2 to 18 were
involved in business of accused no.l and
that way they have been time and again
purchasing government security illegible
two lines...

Complaint No. I 274/2002 Continuing. ..

and that way we keeping faith on them time
and &gain we have purchased government
securities from them and that we have been
given 1llegible physicel delivery of said
government security which we then have got
it transferred in the name of bank and that

-way they had gained trust and faith of

Board ef Directors of the Bank.

4)Earlier accused had kept cne meeting too
in the Bank and on that day at 4.30 pm in
the evening in which accused no.l Niraj of
Home Trade had come to surat accuscd no.

2 Sheth, accused No.3 Kanan mevawa 4,
accused no.l7 Illegible had comec in this
meeting to us illegible were illegiblie

Rs.12.50 crores as under :

G.0.I. 10.47%-2015 of Rs.7.50 crore(face
value)

G.O.L. 10.70%-2020 of Rs.5.00 crore(face
value)
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bpank was offered attractive rate
illegible and against which were allured
Lc purchase Dbank securlty the above
mentioned 4 accused had gliven al.iurcment
for giving security at bkelow mentioned
rates. '

Details of Security

G.0.I. 20-10.7.50% of Rs.10.00 crore(face
value)

G.O.I. 2009 7.00% of Rs.5.0C crore{face
value}

Total Rs.15.00 croféé

This persons by giving above mentioned
allurement and thereby alluring
shareholder of our bank and thercby soid
got it sold above securities and then on
dated '07.12.2001 settlement was done and
a5 per settlement Rs.15.00 crores of
security delivery illegible illegible was
given, '
5)As mentioned by accused opirions given
by them in that time of sald securities
detalls have not been giveh for which now
and then by the banks its demands were made
by phone and fax. Delivery of this Rs.l15
crore securlties f[or long time has not
been glven by this accused and whilc
making itsi demands instead of giving
delivery of securities on dated 21.2002
accused no.Shri Surti 19, accused no.3

Ketan Sheth, accused no. 2 5. Trivedi had

come to bank and thereby said accused had
informed that they have sold Rs.15 crore
securities and informed - that s
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securities are purchased then moere
interest can be availed.

Details of Security

G.0.T. 2017-8.07% Rs.15 crore(faco
value) As above When accused had come (o
bank allured us for getting more interest
illegible illegible..

Complaint No. I 274/2002 Continuing. ..

and that Rs.15 crore (face wvalue)of
security along with added interest amount
that way total Rs.16,09,60,500/- rupees
sixteen crore nine lac sikty thousand and
five hundred has to be paid informing
such, said amount was taken from our bank
and thereby informed that delivery of this
securities shall be given in 4-6 weeks.
accused had given an contract for this
purchases wherein it was informed delivery
in one week, | .

6)With "the accused for the purpose of
security T had to  conduct letler
correspondénce n respect of said
correspondence on dated 23.01.2002 an
reply was given by the accused to the bank
in which it was informed, that as from
different R.B.I. state offices securities
have to be Dbrought by getting it
transferred thus on dated 31.1.2002 and

dated 7.2.2002 wiil do part dellivery anrd

then after accused no.l Home Trade sent

- 7.50% five crore and at 7.00% of three

crore of Riddhi Sahakari Bank Lud R.B.l
receipt No. 312 of dated 8.12.2001 and
then after of 7.50% - 2010 of [ive crorc
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and of 7% - 2009 of two crore of Barot
District Co-op Bank Lid with R.B.l. @.0.0
receipt no. 14447 of dated 8.12.2008 were
sent and then after of dated 20.2.2002 of
8.07% ~2017 of one 15 crore security to us
accused no.f-iilegible will deliver in 4
te 6 weeks such assurance was giver and
then March ending coming before delivery
on dated 25.3.2002 illegible and on dated
25.3.2002 accused no.l and accused noc. 19
illegible had written letter 1in that it
was informed Lthat on dated 25.3.2002
illegible till date delivery has not been
done in response Lo this from accused no.!
such reply was given that on dated
26.3.2002 vide fax message had come that
in first week of April delivery of Rs.15
crore of security shall be done and in mean
time several times con phone delivery of
said Rs. 15 crore securities were done and
Lthen sala deli&ery not been received Lhus
on dated 03.04.2002 through phdne it was
informed to held urgent meeting on dated
04.04.2002 in that 1t was observed that
till date as per Lalks ¢of accused and the
contract given by them all are bogus and
‘alsc and that accused werce knowing 1L,
illegible then as per below menticned Cwo
cheques accused had given in the name of
bank

1. H.D.F.C. Bank of Nariman point of dated
14.06.2002 984290 of Rs.7,65,47,58.33/-

2. H.D.F.C. Bank of Nariman point of daled
21.06.2002 984291 of Rs.8,98,932,600.00/-.
In addition to that accused had given

KT,

e
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1llegible of Siddhi Sahakari Bank Ltd
Lilegible of Banglore -512 and of dated
8.12.2001 of iilegible Bank D.D.O Recelpt
No.14447 was given. and -those receipls
being got verified by R.B.I. said recelipts
were bogus and false and thalL 2.5, .
coming it to know thus to us on dated
13.06.2002 you have been irnformed. Also |-
was informed to conduct criming’
procedures agains: the accused.

This accused from the beginning only
had planned forgery and cheating illegibie
illegible they had given us - false
documents they did not had any governmant
securities nor they had done any contract
of purchasing government securities. Stii!
they had given us false contract and other
documents also accused from the beginning
only were knowing that all their documents
were fFailse thus all the above mentioned
accused in collusion cof each other trereby
from Lhe beginring only have mace [a.:sr
representations with the bank ang wirn
evil intentiorn they all have join' .y
committed act of criminal breacn and
cheating of Rs.16,09,60,500/- by showing
and making false government documents and
securities which they all were knowing it

to he false and bogus still they a’! "“awvoe
used 1t oas real thus all acouses have
committed criminal of fence u/a 400

{19014[)9rﬂ65r1467;468;471 of 1.0.C fur
which I complainant has given this
complaint my witnesses shall be Lhose who

comes across during 1nvestigat:on  Lhus
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this my complaint to conduct procedures
against them.

My witLnesses are as under;
1. itlegible Shah
2. illegible

If reqgquired further names of witnesses
shall be glven.

Seal of Surat Nagrik

" Sahakarl Bank Ltd,

Surat, Bhagal Branch

Date. 1.08.02 . For, Surat Nagrik

Sahakari Rank bLtd,
Surat, Bhagal Branch
Authorlised person

Attachment: Along with this relavant
documentary evidences are annexed
nerewilh. .

Before me, Sd4d/-
-Yaraccha Po!. Stn.

(Poi GuRLChouanhar )

Copy Sent to
Hon. Chief Judi Magistrate of Surat

Seal of Hon. Chief
Judi Magistrate of Surat

N

L MM""@MMM &JM
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AANNEXURE -,

A M= No-3laog oy 102 (6
First Information Report of Cognizable Qffence
[under section 154 of Criminal Procedure Code]
Sub District:- Navsari District:- Navsari

Date and time of cccurrence of offence:~

From 06/02/2002 to till date.

(l)InEormation received at P.S.:- Dare

16/07/2002- 14:30 Hrs.

{Z)Direction and distance from Police Station:-

Mauje~ Gandevi People’s Co-Operative Bank

Liimited, ¥ast 200 m. Town beat, Ta uxa-

Gandevi.
{3)Date of sending to Police Station: 16/07/2002
{4yName and address of Complainant / Inlformant

Charpakphal = R.  Mali, = Age-55 yaars,

Occupation- Job, Residing at- Ugman Street,

Gandevi, Ta. Candevi, District- Navsari.

{(5}Names and addresses of accused persons, full

-

parciculars [Details o

known/suspected/unknowr  accusea w.in Dl
: L]
partigulars]

{1)Home Trade Limited

{2) Narndkishor Shankarial Trivedi
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{3) Ketgn Kantilal Sheth

(4) Ajay Hariram Agrawsl

(5) Subodh Bhandari

{6} Hilen Bhupendra Shan

(/) Hiren Gada

{8) (illegible) Gopal Rande

{9) Vijay Himmatlal Modi

(10 salil Dinkarjal Gandhi, all residents of
Mumba i

(11} Allen Jamen Mackmillan

(12) Rassal (illegible) Camp etc, No.11-17
residing av the U.S.A.,

{13) Mike @ Manoj Ampalal Shah residing awu-
Bangaluru,

(14) Dhannanjay Agrawal

(15) Shilpa Hiten Shah

{1&) Jagruti Ketan Sheath

(17) Kanan Mevavala

{18) Ketan R. Maskariya, No.14 to 18 residing at
Mumbai

(19) Niraj A, Surti

(20} Mrs Kruti Niraj Surti, No.19, 20 residing

at Bharuch.
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(6)Brief Tlacts of the comp aint / ircident and

if stolen, {21ll particulars of properties

stoien: -
Brief facts of Offence under Sections-406,
420, 120(b) of the I.P.C. is such thal al Lho
~above stated date and time, the accused
persons of this ;ase menticned in coiumr
nc.5, office bearers o¢f ithe Home Trade
Limited-Mumbai took office bearers of the
Peopie’s Co-operative Bank ild. and cheéwco
them of Rs.2,90,10,162-50 given for purchase
of government securities and caused financial
loss to the bank and thereby committed the
said offence.

SD./- _{illegible} Designation: P30, Gandewvi

Occupa.ion: 1In the Court of Learned Judicial
Magistrate at Gandevi.
Crimina. Case No.:11/2002

Complainant: Champakbhat R. Mall, Age-55 years,

Occupation: Job, Residing at - Ugman, Gandevi,

Ta. Gandevi, District: Navsari.
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= Against Accused:

(1)Home Trade Limited Registered Company
Mitral Court, ‘A’ Wing, 143, 14'* Fgor,
Nariman Point, Mumpai-400021.
{2)Shri Nandkishor Shankarlal Trivedi,
Age-45 years, Occupaticn- Business, Residing
~at Dévbhuvan, Second floor, Yara Bazaar,
Mumbai.
(3})Shri Ketan Kantilal Sheth,
Age-40 years, Qccupation~ Business, Residing
at 193, Lalit Kutir, Gulmahor Crossroads,
Road ﬁo.9, Juhu, Mumbai.
(4)Shri Sanjay Hatriram Agrawal,
Age~35 years, Occupation- Busiress, Residing
at Gulmshor Crossroads, Road No.10, Juhu,
Mumbai. .
(5 Shri Subodh Bhandari,
Age~4%.years, Occupation- Business, Reside at
704 B, Govind Complex, Sector No. 4, Vasni,

Navi Mumbai-400705.

(6)Shri Hiten Bhupendra Shah,
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Age-adult, Occupation~ Rusiness, Restiding a
102, Gandhi Nivas, Ashoknagar road, Wadala,
Shantakunj, Mumbai.
(7)Shri Hiren Gadda,
Age-adult, Occupation- Business, Senior Vice
President, Home Trade Limited Registerea
- Company, Mittal Court, ‘A" Wing, 143, 147
Foor, Nariman Point, Mumbai-400021].
(8)Shri Sashank Gopal Rande,
Age-40 years, Occupation- Business, Residing
at 3/1, Radhakrushna Nivas, Grourd f1aor,
5.K. Boilywood,‘Dadar (C.W.J.), Mumbai.
{9)Shri Vijay Himatlal Modi,
hge-416, OQccupation- Business, Residing at
2073, Amita Co.-Cp. Housing Society,
Kulupawadi road, Borivall (East), Mumba’® -~
400083,
{10}Shri Salil Dirkarlal Gandhi,
hge-43, OQccupation- Business, Residing aw
11713, Gold Coin Co.0p. -Housing Socliely,
Tardev, Mumbai-100031.

" {11)Shri Alan James Macmillan,
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Age—él years, Qccupation- Business,
Residing at 785, Castrc Street, Montegue,

CA 94041, U.S8.A.
(12)Shri Russell Bandcam Vegar,

Age-adult, OQccupaticn- Rusiness, Reside at
Timpber MHill Terrace, lon Field, M.A. 1940,
U.S.A:

(13)shri Mike @ Manoj Embelal Shah,
Age-58 years, Occupation- Business, Resion al
Bellary rcad, R.M.V. Extension, Bangalore-
406080,

{14) Shri Dhananjay Agrawal,
Age-adult, Occupation- Busiress, Direc.or,
Home Trade Ltd., Reside at Mittal Court, ‘Af
Wing, 143, 14 Foor, Nariman Point, Mumbai -
400021,

{15)Shrimati Shilpa Hiten Shah,
Age-adult, Occupation- Busiress, Resiac ol
102, Gandhi Nivas, Ashoknagar road, Wada!la,
Shantakuni, Mumbai-40005%,

{16)Shrimati Jagruti Ketan Sheth,
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Age-adult, Occupation- Business,Reside at
193, Lalit XKutir, Gulmahor Crossroads, Road
No.%, Juhu, Mumbai.
(17)Shri Kanan Mevawala,
Age-28, Occupation- Business, Reside at
Jayana Mahal, Fifth filoor, Opposile Wankhodo
Stadium, Marine Drive, Mumbai.
(18)Shri Ketan R, Maskariya,
Age-35 years, Occupation- 3usiness,” direclor,
Resige at Mittal Court, ‘A’ Wing, 143, 14"
Feor, Nariman Point, Mumbajf4b0021.
(19) Shri‘Niraj A. Surti
Age-34 years, Cccupation- Business, Reside al
Surya Flats, 1% Floor, Abo%e Surya Shopping
Complex, Sevasram Road, Braruch-392001.
(20)Mrs. Kruti Niraj Surti,
Age-Adult, Occupation- Business, Reside at
Matru Ashish, Nearr Rungta Eye Hospital,

Singhval Road, Bharuch~392001.

Brief facts of the complainant u/s 4406,

420G, 120(B} of the IPC 1s such that,



' ' B

- (1) We, tnhe complainant, are Cooperatijve
Bank established and run under thé Banking
Regulation Act, 1949 and Gujarat Cooperative Ac:
and sub-rules at Gandevi. The Reserve Bank of
india, Ahmedabad has giver reguired licecnses Lo
cur Tnstitubtion te carry oul banking work and
Head Cffice of our Bank is situated at Gandevi
and other offices are situated at Rilimore and
Chichali. As per resciution No.2(A)3  dabed
19/C5/2002 passed by the Board of Directors of
cur Bank, I, the complaingﬁt,‘ have been

.
authorized to lodge complaint against the
accused éersons as per rules and accordingly,
present complaint has been filed against - ro

accused persons of this case.

=

(2) fhe accused No.l of‘this case is the
firm pamely “M/s. Hlome Trade Limited” and ohe
sald f{irm nas been registered as share and broker
in National Stock Exchange. The accused Numbers
2 to 18 of this case are Directors and dgccused
no. 19 and 20 work at Bratuch and they ident:fy

themseives as dgents o! accused no. . Lrrm. Tney
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have been making the said repreéentatjon before
the complainant since the beginning . and
believing the said representétion, continued
proceedings thereof by accepting them as agont
¢l Lhe firm i.e., the accused Neo.l. The accuscd
Nos. 2 to 18 are managing and administering the
firm of the accused No.l as Directors of the
Jirmoand Lhey ere responsible for managerient of
the Ffirm. By the wvirtue of this fact, the
complaint has Dbeen registered against the

accused persons of the firm.

(3} Accused no.3 Shri Ketan Sheth 1s a
leading share broker at Mumbai and making

representation as a reputed share broker he

<]

stated that he was a director of Furo-=As:
Securities Ltd. in 1999 and said company was a
member of the National Stock Exchange, and szaid
company dealt in business of bﬁyinq and selling
of government securitlies on large sca.o a5 por

the requirement of customers,
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As per Statutory Liguidity Ratio, which
is known as S.L.R., the complainant Banx has o
invest minimum amount in Government Securities
and the Reserve Bank of India decides rthis
Statutory liquidity Ratio, whicn is kngwm as
S.L.R., from time Lo time as per provisions of
the Banking Regulation Act, 1949 and it is
mardatory for all the ICooperative Banks ‘o
comply with such direction of the Reserve Bank
of India. In this way, it was mardatory ‘or the
compiainant Bank te invest in  Government

Securities to maintain S.L.R.

(4} wilh reflerence Lo abovoe anLloﬁcd STAR S
and to satisfy legal provision and relying upon
the representation of accused No.3 Ketan Sheth,
complainént bank paid Rs.25,77,2%8-61 paisa Lo
the accused through Chegue No.§3956 drawn on the
Mararashtra State Co-Op. Bank Limited, Mumba i
and purchased the government securities and
aforesaid transaction was carried our Lo the

satisfaction of the cemplainant bank.
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(5) Thereafter, accused no.3 Keltan Shelh
accompanied accused no.4 Sariay Agrawal and
accused No.2 Nandkishor Trivedi te rthe head
office of the complainant bhank in May-2000 and
made representation that they have changed the
name of their FEuro-Asian Securities Limited Lo
Home Trade Limited and that Home Trade Limited
was a member of the Nationa. Stock kxXcnange ana
that the %angers of the said firm were high:y
professional technocrats and reguested to carry
out Lransaction of government securities through
Home Trade Limited. Accused ‘perscons  further
representated that Ver India Timited was siszlor
. R
company of Home Trade Limited firm group and
: .
persons _like Shah Rukh Khan, Rutvik Roshan,
Sachin. Tendulkar and Priyanka Chopra  woro
assoclated with the said éompany. accusnd
persons reguested to visit Mumbai in order to
get idea about busine;s of aforesaid companiocs.
Considering the request of -éccused persons,
director of complainant bank visited Lhe accusaed
“irp ogiLuated a- Sofuware park, New Mumbai. Saila

office had ultra modern faciiities, Fuity
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computerised and air conditioned one (illecqgible
Tines) ..... mede attempts to create a false

impression of good dealing.

() Relying upon above representation of
LAe accused persons and with a4 purpose to
maintain- SLR, complainant carried oul be!ow

mentioned financial transactions through accused

persons.

Detail; of Finaqcial Transactions

A) Amount of Rs.25,7,358-6] baisa was oala
throhqh chegue no.639%6 drawn on  tLhe
Maharashtra State Co-Op. Bank Limited -
October-1999,

B)Ketan Sheth accompanied zccused no. 4 Sanjay
Agrawal and accused No.2 Nandkishor Trived;
Lo the head coffice of the compiainanl bank
in May~2000 and made representat inn Lhat
Lhey nave changeoa Lnc name of the.r bhiro-
Asian Sccurities Limited to Home  Trade
Limited and Home Trade limited deait in

government securities and it was a member

of the stock exchange and requested to carry
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cut further transaction with their firm.

They further made representation that Home
Trade Limited was a firm ﬁanaged by highly
professional oxperts. Shah Rukh Khan, 20w«
Reshan, Sachin Tendulkar and Priyanks Chopra
were associated with the.. said company.
Considering the request of accused persons,
directer - of complainant bank visited the
accused {firm situated at Mumbai and they
submitted high claims regarding their f;:m.
Accused persons had intention to cheal since
then.

C)As per the representalion of the accusced
persons, we informed them to ourchasc

K ' qoverndent securities on 16/01/2001 and
acgused provided contract.no. numper - 6405
and 6407 dated 16/01/2001 and above conlract
was for Rs,l,98,95,641-67 palse.

DY As per the contract note number 6403 ard
6409 of accused persons, we decided to
purcrase 13.90% bonds of the Sarddr Sarove:
Narmada Nigam and Rs.63,79,986~77 paise woro

due Lo be paid to lhe accused lowards
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transact.lon of the same. Pursuant o Cthe
same, the said amount was paid through
Checue No,06910% drawn on ©ne HDFC bank.

t

E)In other transaction, we asked Lo sell
securities of Rs.2,21,90,3/5-00 ©paisc,
accused provided contract note no.6815 and
6817 and we provided the securiLies ..o
accused accordingly. We had purchased 853%
GOI-2015 securities for Rs.2,02,305-5¢6
paise through contract note no.6813 of
accused and accused paid Rs.19,47,069-14
paise towards the difference. iiowever,
accused did not provide security.for note
number 6813,

F) Accused were asked to provide securities for
note number §813 Iin Novermber-2081, and
accused:sLated facts of earning huge orofit
towards sale of  aforesaid securilies.
Therefore, accused were asked to sell the
said securities and accused informed anou:

sale of the same through contract note 6867

dated 15/11/2001 for Rs.16,68,694-44 palse.
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G) 'n order Lo satisfy the requiremerl of SLR,
we asked to purchase GCI-2019 securities and
accused provided contract mote no.6869 datoed
15/11/2001 for Rs.2,77,93,665-67 and we pa.d
the difference amount of Rs.56,24,972-723
paise in this connection to accused Lhrough
cheque no.297812 drawn on the HDFC Rank. The
accused were to provide the said security

ta us in December - 2001.

T

.noplace of accepting deiivery of aloros. i
security, we asked the accgséd to sell saig
security on 16/12/2001. In this conneclion,
accused provided contract note no.6939 dated

16/1242001 for Rs.2,90,16,743-06 paise.

[}

IN order to meet ocur reguirement of SLR, we
purchased 7.50% GOI-2010 securicies  from
accused througn contraclt note no.69%94% daw.ed
16/12/2001 for Rs.2,79,58,333-33 paise and
accused paid difference amount of
Rs.10,58,409-33 palise to us for taloressid

Lransasction through chegue. Accused were Lu

give delivery of aforesaid securities to us.
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J)Accused were told to carry out  sale
transaction regarding contract no.6941 on
26/02/2002 and accused provided contract
nole no.7435 darved 26/02/2002 for
Rs.2,86,79,062-50 palse -o us.

K} For our regquirement, accgsed were asked Lo
purchase 77% of GOI-2017 securitites, and
accused provided contract no.7437 datved
26/02/2002 for Rs.2;90,10,162~50. Accusod
were tc give aforesaid securities to us.
Bul, accused persons in collusion with one
another since beginning, misled the bank and
lures us wilh mala 1{ide inLent.on  ono
availed amount in crores from us and despite
knowing that it would cause us huge losses,
they c¢btained such amount from us  and
utiliseé the same for their persona’ uUse ang
misappropriated the said amount in crores.
Lespite demanding the said amount Lime and
again, they do not return tﬁe 8107% GOl 2070
securities as per the coentract note number
7437 dated 26/02/2002. Though we tried 'o

contact the accused perscns over phone, tax
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and personally, accused persons are not
found at their business or residential
address, nor do they provide us 'securities
asp;r our Qemand. They do not act as oer
thelr promise. Thereafter, as per Lhe
information obtained from newspapers, TV and
other media, we: have become sure trat
accused - persons has not provided Loe
securities purchased through centract note
number 2017 dated 26/02/2002 for
Rs.2,80,10,162~50 by us. Thoﬁgh the accused
persons are responsible toAprovide Lhe same
Lo Lhe accused, they have not provided ..
Thereby, they intentionally committed tho
acts mentioned in the complaint . and
committed grave criminal offence L/u 406
120, 421 (B} of the TPC, We submil.co
complaint teo take legal action against Lnem
al Candevi police station on 09/07/2002 andg
they asked to approach the Court o gel

justice. And present complaint has been

1 led here.
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(8) Our witnesses are as under.

1) I~complainant,

2) Shri Akshay R. Desal, Director, The Gandevy:
Pecoples Co~-Cp. Bank Limited, Gandevi.

3)Shri Mukesh Maheta, Birector, The Gandevi
Peopies Co-Op. Bank Limited, Gandevi.

4) Shri Manharlal D. Shah, Director, The
Gandevi  Peoples Co-Op. Bank | Limited,
Gandevi,

5) 8hri Kishor T. Patel, Director, The Gandev:
Peoples Co-0Op. Bank Limitedf GCandevi.

6) Shri Gulabbhai B. Patel, Director, The
Gandevi Peoples  Co-Op. Bank Limiled,
Gandevi.

Further . witnesses may be produce as per
rooyiromrant

"

Dale:10/07/2002

Ceclaration
I~Complairant declare at Gandev: Loday
that all the facts mentioned in apove

complialnant are true and correct as per my

knowiedge and belief.
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Date:10/07/2002

Above written complaint was forwarded
by learned JVTC at Gandevi vide oulwarag
no.763/2002 as Criminal Misce: laneols
Application No.11/2002 or 12/07/2002 for
investigation and offence was registered in this
connection vide Case No.03/2002 with Gandevi
pclice sation and report u/s 157 of the CrPC was

forwarded.

Sd./-
FS .,
Candovi
Copiles sent to:
Learned JMFC,
Gandevi Court,
Date:16/07/2002
5a./-

il
H

Ganaev:
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s o. I 93/02 . [8.3-0C e
FIR A /02 {7/ 2 ,QLP

First Information Report of Cognizable Offence
. [under section 154 of Criminal Procedure Code]

Sub-District : Navsari Town, Districu:- Navsari.

Date and vime of occurrence of oftence: -

During February-1989 Lo 29/04/2002.

(1} Vate and time o! conveying infnrﬁatéon
Date @ 18B/08/20C02, 22:00 idrs.

(2} Place of offence and distance and direct ion
from the police station
Moute Navsari Peopleg’ Co-operative Bank,
Bin Daya!l Upadhyay Bhavan, Ovp.Gayan Shala,
Dhobivad, Navsari, South, 7 Palang.

(3) Date .of sending from the Police Station:
18/08/2002.

(1) Name and address of Complairant / Informan',

Bhanuprasad Harishankar Suthar, Manager,
Shri Nav;ari Peoples’ Co-op Bank Ltd., R/oc
304, Dhruv Apartment, Near Viiay Parsx
Society, Opp.Tunci Kui, Navsari, Prhone
rno.49621 (R), 57209(0;.

(5) Names and addresses :f accused persons, full
partigulars

(1) Shri Sanjay Hariram Agrawa’, DirecLor,

Reside at Juhu Shalimar CHS Limited, Seventh

Floor, Gulmahor Crossroads N¢.10, Mumbai-



49, Juhu, Mumbal and Kusum Apartment., Sa¢
Ne.i7, Vashi, Nawvi Mumbqi, Phone No. /897710,
(2} Shri Ketan Sheth, Director,
Resident of 193, Lalit Xutir, CHS, 1Third
Floor, Gulmahor Crossroags NG. 9, Juhu, JviPD,
Mumbai-49. Phone : 61940i2, Mobile-9821"
42821 and 98211 42823,
(3) Mrs.Jagruti, W/o Ketan Sheth, R/oc As per
above sr.no.2. Mobile Number : 98213 3082).

(4} Snri Nandkishor Shankatlal “rived:,

|
»

Director, Resident of De&bhuvan, Second

floor, Yara Bazaar, Mumbai. Mobile No.982°0

30149 and Pushpam Apartment, A-170, Third
Fleor, 3/A, Khandubhai Desali Road.

8d/- '

Designation

Police Inspector,

Navsari Town.

Note @ Firs{ informacion Lo be wr;LLon be . ow,

against Its truth ulness, the signature or mark

of informant may be takén or thumb impression

may be tasern, the oflficer writing down oo
information to make endorsement_bn it

In ¢ennection with the typed copy of the

éomplaint produced by Mr,Bhanuprasad Harishankar

Suthar, Managar, Shri Navsari Peoples’ C(Co-

operative RBank Lid., the complaint ‘s horoby

s
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lodged as under : ,a.é

Complaint : As per provisions of Sections-406,
409, 420, 421, 422, 423,-]20(B)land 34 of the
IPC,

The facts of the complainyL of myself the
complainant are as under
(1) Us the complairant is a CO-DDRTAL IV
vank. It was formed in the name of Shri Navsar |
Pecples’ : Co-cperative Bank Ltd, Navsari.
Further, its registeréd and administrative
office is at the aadress éf Din Dayal Upadhyay
Bhavar, Opp.Gayan Shala, Dhobivad, Navsar!,
Cujarat. Further, its regisuratien has beer dong
under  provision of the Gujarat State Co-
operative’ Act-1961. We as the authorized by the
Reserve Bank of India, have bewen doing  the
business of banking in Navsari and nearby areas.
{(Z) Present complaint has been Lodged
against Ms,Hémetrade Ltd. (Hereinafter referred
Lo as the Broker}) and the company by virtue of
the membe: of Lhe Nalional Srock xehange of
tndia ({hercinafter be referrea to NSE), work:ing
as a Share and srtock broker, its Directors
namely, Sanjay Agrawal, Ketan Sheuh, Ghrd
N.5. Trlved: and Shrl Sunoah Brandar: and other
accused persons, hatched crimiral consviracy,

committed fraud with us for the amount to the
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ture of Rs,24,76,52,925/- (Ra.Twenbty “our T roros
Seventy S:x Thousand Fifty Two Thousand rirc
Hundred and Twenty five only). We had, by virtue
of the member of NSE, purchased Covernmen:
securilties through them and 'had done fuli
payment therecof. But, the said hroker has faiiea
in handing over toc us active custody of the
Covernment securities. We are producing
Schedule-1 herewith. The same contains the
details of different offices of said brosers,
names, addresses of it Directors, Bankers and
associate companlies.

(3) The facts of the case are as wunder

(1) Us the complainant is a Co-opgratlive
hank established under provision of the Gujaratl

Statve Co-op Society Act-1961. Further, we as Lhe

"authorized by the Reserve Bank of Tndia, have

peen- doing the business of bénkinq in Navoar
and nearby areas.

(2) Under provision of the Banking
Reguiation Act-i194%, wc ére bound Lo 1nvest A3%
amount in nct time and demand liabilities in uho
Government securities. Accordingly, cnder
approva: of the RBI, we had decided L0 e
investment within thoe Jiimit which 15 known as
Statutory Liguidity éatio (SLR) .

1

{3 In the year 1897, at around 15" date 0!
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d&’ the month of December, Shri Ketvan Shetn visited
cur bank and made representation that he 1s owner
ol Ms.Ketan 4Hheln and Company und.hws bovrn dong
the business of sale-purchase of OCovernment
securities for the co-operative banks and oLher
different customers.

(4} Thereafter, I discussed with him
regarding cenditions of purchase of securilics
through his firm. Lasily, with ‘he view of
fulfilling the need of our SLR, we had pun and
order on 20/12/1995. The said Ketan Sheth and
Company had, purchased the securicies of 40|
(Covernment of Tndial, 1998 at Lhe rate of 10,503
for Lhe amount of consideration of
Rs.35,3C,625/-. Further, the amount, of
COnsideraﬁion for the same was paid through the
chegque bearing no.862081 of Maharashlra State
Co-op. Bank, Ltd., Mumbai. The sald broker nad
handed ovér active custody of said security Lo
us. Therefore, both the parties performed Lheir
duties. Therefore, we purchased differona
Government securities from said Mr.Kevan She.h
and Co. -During all said Lransactionrs, wo
performed our duties fromrpayment of amount to
Eanding over possession  of  the securiny.
Meanwhile, Shri Ketan Sheth made B

representalion before me thal he is a Dircclor
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in Milkage Marnagement also. Therefore, wi'h tho
view Lo complete the deficic of Sik, we nad
purchased the Government securit;es from Miltage
Management Services Ltd. Both the parties have,
against Lhelr [lapliily, mage arrangemest o
the payment of money and handing over possession
of Securities and have taken over aclive
possession of said sccurities.

(5) In the month of Februa;y in 1999, Shrj
Ketén Sheth visited our bank and representalion
that they are the members of one Ms.Turo Ashian
Securities, who is a member NSE, who are
authorized in selling and ©purchasing ‘Lhe
Government  securities. He réquestod' vs Lo
purchase the securities through their sa.d new

.

firm. As we are conrected with Ketan sretn since
December-a 997 and our all transactions uple
February-1999 have been successful, we decidea
to purchase the securities from thom, w-t» -0
view Lo complete SLR. .

(6} Therefore, for the purpose of SLR, we ocgan
purchasing Government SecuriLieS from Ms.Huro
Asian Securitles. For the same aliso, bDoin o' un
parties fulfilled our responsibilities. During
Lransactions with said firm, we had so!d ceriairn

Government securities through them. Further, as

a part of intention ro fulfild our
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respeonsibility, we had handed over custody of
said securities to them. We had also received
full amount of consideration. Accordingly, we

compreted the procedure of saie,

(/) la the month of January-2000, Shir: Kelan
Sheth, Shri Sanjay Agrawal and Shri N.S.Triveds
informed to us that now thelr COMmpPany namulyn

Furo Asilan Securities 1td. wi!!l work w:.h now
‘
name of que Trade Ltd. For the same, Mr.Saniay
Agrawal ié a Chairman and the Chief Executive
Officer. . Turther, Mr:Ketan Sheth and
Mr.Nandkishor Trivedi are the directors, They
made further represencation that new company
namaly, the Trade Ltd. is & memper ol N§&, tLho: -
administration is being done Qith the team of
professionals. Further, they had assured wu of
doing result oriented business. They roquest od
Lo do tne business with new broker firm namely,
Home Trade. %hey also made reoresentalion thal
they have developed another group company who
wili, in the name of Value India Ltd. wors TesUL
oriented in software technology dgve?opment.

They also told that their business developmant

activities will be carried out by Lhe

ce.ebrities of film Iine ramely, Snahruxsh Khan,

Rulvik Roshar, Sachin Terndulkar and Privanka

~

Chopra. Laler on we came to know thal Lthey nave,



T TR AT

e L A e S LD DT M

:
i
|
|
|
|
|
|

o
Bl
ay

| 3

as & part of the planning, forred Lhe soaida fiore
Trade Ltd. Company with the view of investing
Goverrment Securitiesx Farther, as menlioree
above, they have éommitted fraud, misappropriate
and empezzlement of huge amount from us.
Therefore, it is requested to take stricr action
against zhem,

(8) As a part of requirement of SILR, for
investment of fund for the purchase of
GCovernmrent sepurities, the orders camo 1o oo

L

given toc the brokers. '
(A) During our trading activities, WO camoe Lo
know Lthrough relisble sources that 55 a co-
operative bank, we can we can dispose of  the
government securities from thé open market .
Aiso, fcr completing rthe regquirement of 5:32, wo
can purchase the Government securities ‘rom Lhe
open market. e came Lo know Lthrough
calcuiations of loss and benefits thal we can

sell Une Government securities Zrom open rmiara::

and vice Lhe same, oLher Govornment sec.r:i s

will generale more income for us. Thareiore, in

the interest of the depositors and share
heolders, we decided Lo sell the Soversre:
gecurities whenever we get opportunity. wfthouL
economic view for the reguirement of SLR, we

wiil be able to generate morc amoun.s.
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(B) Therefore, witn effect from February-2000,
for completion of reauirement of SIR, we.bcqah
purchasing Government securit:es from llome Trade
Ltd. We sold certain Covernment Securities
through them till end of March 2001. ihe sa:o
broker had, as a part of nis responsini.ity,
handed over custody of Government securities Lo

us. On accepting the said amount against

Yl oioy

securities, accepted the {overnment sc
which we had sold,

(C} During the financial ;ear of 2001-2002, &BI
issued a circular and informed Lhal Ihe Peoples’
Co-operative Banks musL increase* Lne volura o
investmenf in Government securities and rol
deposit the amount in District or State
Government banks. To described in other words,
for the 'purpose of fulfilling need of SLR,
instead of investing in term deposlil w!:ih
Disurict an; State  Sovernmon: Darks, Lho
Pecples’ Co-operative Banks were permititea Lo
invest Lhe volume of investment i Covernment
sccurities. We comparcd belweer tho_:rcofos o

District &and Stace Barks and the Goverrmenr

securities. With the view of compieting whe

. . . L2 . N .
requirement, as directed in the Circular of the

RB7T, we invested the amount ir Government
o

securiLlies,
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(D) During financial year 2001-2002, there
had been continuous decrease in the ir_crest
rates and Lhe Government issued securicies wiih

Al

very .ess rates of interests. Therefore, -he
vaiuation of older Government secutilies
Increasad in the market and more considerat o~
amount was received.

(k) As we goti Lhe opporiuniLy and
appreciation of income of the bank and in the
interest of the depcsitors and share holders of
thg bank, as earlier securities purchascd by us
were giving more compensation, we sold “he sape.
As a resull thereof, more prolil was oblLained-oy
the bank. At the same time, to complete the
requirerent of SLR, we ourchased new Sovoramoend

securities.” On aceount of  the same, we

restructured the portfolio of Government

securlties. Accordingly, income increased [lor -

-

the bank and the requirement of SLR was also
malntained.

(F'Y During our lransactions with the broker '~
. N . . . - \
sa.c and purchase of securltics, we cane Lo kiow
o

about rhe different of amount To be paid to tn=

broker and to be obtained from Lhen.,

Accordingly, both us and the said bro4sr 538.0¢
the chegues of difference amount and cempleted

the responsibilities of each-other.

3
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mentioned securities for which the amcun. ol
L)

(G) in tne month of Marcn-2002, e

purchase order were paid, Cthey were in the

custody of the said broker.

[No[sec. wame Face value |

1G.50% GO: 2014 | 50000000.00
2 ]%.39% GoT 2011 70000000. G0

3 4 11.50% GO1 2011 | 3000000C.30

4 11,50 % GO 2015 50000000.00

Total Facevalue |200000000.00

Therefore, we decided to sell the saig
Sovernment securilivs. The broker rmplemented

the said Llransaction and issued Lne conbract

netes as menticned helow.

rﬁgjfscr:p Name Cont | Face Value Total ‘“mmu“Jl
! : Considerat rorn [
10528 T GOT 7395 | 50000500 66753306540 i
2014 '
2 9392 GOT [ 7397 [ 70000000.C60 | 80874150 ]
2011 [ ‘

3 eEs T A0S IeeE 000 AR T yge pr
2077 . ] | ;
4 111,50 % GOT|[741115%0000000.00] 65650657 :
20615 ‘I
o Total 24821234444 i
;
|

i receivabple

(H} We had, with rthe view 1o cdmplete “he
requirement of SLR, to purchase Lne following
securities, we informed the Droker ard hroker
implemented the said transaction and issued Lhe

conLract notes to us.
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[No|scris Name Zont | Face Tota. ,

Value Consideral ion g

T 08.7% GOI 2017 | 7453 35000000 | 35648076.17 “

2 |08 073 GOT { 7413150000000 | 50928541, 07 —

2017 :
R o B e S T e IV B Iy VT vy R i P

47 CB.TY GCI 2037 | 7401 1100000000 10185 08y, 31 i

5 109.81% GOL | 739905000000 |58198750.50
2013A '
Total 267652525750 7 |

Payables !

(1) Against the sale-purchase transactions done
as above, the broker was supposed Lo make payment
of. different amount at Rs.5,59,419.45 ard Lo
hand over‘ active custody of above mentio-od
securities. Regarding the same: the broier
is;ued to us the cheque of HDFC Bank hoaring
no.984100, dated 19/03/2002. We have received
the said amount. The Exhibit A epclosed herewith
1s the contract note dated 19%/03/2007 of sé!o—
purchasa of securilies by the broker on our
behalf has Dbeen enclosed. The broker has
admitted about the said cransaction,
Simultaneously, sert the copy of the cnoyuo
bearing no.94704Q, datea 29/03/2002  ior  he
amount of Rs.559£19-44., The said broker faiicd
in handing over custody of said securities Lo us
and accordingly breached the contract.

(4) In connection with above facts, Lhe broxor

of Ms.Home Trade Ltd. has faited-in handing over
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custody of the Government securities which we
had purchased for the amount of Rs,24765292%/-,
"he sald amount was fully pald to them.

(5) We had paid the amount of consideration
against purchase of said securities. We informed
Lo them through telephone ard individial.y Lo
hard over thelir custody. But, the broxers kept
on giving;us false excuses. Till date iLhoy have
not heanded over to us the custody of said
securities. To pressurize them to hand over the
active cg#:ody of‘the seéurities purchased by
us, we sent fax on the numbar 722-78125%48 o
16/04/2002. Further, we requested Lo nand over
cusiody of Governmenlt securities against Lho
considerafion amount paid by us. But, in spite
of requesting themr ié person or  Lorough
telephone or correspondence, they failed in
handing over custody of Government securities.,
The copy ofg the letter datedb 16/C4/2002 15
producec at exhibit B. We visited in person Lo
Lheir combany, but none of the superior officers
were found present. We came LGe know that Lhey
are absconding. Therelore, we were shoc<eon. woe

were assured thatu o sa.d DORLTS tEvVe

4]

comr:tled fraud with us and they had deried us

seeing. in person. Further, they have failed :rp

handing over active custody of securitics,
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Therefore, they are absconding. 3*

(7) On the basis of the reports published in the
daily newspapers, Doordarshan news and through
certain reliable sources, on knowing about them,
we came U0 conclusion that Lhe sald brokers have
failed in compliance of the agreement mentionea
in the contract notes. Further, in fact they
have committed embezzlement of Lho arcurmt of
securities. The said amount was paid by us {7

the transaction of purchase of securities.

" Therefore, all the directors and officers of

said flrm have hatched criminal consplracy and
have committed f{raud.

(8) We had, as a part ol proaclLive approcach, as
par direction of our advisor namely, DR ‘nvostnr
Grievances Limited, we sent  the comrplain

through fax to National Stock Exchange of India,
i,nvesl’.o‘r service cell on  30/04/2002 el
0:/05/2002. Furlher, chc copy Lhereo! nas beer
sent on 02/05/2002. They are produced vide
exhibits C and D. Lookiné to seriousness of the

present case and lnvolvement 97 fugo aroLr

the same, the directors, officers of trne said
firm and their persons concerned, Lneir
assistants may, wiih the view of escapjﬁq frar
the .nga action, TovVe away Lo Teroign

countries. Therelore, we hereby reques! Lo LasC
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action in the matter and to saeize their
passports. We request to Lake acLion 50 thar Lhe
Cfimina}s_.may not  move awdy Dy deaving oo
country. We are, with our best knowledge and
belief, producing nerewion Lhe SChedy i
describing the properties of said broker,
directors of said firm, their assistan.s
corcerned, Further, we reguest Lo se'ye “helr
500 properties.

{8) The ;ccused persons of this case have,
committéd embezzlement, Eraud of huge amoun:
WLl one Peoples’ cu—operalive banx wi
Dist.Valsad, two of Navsari, lour of Surat, onc
of Karamsad, Dist.Kheda and thereby have caused
loss to‘ the lfinancial interests of rLhe
depositors and share holders. On account of Lne
same, the depositors have lost interest wiﬁh Lhe
banks. On account of the same, the sald banks
are on the vé?ge of lockdown. On doing the same,
the accused persons have caused serious ‘onus 1n
the public interest. They have defamed a Lo
well <nown banks. Stringens most crimina. act D0
must be taken against them,

(10) Myself the complainant is a Manager in
%he Navsa}i Peoples’ Co-operative Rarx 114,
Navsari, having registered office at Din Dava.

Upadhyay Bhavan, Qpp.Gayan Shala, Dhobivad,



Navsart., Myse![ the comp.alinant. has boen ves
upon thé powers Lo make signature in  Lho

= complaint, to lodge the same, To Glve

d . N . . . . .
; deposition, wvide Lhe resolution no.4 daved

e

0370772002 of tne Board of Directors of “he Bary.

(11) As all th2 accused persons of this case

il R L

have, with plannivg, hatched criminal conspiracy

and have committed offence, iL'is regquested Lo

lodge complaint and to produce them in the court

o
of approoriate jurisdiction,

! .
|

.

(i2) Gut of the accusad persons, those

bearing sr.nos.9 to 11 and 13 to 15, by virtue

¢f the competent auvthorities of‘tho sa.d flom,

Laken aclive participaltion in the transac: ia-e

of securities with us and are ‘involved 'n thoe

offence.

(13} The witnesses of our complainl are &s

mencioned hereinbelow. Upon requirement, we w!i!.

produce mere witnesses abt the relevarni Limo.

Witnesses

1. Myself the complainant.

2. Pirectors of the bank.

3, Mr.T.R.Swami, Dy.General Manager, Ui, R3!,
Ahmedabaa.

ﬁ. Shir Vinayak Rawal, Manager, RBI, Ahmedanaq.

5. Virnodbhai 6. Desai, Chartered Accountan: and

Internal Auditor of the Bank.
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é&f Thanking you. lqo

sd/ -
- For the Navsari Co-op Peoples’ Co-oporat ive

Fank, hNavsar:,

Chief Judicial Magistrate, Navsari.
Date : 18/08/2002.
5¢/-
Police lnspector,
Navsari Touwn,
This is to certify that trge Xerox copy has been
taken Irom the original.

Sa/- '

({4
PR T
qu-%
4}*”/(
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First Information Report of Cognizable Offence
[under section 154 of Criminal Procedure Code]
District:~ Valsad Police -Station:- Valsad

City Station Year:- 2002 FIR No. C.R. No. T -

119/2002 Date:- (o 06 Q=02

Date and. time of occcurrence of offence: -

During 15.5.2001 to 19.3.2001.

(l)Information received at P.S5.:- Date -
3/6/2002 at 18.30 hcurs
(2)Direction and distance from Police

Station: -

North 1 Km, Moje Valsad, Sheth Bhagvandas

Briijbhushandas Shrof, Bulsar Pecple’s

Co.0p. Bank Ltd.

(3) Date of sending to 'Police Station:

6.6.2002.

(4) Name and address of Complainant /
Informant
Chetanbhai Ramanlal Desai, - Res/o -

Samruddhi, Mcta Bajar, Valsad, Tal.Dist.
Valsad.
(5)Names and addresses o©of accused persons,

full particulars [Details of
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known/suspected/unknown accused with full

particulars]

Accused:

1)Mr. Nandkisore SHankarlal Trivedi, aged

45 yrs, Res/o - Devbhuvan, Second Floor,
Room No.32 Gazdar Maholla {Street), Mira
Bajar), Mumbai-2

2'Mr. Ketan Kéntilal Sheth, Res/c - 183,
Lalit Kutir (CHS), Third Floor, GCulmohar
Cross Road, Road No.9 (JVPD), Mumbai;

3)Mr. Sanjay Hariral AGrawal, Res/o -
Mumbai, .

4)Mr. Subhodh Bhandari, Res/o - Mumbai.

5)Mr. Hiten Bhupendra shah, Res/o - Mumbai

6)Mr. Hiren Cada, Res/o - Mumbai.

7)Mxr. Sashank Gopal Ranade, Res/c - Mumbai .

8) Mr. Vijay Himatlal Modi, Res/o -

Borivalli (East), Mumbai.

9)Mr. Salil Dinkarlal Gandhi, Res/o -

11/13, Gold Coin Co.0Op. Hsg. Socy, Ltd,
Bhardev, Mumbadi.
10) Alen James Macmilan, Res/o - 785,

‘Castro Street, Montegue CA, 94041 USA.

T R I S -
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11 Rasel Bankekem Vegar, Res/o - Timber
Hill Terrace, Iron Field MA USA

12) Mr. Mike alias Manoj Ambelal Shah,
Res/o ~ Bangalore Belari Road, RMV

Extension, Bangalcre,

13) - Mr. Dhananjay Agrawal, Res/o -
Mumbali.
14) Ms . Shilpa Hiten Shah, Res/o -

Gandhi Niwvas, 202, Mumbai.
15) Ms. Jagruti KetanA Sheth, ﬁes/o -
Gulmohar Cross Road No.?, Mumpai .
16) Ms . Kanan JOvavaia Res/o — Nr.
Jayanthahal, Fifth Floor, Mumbai.
17} Mr . Ketan R. Maskariya, Res/oc -
Mumbai, present address not known.
i8) Mr. Niraj Al Surti, Res/o - Surya
Flat, First Floor, Bharﬁch.
129) Ms. Kruti Nira] Surti, Res/o - Surya
Flat, First Flcor, Bharuch.
(6YBrief facts of the complaint '/ dincident
and if stolen, full particulars of properties
stolen: -

Offence under Sections-406, 409, 420, 421,

422, 423, 120(b) and 34 of I.P.C. In such



e

144

a way that at the above stated date and
time, the accused .persons .of this case
committed fraud with the Bank in regard to
their Dbusiness of Home Trade Limited
Compahy of which shares and stock brokers
and ‘ merchant. They had hatched a pre-
planned ;onspiracy and they bad aided each
other‘ and with the complainant who 1is
having business in the name of Sheth
Bhagwandas Brij Bhukhandas Shroff working
with Valsad‘ Co. Operative Bank Ltd.,
Valsad as whose Manager and on behalf of
the bank the banking activities are being
made andlthey had in regard to their this
Home Tradezcompany of which banks of which
ownership Government security certificate
and different cheques by which money was
got deposited and this money had to be

taken by the accused of this matter by

committing breach of trust and malafide

intention to obtain financial benefits and .

they had committed cheating with the bank
and the bank’s money was misappropriated

and the Dbank’s security certificate was
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given and the bank’ s money being
Rs.28,75,21,754 .33 new raise was

misappropriated by committing cheating and
breach of trust and the pre—-planned
conspiracy against the bank was made and

the offences have been committed, etc..

Date. 6/6/2002

Complaint:
Mr. Chetanbhai Ramanlal Desai, had in regard
to the Sheth Bhagwandas Brijbhukhandas Shroff

of Bulsar People’s Co. Op. Bank Litd. of which

he is the Manager, agedr49 years, Occupation

=

- Service, Res/o - Samruddhi Mota Bajar,
Valsad, Taluka Valsad, had in regard to which

the complainant fact of the complaint is that

Brief facts of the complainant is such that,
I the complainant Sheth Bhagvandas
Brijbhukhandas Shroff for Bulsar People’sr
Co.Qp. Bank Ltd. Valsad of whoée Manager I

was working since last 15 years. Our bank
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had in regard to the Sheth B.B. Shroff Bulsar
People’s Co.0Op. Bank Ltd. which is identified
by that name and since last 77 years we are
doing the banking activities and therefore we
are having a very good reputation in Valsad
District. |

(2) Our bank had as per the Banking
Regulation Act, 1949 under which provisyons
and as per the guidelines issued by the
Reserve Bank of India which were issued then
as per such circular the workings are ﬁade.
(3) Cur bank'had as per the provisions of the
Banking Regplation Act, 1945 as per which
étatutory liguidity and to maintain the
reserve funds limits the time and demand
liquidatingrof 25% such amcunt of investment
was to be made as Government Security and
other known sureties were to be made.

(4) The Reserve Bank of India had in regard
to  their «citizens bank as investment of

o

Government security was to be made and in

a

‘that regard from time to time the Circulars

are being issued and such investment limits

tc be enhanced for which Circulars are also
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issued and due to which reasons our bank had
been reguired to mandatorily make Government
securities and therefore such enhancement in
that regard was reguired to be made.

(5) I the complainant of Sheth B.B.Shrof
Bulsar People’s Co.Cp. Bank Ltd. being its
Manager as  per which capacity and due to
which in the matter of the complainant the
work is to be made and all such transactions
by my presence and it is in my knowledge and
as part of one of my duty and therefore the
banking inQestment committee and its
administratiocn arrangementrcommittee had for
%he Government security work connection and
for other securities for which work 1s done
and the same is to be implemgnted by me.

{6) I, complainant Sheth B.B. ' Shroff for
Bulsar Peopie’s Co.0p. Bank Ltd. had through
the Administration Committee had passed legal
resolution. In this matter the accused

against whom the legal complaint being made

-for which powers have been given to me For

this fact the Administration Committee as on

29.5.2002 as per which 9 (nine) resolutions



£

w v

148

afe made . Cn that basis I complainant Sheth
B.B. shroffiBulSar Pecople’s Co.0Op. Bank Ltd.,
Valsad on whose behalf the present legal
complaint is being registered by me.,

The accused of this matter is running and
doing work fﬁr HEome Trade Ltd. and Vez India
Ltd. as per the address stated therein and
the work of (1) Home Trade Share and Stock
Broker and Merchant business is done and that
is having the member of National S£ock

Exchange of India its office are Vasi, Navi

Mumbai and Mital Court ‘A Nariman Point,

Mumbai and Raheja Centre free press Journal

at Mumbai, which is there.

(7) As the Vez India Ltd. shares and stocks
broker and merchant which is having.office at
Home Trade Ltd. and at Tower No. &6, Third
Floor International InfoTech Yard, Vasi, Navi
Mumbai and that is having 1its Telephone

NO.7812444 and 7812550 is there and as Home

Trade Ltd. of which business transactions and

‘to use 1t is there.

(8) Some of the accused of this matter had in

regard to the Home Trade Ltd. and Vez. India

AR
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Ltd. company which is other® than that having

the below anamed associated company, having
address as -~ 103, Liberty Apartment, B80C-A
Sarojini Read, B/h. McDonald, Vile Parle
(West), Mumbai - 4@0056 which is having

telephone No.6194712 is there.

(1) Gilte] Management service Ltd., (2)
Giltej Invsetment Banking Services Ltd., (3)
Gilte] Forex Ltd, (4} Giltej Equity

Varieties, (5) Giltej Credit Capital Limited,
{6) Ketan Sheth and Company .are there.

Other than that the ‘accused of this
matter has the following detailed éssociate
companies _such as

(1) Uro Discover Technology Ventures
Limited Address - 5, Duke of Edinburgh
Avenue, Port, Lul motici Yes,

(2) Uro Discover Technoldgy Ventures 1ltd,

(2) Uro QOffer Investment Bank Ltd.,

{4) Dalhousie Securities Pvt. Ltd.

(%) Uro Allied Ltd.

The accused of this matter had with the

complainant’s bank its money and security

certificate was given and thereby committed
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cheating and misappropriation and above
associated companies and  its sister
concerns o©of which associate concerns and
for its sisterx concerns Directors and
personél and 1its other accounts in which
the money was transferred and it came to be
Xnown thaﬁ -

(9) The complainant of accused No.l1 to 5, 7

to 12, 14 'to 13 and 18, 19 on which the

complainant having stated the address where

the accuse dNo. &, 13, 17 where its“
residential address - ‘are there and its
information is presently not with the
complainant. In this matter the accused No.3
— Sanjay Hariram Agrawal, Chairman of Home

Trade Ltd. who 1s working as such and he had
given a false and bogus contract being made
with us the complainant and thereby he has
committed cheating and misappropriation of
the banks’ money and in that regard all the

accused of this matter in a planned manner at

"various stages such conspiracy was made to

commlt the coffence and each accused had for

such cbnspiracy what role was made by them
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then as to in what manner it is to be made
and its one complete stage wise plan was maée
and each accused in whose share the work is
performed and the complainant bank with which
the cheéting and breach of trust which
serious .offences have been committed. The
said accused had as part cﬁf the conspiracy
they had sold the government security to the
complainant bank and its éertificate and
money which are to be obtained from the.bank
for which government security by way of tis
cheque wWas take from purchasé the new
securities and by so doing the complainant
bank with which the misappropriate and breach
of trust and government security of which
money was taken and accuséd who are doing
work of Dbroker and merchaﬁt had made the
above said transaction witﬁ the bank by the

accused.

The accused No.&6 of this matter Mr. Haren

Gada had worked as a Vice President of Home -

‘Trade Ltd and he had committed the cheating

o

and ﬁisappropriation'of money with the kank.
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The accﬁsed of this matter accused No.4
Mr. Subhodh. Bhandari, Directorrof Home Trade
Ltd. which work was made and he had from us
the complaipant bank the false and bogus
contract note was gfven and the bank with
whom  they had committed cheating and
misappropriation of money of thg bank.

The accused No.1l of this matter

Nandkishore Shankerlal Trivedi had introduced

-as. Director of Uro Asian Securities Ltd. and

Home Trade Ltd. and with the complainant bank

from time to time by coming he had the motive

of making cheating with the complainant bank

and the money of the bank and Government
securities og which certificates To be
misappropriated and its important activity is
done and the bank’s money and securities and
bondrcertificate was misappropriated and it
has committed cheating.

The accused No.2 of this matter - Ketan
Kantilal Sheth had given his identity as
Ketan Sheth and  Company and Uro Asian

Securities Ltd. and Home Trade Ltd. of which

Directors was statéd aﬁd with us- the

B T
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complainant _bank had from time to time
arrived and the complainant’s bank with which
cheating and the money of the complainant to
be taken for which 1its securities and bond
certificates have been misappropriated and
the cheating and misapprOpriation which main
role has begn played. by them; .

The accused Nos.5, 7 to 13 are presently
doing the work as Directors with Ho@e Trade
Ltd. and we the complainant’s bank the
cheating being .made and; the money and
certificates were tampered and the role is
played. Further the bank’s money of certain
amount is possessed by them and said accused
had as part of the conspiracy and their share
which was there which work was performed by
them.

The accused No.l1l6& of this matter is Ms.
Kanan Jovavala as Manager of Home Trade Ltd.
which work is done. Further accused No.l to

4 all such persconal information is with them .

"and we the complainant’s bank of which

financial transaction which took place and

which information is with them. Further the
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said offeﬁce when committed then all
remaining accused had performed.the role of
such conspiracy and the bank’s money and
Government s$ecurities certificates and other
accused as where and how the disposal has
been made and where it is there and such
informatiOnlis known Dy him. And said bank
money of which chéating and misappropriation
is done and certain share is possessed by
them. |

The accused No.17 of this matter Ketan R.
Maskariya had worked as an officer of Home
Trade Ltd. and the other accused had disposed
of the govefnment securities and to whom it
was given which informaticn is with him. And
said accused as per above transaction the
work is performed and as part of this scheme
its share is obtained and said bank money of
which part is there with him.

(1C) The accused Nos.l to 17 of this matter

were previcusly doing the business in the

' name of Ketan Sheth and Company for work of

broker and merchant. Thereafter they were

doing the work in the name of Uro. Asian

-
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Secur}ties Ltd and as its broker and
merchant. Thereafter they were doing business
in the name of Uroc Asian Seéurities Ltd. from
March 2000 and such name of Uro Asian
Securities Ltd. and Home Trade Ltd. both are
one and .same company. The accused No.18 and
19 were previously .Ketan Sheth and Compaﬁy
with which they were associated and
thereafter Uro Asian Securities ILtd. with
which they were assoclated and presently.they
are associated with Home Trade Ltd. Co. and
the .accused No.18 of this. matter 1is doing
business of Growth Avenue Research and
Managementx Consultants, Tower Kinnari
Opposite Cinema, Ring Road, Surat and they
were working as Government security broker
and accused Nos.1l to 17 are sub broker of the
company and working there. ‘The accused No.19
who was for Uro Asian Securities Ltd. and
Home Trade Ltd. Company of which they were

working as its sub-brocker. This accused .

"Nos .18 and 19 accused are having good

relations with accused Nos.l to 17.
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(11) The complainant bank had as a part of the
scheme which conspiracy for which accused
No.1l8 for which Mr. Niraj A. Surti and'from
November 19%3 had come to the complainant
bank and the complainant and bank’s Board of
Directors had been met and it was sfated that
as Growth Avenue  Research and management
Ceonsultants Ltd. in which name the Government
securities i1nvestment being made fbr which
they are the brokers and as to what work is
done of the bank then its Government

securities for which 1in bkonds it should be

S invested which advice and guidance were

given. Therefore the bank had asked them to
send a quotation for investments and as per
thét they had at different times as stated
below then for securities the quotations were
sent and with bank the inveStﬁent related
transactioné were made.

(1) 10.50% GOI 2005 Rs.l1 Crore face value

(2) 11.75% GOI 2001 Rs.1l Crore face value

(3) 12.50% GOI 2004 Rs.l Crore face value
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The above securities of which pavable
money was paid by the bank and against which
the Government securities certificates were
given. The complainant bank purchased from
the accused No.18 the Government securities
which sent along with it and such fact was
stated and accused No.1l8 had ;tateddthat he
is a small time broker but my friends and
relatives and employer Mr. Ketan Sheth and T
would bring him and thereafter accused No.lB
had come in the month of ﬁécember 1297 with
accused No,2 Mr. Ketan Kantil;l Sheth and
accused No.3 Mr. Sanjay Hariran1 Agrawal to
the bank and they had given  their
introduction to the, board and he is my
employer and Ketén Sheth aﬁd Co. which is a
known gcvernment securities broker and
merchant and 1t 1is purchasihg and selling the
same . If the bank makés investment Iin
Government securities then 1its payment when

received then the bank’s certificate would be.

" provided which assurance was given accused

No.f and 3 to the complainaﬁt bank.



158

Thereafter Xkeeping trust in the say of
accused Nos;2 and 3 and 18 the Bank had for
10.85% GOI 2001 thé value of RS.1 crore total
and 11.25% GOI 2005 for RS.50,00,000/- tota:l
value was paid for that money and it was
purchased. Similarly for lOiSO% GOI 2005 for
Rs.1 crore {of face value of securities at

market value the money was taken and the bank
had scld it;

The accused of this matter had -the
intention from starting that and to fulfil
such malafide intention tﬂe accused of this
matter had hatched a preplanned conspiracy
%nd with our complainant bank the cheating
being made as per its motive and to
misappropriate and as prer such plan under
which the accused of this matter had firstly
for Ketan Sheth and Company had with the
complainant bank the work was done and the
complainant banks trust was taken and

thereafter in January 1999 the accused Nos. 1,

"2, 3, 4, 16, 18 and 19 with whom our bank

where they came and stated that they have

stated a Uro Asian Securities Ltd. and the

B e e
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securities are purchased and sold which work
is started and their company 1is registered
with Naticnal Stock Exchange as its broker
and its license is thére. They are
registeréd brokers and merchant and with
reasonable rate the Government securities and
bond are given. Further if the bank sells any
securities and then bank woﬁld be given good
amount then for that they would purchase it
and in such a manner the above accused had
with the bank hatched a conspiracy and
cheating and misappropriation and wiﬁh
malafide intention the transactions with the
bank were.,made and on through them our bank
had taken the Rs.1l crone face value at 11.19%
GOI 2005 as securities and thereafter Rs.Z
crore face value with 11.98% GCI for 2004 and
as securities were purchaéed and similarly
for Rs.l crores the face wvalue of 11.75% GOI
2001 was taken as securities and Rs.l crore

face wvalue at 6.5% GOI 2000 as securities it

“was sold and against that they had given

Government securities certificate to the bank

and the trust of the bank was taken.
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(12)Thereafter the accused Nos.1 to.4 of this
matter had in March 2000 as at Valsad they
had come to our bank and accused No.2 had
stated to the complainant and bank’s board of
directors that they had in regard to Uro
Asian Securities named company for which Home
Trade Ltd. would  Dbe \identiﬁied and the
company’ s chairman is accused No.3 Mr. Sanjay
Harilal Agrawal who would work and Chief
Executive was accused No.2, and accused No.l
Naﬁdkisore Trivédi and accused No.4 Subodh
Bhandari as Director of Home Trade Ltd. would
WOork. They had also representéd that our
Home Trade Lt. company on which the Director
is also very grustworthy and we all would get
together and the teamwork to which the
company’s work would done and 1t was also
stated that Home Trade Ltd. is possessing an

international name and accused No.lQ0 Alen

James Macmilan and accused No.1l1 Rasel BRBankem

Jegar and Director would be working and.

" cooperations. would be given and such
représentation was mad that Home Trade Ltd.

which business is done then its objection was

RS R s~ e

ERE AT



161

to undertake work from renowned persons which
were Mr. Shah Rukh Khan, Mr. Rutik Roshan,
Mr. Sachin Tenduikar and Ms. Privanka Chepra
and such fact was stated and in this manner
the ‘accused Nos.l to 4 had for Home Trade
Ltd. on behalf of company the Directors for
representations were made and such a rosy
picture was shown and under such
circumstances the complainant bank had made
transaction with accﬁsed Nos.1l to 4 and for
March 2000  to Home Trade Ltd. Co. which
necessity of transaction work for which
representation was - made. The accused Nos.l1
to 4 had .told to our complainant bank that
the Home Trade Ltd 1is a member of Stock
Exchange and 1f there neceé%ity of SVLR then
as per Government securities and bon would be
purchased and sold and- for which all
eligibility is there. Other than that they

had for 10.80% GOI 2008 and 10.50% GOI 2014

for Government securities retail investment

" regarding which attractive rate was shown and

for 11.25% GOI ZOOS by sale to be made for

which attractive profit making rate was shown
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and therefore we the complainant bank had
taken Rs.2°-crore face wvalue of 10.80% GOI
2008 and was purchased and for Rs.20,00,000/-
at 11.25% GOI 2005 by sale was taken and in
April 2000 during which Rs.2 crore face value
of 10.50% GOI 2014 was purchased and its
market wvalue to bé paid fgr which money was
given and against which they had given
certificates to the complainant bank.

(13) Thereafter in the vyear May 2000 month to
April 2001 the complainant bank from which in
adequate amount the securities were taken and
due to which reason its additional necessity
not being th?re and accused had time and
again made representation but even then as
Government securities of which purchase and
sale regarding which no proceeding were made
with Home Trade Ltd. company and alsoc for new
securities being @urcbased nc question was
there and thereafter as ReserverBank of India
had in 2001 issued a notification and as per .
" that the District Co.Cp. Bank and State
Co.0p. Bank of which urban Co.Oé. Banks of

whom invested money was maturing then its

SR s A, BT L L O T e mer e,
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money was tc be invested in government
Securities " which instructions were there all
citizens cooperative bank had given. AS per
that «circular the same was circulated and
said noﬁification of securization was issued
and accused through whom the complainant bank
had contacted on telephone and through them
the Government securities tQ be purchased and
sold was requested. During this time period
the bank interest had beenrraised and due to
which reason the complainaht bank had also
taken on interest due to which on profit and
losses were incurred. Under that
circumstances the Government securities being
invested and for its raised rate such
government securities to be sold was stated

to Home Trade Ltd. and tis price list was

sent.

’

(14) Thereafter on 15.5.2001 the complainant
bank had asked the accused Home Trade ©Ltd.

that as per contract number 6573 its 10.70%

"GOL 2020 for RS.3 crore value government

securities be purchased and its consideration

amount of Rs.3,04,39,000.00 was there .and
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against that the complainant bank had for
contract No.6575at 10.85% GOI 2001 of Rs.1
crore as Goﬁernment security certificate of 14
for which Rs.1,04,72,486.11 was sold to Heme
trade 7 Ltd. and for remalining
Rs:l,99,66,513.89 UTI Bank for chegue
No.33051 and on 16.5.01 ;t was paid and other
than that on 22.5.2001 the contfact No.6577
was for ourlcomplainant bank had for contract
No.6577 we the complainant bank had "for
10.70% GOI 2020 which for Rs.? croere of
government -3ecurities was rPurchased. Its
consideration amount was Rs.2,03,04,277.78
Qas paid and that amount was "paid to the
compliainant ba;k. by the accused Home Trade
Ltd. and entire amount i.e. ﬁs.2,03,04,277.78
was paié to,fhe bank vide cheque No.33052 on
22.5.2001.

In this manner for 10.70% GOT 2020 its

total Rs.5 crore security was paid to the

complainant bank by the accused Home Trade

Ltd. for Rs.5,07,43,277.78nas consideration

amount which was purchased and its money was

net paid. Accused Home Trade-Lt. company had

e e o Y T P e T e
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for complainant bank in regard to said
securities certificate for 4 and value of
Rs.b> crore on which it was delivered.

Other than that on 31.5.01 at 10.25% GOT
2021 for Rs.l crore security was paid by the
complainant bank to the accused Home Trade
Ltd. for Rs.100,27,847.22 of which
consideration amcunt it was purchased and its
money was repaid and Rs.1,00,27,847.22 was
paid by the complainant bank to Home Trade
Ltd. for Rs.l crore security certificate of

which AD No.6& and?7 which complainant bank had

handed over.

Other than that on 2.6.2001 the'contract
ncte No.6593 to 1C.25% GOI 2021 for which
Rs.5,50,00,000/- face wvalue for government
security was there and complainant bank had
with Home Trade Ltd. its amount of
Rs.5,51,38,8192.44 as consideration amount
value was purchased and against that purchase
the complainant bank had.°for the accused
given contrxact No.6587 at 10.80% of GOI 2008

of Rs.2 crore as government security and its

certificate of Rs.2,17,80,000.00 of which
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consideration amount was given for sale and
contract No.6589 at 11.98% COI 2004 its Rs.Z2
crore value government security certificate
of Rs.2,22,09,66.67 of consideration amocunt
for which it was sold and contract No.6591 at
11.19% GOI 2005 of which Rs.l crore value
Government security | ‘cerﬁificate of
Rs.1,10,91,916.67 it was sold and said all
government security certificate for AD -
15,16,17 and AD 13 to 16 and AD 15 accuséd to
whom it was handed over. Further for

Rs.87836.10 amount was given to our

~complainant bank by accused Home Trade Lt. as

per UTI Bank chegque Nc.33055 which amount was
paid and total Rs.5,51,68,819.44 amount was
for sale of security and dheque émount was
paid to Home Trade Ltd. and against at the
accused had given te the bank its 10.25% GOT
2021 amount of Rs.50,00,000C for AD No.8
certificate which was paid and 10.25% for
year 2021 éf Rs.5 crore government security
certificate was given through Home Trade Ltd.

and complainant bank to whom it was not

handed over. Theréfore we the complainant

DR I A A
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bank had for 10.25% GOI 2021 of which Rs.S
crore certificate was to be taken from the
accused or its consideration amount of
Rs.5,01,53,472.22 was there and its table is
presented herewith.

The . said transaction ﬂéuring wnhich on
15.5.01 the” complainant bank héd Home Trade
Ltd. of which accused No.4 Subodh Bhandari
had been called on telephone and previous
transaction during which bank had to be given
accounts and as'per Board of Directors before
whom 1t should be presented and that at
Valsad he should come and 1in that regard
;ccused No. 4 Subodh Bhandar had informed the
complainant bank on telephdne that bank in
order to be shown the accounts and settlement
being made for which his employer would come
in a week to the complainanﬁ kank and it was
stated that thereafter in regard to the same
cne fax letter wes also sent and thereafter

it was sent by post and the post has beep

"sent on 16.5.01 bank as per which accused

No.2 Mr. Ketan Sheth Director of Home Trade

Ltd. had remained present before the Board of
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Directors meeting and accused No.2 ketan
Sheth had for Home Trade Co. as its Director
capacity the Uro Asian Security and for Home
Trade Ltd. for which early transaction are
pending and its issues would be resolved and
in his presence during which 10.25% GOI 2021
government security aqd 16.80% GOI 2008,
11.98% GOI 2004 and li.l9% GOI 2005 c¢f which
security bkeing there and to take it was
stated and the same should be considered“and
as per deals made as on 3175.01, 2.6.01 of

-+

which  10.25

oe

GOI 2001 of total of

Rs.6,50,00,00C0 of which government security

through them 1t was to Dbe taken and its
payment was paid and in lieu of the same some
bank ownership government security had been
sold by them and thereafter accused No.2
ketan Sheth had said bank ownership original

certificate and transaction lettl3er was Lo be

taken through his men which would be sent and

such fact was stated wn telephone and as per

that the complainant bank had from the

accﬁsed Home Trade Ltd. in regard to the bank

T R ML S e e mn e e ©
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ownership named of Rs.5 crore government
security certificate was handed over.'

(15) Thereafter on 25.5.01 the accused No.2
Mr. Ketan Sheth had in regard to the bank’s
board of directors before whom at Valsad he
had remained present and it was stated that
the home Trade Ltd.: had in regard to which
certain influential persons had been
appointed as additicnal Directors of our Home
Trade Co. Ltd. and if Home Trade Ltd. cohpany
with which Additional Director would perform
the ﬁuties then these additional directs were
Mr. Vijay Himat Lal Modi, Salil Dinkarlal
Gandhi, Shashank, Gopal Ranade for Home trade
Ltd as Additional Directors having Jjoined on
15.5.01 and that fact was stated and in this
manner the accused Home Trade ltd. company 1f
its business increases and your bank would be
given more service and such fact was stated
and afore=said perscns had been their

accomplices and previously then had close.

"relations.

"Other than that _accused. No.2 had also

stated that our Home Trade Ltd. company of
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which sister concern is Ve India Ltd.
company 1s being run. Its off;ce 1is also at
Home Trade Ltd. and other than that their
sister concern was Viltage Management
services Hs. And Viltage Investment Banking
services Ltd. and Gitle] Forex .1ltd. and
Gilte] Liqﬁidity varieties ltd. and Giltej
credit capital 1td. and Ketan Sheet and Co.
and Uro Discover Technology ventures Ltd. and
at Mauritius new Mumbai account is kept"and
for Ure Officer Investment Ltd. and Dalhcusie

Securities spects. Ltd. and Urcoc Allied Ltd.

~and other companies are our sister concerns

and all such Eransactions are done by accused
No.3 Ketan Sheth and accused No.l and Nos.3
to” 15 which is run by them and other than
that accusgd No.2Z had also stated the fact
that aboverall sister concern of which main
administration is done by Rakesh accused
No.l, Nandkishore Trivedi, accused No. 3
Sanjay Agrawal accused No.4 Subhodh Bhandari
accused No.13 Dhananjay Agrawal and accused

No.2 Ketan Sheth who ate'doing it.
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(16) Thereafter the complainant bank had for
government securities of SLR in which
investment was to be made was decided and the
complainant bank had througﬁ Home Trade Ltd.
the contract No.6637 to dated 7.8.2001 as per
10.25% GOI 2021’ at Rs.3 'crore government
securities of RS.3,15,55,833.33 consideration
amount to be purchased and it being paid the
amount of Rs.3,15,55,833.73 was paid by
complainant ‘bank as per UTI Bank“ cheque
No.33056 to Home Trade Ltd.f%nd thereafter on
16.8.2001thé contract No.6685 of 10.03% GOI
20192 of Rs.3 crore security consideration
amount o©of Rs.3,03,16,9%941.67 of which was
purchased from Home Trade 1ltd. and 1its
payment contract No.6677 at 12.50% GOI of
2004 of Rs.1 crore of face value its
certificate of Home Trade of
Rs.1,17,10,416.67 at which ‘it was sold and
Rs.1,86,06,525.00 of UTI Bank of cheque
NO.33057 it was paid and thereafter on.
5.9.2001 the contract No.674l at 9.81% GOI
2013 its Rs.1 crofe' face value government

securities l1td. from which it was taken for
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R;.l,04,92.050.00 s per UTI Bank cheque
No.33058 paid to Home Trade.

As per. the above. transaction then the
complainant bank had for accused that is for

Home Trade ltd. the tetal of RS$S.12 Crore as

above amounts was paid * for Government
securiéies ;' certificatg and what was
remaining. | That certificate consideration
amount of Rs.12,25,18,297.22 is there. The

same 1s shown by table B being kept herewith.
(17) Thereafter Home Trade Ltd. on  whose

behalf as stated in above Para Rs.12 crore

~security certificate delivery was not given

and the complainant bank had for said Rs.12
core certificate should be immediately which
was informed on lettoer and phone but even
then accused had for said Rs.1l2 crore the
government  security of corticated delivery

was not made and its consideration amount of

Rs.12,25,18,297.22 was not returned and it

was further stated that said Rs.1l2 crore of.

" which security ls there then such security in

market is not found and- upon it being found

it would be given by deliVery and other than

i T T
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that accused No.l and 2 had state the fact
that we had above Rs.12 crore of security was
tec be given to the complainant bank as per
prevalent market rate being purchased or it
would refurned and in lieu of which 9.85% GOT
2015 security.can be given.

Therefcre the complainént bank had for
albove Rs.12 crore was pending as its security
and contract No.6849%9, 6847, 6851, 68532, for
Rs.13,35,99,094.44 of market value from
accused should be given and accused for Home
Trade Ltd. its Rs.16,13,156.24 was to be
returned and against that contract No.3855 of
Rs.12,50,00,000.00 wvalue at 9.85% GOI 20115
and its government security of
Rs.13,19,85,9837.50 was to be given as
conéideration amount it was purchased and 1ts
Table C is producad.

IN this mahner on 6.131.2001 as the
complainant bank had for accused thrcugh whom
Trade Link had for the amount of

GCI 2015 of

oo

Rs.12,50,00,000/- at 9.85

Government security certificate being taken
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was there or for Rs.13,19,85,937.50
consideratiéns was to be taken.

{18) Thereafter accused No.Z in December 2001
the complainant bank had during which pericd
the com@lainant bank had for accused of
Rs.3,50,00,000.00 at 7.50% GOTI 2010
government security contract No.6528 was
purchased and its consideration amount of
"Rs.3,55,32,291.71 was to be given and against
that the complaint bank as per Contract
No.6921, 6923 at.15.50% to 15.50% of SSNL
2006 bond of Rs.l crore and 15.75% KSEB 2003
of-Rs.lcorre bond &and 15.755 KBJNL 2005 of
Rs.1 crore bond and total amount of
Rs.3,28,65,é96.25 of UTI chegue No.33060 of
Home Trade Ltd. was paid.

In this manner 1in Decemper 2001 till
which the ComplainantLbank from the accused
the amount of Rs.16 crore as per above
government 'security certificate was  to be
obtained or Home Trade Ltd._,was toe given the.
complainant bank Rs.16,75,18,229.17 amount to

be returned and as per Table Group D is

presented.



175

(19) The complainant bank had on 25.2.2000 as
per contract No.7167 at 9.82% GOI 2013 of
Rs.3 crore face wvalue government security of -
Rs.3,45,40,500.00 of which value it was
pPurchased and for contractANo.7165 at B.07%
GOI 2017 of Rs.9 crore government security
of Rs.9,06,17,625.00 was purchased and its
payment of contract No.7155 to 12.10% GOT
2008 of Rs.l crore government security of
certificate was to " be sold | at
Rs.1,25,37,805.56 by accused Home trade Ltd.
and c¢ontract No.7157 to 1C.50% GOCI 2014 of
Rs.2 crore face value government security of
Rs.2,43,70,833.33 to Home Trade Ltd. was sold
by Home Trade Ltd. and contract Note No.7163
of 10.25% GOI 2021 of Rs.1,50,00,000.00
government ) security certificate of
Rs.1,81,51,250.01 considerétion amount to
which it was sold and contract Note No.7169
of 10.70% of GOI 202C of Rs.3 crore
government securities of Rs.3,73,68,833.33.
"crore value which was sold and other than

that previously at 7.50% GOI 2010 of 3.50

lakh government security certificate _to be
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ﬁhrchased and for accused: Home Trade Ltd.
througﬂ whi?h delivery could th be made and
its said 7.50% GOI 2010 security contract
No.7151, accused Home Trade Ltd. of
Rs.3,6l,98,750 which consideration amount was
to be returned and its total
Rs.15,35,40,027.78 is‘ ‘there and its
certificate face wvalue 1s Rs.13 crore which
was there. Further its certificate No.AD 13
AD 138 to 171 AD 6 to 8 and AD 308 was fhere
and therefore aécused Home Trade Ltd. had for

the bank its difference of Rs.2,83,81,902.78

cf HDFC Bank through with it was paid to the

complainant bkank.

Accused Lad for 7.50% GOI 2010 of
Rs.3,50,00,000/- security certificate of
delivery was not given and therefore it was
purchased and 1its consideration amount was
taken in deposited and lastly on 25.1.02 the
complainant bank had for accused from whom
Rs.24,50,00,000/- value as above stated
government security certificat3e was to be

obtained and accused had not givén the same

to the complainant bank and its consideration
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amcunt cf Rs.25,71,44,062.50 valbe amount is
noct paid and its accounts is shown as per
Table Group—-E being presented herewith.

{(20) The complainant bank had for 9.85% GOI
2015 of which Rs{l2,56,00,000/— as Government
security corticated of 9.31% GOI 2013 of
Rs.83 crore wvalue certificate and 8.17% GOI
2027 of 9 crore wvalue government security
certificate of contract No6855, 7167, 7165 as
per thch the complainant bank had for

accused Home Trade Ltd. co. and accused on

whose behalf it was not given. Therefore we

the complainant bank had on 15.3.02 had filed

a complaint against .accuséd and. in that
regard the letter was also prepared but as
accused be given one opportunity with which
good faith it was not sent. By letter and
fax the accused No.Z Mr. Kétan Sheth all such
fax Nos.(022-7812548 on which it was informed
and fax of accused No.2 ketan Sheth was
received on 16.3.02 at .10.00 hours and.
accﬁsed NC.Ketan Shéth, accsued No.l
Nandkishore Trivedi'and accused No.l6é Kanan

Mevavala had come to our complalnant bank and
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the complainant bank of which Dboard of
directors had in its informal meeting had
remained present and we the complainant bank
of Rs.25,50,00,000/- as government security
certificate was demanded and at that time
accused-No.i and 2 had stated the fact that
as stated by your complainant bank had as
stated numbers of which government security
citrate was to be transferred from reserve
bank and it.would be revised and such fact
was stated but in that regard accsued had in

this regard no evidence had been produced by

~ them. Thereafter , accsued No.l1 and 2 had

stated the fact that tour said Rs.3 crore
face value of 9.81% GOI 2013 and
Rs.12,50,00,000/- face wvalye of 9.85% @OI
2015 sécurity as per market rate which were
then its ;ale was made 8.05% GCI 2017
security could be given by us. Further as
per security sale value was good profit
making that for compensation being given
accused was stated and new government
secﬁrity as per SGL account it was to be made

was assured.
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Other than that accused No.l as per Board
of Directors before whom in writing was given
and also as accsued No.l and 2 and No.16 as
prer Bcard of Directors before whom they did
not remain and as per accused No.l given its
wri;ten responsibility was also accepted and
its assurance for which signature was put.

Thereafter on 18.3.002 as contract note
Nc.7443 by which the complainant bank had for
8.07% GOI 2017 of Rs.lB;S0,00,000)— face
value of Rs.1970 or 133.33 paise of which

security it was purchased and against that

the accused had for contract note NC.7441 at

9.81% GOI_ 2013 of Rs.3 crore face wvalue of
security of Rs.36,89%91, 875.09 consideration
amount it was returned and as per contract
No.7439 at 2.95% GOI 20i5 as per which
Rs.12,50,00,000/~ face value of
Rs.13,02,32,812.50 value was returned and for
difference Rs.2,19,754.1 of which chegque the
complaint bank had for Home Trade Ltd. for
accused "of which chegue was given by

complainant bank to Home Trade Ltd. accsued

having given for complainant bank its 9.85%



180

GOI 2013 ©f which Rs.12,50,00,000/- security
for which Rs.13,19,85,937.50 which was
finally the complainant bank had for the
accused Home Trade Ltd. through which
contract No.7165 as per 8.07% GCI 2017 of 9
crore face vélue and Rs.9,06,17,625/- of
which consideration amount which is there and
as pef contract No.7443 as per which 8.07%
GOI 2017 o©of which Rs.18,50,00,000/- face
value of Rs.19,69,04,133.33 amount béing
taken. IN this‘manner the complainant bank
from accsued of which 8.07% GOI 2017 of
which total Rs.27,50,00,000/- of government
security certificate is to be obtained or the
amcunt of Rs.28,75,21,758.33 which amount is
to be obtained. Or the government security
corticated of which this accsued had
committed cheating and its misappropriation
has been made. Its table Group-F is
produced.

(21) ALl the accsued of this matter are having .

"malafide intention with ccoperative banks

theyrare doing cheating and bank’s money was

misappropriated and as a conspiracy its
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accsued had been acted in collusicon and it
has been made and each person had playved its
role.

The &accused of this matter had as part of
conspiracy he had committed, cheating and the
misappropriation amount of bank would be
disposed of and such bogus and such false
situation has arisen about such became
company have been created. Therefore this
crore of amount was .for its sister concern
and bogus company for which in different
names such conspiracy and as part of its role
is there. In this manner the accsued has for
its criminal activity and ¢§nspiracy is made
and ffom beginning all such accsued had in an
illegal manner the financial benefit has been
taken and we the complainant had been given
false faith and trust and with which malafide
intention and false financial benefit which
had been taken and it has causea, financial
loss to the bank.

(22) The complainant bank had on 1.6.2001 to
19.3.2002 till which accsued with government

security for which investment had been made
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for such ﬁransaction was made and the
complainant bank had purchased the entire
government security certificate where accsued
on whose behalf the complainant bank has not
been given‘ the same. Further we the
complainant kank in whose name it 1is not
transferred as such.

(23) As stated in the above complaint all
facts when seen then on 15.5.01 to 19.3.02
till which that for accounting year 2001-2002
the complaint bank on whose Dbehalf the

accused for the Home Trade Ltd. company the

following amounts of money transaction have

been made.

(1 Complainént bank on whose Dbehalf the
accsued had for Home Trade Ltd; for which
cheque fof which Government security
certificate  to be purchased as per which
different cheques the period from 15.5.01 to

10.12.2001 during which time period. about

Rs.11,37,07,284.57 which was given and that .

" is kept as Mark-H.

.

(2} Complainant bank for which bank had for

ownership of Government security of
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certificate and bond accused Home Trade Ltd.
of which sale Dbeing made and for sale
consideration amount of Rs.22,74,71,054.32
was to be obtained and that is mark as “I”
and “J” 1is presented. |
{3) Complainant bank on whose behalf the
accused had for new government securities was
to be purchased for which that amount was to
be given by accsued Home Trade Ltd. company.
on whose behalf the complainant bank had for
Rs.6,57,86,472.22 certificate was given and
it is presented as Mark-“K”.
(4) Complainant bank on which accsued had
%or Home Trade Ltd. through which by chegue
the amount of Rs.3,02,14,813.89 which amount
was deposited and that produced as Mark “L”.
In this manner the complainant bkank on
whose hehalf the accused had for the
complainant bank of which security
certificate and bond sale being made and 1its

chegue by way of which by cheque from time to.

- £ime that money be paid and its total

addition was Rs.34,11,78,334.89 was there.

The said matter from which by accused the
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total amount of Rs.9,60,01,286.11 securities

was made and by cheque the complainant bank’

had given it and the remaining amount of

Rs.24,51,70,052.78 amounts on behalf of the

paid amount then no such security corticated

was not .given by accused. On 1.0632001 the
security was purchased gnd tha? transactions
and deal which was done and for which accused
if money 1s paid then bank’s security sale
done and for which security purchase was ﬁade
and fi accused having been paid the amount
then bank’ s security sale and security
purchase for which security certificate are
got available. By giving such ﬁretext and
accused had gatched a conspiracy and such
segurity amount and on market wvalue at which
it was paid and second security was to be
purchased was asked and said security which
newly purchased consideration amount of

Rs.32,45,77,026.39 is there which. was

previously purchased and security on behalf

‘0of the accsued as the certificate was not

beiné given and to return it back then its

market value of Rs.33,69,21,731.94 has . to be
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given. In this matter as till date as the
accused had for cemplainants

Rs.28,75,21,758.33/- which not being given
and such 8.07% GOI 2017 if which
Rs.27,50,.OO,VOOO/— which amount till security
certificate for which the_éomplainant as per
which 1t is being given to the accsued. As
per above security certificate which
complaint had for the accused frequently it
was informed but even then the accused had
till date it was not given.  )

Furthe; as the Home Trade Ltd. which
complainant bank had till néw such amcount is
Eaid and other bank o©of which ownership of
government security certificate was to be
givenf_ Further the accuéed had for Home
Trade Ltd. had for such amount its
certificate been giwven.

Further by cheque payment being made and as

per security certificate then delivery keing

made and for which sale and its market wvalue.

"of which borrowing was there and -the purchase

price was depositedf then accounts statement

is there and as per ledger book was taken out
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and as per Mark ‘A’ to ‘I’ as per mark ‘G
as per which a separate list 1ts summary was

presented.

In this manner as ©€ill March 2002 the
complainént‘bank had for below stated details
security

accused the

from the Government

certifrcate of which delivery is not given.

Sr. | Date Contract | Security | Face value ansideration
No. Numberxr Name {(Rs.) amount
1 30.1.02 5165 8.07% 9,00,000,000]|9,06,17,625.00
GOI 2017
2. 13.3.02 7143 8.07% 18,50,00,000|19,69,04,133.33
GOI 2C17:
27,5%0,00,000(28,75,21,758.33

=

In this manner the accused of this matter

its planned conspiracy made by the bank for

" which Rs.27,50,00,000.00/- of which security

certificate was not given and from bank its
amount of Rs,28,75,21,758.33/- which amount
of breach of trust and cheating of which
serious nature of offence are made. Further.

for such . coffences its false and bogus

contract note 1s made and its false trade
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numper 1is stated and its entire amount is
given.

(24) Presently in this matter as the accused
on whose behalf on 16.3.2002 which the
accused of this matter being Nos.1,2 and 13
complainant bank had come there and the
bank’s remaining security delivex being made
which assurance 1is given and that security
payment regarding which cne schedule had
been given and as per that that security of
9.5.2002 till which the payment being made
has been assured.. On 18.3.2002 as per which
accused such representation was made and said
gecurity for sale being made and new second
security would be given to you which and as
per that the transaction for which accsued
had made it with wus. Further under such
circumstances the accused -NO.2 and 3 and
whose arrested being made and its arrest for
which accsued on whose behalf such

representation was made and within 15 days

"its entire payment was to be made and for

which we had as per that they had not

conducted it and thereafter the  said
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complaint has been made today to give the
same .
{25) Presently in this matter the complainant

whose witnesses are as under:

1) Complainant’s bank Manager myself, Res/o

- Valsad. Mr. M.F.Thakor

23 Bank’s Accountant Mr. F.M. Thakor, Res/o
- Valsad.
3) Bank’'s ‘Chairman Mr. Dharmin C. Desai,

Res/o — Valsad.

4) Bank’'s Manéging Director Mr. Dipakbhai T.

Desai, Res/o — Valsad.

5} Bank’s Managing Director Mr. Amrutlal N.

Patel, Res/o - Valsad.

%) Bank’s Investment Committee members and
those witnesses found” during the
investigation.

Before me,
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Sd/- R.H.S.
Police Station Officer

Valsad City.

As above written complaint 1s being made
herein and it is registered accordingly.

Forwarded to
JMEFC, Valsad City

Date: 6.6.2002 , Sd/~ RHS
Police Station Cfficer

Valsad City
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Compared by sd/- illegible

Certified that this 1is a true copy. SD/-
illegible 14.8.02 Registrar, Chief Court,
Valsad. '

CHIEF JUDICAL MAGISTRATE COURT,
VALSAD DISTRICT

(8) Reasons for delay 1in reporting by the

complainant/informant: -

(2) Disposal of Muddamal
Dispatched to
Sd/-(illegible)

Police Station QOfficer

—rraef =2t

True copy
A
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Avplication No. 1250700

A o e g,
rotal sides 12 ro 1% '
Siagn of receiving this Copy Adv K. P Zposhamws s

Pate received copy = 12,110,002

Dale completea Lhis appl 12011020 Sd/- hae
prepargd this appl 12.117.02  Sd/- Dane e

Tssue 12.11.02 S/ =

giving copy 13.11.02 &d/-

Stamping Charge g3.00

Surcharge 32.00
Total ‘ 05.00
13 SEP 2002

Aerox ltrue copy
orepared . 8d/-
Thecked Registrar
District Court Surat

ROUND SEAL OF
CREFJUDL

\\:ffmoni///

For conducting Criminal Procedures as prr
section 154 for which First Information

Report received for cognizable offence at

CPol. Stn.

FIR No. illegible District : Arand

MehSE-Mlot—  afyglasen
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Police‘Station » Vidhya nagar

Date & Time of offence : Any ti.me Bolore
08.03.2002.

1. Date & Time of giving Complaint

13.06.2002 hrs

2. Place of offence & Distance from
Police Station : In Moje Karamsag v:. . agce
4 km in west from beat post

3. Date on which sent from Pol. Stn
13.06.02 ‘

4. Name & Address of Informant &
Complainant : Shri Secretary/Manager of
Karamsad Urban Co-op Bank Ltd Occ

Service

5. Name & Address of Accused : oL,
accused 13 those who are mentioned bohing

page no.lZ2 oL Lhe IR,

6)Brief facts of complaint &
if any items taken then its brief details

All accused from the beginning hnad
inteation of committing cheating and they
knowing the same have raised talac
certilicates and thereby have comm:: ;e
cheating of big amournt N
Rs.10,47,51,058/- ten zrores forty sevan
lacs fifty one thousand and fifty eigr:
and  trhat all accused n collusinn rne
another have committed offence u/s 106,
420,409,465,,467,468,471,120(b),34,1?4_of
L.P.C is the matter of offehce.

7. Procedures conducted in investigation
and reason of delay if any ; -----
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Pol.Stn Vidhyanagar

8. Details of Muddamal P

Date : 13.06.02

In the Hon'ble Judi. Magst. Court of Anand
Criminal cemplaint was filed vide
No.128/02 by witness.

Complainant : Karamsad Urban Co-op Bank
ltd Post: Karamsad Dist Anand and through
its authorised Secretary/Manager

Versus

1)Home Trade Ltd having its head office at
4-5 Vashi Railway Station Complex Mumbai
= 400703.

2} Shri M.S.Gela Execulive Direclor of
Home Trade Ltd

3})Shri  Sanjay Hariram Agrawal aged 3%
years Occ Business Resi Juhu Shalimar C-
H-S Lamington Mall 7th floor Gulmahor reoad
No.10 -Juhu road, Mumbai - 4000419,

4) Shri . Ketanlal Sheth aged adull Occ
business Resi 193 Lalit kutir  CHS
gulabshwer cross road JVPD Mumbai -
400049,

5) 8hri Nandkishore Shankarlal Trived:
aged 45 years, Occ Businéss Resi On the
floor of Devbhuvan bank, Room No. 32
Rajeshwar Mahullo, Chira bazaar, Mumbai -
2.

6)Shri _Kanan Mevawala aged adult Occ
Business Resi whose address at present is
not known Mumbai. '
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7)Shri Subodn Bhandari aged 45 years Occ
Business Resi 704, iliegible - Govind
complex Road No. 14, Vasal Mulund Navi
Mumbai = 400705,

8) Shri Mike @ Manoj ambalal shah aged 58
years Occ Busliness Resi bela road HMC
extention Banglore - 5060080.

9) Shri Sashank gopal ranke aged 40 years
Occ Business Resi 3/1 radha Krishna niwas
ground floor S.K. Bhole road dadar C,W,J,
Mumbai - 400028.

10) Shri Vijay Himatlal Modi aged 46 years
Occ Business Resi a/203, amita co-op
society, fulpada road Boriwali East Mumbal
- 400066.

11) Shri Salil ©Nilkanth Ghandhi aged
vears 43 Occ Business Resi 11/13 go.aco.n
co-op hecusing society, Tardev Mumbai -
100034.

12) Shri Hiren illegible Director of
Synidicate Management Services Pvtl Led
Occ Business Resi 405, Aatish complex Opp
K.P.Hospital C.G. Road, Gulbai tekra
Ahmedabad.

123} Shri Amit Verma Director of Syndicate
Management Services Pvt Ltd Occ Business

Resi 405, Aatish complex Opp K.P.Hosplilal

C.G. Road, Gulbal tekra Anmedabad.

A1l have committed offence u/s 406,
420,409,465, ,467,468,471,120(b},34,114 of
T.P.C. : .
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1) Hereby, Complainant humb 1y reguest
your Hon'ble court that I am doing service
as Manager of Karamsad Urban Co-op BRank
Ltd and our said bank is registered as per
brovisions of Gujarat Co-op Soclietles Acr-
1945 and  that way for cur scheduleq
saharkari bank from its members  ang
deposit holders we obtain deposits and
thereby conduct business of its lending,

Vidhya Nagar M/Case No.29/02.
Continuing Part. ..

All accused in collusion of one another
have planned criminal conspiracy and have
committed cheating of Rupees ten crores
forty nine lacs fifty one thousand and
thereby _have given false chegues and in
doing so they have not returned amount (o
the bank.

2) I have given said complaint as laws of
Sahakari Bank and also a4s per rules and
requlations of R.B.I. we are deposiling
10% amount of depositors in purchasing
Government Securities and that way
illegible ocur bank is running with more
then 80 crores of such deposits.

3) This matter accused No.1l Home Trade T.rg
named registered company 1s registcered
share and Security company conducting
business of its selling and buying. or
this matter accused no.2 to 13 are
executive director and directers of said
company and thereby daily routine business
of the saig company is being conducted
under supervision and watch of them and

S ——



accused no. 12 and 13 are doing broxerage
business in.name of iliegible Syndicate
Management Service: Pvt Ltd. And salad
accused hiren and amit verma are dolng
business with our Banks illegible
management service limited at Ahmedabad.

4) Said accused in first week of November
0/1 means hiren and amit verma }lonq with
accuseé no.4 ketan sheth had come to our
bank and all these three accused had come
to gether and had met our director shr:
illegible Natubhai patel and in presence
ketan introduced himself as director of
Home Trade Ltd and that way hire and amit
verma too had given such introduction and
then ketan sheth informed us in detai!
that are purchasing and selling government
securities and along with 1its relevant
registration and alsc they had 1informed
that they are. reglstered as proker with
SEBI. With that he had informed how Lthey
buy government securities al less rale
then how they sell 1t on more rates and
that way making profits and that way they
had gained faith of complainant bank.

5) After accused having talked witlh us
complainant bank then after with illegible
they talked regarding this with board
members and then on bkehalf of bank for
purchasing security for that this matter
accused ketan sheth, hiren and amit verma
with them on dated 9.11.01 they had came
Lo our bank 'in my presence then had talked
with me and director Shri Natubhai patel
in my presence and thereby had given total

L
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faith and assurance that on behalf of park
Home Trade Ltd shall purchase governmentl
securities as per below mentioned details
and for purchasing that it was decided ;

Security Amount Premium Interest Total
G.0L5(2013) Rs.3 crore 17,40,000 1,47,500 3,145,672, 50

G.0L5{7011) Rs.6 crore 20,34, 500 6,43,50C 9,59,077,5=0

Vidhya Nagar M/Case No.29/02.
Continuing Part...

This way as per above government
securities were decided that Home Trade
Ltd shall purchase on behalf of bank and
then its physical delivery was decided to
be given to the bank for which necessary
contract was prepared by Home Trade Lid in
which it sign seal were put and Lhat was
given to the bank in my presence that being
accepted by bank in which direcior
natubhgi patel had put his'sign and - this
way 1t was dore on which we complainant
had kept full faith and trust on these
-accused. Then to we complainant on datlcd
12.11.01 for above mentioned securities
different cheques were given of which cne
chegue was of Rs.9,59,07,350/- of tome
Trade Ltd illegible line and second cheqgue
of Rs.7,07,350/~ of The Gujarat State co-
op Bank Ltd of dated 12.11.01 and we worc
told that on presentation of sald éhoquos
coemplainant bank shall get 1ts payment in
addition to that even accused had issued
on letter of Home Trade Ltd in which it



48

was mentioned that for the above mentioned
securities its physical delivery we shall
be getting in 30 to 45 days to all this we
complainant bank had kept trust and fallh.
As no result thus we had constantly kept
contact on phene when delivery shall come
on that on dated 20.11.01 we were informed
vide letter that securities have Dbeen
purchased for the our bank but as those
being from two different states through
Reserve Bank so in processing it will take
Lime but we shall see that at the earliest
delivery of said securities are done to
you so we had kept trust and faith on Lhem
and then illegible two lines they accused
informed us:that as per below mentioned
securities they have purchased for we
complainant bank mentioning such agailn
they regained trust and faith of our bank.

. Bhatpore Co=op Soclety Bank Lidg 9.91%
of Rs.9.39 crores. )

2. Borel Union Bank Co-op Ltd Xolkatta of
Rs.Z crore

3. TIllegible Mahila Sahakari Bank ILrtag
Banglore of Rs.2 crore. '

This way as ‘'per above mentioned
purchase of securitlies accused had
informed us illegible two lines...and then
vide fax on dated 23.11.01 was sent thus
we had gained total failth on them and we
were assured that the securities those
accused had -purchased shall be given Lo us
bank ULhus s=again we developed Laith on
accused. Then rconstantly we had been

S
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demanding delivery of securities or phrorco
calls but all the time they had been giving
false excuses by saying chat our
securities of Reserve Bank are unpder
process in different states such
explanation were given. Even they hadg
given us different receipts of banks those
who had deposited said securities in
Reserve Bank thus again we had kept faith
on' them. But them after after leng time
being elapsed thus our director  natubhai

patel along with mahesbhai went Lo
Ahmedabad and met hiren personally on last
dated 4.01.02 and made demands of

security on which they assured us thal
within maximum in 15 te 20 days accused
shall come and give us delivery of
securities. As again for availing our such
faith they even gave us cheque of
Rs.5,60,91,000/- of Home Trade Ltd of
dated 10.02.02 thus again we keeping trust
on accused had come back. Then after on
dated 28.02.02 accused means L.H.Trived]
and Ketan Sheth called us a;d informed us
that keep those cheques with you'on]y and
1t delay occurs in delivery ther for
interest damage of Rs.728,73,726/- chogues
we are sending to you and were assured that
on presenting 1t, it too shall be horoured
thus again this way we regained trustL on
the accused. The details of said ‘two
cheques are as under ;

Cheque No. Date Bank Amount Rs.

280544 15.3.02.IndusInd Bank 6,87,92,450/-
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280544 ° 15.3.02.Indusind Bank 3,59,58,375/-
° Total Rs.10,47,50,825/-

The above mentioned two chegues being
deposited by us on dated 15.03.02 both got
returned as there not being sufficient
balance in accounts and were refused and
got returned. and that we coming to know
immediately we informed accused at Mumbai
on which S.lrivedl of Homeﬂ Trace L
personally had come tc us and met
directors of we complainant bank In
presance of me complainant talked
regarding this and informed such that by
making one deed that we after fixing price
of securities and then on conditicn of its
delivery and if we cant give its dellivery
then as per below mentioned threc cheques
of Rs.10,47,51,05,833/~ and fLfor iale
dolivery for interest Rs.26,00,000/-
cheque of dated 26.06.02 were giveh to we
complainant bank and those on respective
dates bpeing accepted and thus aga:n we
kept trust and faith on accused details of
those chegues are as under ;

Date Amount Rs.
03.05.2002 Rs,2,86,77,770.53/-
10.05.2002 Rs.3,57,96,600.00/-
17.05.2002 Rs.4,02,76,860.00/-
Tota. Rs. 10,47,51,058.00/-

Then 1llegible one line..accused had
made such talks all accused were having
evils men rea from the beginning only and
all were acting in collusion of oné
ancther and but their own company llome
I'rade Ltd letter they had mentioned
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Rs.20,00,00,000/- amounts illegible was
sent Lo us Bank so we had kept faith on
them,

Then after on relevant dates we
complainant had deposited above mentioned
cheques in our Bank account for recovering
sald amounts as we had been given fairh
and assurance that on depositing said
cheques they shall be honoured and we
shall be getting our money but depositing
all said 3 cheques they got dishconoured
with reason of Insufficient Funds on which
we complainant bank got very much shockeq
and then no proper reply or, response -was
received from this accused and then we
realised that all these matter accused
with their pre planned criminal conspitacy
of cheating thereby in collusion of cne
another they thereby have siphoned crores
of rupees of we compiainant bank for
gaining our faith they accused have given
us total false bogus documenls of which
were of government securities cof which
they have even net given us delivery and
against that they accused had given us
cheques those too got.dishonoured this way
all afore said accused have committed
severe criminal Dbreach of trust and
cheating with us complainant bank.

Thus in this matter we complalinant
bank conducted Inquiry on which we came to
know that all these accused of Home Trade
Ltd with their pre planned criminal
conspiracy of cheating and in collusion on
one another have siphoned crores of rupacs



from we complainant bank by them and agaln
all accused knowing  that their ali
documents like government securlilies of
diflerent banks, receipts of R.B.J. bcing
forged and bogus still they have used as
real and have given to us complainant bank
and thereby all these matter accused have
committed severe breach of cheating wilh
us and thereby bécause: o¢f which we
complainant bank have faced huge financial
loss and thereby all accused of these
matter have caused more then of deees
10.50 crores of loss to us for which
accused have gained trust and faith of us
and for which they accused have raised
forged bogus different documents thosc
which they accused knowing it to be f[alse
still they have used them as true thereby
they have committed severe criminal breach
of trust and cheating with us by planning
criminal conspiracy of cheating wherein
all accused have worked in tandem
collusion and helped each other. Thus
these matter all accused have. committed
offence u/s 406, 420, 40%, 465, 4&7,468,
471, 120{b) ;34,114 of 1.P.C., thus L 1s
my request fto immediately arrest them all
and thereby conduct relevanl procedures.
My evidences are me myself and other
officers of bank and Board of Directors
and documentary list etc., those if

required shall produce date
12.06.02, Anand.

Sd/- .
Manager/Secretary of
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-Karamsad Urban Co-cp Bank Ltd
Karamsad

Above mentioned complaint being given
from Hon'ble Judicial Magistrate Courl as
per section 156(3) of Cr.P.C. as per that
offence has been registered and along with
hereby it is been dispatched to Hon'ble

Judicial Magistrate Court, on dated
13.06.02.
Sd/-
P.I.Shri

Vidhyanagar

TTiRe e steed LY
)
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ANNEXURE 710 _

First Information Report of Cognizable Offence %‘f

[under section 154 of Criminal Procedure Code]

e |1y ohsENe 22 foz_

Districg:- Rajkor {Rural) Police Station:- Morbi
City Year:- 2002 FIR No. Cor Ne. 1 22e/2000
Date: -

Date and time of occurrence of offence: -
At any time on 26/02/2002
: (l)Informaticn received at P.S..- Date

07/06/2002 at 22/15 hours

(Z)Direction and distance from Police Stalion:-

At the distance of Y% km in Lre West, No, o

Chowki bit Morbi .
{3)Date of sending to Police Station:
071/06/2002,

{#)Name and address of Compiainant / Informany

Shri Ashvinbhai Trikambhai Kotak, Agea

aboul 45 years, reside al Jak sireet, Morb'.

(5)Names and addresses of accused persons, ful.
parcticulars ‘Detalls of
|

known/suspecred/unknown accused  witn  tad

[

particulars]
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(?)Rameshchandra Kantiial Doshi, reside a
Rajkot {7) Amitphai Varma (3) Hirén N. Amin,
reside at Ahmedabad (4} Apurvabhai Sanghvi,
reside at Mumbai. .
(6)Briefl facts of Lhe complaint / incidant and
il stoien, Iull parL%culars of propartics

stolen:~
Offence under Sections-405, 406, 409, 420,
120(b), 567, 468,.471, 34, 114 of 1.P.C. I
such a way that at the above stafed date anrd
time, Lthe accused No.l of this case went
against the resoclution made by Morbi Nagrik
Bank, united with other accused perscns and
hatched conspiracy in collusioﬁ witn ono

another, committed breach of trust and

deception with Morbi Nagrik Sahakari Bank by

raising false and forged doévments and
thereby committed act of usurping the big
amount of the bark and commitied offcrce.

(7) Reasons for delay ~in reporting by the

complainant/informant:- immediately.

(8) Disposal of Muddamal

5d/-1llegibkle Ps0, Morbi Cily.
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Note :- First Information Repcrt is to  be
wrilten and signature or Lhumo
impression of the complalnant is Lo e
obtained thereunder for its being crue
and correct and the Cfficer writing such
complaint has to make signaturc

thereafrer.

Today, during my charge &as Police Station

Officer, as complairt of Ashvinbhai Trikam:ibha:

Kotax is received vide C.!. No. 2407 of 14
Chiel Judicial Magistrate, Morbi, it ‘s as
under

Complainqht:—
Shri Ashvinbpai Trikambhai Kotak,

Aged : about 45 Years, reside at Dak streel,
Moriki, Chairman of Morbi Nagrik Sahakari Bank.
Versus

The accused persons: -
{1} Manager Rameshchandra Rantilal Dosni,
reside al 202, Golden Star Aparumeny, 2/6

Collegevali, Rajkot
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{2) Amitbhai Varma, Director

{3) Hiren N. Amin, Director,
reside at S5ijada Care Managemeht Service,
405, Annex, Opposite K.T. Hospitai, C.0.
Road, Gulbai Tekra, Ahmedabad

(4) Apurvabhal Sanghvi,
reside at illegible, 22, Dr. H.A. Belv:
road, RBeside Mumbai Samacnhar Press, “or,

Mumbai .

Subject:-0f fences under Sections-405, 406, 409,
426, 120(by, 467, 468, 471, 24, 174 of

I.7.C.

3

The aforesaid complainant has humbly prayed
Lo bd. Court that, brief fact ol my compiaint
against the accused persons of this- case 5 &85
under and it is reaquested to consider the same.
(1) Shri Morbi Nagrik Sahakari Bank Limiied
is registered bank as per rules and its main
branch is sétuéted at Vasant Plot area, Opposkte

Lohana Vidhyarthi Bhavan, Morbi city.
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(2) I, the complainant, am Chairman of Shr:
Morpi Nagrik Sahakar: Bank Ldm;ted.and Board of
Directors of Shri Morbi Nagrix Sahakar. Bark
Limited has resolved as per rules on 07/06/2007
to register Lhe inslant complaint, By virtuce of
this resolution, I, the complainant, have been
authorized to register this complaint. For the
sake of brev:;y, this Shri Morbi Nagrix Sahakar:
Bar< Limitea has been described as Shr: Morp)
Négrik Sahakari Bank in this complaint.

(3 I, the complainant,k have peen
discharging duty as Chalrman of Morb: Nagrik
Sahakari Bank, Morb!. The accused No.1 of this
case is discharging duty as a Manager in Morbi
Nagrik Sahakari Bank, Morbi.

{4) The Reserve Bank of India has directed
Lhe Central Covernment, vide is Circuiar dateg
18/C04/2001 pertaining to all Cooperative 3anks
stating tHat 10 percent amount of demand and
time liability is to be invested in Government
Securities. It was order of rhe Reservg Bank of
{ndia to invest this security of Cooperative

bank through ™.G.1. Account. Copy of said
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Cirecular ol the Reserve Bank  of Ira:a H
enclosed.
{9) pursuant to Circolar of the Reserve Bank

of India, meeting of Board of Directors of Morb

Nagrik Sahakari Bank was convened in the bark on

+3/10/2001, wherein Resolution No. 6 was passed

in the interest of Morbi Nagrik Sahakari Bank,
wherein il is stated that as directed in letter
dated 10/04/2001 of the Reserve Baﬁk of India,
it 1s mandanry for cooperative hank h;vinq
demand of Liability less than Rs. 250000000/~ in
words Rupees Twenty Five Crore, to invest 10
percent amount 1n Government Securities up Lo
March, 200%. Thus, 1t waslunanimOUSly resoived
to invest up to Rs. 1,10,00,000/- In words Rupees
One Crore Ten }akhQ in Government Secqr?nées.
Accordlingly, Lo carry Out reguired procoouros

-

and  act thereof, five officers of Lhe Dbanx
ineluding Manager of Lhe bank were complotoly

authorized Lo purchase or sale Government

Securities. It was further resolved to open

5.6.L. Account of Morbi Nagrik Sahakari Bank in’

H.D.F.C. Bank, Rajkot branch te make investment
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in Government Securities. Tr was also resolvern
Lo operate the said $.G.1.. Account of Morp:
Nagrik Sahakari Bank with signature of any Lwo
officers; out of the f;ve authcrized officers.
(6) By making the afcresaid resoiut on,
Morbl Nagrik Sahakari Bank  had iritiated
prpcedurés Lo purchase Government Securllies,
but  they did not  purchase .any Government
Sﬁcuritas. In the meantime, Tusharbra: Maheta,
sqn~in—i;w of ‘the accused No.! Rameshbha !,
Manager = contacted me, the' compiainant,
Pradipbhai Vala, another Directof of the bank,
Ashokbhai Kathrani and Jpendrabhai Kathrani and
he stated. that as he is connected with company
of Govérnmen: Securities,’ accused No L0
Rameshbhal, Manager has to'd me numerous times
to get the work done through  Tusharbhai.
Tusharbhal and the accused No.4  Apurvabhai
Sanghvi also gccompan.ed Lhe accused No.l ang
contacted me, the complainant for the aloresaid
WOrX.

(7 Meeting of Directors of Morbi Nagrik

Sakakari Bank was convened on  25/07/2007,
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wherein in connection with thei atoresaid
resolu;ion passed in the meeling = dated
23/10/2001, resolution No.2 was passed regat d.ny
raking investment In  Goverpmer. Secur it iy
wherein it is stated that pursuani Lo resolulior
No.6 dated 03/10/2001 ‘passed by Board of
Directors of the respectiﬁe Bank, it was decidea

to invest up to Rs. 1,10,00,000/- In words Rupees

One Crore Ten lakhs in Government Securitlies.

Pursuant to the sa.d resolution, L i resolved
in meeting of Board of Directors, to prevenl
Rupees One Crore only face wvalue in Governmant
Socurities, Beard of Directors nad disc.ssed
\ ,
with Syﬁdgcate Management Private Limitoed,
Ahmedabad and further resclved that it 18
unénimous]y decided to invest face value of
Rupees One Crorc only and it was further resotved
Lo make purchase Or sale in Government
Securities. Here, it is pertinent LO noto that
the bank has not passed resolution to purchase
Government Securlties through Syﬁd;éaiv

Managemen: Private Limired, Ahmedavad.

PRI
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(8) As it is mandatory to invest in
Government Securities, it is resolved Lo invest
the amount up to Rupees Gre Crore in chérhwonf
Securities. At present, the entire invesuiment of
Fixed Deposit is at Main Branch of Rajkot
District Cooperative Bank alL Morp! . Considering
face wvalue of the investment and scLLleren:,
value, authorized_ cffice bearers of Rajkot
Discrict Ceooperative Bank was given auﬂhn:iuy Lo
encash the amount of Fixed Deposit 1i,e. Rs.
1,20,00,000/- before maturity of to avai' loan
against it, whichever is more beneficia.. Tt was
unanimously resolved to give authorivy for tre
aforesaid work.

(%) In order to get information of
Government securities, at the instance of Che
accused No.l, Tﬁsharbhai was called in the
meeting of Board of Directors convened on
25/02/2001 and the accused Nos, 2 Lo 4 were also
ducompanied  him,  They gave ihforra:fm: !
Governmen? Securities ta the Beoard of Directors

convened on 25/02/2007 .
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(10} In connection wilh e aloresald
resoiution passed by Board of Direcﬁors'of rne
Morb: Nagrik Sahakar: Bank, withoul making any
type of inguiry or discussion with othoer
officers of the bank or Chairman of the bank
regarding investment, on the very rnext day ..C.
on 26/02/2002, the accused No.l has'senL Croeaue
of Rs. 100,00000/- In words Rupees One Crore (O
Syndicate Management Services Private Timited
through Courief. Copy of said covering letter ad
courier acknowledgment receipt Is enc.osed,
llowever, Syndicate Management Services Private
“imited has sent Deluxe Fan Mention Memo on
26/62/2CO2 stating that they confirm investment
of Rs. 50,00000/- in 11.50 % GOT 2017 Securif os.
Towpy of Deluxe Far lention Memo is encloses,
wherein Principal Value of one is Rs.
6990000/~ In words Rupees Sixty_.Nine lakhs
Ninety thousand only and. Principal Value of
anotrher s Rs. 6430050/~ T words Rupees Sixty
Four .akhs Thirty thousand only.

(L1} Instead of complying with resolution

rade by the Board of Directors of the respoclive




iy
“li'ﬂ,’

e

Bark, the accused No.] celluded with other
accused persons and issued Cheque No. 189%68 of

o

Rs. 27530722/- to Syndicare Management Services
Limited .on J5/03/206C2, which is more Lnar L
amount mentioned in the resolutior. Copy ¢f saiq
covering  letter ad courier acknowledgment
receipt 1s enclosed. Thus, tne accused No.l1 of
this case acted against the resolution passed by
Board of Directors and succeeded their ma. jce

intention to Usurp more amount and commil fraud

v

with the bank. By doing so, the accused persons

of this case have colluded with one another,
producea fdrged documenwts and Lheraby commr Lieg
criminai act.

{14y The extremity of rthe ariminal  ac:
committed by the accused is such that though
RBoard of Directors of the bank resolved to invest
Up Lo Rs. 1,10,00,000/- In words Rupees One Crore
fen lakhs in Government Securities and §.C.!.
account ;s Lo be operated with s;gnatu;e of

authorized officer, rsteag of depositing thoe

aloresaid amourn- -~ goi (SSbsidiary Goreva’

Ledger) account, ir nas been directly sent to
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Syndicate Managemen:t Services Private Timited
because the accused persons had knowiedge that
upon depositing the émount in SGL (Subsidiary
General Ledger) account, intenticn of Lhelir
crimina. act wi:l not succeed. Nhol oniy 108,
Lhe accused persons had knowledge that as per
pursuing resclution of the_Board of Directors,
if signature of two officers shall be insisted,
they cannot usurp the aforesaid ambunt as per
their intention by committing fraud ard
producing forged documents. Thus, the accused
No.l has violated the resolution of the Board
and by doing so, Lhey have succeaded in their
malice intention. A8 Lhe accuscd was Nu.
satisfied with this, the accused No.l has so.d
both Lhe abovementioned securities on 02/04/2007
without consent of the Board of Directors and he
has purchased another security on the same day.
“he amoun. of difference i.e. Rs. 1614007 - he

been sent to Syndicate Management Private

Limited on 04/04/2002. Thus, during the entire

| ransaction, the accused No.l has not taxen the

i

o
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(6

Board of Directors into cornfidence, bul. he has
taken consent of the same.

(13} I, the complainant, was ffequentfy
asking regarding investment in government
securiiies. Thus, the accused No.l has submitled
receipts of Reserve Bank of India with help of
other accused persons, but said recelipts do rnol
contain hamerof any bank, Despite knowing the
face thét the aforesaid documents are rot
pertaining to investment made by respective
bark, the accused No.. has made"rcpresthaLiOh
in this fegard stating that the said documenys
are pertaining te the investment made by Morbi
Nagrik Sahakari bank. This fact denctes clear
intention of the accuser persons,

(14) The accused No.l stated to me, the
complainant and Pradipbhai Vala, Direcior of the
Bark, Upendrabhai Kathrani, Askokbha: Kathrant,
eLc. regarding original documenLs of Goverament

securities. Thus, Tusharbhai and other accuseq

persons had discussed with Jirecrors of “he bank

on mobile, Thus, Board of Directors andg |

suspected that the accused No.l colluded with



other accused perscons, went against he
resclution passed by the bank and usurped the
amount of Morbi Nagrik Sahakari Bank. Thus, on
;3[05/2001, tne accused No.l col.uded witn um
other accused perscns and stated by sending lax

.

Lhat the amount of the bank is safe and gelivaory
thereof shall be g¢iven within short Lime.
However, a5 the wank did nol gel ary

security, I, the complainant made phone call to
the accusad No.l and in thils connection, i he
accused Nos. 2 to 4 requested by Fax Lo arant
Lime of soven days. Thus, it appears thar oo

intention of the accused persons 1s to extend

time. .
{16) Thus, the accused No.l of LHis casc won!l
against the resolution made by Morbi Nagrik
Bank, united with other accused persons  and
hatoched CcOonspiracy in coliusion wivo one
another, committed breach of trust and deception
with Morbk! Nagrik Sahakari Bank by faisinq
: .
and forged cocumen.s and thereoy comm.Lied
a

of usurping the big amount of the bank and

committed grave c¢ffences under Sections-405,




406, 409, 420, 120(b), 467/, 468, 471, 34, 114 ot
I.P.C. Thus, it 1s requested to take strict
action against the accused persons of Lhis case
pertainiﬁq to offence of this case.

(1) My wilnesscs of this case are as unde::
('} I, the complairart, myself {2) Ashokbha.
Kathrani (3} Upendranhal Kathrani
(4)Raghaviibhai Gadara {5) Pradipbhail Vvala
{6)Chandravadanbhai Pujafa (/) Kanubhai Pandit
{8)Responsible officer of the bank. Xerox copies
of the documents mentioned ir this cemplaint are

onclosed.

{18) I keep my right reserved Lo produce moroe
w.lnesses and documentary evidences, P
required.

Morbi, 3d/-illegible

Date. 07/06/2002 Morbi Nagrik Sahakari Bank

o G
0\«(/’)‘[



ANNEXURE-P-l

FIRST INFORMATION REPORT 2”
{Under Section 154 Cr.P.C.)

S.R.INO...... BOOK NOC......

1. District: North Delhi  P.S. New Delhi

Year: 2002 FIR No.280 Date: 6.1.05.2002
2. Act(s):

(i}  Indian Penal Code 1880 -Section(s): 409 riw -
section 120 -B |

(ii)
(i)
(iv)

3. Occurrence of offence

(a) Day. Tuesday Date from: 18.01.2002 Date to
21.02.2002 |

Time Period: 13 months Time From:

Time to:

(b)  Information received at P.S.: Date 04.05.2002 Time
7:35 PM.

(¢) General Diary Reference: Entry No.. 18 A Time:
7:35 PM.

4 Type of Information:  Written

5. Place of occurrence:
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(a)  Direction and Distance from P.S. North/East about 1 Km.

Beat No.02

'(b) Address:  United India life Building F block Middle

Gircle Connaught Place, N Delhi

() Incase, outside the limit of the Police Station::

Name of P.S. District
6. Complainant/Informant:
(@ Name: For M/s Bajaj Capital Ltd. Triveni

Singh Executivé ( Legal Cell)

{b) Fathers Name |

(c)  Birth Year: (d) Nationality India

(e) Passport No. D.ate of issue .. Place of
issue __
(f)  Occupation: - Service

(g} Address; For M/s Bajaj Capital Ltd, United India life
Building F block Middle Circle Connaught Place, N Delhi

(h)  Telephone; 3312622,3314600, 3315938, 3356158

7. Details of Known/suspect/unknown accused with full
particulars{attach separate sheet if necessary): (3)

1. Mr. Sanjay Agarwal, Chairman

A

Mr. Nandkishore S. Trivedi, Exeuctive Director &
Secretary.

Mr. Ketan Sheth, Additioinal Direc;tor

Mr. Manoj (Mike) Ambala Shah, Additional Director

Mr. Allan Jack McMillan, Independent Director

e

Mr. Russel H, Boekenkroeger JR, Independent Director
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8. Mr. Vijay Kumar Himatlal Modi,'independent Director
9. Mr. Salil D, Gandhi, Independent Director.

10. Mr. Shashank Gopal Ranade, Independent Director
11. Mr. Subodh Bhandari, Vice President

12. Mr. Indrani Dev, Manager Eastern Region

13. Mr. Arvind Rai, Dealer

7. Mr. Dhananjay Agarwal, Independent Director

8. Reason  for delay in reporting by the
complainantinformant
9. Particulars of the properties stolen/involved(attach

separate sheet if necessary);

Sl. No. Property Type(Description) ~Est, Value(Rs.)
Status

(1)

(ii)

(ifl)

10. Total value of property stolen: Rs. 1,42,65,096/-

1. Inquest Report/U.D. Case No. if any:

12. F.L.R. contents (attach sepafate sheet, if required):

Dated 3 May 2002 The SHO Police Station Connaught Place
New Delhi-110001 Sub- complaint on behalf of M/s Baj]
Capital Limited through Mr. Triveni Singh, senior executive
(legal celi) against M/s Home Trade Ltd. & its. 1. Mr. Sanjay
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Agarwal, Chairman, 2. Mr. Nandkishore S. Trivedi, Exeuctive

Director & Secretary, 3. Mr. Ketan Sheth, Additional Director, 4.

Mr. Manoj (Mike) Ambala Shah, Additional Director, 5.

Mr. Allan Jack McMillan, Independent Director, 6.Mr.
Russel H, Boekenkroeger JR, Independent Director,7. Mr.
Dhananjay Agarwal, Independent Director, 8. Mr. Vijay
Kumar Himatlaf Modi, Independent Director, 8. Mr.  Salil D,
Gandhi, Independent Director. 10. Mr. Shashank Gopal
Ranade, Independent Director 11. Mr. Subodh Bhandari, Vice
President, 12. Mr. lndréni Dev, Manager Eastern Region 13.

Mr. Arvind Rai, Dealer, For the offences committed by
them under sections: {1) 120-B read with sections 409 and 403
of Indian penal code. (2) 409 and 403 read with section 34 of
Indian penal code. (3) 409 and 403 read‘ with section 149 of
Indian penal code. 1. That M/ Bajaj Capital Ltd. Is a company
duly incorporated under the companies Act, 1956 and having
one of its office at United India Life Building F-Block, Ground
Floor, Middie Circle, Connaught'PIace, New Delhi-110001 and
interalia engaged in the business of Investment Advisory and
buying & selling of Government Securities and Bonds. 2.

That undersigned is workig with M/ Bajaj Capital Ltd. In
his capacity as Senior Executive (Legal Cell) ad is duly
authorized by way of board resolution dated 29.4.2002. to
ioldge the present complaint Copy of the resolution is attached
herewith as Annexure’ A’. 3. That during the course of its
business M/ Bajaj Capital Ltd. Had received enguiries from its
three ciients for purchase of various Governments Securities
and Bonds amounting to face vaiue of Rs. 1,30,00,000/- As
per the practice, the said clie_nts of M/ Bajaj Capital Ltd. For the
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securities ordered by them and the said amount of Rs.
1,42,65,096/- inclusive of principal, 'premium and interest was
duly forwarded by M/ Bajaj Capital Ltd. On behalf of the said
clients to M/s Home Trade Ltd. Which is an approved Share
and Government Security Broker and a member of Pune Stock
Exchange and is also registered with SEBI under regd. No. INB
110624638. Before remitting the amount the deal confirmation
notes were duly prepared and exchanged between M/ Bajgj
Capital Ltd. And M/s Home Trade Ltd.. M/s Home Trade Ltd.
Issued to M/ Bajaj Capital Ltd. Their bills and legal contract
containing the details of the transactions. The said Bills and
contract notes disclose the description of the relevant securities
regarding, quantity, rate of interest and-amount. It is only on
their assurance that they had physical pbséessibn of sécurities
and their written confirmation and signing of deal through
receipt of Bills and contract notes from M/s Home Trade Ltd.,
that M/ Bajaj Capital Ltd. Entrusted the above said amount by
way of depositing the cheques in the name of M/s Home Trade
Ltd. On their instructions Citi Bank, Connaught Place and
Nehru Place at New Delhi in Alc 0841970004 (Two Cheques)
and UTI Bank, Barakhamba Road, New Delhi in Alc
005010200016302. The details of the said transactions
containing the dates, description of securities, face value, bill
Nos, Chegues Nos., of M/ Bajaj Capital Ltd. And amount
entrusted have been shown in tabular from in Annexure ‘B'.
which is enclosed herewith. 4. That it i.s pertinent to mention
here-that M/ Bajaj Capital Ltd. Had entrusted to &M/s Home
Trade Ltd. Amount to the tune of Rs 1,42,65,096/- on the

assurance of M/s Home Trade Ltd. That they were in a position
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to give delivery of Bonds & Govt. Securities with in the
stipulated time‘.purchase the particular securities the details of
“which are enclosed in Annexure ‘B’ for the three clients of M/
Bajaj Capital Ltd. The trust of created was to be discharged by
M/s Home Trade Lid., only by way of physically delivering the
same to M/ Bajaj Capital Ltd. In view of the legal obligation and
contract so as to enable M/ Bajaj Capital Ltd. To handover the
said securities to the clier;ts who had placed the orders for the
same. 5. That despite receiving the entrusted amount by M/s
Home Trade Ltd. They did not have the physical delivery of the
securities to M/ Bajaj Capital Ltd., M/ Bajaj Capital Ltd.
Requested many times to M/s Home Trade Ltd to either deliver
the securities or return the entrusted amount but M/s Home
Trade Ltd., paid no heed to the requests of M/ Bajaj Capital
Ltd. An misappropriated the entrusted amount and converted
the same to their own and benefit ant thus M/s Home Trade
Ltd., has dishonestly caused to wrongful loss to M/ Bajaj
Capital Ltd. And its clients and wrongful gain to themselves. 6.

During the period between 18" January, 2002 to 21%
February, 2002, M/ Home Trade Ltd, its Directors and Officials
named above in the subject entered into a criminal conspiracy
and had committed the offences U/s 409 and 403 of indian
Penal Code and are therefore liable for offences of 120-B, read
with Section 409 & 403 of Indian Penal Code. That above
named have also committed substantive offences U/s 409 &
403 pf Indian Penal Code, Newspapers carry information that
M/s Home Trade Ltd., its Directors and officials have
committed simitar type of offences with other parties

elsewhere. 7. That it is clear from the above facts and
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circumstances that M/s Home Trade Ltd., its Directors and
officials had entered into a criminal 'conspiracy and committed
the offence of Criminal Brach of Trust as the said amount of
Rs. 1,42,65,096/- was entrusted to M/s Home Trade Ltd., for
the specific purpose for phySIcaI dellvery speCIfac securities
mentioned in Annexure ‘B’ and M/s Home Trade Ltd., had
miserably failed to discharge the trust in the manner in which
they were to discharge the same, Moreover they had also
committed the offence of issuance of the Bills contréct notes
etc. Which contained dishonest, and totally false
information/statemeht relating to the deal for which amount was
entrusted to them By M/ Bajaj Capital Ltd. Besides this they
had also committed the offence of Dlshonest Mlsapproprlanon
of the entrusted the same to their own use and benefit, all the
above said offenses were committed by accused persons with
connivance and knowlecge of each other. 8. The  persons
accused in this complaint will be available at the addresses and
telephone numbers etc. as given in details in Annexure ‘C’ 9.
The accused & the offences committed have been mentioned
in the compltaint as far as the facts known to the compiaint,
Ma{/ be an on investigation more persons are found to be
accused & offense have been committed by them. 10. Copies

of documents considered relevant the compiainant are
attached herewith. 11. That M/ Bajaj Capital Ltd., has one of
the its offices at Connaught Place, on above given address, all
the above transactions were dealt with by M/ Bajaj Capital Ltd.,
from‘its various offices including the Connaught Place office
the cheques in the name of M/s Home Trade Ltd., were issued

from the Connaught Place office, the cheque nos. 324692 &
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212486 were deposited by M/ Bajaj Capital Ltd. In the account
of M/s Home Trade Ltd, as per their instructions at Citi Bank,
“New Delhi and also cheque nos. 228006 in UTI Bank. New
Delhi at their specific instruction, the amount the form of
cheque was entrusted by M/ Bajaj Capital Lid. To-M/s Home
Trade Ltd, instructions with their Banker at New Delhi in their
account in Delhi, the physical delivery of the securities was to
be made by M/s Home Trade Ltd, to M/ Baja] Capital Ltd. At
the above said office of M/ Bajaj Capital Ltd., various requests
letter and reminders, for physical delivery of the securities or
for retumn of the entrusted amount were sent by M/ Bajaj
Capital Ltd. Form their office at Delhi, the trust was created in
favour of M/s Home Trade Ltd, at New Dellji the Criminal Brach
of Trust was committed at New Delhi. as such the above said
offences and every part therecf have been committed within
your territorial jurisdiction at Néw Delhi. 12.Therefore, you are
requested to please register the FIR against the above said
M/s Home Trade Ltd, its Director & Officials and the matter
may kindly be investigated and culprits may kindly be brought
to book as per the law and For M/ Bajaj Capital Ltd. Sd English

Triveni Singh Senior executive (legal cell) Encl:-

1. Copy of Bbard Resolution Annexure-A
2. Copy of Charti in Tabular form Annexure- B
Containing details of Transactions. '
3. List containing the names, address & Telephone nos. of
-Ms/ Home Trade Lid, its Directors & Officials  who
Committed the offences. |
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4. Photocopy of Letter dated 20/09/2001 of M/s Baja)
Capital Ltd, for issuance of High Value Cheque in
favour of M/s Home Trade Ltd.

9. Photocopy of Deal note dated 1/2/2002 from M/s Bajaj
Capital Ltd to M/s Home Trade Ltd, regarding Deal no.
MMTSM-185. '

6. Photocopy of Bill EURQO/PUNE/15809 Dated
1/2/2002 from M/s Home Trade Ltd. To M/s Baja
Capital Ltd.

7. Photocopy of deposit slip regarding cheque no.
212486, |

8. Photocopy of cheque no. 212486 dated 5/2/2002
favouring M/s Home Trade Ltd, drawn on Canara
Bank, Connaught Circus, New Delhi, issued by Mis
Bajaj Capital Ltd.

9. Photocopy of Deal Note dated 21/2/2002 from M/s
Bajaj Capitai Ltd to M/s Home Trade Ltd. Regarding
Deal No. MMTSM-187.

10. Photocopy of Deal note dated 21/2/2002 from M/s
Bajéj Capital Ltd to Home Trade Ltd regarding Dea!
no. MMTSM-188.

11.  Photocopy of Bill  EURO/PNE 16,173  dated
21/2/2002 from M/s Home Tréde Ltd to M/s Bajaj
Capital Ltd.

12.  Photocopy if conltract Note no. 2002/2001/000
16,173 dated 21/2/2002 ,

13, Photocopy of Bl EUROPNE 16,173 dated

21/2/2002 from M/s Home Trade Ltd. To M/s Baja
Capital Ltd,



28

14.  Photocopy if contract note no. 2002/2001/000
16,173 dated 21/2/2002

15, Photocopy of deposit slip regarding cheque no.
228006

16.  Photocopy of Deal Note dated 18/1/2002 from M/s

" Bajaj Capital Ltd, to M/s Home Trade Ltd regarding
Deal No. MMTM-183.

17. Photocopy of Deal note dated 18/1/2002 from M/s
Bajaj Capital L.td to M/s Home Trade Ltd.

18.  Photocopy of Bill EURQ/PNE 15655 dated
18/1/2002 from M/s Home Trade Ltd. To M/s Bajaj

" Capital Ltd. |

19.  Photocopy if contract Note no. 2002/2001/000
15,655 dated 18/1/2002. |

20.  Photocopy of Bill EURO/PNE 15673 dated
18/1/2002 from M/s Home Trade Ltd. To M/s Baja|
Capital Ltd.

21. Photocopy if contract Note no. 2002/2001/000
15,655 dated 18/1/2002.

22 Photocepy of cheque no.324692 dated 21/1/2002
favouring Mfs Home Trade Ltd, drawn on Citi Bank,
New Delhi issued by M/s Bajaj Capital Ltd.

23.  Original Confirmation Certificate dated 2/5/2002
issued by Canara Bank Connaught Circus, New Delh
to M/s Bajaj Capital Ltd. New Delhi regarding

confirmation of encashment of cheques.

24, Original Confirmation Certificate dated 1/5/2002
issued by Citi Bank Connaught Circus, New Delhi to
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M/s Bajaj Capital Ltd., New Delhi regarding

confirmation of encashment of cheques.

Duty Officer P.S. Connaught Place New Delhi. from the
contents of the above complaint prima facie an offence /s 409
IPC riw Section 120- B IPC is made out it is therefore
requested to register the case and invéstigation be handed
over to me dated and time of occurrence from 18.01.02 to
21/02/2002 place of occurrence United India life Building F
block Middle Circle Connaught Place, N‘ Delhi date and time
and sending endorsed complaint 4/5/2002 at 7.35 Pm Sd/
English Servesh Kumar SI P.S Connauéht Place Ne;N Deihi
dated 04.05.2002. The police action is that the complaint has
been register as FIR and the same has been handed over to Si
Servesh Kumar and the copy of the same has been forwarded

to the higher-officers through Dak through HC/ Do Gurbachan

Singh.

13.  Action Taken {since the above information reveals
commission of offence(s) u/s as mentioned at item No.2:

(i)  Registered the case and took up the investigation

OR -

(i) Directed (Name of the .O.):  Suresh Kumar
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No.16970055 Rank: Si No. D-359

To take up the investigations,
OR
(i)  Refuse Investigation due to

(iv) Transferto PS. District

Or Point of Jurisdiction

Fir read over to the complainant/ informant, admitted to be
correctly recorded and copy given to the complainant/

informant free of cost

Signature of officer in charge/ duty officer Police Station
Name...Gurbachansingh ..................... .

Rank...... HC ................5.. . No.. 296 ND ...
- PIS No..... 28800523, ...

14.  Signature / Thumb Impression of Complainant /
nformant

15, Date and time of Dispatch to the court 5/5/2002

True copy




ANNEXURE- P~(2_

PR Mo J42 [ dtan-6.07
FIRST INFORMATION REPORT 2-3 '

(UNDER SECTION 154 of Cr.P.C.)

Serial N0.22 : Book No.

1. District south West P.S. Sarojini Nagar, Year 2002 FIR
No. 242

2. ActIPC  Section 1208 riw. 406/409/420

() Act............ .. Section4B7/468/471 |PC.
(i) Act.............. Section .......................-

(iv) Other ActSections ..................................

3(a) Occurrence of offence day, Date from January, 2002

date to ... Time Period ... . Time from....timeto ....... ... ..

(b) Information received at P.S. Dated 17.6.2002, time 21.20
Hrs. ‘

(c) General Diary Reference: Entry No DD No. 35A time
21.20 Hrs,

4. Type of Information. Written /Oral-
5. Place of Occurrence: (a) Direction and distance
Form P.S. Beat No.14 .

(b) Address: B—?Z/GO, Safdarjung Enclave, New Deihi
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(c) In case, outside the Jimit of this Police Station. the name of
PS __ , District

6.  Complainant/ informant:

(a) Name Arun Jain

(b) Father's Huéband's Name Hira Lal Jain.

(c) Date/year of Birth 41 years. (d) Nationality Indian

(e) Passport No. ......... Date of Issue . ... place of issue

(f) Occupation ............
(g) Address D4/4239, Vasant Kunj, New Delhi.

(h) Tel No. ... oo,

7. Details of Known / suspected / unknown accused with full

particulars (attach separate, sheit if necessary)

8. Reason for delay in reporting by the complainant /

informant. No delay.

9. Particulars of properties stolen (Attach separate sheet, it

necessary)
10, Total value of property stolen- ...
11 Inquest Report/U.D. Case No. ifany ... ..

12.  F.LR. Confents (attach separate sheet, if required}:-
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V.S Infrastructure capital Ltd. B2/60,Safdarjung Enclave,
New Delhi- 100 029, India, Tel 0116106565 (5Lines) Fax.
{011) 6108556, E-mail usiep @ cle12 wvsnl.net in
www.vsifrastructure.com  www Iseindia.com  April
27.2.2002. The Crime Branch thé Economic offences
wing Quatab institutional Area N. Delhi RE-criminal
complaint against M/s. Home Trade Ltd., Mr. Sanjay
Aggarwai, Chairman and CEO Mr. Dhananjay Aggarwal,
Director, Mr. N.S. Trivedi Director Mr. Arvind and Mr.
Subodh Bhandhari executives of Horﬁe Trade Ltd. having
its office at Tower 4,5 Floor International Infotech Park,
NaviMumbai-40Q0 703 for comhitting fraud on the
complaint. Dear Sir, the undersigned is director of M/s.
V.S, Infrastructure Capital Ltd. 'fhe said company is
authorized by Reserve Banks of lhdia to deal in and to

sell and purchase Central Government and State

Government securities.

In the courage of our business dealings we, on account

-of our clients who are generally pubic under-taking, semi

Government and other public bodies, purchase the

Government securities from the broker NBFC and other
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corporate bodies in the market holding such securities at
a price. Thereafter upon delivery of such securities the

same are handed over {0 the respective client.

That Mr. ‘Arvind dealer working with Home Trade Ltd.

contacted Mr. Ajay Prakash Singh working in my
company for purchase of the Government securities. As
we had never earlier dealt with Home Trade Ltd.
therefore Mr. Arvind then informed that Home Trade is
one of the most promising and professional company
being run- by Mr. Sanjay Aggarwal who is Chairman and
CEO Mr. Ketan éeth Director of the company and
ensures that the transactions are clean and timely
completed further that their company is also run by other
professional like Mr. Dhananjay Aggarwal and Mr. N.S.
Trivedi v;ho'have attained immense experience and

reputation in stock market.

That convinced and impressed by the details given by
Mr. Arvind and Mr. Sanjay Aggarwal telephonicaily
further Mf. Ketan Seth Director Home Trade Ltd. along
with Mr. Amar Joshi Director Gilt Age securities visited

our Delhi office and told us the home trade is very



285"

professional company and many big local and foreign
institutional investors have invested big money aﬁd the
company is highly sound and safe. The complainant
agreed to purchase Central Govefnf_nent Securities from

M/s. Home Trade Ltd. for its clients.

That my client M/s MODI ENTERTAINMENT NETWORK
WORKS SPECIFIED EPF TRUST. AND FRUIT AND
VEGETABLE PROJECT EMPLOYEE PROVIDENT
FUND who are holding public funds wanted to purchase
the Central Government Securities as per their policy
'accordingly gave a sum of Rs.5,18,453 and 17,23,248/-
respectively for said propose to the complainant

company.

That for above clients the complainant company entered
into agreement with M/a, Home Trade Ltd through Mr.
Arvind and Mr. Subodh Bhandari for purchase of the

Centrai Government Securities that on 25.01.2002 M/s.
Home Trade Ltd. issued a contracf bearing No. 2002,
2,001,2000,18,731, specifying the sale of Ceniral
G-overnment Security of face value of Rs. 4,00;000 with

interest @11.83% to the complainant company for this
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sale the complainant company made payment of Rs.
51792122 vide cheque bearing No. 917905 dated
29.01.20027drawn on Punjab National Bank, The said
cheque was deposited in the account No 00104003,
17011 of Horﬁe Trade Ltd., HDFC Bank Surya Kiran
Building K.G. Marg New Delhi on 28.1.2002 and was

duly encashed.

That similarly on 07.02.2002 M/s Home Trade Ltd.,

issued a contact bearing 070.2002, 2,0011000. 15869

signed by Mr. Arvind and Mr. Subodh Bhandari __
specifying the sale of Central Government Security of
face value of Rs,13,00,000 with interest @:11.83% to the
complaint company for this sale the complaint company
made payment of Rs.17,21,520.31 vide cheque bearing -
no. 917912 dt.“11.02.2002 drawn on Punjab National
Bank. The said cheque was deposited in the account No.
00104003 17011 of Horne Trade Ltd. HDFC Bank N.J.
" House K.G, Marg, New Delhi cn 17.2.2002 and was duty

enchased.

That as per the trade practice and rules of the stock

exchange Pune the physical or electronic delivery for the
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securities is to be made within 20-30 days of the issue of
the contract note however M/s. Home Trade Ltd. failed to
deliver the securities sold to the complainant company

vide aforementioned Contract notes.

That the under signed repeatedly contacted Mr. Subodh
Bhandheri and Arvind who had éxecuted the above
contract note and Mr. Ketan Sheh, Director Home Trade
and also Director in Giltedge Securities and Mr. Amar
Joshi of Giltedge Securities for Physical or electronic
delivery of the Securities sold aé .the ¢omplainant
company waa‘s to hand over the same to its above

mentioned clients who had invested the Public money for

procuring the said Central Government securities.

That despite repeated promises by IVlr Ketan Sheth and
Mr. Subodh Bhandari M/s Home Trade Ltd., has failed to
deliver the said securities. The unders.igned has come to
know from its bonafide sources that in fact all the above
directors and executives in connivaﬁée with each other
and with the malafide intention to cheat and
misappropriate the public money have incorporéted'f\/lls

Home Trade Ltd. Their modus-operendi is to allure the
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general Public brokers sub-brokers wanting deal in
government' securities  through peréonal calls and
advertisement representing themselves to be a
professionai and transparent company. The meeting
people to purchase Govérnment securities from them
when in fact the Government securities which they are
selling and issuing contract notes for do not exist or

brought from by third party and are only paper sale.

Tha’t‘ the failure on the part of Mis. Home Trade Lid. to
deliver the "ébove sold- Central Govt..Securities to the
complainant and now despite the best efforts the
undersigned- is unable to contact the above named
directors and Mr. Subodh Bhandari who is resident of D-
703, Govind.Complex. sector Vashi Navi, Mumbai to take

delivery of the above securitics.

The Modus Operandi of the accused named in the
complaint was to allure and induce through false
assurances the complainant to purchase the abovesaid
security which was non existing thereafter to make the
cdmplainantrpat with the purchase consideration with a

promise that the delivery follow, |
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The above fact only confirms that Mr, Sanjay Aggarwal
Mr. Ketan Seth Mr. Dhananjay Aégarwa! Mr. N.S. Trivedi,
Mr. Subodh Bhandhari Mr, Arvind and_ other directors and
officials of M/s. Home Trade Ltd. and Mr. Amar Joshi and
other Directors of Giltedge securities a connivance and in
conspiracy with each other have committee fraud
cheating criminal breach of trust aga.inst the complainant
company by misappropriating sum of Rs.17,21,520.31
and 5,17,921.22 which they have taken towards sale of
Central Government securities indicate:d in the. aforesaid

contract notes.

15, That the payment for purchase of Government
securities were madé in Delhi and the Securities were to
be delivered in Delhi, therefore, your good offices has the
territorial ‘Jurisdiction to register the- FLR. and initiate

criminal action against the accused.

16.  That since amount of public funds are invoived,
therefore, it is only iri the public intéfest that immediate
FIR is registered agiinst M/s Home Trade Ltd. and its
di.rectors as per Annexure attached and execuﬁves and

along with Directors of Giltodge Securities and other be
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arrested  and investigated for the above offence
committed by them SD Eng. Arun Jaih, S/o Sh. Hira Mal
Jain, R/0.D4/4239 Vasant Kunj, New Delhi age -
Director V.S lnfrastruct;_Jre Capital  Ltd. - B2/so,
Safdarjung " Enclave, New Delhi-29ENCL .1 Copy of
contract notes and bills: 2. Copies of Bank Statement of
Punjab National Bank: 3. Copy of deposit slip of HDFC
Bank; 4. Copy of website page of M/s Home Trade Ltd.

the names of Directors of M/s Home

Trade Ltd. and there details of Duty Ofﬁcer, P.S. Sargjini
Nagar, Delhi, it is submitted that during enquiry one work |
complained - PNR Securities Rs.1,13,47 61,361 against -
the director of___ M/s Home Trade Ltd. was from the
contains of _ _  ned prima facie offences u/s 1208
read with section 406/409/420/471 IPC are made pu
kindly lodge FIR and entrust the investigation today rukka

is being sent

TRUE COPY



ANNEXURE- f. /9

2!

FIRST INFORMATION REPORT 757996
(UnderSection 154 Cr. P.C)

1. Dist: North 24 PGS PS: Jagatdal Year 2002 FIR No. 298
Date: 22/8/02

2. (i) Act: IPC Section 420 /406/120-B HyAct ...............
Sections..............
(i) At .............. Section ... (iV)
Other Acts & Section...... ... . ...

3. (a) Occurance of offence Day ...................... Date
From 23.11.2001 & many other Date' to .......... Time
Period T Time From.....................Time
Too

(b) Information received at PS date 22/08/2002Time 11:10

am.

{(c) General Diary Reference Entry Nor(s:) 1532Time 11:10

am.

o

4. Type of Information .........................Written / Oral C-
1136/ 2002

5. Place of Occurance (a) Diréction and Distance from P.S.
South 3 km Beat No .........

(b} Address: Bhatpara Naihati Cooperative Bank Ltd, 3,
Mukherjee Para Road, P.O. Bhatpara North 24 Pgs
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(c) Incase out$ide limit of this police station then the Name
of ' : the

6. Compliant/ Informant;
(a)Name: Mrinal Das .
{b)Pather's/ Husband Name: Late Monmath Das
(c)Date / Yearof Birth ...
(d)Nationality

(e)Passportno............................ Dateof lssue
cevieeo.... Place of Issue......... ...

(f) Occupation

(g)Address: Vice Chairman Bhatpara Naihati
Cooperative Bank Ltd. 3, Mukherjee Para Road, P.O.
Bhatpara North 24 Pgs

7. Detail of known"/ suspected / unknown accused with full
particulars:
1. Sanjoy Agrawal-M.D.

2. N S Tribedi

3. S.Bhandari
All of Managing Director and
Directors of '
Home Trade Ltd, office
Tower-4, 5" Floor,
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{attached separate sheet iIf

A48

International In%otech Park,
Navi Mumbai-400703

. Ketan Sheth M.D.
5. Dr. K. Kanteseriya
. Dr. K Changalia

All are Managing Director &
Directors of Giltedge
Management Services Head
office: 103, Liberty Apartment.
80A Saf_ojani Road, Vile Parle
West,

Mumbai 400056

. Indranil Dey

Regional Manager, Home
Trade &Giltedge, Calcutta-71

8. Reasons for delay in reporting by the Complaint /

INfOrmant.

9. Particulars of properitors stolen/ involved (Attach separate

sheet, if necessary).........................
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10. Total Value of properitors stolen / involved

1. Request Report / U.D. Case No. if any

12. FIR Contents ( Attach separate sheet if required): The

original written coplaint (Not readable)

13. Action takeh since the above report reveals commission of
offence(S) as mentioned at item No2, registered the case
investigation / directed S.I. P.Royto take up investigation if
investigation / transferred to R.S. e on
point of jurisdiction. FIR read over to the company informant
admitted to be correctly recorded and a Copy given to the

Complainant / informant free of cost. 7

Signature / Thumb Impression
sd-

Of the Complainant /Informant

Date & Time of dispatch to the court
Name Subash Chandra

+ .

©

Rank (Not readabie)
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District North 24 Parganas

In the Court of LD. C.J. K at Barasat

Date of Occurrence

Nainati Co-operative

And Place of Occurrence
Para Road

23/11/2001, 6/2/02
Jagaddal North 24 pgs

20/3/02 4/3/02

26/3/02 and May other daies

u/s 420,408, 120B IPC

C-1136/2002

Petition of Complaints
fn thé matter of :-

An application

AND

In the matter of :-

Mrinal Das

S/0 late Monmatha Das

Vice Chairman, Bhatpara
Bank Limited, 3 Mukherjee

P.O. Bhatpara, P.S.

1) Mr. Sanjoy Agarwal M.D
2)N.S: Tribedi

3) S. Bhandari

All of Managing Director and Directors of

Heme Trade Ltd.,



Regd. Office: Tower -4, 5"

Floor,International

Infotect Park, Nave Mumbai —
400 073

4) Ketan Sheth M.D.
5) Dr. Y Kantesariya

6) Mr. K Chengalia

All are Managing Director and

Directors of Giltedge
Management Services

Head Office: 103, Liberty
Apartment., 80A, Sarajani Road,
Vile Parle(west) Mumbai — 400
056

Kolkatta Office: 138/ 2-A, Sarat
Bose Road, Kolkatta — 29

7) Indrani Dey

Regional Manager, Home Trade
ttd.  and '

Geltedge Management Services,

Home Trade Ltd.
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Calcutta Office 2-8, Rajkuthir

Pretoria Street,

Ground Floor,
Calcutta - 71

58/44, Prin'ce Anowar Shaw
Road, '

Kolkatta -29, and others.

That the abovenamed

- complainant;
Most Respectfully Sheweth:-
1.....That Bhatpara Naihati Co—operatiVe Bank Ltd., is a
recognized Bank having it R.B.l Licence No. UBD WB 926P
INSURED and its Reg. office situate at 3, Mukherjee para
Road, P.O. Bhatpara, Pin 743123 P.S. Jagaddal, Dist. North

24- Parganas, West Bengal.

e

2... That the complnt. Is the Vice Chairman of the aforesaid co-

operative Bank Ltd.,

3.... That the compint. Bank has been dealing in practice of
investing its’ surplus found through the representative of SEBI
apbroved brokers, namely (a) Home Trade Ltd.'(b) Gitedge
Management Services Ltd., incompliance with the Directives

issued by R.B.l Bank.
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4..... That the accd. No. 1,2 and 3 are the Managing Director/
Directors of Home Trade Ltd., and accd. No. 4,5, and 6 are the
Managing Director/Directors of Giltedge Management Service

Ltd, and accd.ne.7 is the representative and regional Manager

of the aforesaid ‘organisations.

9... That the acbd. Persons came to the office of the Complt.
Bank for several times and approached the Bank to deal in
G.0.l, Bond thrrl:nughr them. Accordingly, being induced, G.O.1
Bond in possession with the Bank was sold through the accd.
Persons and simultaneously booked for purchase of various
G.O.l Bonds fhrough the acéd. Persons and their firm“s
whereby the re;_)rese_ntative of the Home Trade Ltd. Forwarded
the contract notes got duly signed by the authorized persons
committing the delivery of the scripts within 26/06/2002 with
deal confirmatidn of U.T.I Bank., Lords Branch 7/1, Lord Sinha
Road, Kolkatta — 700 071 , Forming part of the contract
Involving a consideration of Rs. 3,83,00,000/-. But the same
was not delivered in time. As a matter of fact the Accd. Persons
el to 3 and 7 fradulently induced the complt.'s Bank to
deliver the mohey by way of cheques and sale proceeds to

the accd. persons.
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7.... That the accd. Persons 4-7 also. in aforesaid manner
dishonestly induced the complt's Banlk td make a deal through
the accd. No.7 for consideration of Rs. 3,01,00,000/- and the
said concern i.e. G.O.l assured the complainant's Bank to

deliver the scripts or value whatsoever.

8.....That the accd. Person had/have dishonest interim from the
very initial stage of transaction to deceive the complainant's
Bank and as such the accd. Persons cheated complainant's
Bank by the way of giving false representation and assuming
the complainant's bank that all transactions wduld be beneficial

form sale and purchase of G.O.| Bonds.

9.... That the acced. Persons had /have misappropriated a huge
amount of money as mentioned above which are payable by

accd. Persons to the complainant's Bank.

=

10.....That the witnesses are aware of this facts and they will

depose before the court of law to the effect.

41.... That the accd. Person in connivance with each other

conspired and committed the aforesaid offence in the manner

stated above.
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12--- That the accd. Persons on several occasions gave a

Assurance to the comint.’s Bank to the effect that they Will pay

the entire due amount to the complainant-8ank.

But they fail to do so intentionally and lastly they flately refused
to maxe the payment. Hence there is some delay in filing this

case.

Hence it is fervently prayed your Honour
Would be pleased enough to send this
Petition to the (Inspect-in-charge, Jagaddal
~ PS. to treat the same as F.IR. and pass
other order/orders as Your Honour deem fit

and proper.
A N D for which act of kindness the accd. Shall ever pray.

Witnesses:

1) Anil Mukherjee S/o Lt. Bibhuti Bhushan Mukherjee
78/2 Kantadanga Village Road
North 24 Pardgnas

2) Dipan Kr. Bharracherjee s/o Lt. Sudhir Kr Bhattacherjee
Asst Manager
251, Thakur para Rd
P.O. Bhatpara, North 24 paragnas

3) Bijan Dey s/o Satyanarayan Dey
- Sector, Bhatpara-Naihati Cooperative Bank Ltd
"And Many others

[ -

<
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ANNEXURE +.|
Nagpur

Form no.I-A {
No 0040748

FIRST INFORMATION REPORT

(Under Section 154 Cr.P.C.)

1. Dist:Nagpur, Police Station Ganeshpeth, Year:2002

FIR No. 87/02 Date:25/04/2002

2. (i) Act:1.p.C. Sections: 406, 420 & 34
(ii) Act: -------------- SeCtioN ! mrmmmm et
(i) Act:m=—sen s Sections:-mem oo
(iv) Other Acts & Section: -~ s wuuwumcumwwn e o
C 3. (aj Occurrence of offence: Day: S Date:

From : 25/1/02 *Date To: 25/04/2002
Time period: in official Time  fromi-~~~—-~-

Time to-—---~rm=uoe Time to —m=-=emmmme- o

(b) Information received at P.S. Date: 25/04/2002
Time: 11.00 O’clock

(c ) General Diary Reference: Entry No. 24

Time: 11.55 O’clock

-



4. Type of information:Malpractice & cheating offence

Written / Oral : written

5. Place of Occurrence: (a) Direction and distance
from P.S.: V2 KM towards north from P.Stn.
_ Beat No. : Bhashyadargtya |
(b) Address of Occurrence In the office of
| District Central Co-op. Bank, “
Ganrdhi Sagar, Nanik Chawk,
Nagpur, R.].Ganeshpeth,

Nagpur

(¢ ) In case, out the limit of this Police Station :- :

Name of .S, —=eemee. e

&, Complainant/lnfo}mant Address:-
(a) Name: Shri sunil Keday
(b) Father’s name: Shri Chhatrapal Kedar
(¢ ) Date of Birth & Age: 41 vears

(d) National: Indian ,
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(e) Passport No.: -«

- Date of issue:; --

Place of issue; --

(f) Occupation: Chairman

of Bank

(g) Address: residing at Plot No.266,
Near Mathseva Séngh
Ba'aj Nagar
Police Station Dhantoli

Nagpur

' 7. Details Name & Address of known

. /suspected/unknown accusec_l with full particulars
(Attach separate sheet, if necessary)

Aécused 1YHome Trade Ltd, Tower Four, Vashi Rly
Station Complex, Navi Muimbai, Executive Director
Shri Trivedi 2) Indramani Merchants Pvt. Ltd.
Rajkuti, 2-B Pretoriya Street, Kolktaa 3) M/s
Sendra Dealers Pvt. Ltd. 11 Caff Road Kolkatta, 4)
M/s Sindicate management Services Pvt. Ltd, 405

Amisha Annex, Gulberg Tekrada, Ahmedabad,
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Gujarat 5) M/s Glltez Management . 108, Liberty

Apartment, 80A, Sarojini Road, Vile Parle, Mumbal.

Physical features, deformities and other details of

the suspect: (Not arrested

Sex | Date/ | Build eight | Comple |Identifi |
Year of : Incms | xion cation
Birth N Marks

t 12 3 4 |5 |6

Deform | Teeth Hair Eye Habit(s) | Dress
ities/ : - Habits
| peculiari o

ties

E E (10|
Languages/ PLACE OF
Dialect : _
Burn ) Leuco | Mole Scar Tattoo
Mark | Derma _ *

17 18

13 14 115 16
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These fields will be entered only if
complainant/informant gives any one or more particulars
about the suspect. This will be used only for the purpose

of preliBminary retrieval to assist 1.O.

A database created will subsequently link one suspect In

several cases, if any

A comprehensive and complete data on all fields Wll!
again be prepared when any accused arrested
irrespective of previous susplcion

@

8. Reason for delay M répo-rtlng by the

Complainaa nt/Informant:

IMMEDIATELY

8, Particulars of propertieé stolen -and involved (Attach

necessary separate sheet if necessary):-

———————————————————————————————————————————————————————————



F.I.R. Cp;ltents (Attach separate sheets, if

required):- The brief of this case Is that the
accused herein through Dist Central Co-op.Bank for
purchasing govt. sécuﬂty invested Rs.‘125.60
crores (face value) amount f‘fom time to time with
above ﬁvg brokers firms which are not registered
with SEBI and investméht made by contravening
the norms of RBI, However, the mentioned brokers
did not give physical certificates and/or not return
‘the anmnﬁw paid by complainant’s bank.and thus
above five brokers firms have cheated to the bank
causing loss to the bank hence offenée Is registered
against above accused tnder provision of section
406, 420, 34 of IPC and offence taken for further

investigation.



13.

Action taken: Since the above report reveais
commission of qﬁencé(s, u/sec. as mentioned at
Item No.2, registered the case and took up the

investigation / directed to --r=~=--=-=--=mmmmmmmmmmmoe

Rank:  ~remmmemmmmomeeone - to take up the

_investigation / Refused investigation / transferred

£Q. =mmmmmmmmmem-s----=i-  Police Station, Vardha on

point of jurisdiction.

F.I.R. read over to the Complainant/Informant,
admitted to be correctly recorded and a copy given

to the Complainant/Informant free of cost.

14. Sd/- 25/4

Signature and Thumb Impression
Of the Complainant/ Informant,

Sd/-25/4/02
~ Signature of Officer
Incharge, Police Station
' Ganeshpeth
Name: Y.N.Kuthe
Rank: Poliice Inspector
Ganeshpeth Police Stn

15.. Date and time of dispatct. te the Court: 26-04-02



P
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STATEMENT

I, Police Inspector, Yashwant Kuthe, aQed 48 years,
Police Station - Ganeshpeth , presently working as
Cfficer on deputation do hereby state that I work .in this
police station . I say that today dated 25/4/02 when I
was on duty m. police station, the complainant by naméd
Sunii Cwatrapa_il kedar, aged 41 years, residing at Plot
No.266, Near Malhse-va ‘Sahgh, Bajaj Nagaf‘, Police
Siécation. —~ Dhantoli by repo‘rﬁng personélly in police

station gave his complaint as per following: -

Copy of written complaint:~ Police Station Ganeshpeth,

Nagpur City dated 25/4/92 - * T Sunil Chhatrapal Kedar,
aged 41 years, residing near at Plot no.266 Malhseva
Sangh, Bajaj Nagar Police Station, Dhantoll, 'Nagpur.

I personally repoit to the police station and give in
writing that I am residing at above glven address. I am

working from Sept 1993 to March 1995 and' now from

18/1/99 Is working on post of Chalrmarn of Dist, Central



Co-operative Bank. Our bank working capital Is of
Rs.927 crore. The demand & Time Liabilities of our bank

(TDL) is about 630 crore,

In the month of February _2001,- our bank had
entered 'into agréemgnt with Exétutive Director Shri
Tri\‘/edi of Home Trade Ltd having address at Tower 4,
Vashi Rly Station Complex, Navi _.Mumbal for-maktng
investmenf in government secur!i:fes. According to it,

b

since then our purchase-sale transaction in .approved

© govt securities was going on Home Trade Ltd firm is

Pl

recognized firm of Reserve C—s_ankg;f of India and it is
registe_réd with SEBI. We were getting all physical
dellvery certificate of our all investments made with the
said firm but since last three month we have not
received inve3tment certificate. During this period
Nabard annual inspection was done in-2002 and at that

time they told that Xerox certificate letter will not be
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accepted we want orlginal certificate such Instruction he
gave. Prior tb this, this broker was sending us Xerox
certificate regularly and after completion of sale
transaction the differenée amountl wag used to send to
us but However Nabard since made demand of original
certificate , he intimated us that they are sending on fax
from time to time. However, in a;tual, like Home Trade,
we had beeh dealing the transa?:tion of sale | with
foilowing four ffrm’s executive directors for purchasing of

govt. securities and they are : 1) 1) M/s Indramani

* Merchant Pvt. Ltd, Rajkuti, 2B Pretoriya Street, Kolkatta

700071 (W.Bengal) 2) M/s Sendru Dealers Pvt. Ltd i1
Kulk PRoad, Kolkatta - (WB) 3) M/s. S_yndlcate
Management Services Pvt. Ltd. 405 Anish Annex, Opp:
K.P.Hotel, C.G.Road, Guibal Takadi, Ahmedabad 380009
Gujarat 4) M/s Glltez management Services Ltd., 108
Liberty -Apartrhent 80A Rajani Road, Vile Parlie(W),

Mumbal-400050 (Maharashtra)



o

I say that from above wmentloned five brokers we
have not recejved tertifica;e of trénsac-tion made from
time to time from 25/1/02 tilt today. In this way, the
above bi’oke;r firms have wmot given actual original
certificate of investment of Rs.125.60 crore (ofA face
| value) inVes’céd fo.r purcﬁase of gbvt securities. Thus
abo_ve five ﬁrms have cheated us. These transactions
have been made through our accounts with Nag.;-:)ur Dist
Central Co-operative Bank, Head office near Shukravar
Lake office and other <vansactions made from
" Maharashtra State Co-operaﬁfve Bank, Fort, Mumbai
office for ng.125.60 crore in terms of cheques. All
transactions have been made by chedue/transfer. All
documents concern with this transactions are in record

and for purpose of inspection we are ready to make .

avallable these documents/records.

I say that in respect of this cheating, we had

given complaint letter on 20/4/02 to Hon. Home Minister
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and Dy. Chief Minister. I thevefore say the above five
broker firms have misappropriated our amount of
Ré.125.60 givén to thelr Executive Director which tﬁe
sald bank have cheated Nagpuwr Dist Centra_l ‘Co-operatife
Bank. Hence I am ining this complaint in writing
-agains‘é them %or taking'legal action.”

Sd/-Sunil Kedar
Complainant __
rrom the above report, the offence Is recorded.

under provision of section 406, 420, 34 of IPC and as

per semi govt. letter no.DGR/212/Cheating/01101/21

‘ /2002 from Hon. Police Director General ; Maharashtra

»

=

State Mumb‘elai",for further investigation transferred to
Maharashtra State Mumbal, CID - Shri Borade, DIG.
Director for further investigation.

Sd/-

Before,

Sd/-

Police Inspector
Ganeshpeth Police Station
Nagpur
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Police Station-Ganeshpeth
Nagpur City.
Date: 25/4/2002
COMPLAINTY
I, Sunii /0o Chhatfapal Kedar, aged 41 years,
residing at plot no.266, Near Matru Seva Sangh, Bajaj

Nagai, Police Statlon ~ Dhantell, Nagpur do hereby state

as under.

I say and submit my report that I am residing at
above given address and personally came to police

station and glve my report in writing to the police

" station. I am working from Sept 1‘993 to March 1995

=

and now from 19/1/99 Is working on post of Chalrman of
Dist. Central Co-operative Bank. Our bank working
capital is of Rs.927 crore. The demand & time liabilities

of our bank (TDL) is about 630 crore.

in the month of February 2001, oar bank had

entered into agreement with Executive Director Shri

-
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Trivedl of Home Trade Ltd having address at Tower 4,
Vashli RlyAStatlon Complex, Navi Mumbai for making
investment ir_1 goyernmen’t securities. According to it,
since then our purchase-sale transaction in approved
govt securities was going on Home Trade Ltd firm Is
recognized firm of Reserve Bank of ‘India 'and it s
‘registered with SEBI. We were getting all physical
delivery certificate of our all investments made with the
said firm but since last thvee month we have not
received Investment certificate. During this period
" Nabard annyal Inspection was‘done in 2002 and at that
tlmelthjey told that Xerox certificate letter will not be

accepted we want original certificate such instruction he
ga\.fe. .Prigr to this, this broker was sending us Xerox
certifiﬁaté regularly and after comp-letion of sale
transaction the difference amount was Used to send to
us but However Nabard since made aemand of original

certificate , he intimated us that they-are sending on fax
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from time to time. However, m actual, like Hon":e Trade,
we had beecn dealing the transaction of sale with
following four firm’s g—:‘xecut‘ive directors for purchasing of
govi. securities and‘they are . 1) 1) M/s Indramani

Merchant Pvt. Ltd, Rajkuti, 2B Pretoriya Street, Kolkatta

700071 (W.Bengal) 2) M/s Sendru Dealers Pvt. Ltd 11

Kulk Road, Kolkatta (WB) 3) M/s. Syndicate
Management Services Pvt. Ltd 405 Anish Annex, Opp:

K.P.Hotel, C.G.Road, Gulbai Takadi, Ahmedabad 380009

- Gujarat 4) M/s Giltez management Services Ltd., 108

Liberty Apartment 80A Rajanl Road, Vile Parle(W),

Mumbai-400050 (Maharashtra)

I say that from above mentioned five brokers we

have not r‘eéeived certificate of transaction made from

time to time from 25/1/02 tlll today. In this way, the

above broker firms have not given actual original

-

A -



certificate of Investment of Rs.125.60 crore (of face

value) Invested for burchase of govt securities. Thus

above five firms have cheated uys. These transactions
have been made throuéh our accounts with Nagpur Dist
Central Co—opératﬂre Bank, Head office near Shukravar
Lake ~ office and other +transactions made from
Maharashtra State Co-operative Bank, VFort, Mumbali

office for Rs.125.60 crore i terms of cheques. All

transactions have been made by cheque/transfer, All

documents concern with this transactions are In record

- and for purpose of inspection we are ready to make

available these documents/records.

I say‘that in fespect of this cheating, we had
given complaint letter on 20/4,/02 to Hon.- Home Minister
and Dy. Chief Minister, I therefore say the above five
broker firms “have misappropriated our. amount of -

RS.125.60 given to their Executive Director which the
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sald bank have cheated Nagpur Dist Central Co-
operative Bank. Hence I am giving this complaint In
writing against them for taking lega! action.”

Sd/-Sunil Kedar
Complainant

-
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ANNEXURE-P-15

Nagpur ch

District ; Nagpur S
| Police Station [ Ganesh Péth
I CR NO T e e ' T "17'T ‘1—6_’1'?—2'—66“57"' TTTTm T T e e e

Date T 200402002
Act : IPC -
| Section . 406,468, 409 riw 34 of IPC

Qccurance of offence . | Date from 25/1/2002 —= |
_ _ Date to 5/2/2002
Information received at Police | Date 29/4/200?

Station Time 8 Q'Clock
—ﬂ'pe of Information : Written o
‘Name of the Complainant - | BhuraoVishwanathAswar -

To,

~ Police Station Officer,
Ganesh Path Police Station.

Applicant - BhauraoVikshwanathAswar, Age 50 years
Special Auditor, Class 1, Co-operative
‘Organisation, Nagpur.

Opponent / Non-Applicant - 1) Sunil ChatrapalKedar
Chairman,
Nagpur District Central Co-op.
Bank Ltd. ‘

2) A.s. Chaudhary



Asst. Director 26?

Nagpur District Central Co-op.
Bank Ltd. |

3) M/s. Home Trade Limited
Address of Vashi

4) Indramani Merchants Private
Ltd.,

Having officé at Mumbai

5)  Syndicate Management
Services Pvt. Ltd,
‘Ahmedabad.

8) Century Dealers, Cailcutta.

7) Gi]tage Management
Services, Murhbai and Others.

Subject : Scam / Fraud of Nagpur District
Central Co.op. Bank Limited.

Sir, .

The Complainant states that Non-Applicant No. 1 is the
Chairman of Nagpur District Central Co-op. Bank Limited,
Head office of which is situated at- Gandhi Sagar, NatikChowk,
Mahal, Nagpur, and bank has its own Board of Directors. The
business transaction of the bank is governed by Maharashtra
Co-Operatives Organisation Bye-laws 1960, Rule 1961, and as

per the Bye-laws of the Bank. At the end of31/3/2001 share
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capital of the bank was Rs. 1101,56 Lakhs and deposit of Rs.
50508,02 Lakhs. The funds of the bank are to be invested as
per Co-operative Laws Shri. A.C. Chandhar is Asst. Director of

Nagpur District Central Co-op. Bank Ltd.

Vide letter of Hon'ble Co-operative Commissioner and
Registrar of Co-Operative Societies, Maharashtra State, Pune
dated 20/4/2002, Regional Sub-Registrar Co-op, Societies,
Nagpar, informed that they have received information regarding
scam/fraud committed regarding Nagpur District Central Co-op.
Bank Ltd., Nagpur. That it is further directed in the letter to the
necessary action and if required to also lodge Police

Complaint. The letter is annexed with the compiaint.

On receipt of the said letterHon'ble Regional Sub-Registrar Co-
op. Societies, Nagpur, directed the present applicant Special
Auditor, Class |, Co-;perative Organisation, Nagpur to inspect .
the transaction of Nagpur Distriét Central Co-Op. Bank Ltd..
and send him VNecessary reports. Even the details of
transactions regarding investment entered into by non-

applicants incorporated from 3 to 7 is also in the Said letter and

the same is annexed with this FIR.
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On receipt of the said directions the applicant went for the
Nagrur District Central Co-op. Bank Ltd}: and inspected the
agreements and documents Pertaining to theltfansactions_
After the perusal the applicant came t'o'conclusion that upto
March 2001 the transaction Rs. 124,0500/. The Original
document pertaining to said {ransaction, Original security,
original receipts about the purchase of the sureties were not
found inr the Head  office of the said Bank. Theentire
transactions were done through Agent_ and the Board of
Directors- were informed in the meeting dated 25/2/2002. On
enquiry it was revealed that till the end of731/3/2002 bank had
in all invested 125,60Crores and including premium and
interest, the total amount came to be Rs. 153,04 Crores. At the
time of enquiry it was revealed that the Board of Directors were
not informed about the purchase of physical surety and there

was no original documents such as original physical surety,

.holding certificate, bonds, etc., thérefore whether the Securities

were purchased or not and whether non-applicants no. 3 to 7

had invested the amount or not cannot be ascertained and the

entire transactions was of suspicious nature,
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During the enquiry it was also revealed that the entire
t—_r_ansaction was-done between non-applicant no. 1 to 7 only
non-applicant no. 3 l.e. M/s. Home Trade Company is
registered with Security and Exchange Board of India and the
other non-applicént i.e. 4 to 7 ate not registered with Security
and Exchange Board of India. The abovesaid fact was
incorporated in the report sent to Regional Sub-Registrar of
Co-operative Soéieties Act and .the same report is annexed

with the FIR and marked as annexure-3.

On the page no. 2, 3 & 4 of Annexure 3 the details about

w

transactians entered into bank with non-applicant no. 3 are
mentioned on pe;ge no. 4, 5, & 6 the details about transactions

entered - between bank with non-applicants no. 4 to 7 are

- mentioned. On inspect of the documents it was revealed that

only contract notes gxecuted between non-applicant no. 3 was
available and there was no contract note or hoiding certificate
with reference to non-applicant no.4 to 7. The applicant has
given the details about the transactions between non-applicant
no. 1 & 2 on one hand and 3 to 7 on the other. Therefore
annexure 3 should be part and parcél as part and parcel of the

complainant, Annexure 3 is of 1 to 10 pages. Also the
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notesheetbetween transaction of Non-applicant no. 3 and bank
Is annexed with the complaint and marked as annexure - 4 and
the entire description and contract note entered into with non-

applicant no. 3 is annexed and marked as annexure 5.

Also the details about transaction ant note sheet entered into
by 1 & 2 on one hand and non-applicant no. 4 ix at annexure 6
and the description regarding securities given by non-applicant
no. 4 is at annexure’ 7. The notesheet regarding transaction
between Bank and non-applicant no. 5 is at annexure - 8 and
the descriptions submitted by non-applicant no. 5 is at
annexure 9. The note sheet regarding transactions between
bank and non-applicant no. 6 is at annexure - 10. The
description submitted by non-applicant No. 8 is at annexure no.
11. The notesheet regarding, transaction entered into bank and
between noniapplicant no. 7 ie, G_i!tage Management

Services is annexure 12 and description submitted by non-

applicant no. 7 is at annexure 1 which consists of 5 pages.

From the entire perusal of the descriptions oneCan make out
that the transaction entered into by the bank is of suspicious

nature, illegal, which has caused criminal breach of trust to the

shareholder of the Bark.

o
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The inspection and enquiry revealed that the bank is trust of
the shareholders however the money has been invested

illegaily and unlawfully through brokers.

Moreover the entire transacﬁon has been done illegally and
unlawfully by seting aside the law and the entire transaction is
not beneficial to the shareholders and investors and has
caused loss and damages to them. The transaction is of Rs.
125,60Crores and alongwith premium and interest it comes to
153,04 Crores which has been done during the'span of
25/1/2002 and 5/2/2002. The act done and committed falls
under, the purview of criminal jurisprudence therefore the same

game may be investigate and necessary actions be taken.

Complainant

=

Nagpur, 29/4/2002.

BhauraoVishwanathAswar,
Special Auditor, Ciass |, Co-operative
Organisation, Nagpur.



Police Station Officer,
Ganesh Path Police Station.

Appiicant. - BhauraoVishwanathAswat, Age 50 years,
Special Auditor, Class |,Co-operative
Orgnisation, Nagpur.

Opponent / Non-Applicant. 1) :Sunil Cr;atrapal_Kedar
: Chairman
* - Nagpur District Central Co-op. Bank Ltd.

- 8): A'S. Chaudhary
Asst. Director
Nagpur District Central Co-op. Bank Ltd.

8) M/s.-Home Trade Limited
Address of Vashi

10) indramani Merchants Private Limited
Having office at Mumbai

11) Syndicate Management Service Pvt. Ltd.
' Ahmedabad

12) Centuéry Dealers, Calcutta

13) Giltage Management Services, Mumbai
And Cthers

—uesBeas e =84




o | Mravati
Form no.I-A
-No Q085125

FIRST INFORMATION REPORT ‘ %

(Under Section 154 Cr.P.C.)

1. Dist:Amravi, Police Station:Shirikotwali, Year:2002

FIR No. 75/02 Date:15/05/2002

2.() Act:LP.C. '  Sections: 406, 409, 420,468,34
(1) Act: =mm-mmmeomeens Section: __;___-_________________._
(e TI— SeCtioNS i-menmemememeeeeem .
(iv) Other Acts & Section:. -~---- =

---------------------

L]

3. (@) Occurrence of offence.: Day: Wednesday ‘Date:

From : 15/5/02 *Date To: Prior to 15/5/02
Time perfod: ~—memrommm oeeee

Time to from time to time

(b) Information received at P.S. Date: 15/05/2002

| CTIME: e Q'clock

. {¢ ) General Diary Reference: Entry No. 26/2002
Time: 14.30 O’clock



4. Type of Information : e

Written / Oral : written

5. Place of Occurrence: (a) Direction and distance
from P.S.: mom oL

Beat No. : ---- mmm—e—— -

(b) Address of Occurrence: In the office bf
The Amfavatl People’s
Co-operative Bank Ltd, Amravati
Daiarai Market,

Amravat]

'(c: ) In case, out the limit of this Police Station :- :

Name Of P.S.: —memme oo

6. Complainant/Informant Address;-

(2) Name: Shri Babarao
{b) Father’'s name: Shri Janrao Blhade
(c ) Date of Birth & Age: 53 yrs

(d) National: Indian ,



('e) Passport No.: -~

Date of issue: -

Place of issue: --

(f) Occupation: Service ~ Divisional Assistant
Registrar, Co-operative Society

(Accts Audit), Amravati Division,

(@) Address: residing at Khatri Banglow,

Camp Road,

Amravati

Detalls Name & Address of known
/suspected/unknown.accused with full pafticulars
(Attach separate sheet, if necessary)

Accusec_i 1) Shri vasantrao pandurangji‘ Savurkar,
f/o Bhéji Bandar 2) Ishwardas Raosaheb, Home
Hills E;ldg 3) Dinakar Wamahrao Sahel_,' Kulimi Nagar
4) Ragudad Sakharam  r/o:Shil Nilkanthchandi

5)Ghanshyam Lahanuji Mudgal r/0:Nilkanth Chawk



AT

6) Yograj Bhaskarial‘ Gupta r/o:Chunabhatti 7}
Chandulal Champala! Killa r/o:Sharada Nagar 8)
Sanjay Kishorabhal, r/o:Sa'uéhf Saraf Nagar 9)
Sac?as.hi\l/ Punnajl Masukarel r/o:Vilas Nagar 10)
Dnyaeshwar Maf;adeorao .Mé!ode r/o:Wadafen"
Namale 11) Ajara Bhaskarao Gandhe r/o:Janardhan
Bhavan 12) Rané}a Marutac.)_" Kathf: r/o:Ranarde
Bagich‘é 13) Jayshree Yashwantrao patil ,
r/o:Behind -Mall 14) M_ayg Divakar Ganu
r/o:!\ltarayannaglar 15) Garakr Kar{wade, ‘rfo:
- Ganpura, Director 16) Susaaar Narayan Joshi-
Manager Director 17) Ml'hiF Tryambakrao Muthikar-
Manager 18) M.P.Bhagwat,r/oHighrise, Shivneri 19)
Ketan Sheth, Chairman, Giitez ‘Mkanagemenr_t

Services having address at 103 Liberty Apartment,



Sarojini Road, Vile Parle(West),Mumbal.

Physical features, deformities and other details of

the suspect:

(Not arrested

Sex Date/ Build [Height [Comple |Identifi
. Year of Incms | xion cation
Birth Marks
1 2 3 4 5 6
Deform | Teeth Hair Eyé Habit(s) | Dress
ities/ - Habits
peculiari
ties
&) 7 8 8 S 10
Languzges/ PLACE OF
Dialect _
I Burn Leuco Mola Scar Tattoo
| Mark Derma 1
| ]
13 14 15 116 17 18
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These flelds will be entered only if
complainant/informant gives any one or more particulars
about the suspect. This will be used only for the purpose

of preli@8minary retrieval to assist 1.0.

A database created wil} subsequently link one suspect in

several cases, If any

A comprehensive and complete data on all fields will

again be prepared when any accused arrested

Irrespective of previous susplcion

8. Reason for delay in reporting by the
Cbmpfainant/lnfcr‘mant:

Immediateiy

9, ° Particulars of properties stolen and Involved (Attach

hecessary separate sheet If necessary):-

T A e e oy T S e s e o
_.-.__-..._-.-.__-_-.-..-_---..-..--—--_“...___...___—.._._.._—.._..__-..—_..-_-.._

-
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12.

.-......---n----——.—------—-—----....,_.—..--—-_—-——-—_-——.—---—--—---q

F.I.R. Contents (Attach separate sheets, if
required‘)h The brief of this case‘is‘ that at the
ébove mentioned date, time and place, the accused
Nos.1 to 20 In consplrac;/ with e;ch other In dealing
of -purchase—sale | of bonds transactions “ by
contravening thé norms of Reserve Bank of India
made r.bond Investment through prilvat;e broker
combany M/s Giltez Management Service, Mumbai
for sum of Rs.4.04 crora (fc_)ur crore and four lakh

only) for purchase of Indian Govt. security bond

- and further invested the sum of Rs.5.66.50 crores

- {Rupees five corer sixty six lakh and fifty thousand

only) with another Eroker M/s Century Dealer,
Mumbai totaling Rs.9.70.50 (Rupees Nine corres

seventy lakh and fifty thousand only)however

S¢curity bonds are not available with the bank,
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Hence above accused In conspiracy have
misappropriated the public rhoney hence they have
committed offence of financial loss and cheating to

the bank and complaint against above accused

have been lodged for further investigation.

Action taken: Since the above report reveals

commission of_bffence(s) u/sec. as ment“ioned at
Item No.2, registered the case and took up the
Investigation / dfrected 0 =mmmmmmm e m e |
Rank: S to take up the
investigation / Refused investigation / transferred

0 ~= e Police Station, Amravati on

o

point of jurisdiction,.
F.ILR. read over to the Complainant/Informant,
admitted to be correctly recorded and a copy'glven

to the Complainant/Informant free of cost.

14. Sd/-

Signature and Thumb Impression
Of the Complainant/ Informant.
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i Sd/-
’ ' : Signature of Officer
- Incharge, Police Station
Name: Punjabrao
Chinujl Bavanshake
Rank: HC, No: 67
NO:-~=mrmm e g

15. Date and time of dispatch to the Court:-=-nmmmnrmo-

Re :With regard to récording offence relating to
finanéial embezziement/ misappropriation
committed in People’s Co-operative Bank
Ltd. Amravati in investment of Government

security bonds as per order dated

14.11.2001 from officer of Prant Police

=

Station, Amravati...
Sir,

e Is submitted that from report of p}-enminafy
inquiry, it Is found that the investment made by People‘s
Co_—operative Bank Ltd. Ah1ravati in government security
bonds Is not safe hencé as per visit paid by ofﬂcéfs of

office of Divisional Assistant Registrar, Co-operative
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Soclety ( Accts Audlt) Amravati and inspected the
investment made in security bonds when the following

securities net made avaiiable for Inspection as detail-

below:-

Date of Face Value | Purchase Name of State/

purchase of , price broker Central

securities ‘ :

22/1/2002 | 4.00 or T40 & Glltezl .+ Indian
Management Govt
Services Ltd

| Mumbai

26/3/2002 | 5.50 cr. 5.66.5 cr. | Century Indian
Dellght Pvt. | Govt
Ltd, Mumbai

9.50cr. |9.75cr

The above invested securities are not avallable with
bank hence this issue is very serious In nature and
h.ence it appears that t'hel‘.concerned have committed
breach of trust with the bank in this investment dealing.
The detalls of this investment are as per following:-

1) Through Giltez Management Servfces Ltd Mumbai the

bank purchased securitles of 4.00 crores before

S



20.6.2000 as bank had already purchased the same.
Bank aiso purchased 198.50 lakh govt. securities on
19/7/2000 and security of Rs.199.30 lakh totaling

397.87 lakh and its face value is Rs.4.00 cr. 'I_;his
mu.ch huge amoOunt securities (GOI 2020 Certificate
Nos. Gdr 1 to 8 each of Rs.50.00 lakh @ 70%) of
Rs.47034333.32 lakh sold directly and from this
amount "GOI. 2017 @ 8.07% of Rs.4.00 crore
purchased directly for sum of Rs.4.04 crore. On
2‘9/1/200’-2 GOI 2 No.20-ANC from 3 to 8 each of
Rs.50.00 lakh of Rs.4.00.crore securitief;r vide ban‘k‘
letter No. 20.02 dated 28/1/20062 transferred to
Giltez Management Services, Navi Mumbai . The
bank sold GOI 2020 @20.70% of Rs.4.00 crores
securftiesu'and in lieu of that took GOI 2011 @ 8.07%

rate of Rs.4.00 crores securities on 29/1/2002 2011

@ 8.07% rate of Rs.4.00 crore securities on

22/1/2002. But after 25/1/2002, as decided earlier,



8x

after completion of 35 days perlod, the bank has not
recelved from Giltez Management Services the said
GOI 2017 @ 9.07% Rs.4.00 crore securities till

6/5/2002 and not found at the time of inspection.

2) Through Century: Delux Pvt. Ltd Mumbal —securities

purchase  of Rs.5.50 ¢, The bank had already

purchased govt. security bonds of GOT 2014 bearing

.certificate no. 59 to 69 @ 10% of Rs.2.00 crore GOI

2014 certificate nd.SS and 56 @ 10.50% of Rs.2.00
crore and G012014 certificate_ho. 521,'522 Rs.1.50
crore.(In this way, It appears that the govt. security
of 5.50 ¢r worth sold afrectly through above broker
;For Rs.3,4032347.48 and GOI9010@7.50% the sum
of Rs. 5.50 crore secu_rities pﬁrchased on 22/3/2002
for sum of Rs.5.66.5 crores. In this transaction the
Bank on 7.3.2002 vide bank Ie£t4er n0.2482/01/Q2 )

transferred 5.50 er.rupees security to Giltz Manager
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Service,. ‘Mumbai. But in lieu of that the bank has not
rgceived till date the govt.securities either from Glitz
Management Ser_vlces, or from Century Dealer Pvt.
Pvt. . From this it appears that bank hadlin\l/ested in
gdvt. securitles of total amount of Rs.9.50 crore. In .
this lnvestmént fﬁe ban“ have aétual In possession
the said Onvested securities.  Even then when
inspection of sale~-purchase of securitles transaction
done, it is noticed that the bank had in the past made
transactlén of sale-purchase of govt. securities by
contravening the directfohs of RBI which was given to
the bank earlier and bank has done thlie transaction
through unauthorized broker/firm resulting loss
caused to the bank to tune of total Rs.9.60 lakh,
When above bol:h! brokers héve' no Eecognlzatlon of
CEBL how bank made transaction with them. When it
is binding to make such transaction-through&AGL

department and If ff prior ¥o making such deal |
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through authorized brokers, it is necessary to invite
quotation  and hence mot doing sd‘ch deal and
‘through authorized broker that means not observing
thé directions of RBI and not o;:;serveg the orders of
RBI. As’per RBI circuiar déted 9/6/2001, it is binding
to deal sale and pur;:haée of secﬁrities through AGS
by opening account with them however the board of
director has pufchased sucirtités through borker for
surﬁ of :Rs.50.000 lakh, This matter was kept before
board of director énd this informati8on has given by
Bank Manager Dlrector.to' Board ‘c;f director and even
diScussI‘on was held on this invgstment and approval
was g!ven to the action of this investment and such
resolution has. been passed on 31/1/2062 vide
resolution no.14(4) and Yesofuflon no.12 passed In

meeting dated 28/3/2002. However there is no

reference of n_an‘ie of saild broker and other
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information and correspondence _of ;actlon In this
resolution. Similarly for conducting purchase-sale

deal of _éecuriti_es, the resolution made by board of
director from time to time are contrary to byelawé of
bahk and to whole deal of tﬁis bank thé board of
director .‘has 'g[ven. .alpproa‘val which is Hlegal in all
respect. When to.'taf inspection oi‘ all deal of sale
made, Ift- Is found that bank had already been ma“d'e
deal of purchase of govt. securlfies by contravening |
thé guidance/direction of RBI has coﬁducted deai
through u‘nauthor.ized b‘ro-ker and completed the deal
and govt. securities of thase deal are not with bank.
Due to thi.s deal, the bank has Suffered financlal Idss
. to Rs.970;5b lakh and +o to this aeal the Bank
Chair;man Shri Vasaqtrao Sarpurkar -is responsible,

Prior to this Manager (loan) Department as also _

broker Giltez Management Services Ltd Mumbai and



Century Deal Ltd are responsible for this investment.,
The above mentionad chairmaﬁ of bénk, board of

d!rector, Manager Director without p;"eservlng the
intérest of bank Has purchased pu}chase of securities
by over ruling ;zand has committed breach of trust in
misapprop‘riation df‘ Rs.950.50 laykh. It is therefore
requested to register Crlmlmal offence under provision
of Indian Penal Code against the chairman Shri
\fasant-r.ao Savurkar, Bank bo.ard of director and
Manaing Director Shri S.U.loshi » Bank officer Shri
S.T.Udfkar. Manager (Loan Deptt) and concern
brokerége firm Giltez Managément Service and
Century Dea!_ Pvt. Ltd Mumbal for embezziement of
g;nvt. security bonds. The written report of Babarao
Janrao Blhade , office of -Divlslonal Assistant
Registrar, Co-op. éocfety (Accts Audit) Amaravati

Division along with his statement recorded into
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Marathi for recording the offence and further

Investigation.
Sd/-
Babarao Janrao Bihade

Complainant

Before,
s5d/-

Shirkotwali Police Station

Amravati

Seal of this police statior:.

Pl
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ANNEXUREf-jz - -

Pune-Pimpari
Form no.I-A
No 0033684

FIRST INFORMATION REPORT 2?3

(Under Section 154 Cr.p.C.)

1. Dist: Pune, Police Station :Pimpari, Year:2002
M/@'%(
FIR‘\No.l 2/2002 Date:06/05/2002

2. () Act:1.P.C. Sections: 465, 467, 468,471
(ii) Act: -~-mmme ----- Séction: 406,408,420, 34 of IPC
(i) Acti--mommmaeos Sections - ~-—-ommm

3. (a) Occurrence of offence: Day: ~--m--m--m-- Date:

From : July.2001 *Date To: 6/5/2002
Time period; ---———-conci o Time from:-----—---
Time tg from time to time

(b) Information recfeived at P.5. Date: 3/05/2002

" Time: 19.00 O'clock

(¢ ) General Diary Reference: Entry No. 30/2002
Time: 19.00 O’clock

4, Typé of information ; Misappropriation
Written / Oral : written

5. Place of Occurrence: (a) Direction and distance

. from P.S.: ——mmem T
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Beat No. ~Mohan Nagar Chawkie
(b) Address of Occurrence: In the office of
Sadguru Jangaii Maharaj
Co—operative Bank Ltd
Chinchwad
Pune

(¢ ) In case, out the limit of this Police Station :-

6. Complainant/Informant Address:-
(a) Name: Shri Changdev Yashwant Pingle
(b) Father’s name: Shri Yashwant Pingle
(¢ ) Date of Birth & Age: 40 yfs
(d) National: {ndian '
(e) Passport No.: --
~ Date of issue: --
Place of issue: --
(f) Occupation: Servicer
(g) Address: residing at Gera River side Building
Bund Garden Chawk, |
Koregaon Park, Pune-1

Plot No. 6A



Details Name & Address of known

(Attach separate sheet, if necessary)

s~

/suspected/unknown accused with full particulars

Accused 1) Shri Bhagchand Agarwal 2) Shri Umesh

Inamdar 3) Prakash Avale 4) Sunil Mandalikar 5)Ashok

Kulkarni 6)Dyaneshwar Gundappa Devkule 7) Santosh

Vithoba Gaikawad 8) Sunilkumar Mohanlal Lunavat 6)

panikial BomUmatghaIpa!i‘ 10) Janardan Ramchandra

Vadavakar 11) Naresh Sohanlal

Gupta 12) Nivrutti

Narayan Patil 13) Sitaram Mahadev Sutar 14) Arvind

Gopal Deshpande 15) Mrs.Shobha Shankar Kilekar 16)

Mrs. Sakshi Sham Udas 17) Sri Jog 18) Shri Umakant

Mungi 19) Ketan Sheth 20) Sanjay Agarwal 21) N.S.

Trivedi -

El

Physical features, deformities and other detalls of

the suspect:

(Not arrested)

Sex Date/ Build Height | Comple |Identifi
Year of tIncms | Xion cation
Birth Marks
1 2 3 4 5 6




4 |
Deform |Teeth [Hair | Eye | Habit(s) | Dress
Jdties/ Habits
peculiari
ties
6 7 8 8 9 10
Languages/ PLACE OF
Dialect
Burn Leuco J Mole Scar Tattoo
Mark |Derma
13 14 15 }16 17 18
! - -— -
) ) |
{
]
!
L
These fields will be entered only if
complainant/informant gives any one or more particulars

; about the suspect. This will be used only for the purpose

of preli8minary refrieval to assist 1.O.

A database created will subsequently link one suspect in

several cases, if any

A comprehensive and complete data on all fields will

again be prepared when any accused arrested

irrespective of previous sSuspicion




10.

11.

12.

Reason for delay in reporting by the

Complainant/Informant:

Immediately

Particulars of properties stolen and involved (Attach

necessary separate sheet if necessary):-

F.I.R. Contents (Attach separaté"sheets, if
required) >

At the above mentioned Date, time and place, the
accused Nos.1 to 21 in conspiracy with e{:lch other
in dealing of purchase-saié_ of bonds by
contravening the norms of Reserve Bank of India

and not doing dealing through SGC Department



13.

29¢

made bond investment through above private

]

company and in that respect made ‘forged entry in
bank reguister have committed misappropriation of
Rs.4_2.‘82 crores and interest thereon Rs.5.71
totaling of Rs.48.53 crore amount and thus have
com._mitted offence of financial loss and cheating to

the bank and complaint against above accused

have been lodged.

Action taken: Since the above report reveals
comn*;lssion of offence(s) u/sec. as mentioned at
Item No.2, registered the case and took up the
investigation / directed to Shri S.Y.Mohite

Rank: Sr. Police Inspector to take up the
investigation / Refused investigation / transferred
to Pimpari Police Station, Mumbai on ‘point of
jurisdiction. |

F.I.LR. read over to the Complalnant/lnformant,
admitted to be correctly recorded and a copy given

to the Complainant/Informant free of cost.
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Signature and Thumb Impression
Of the Complainant/ Informant.

Sd/-
Signature of Officer
Incharge, Police Station
Name": M.K.Nigude
Rank: PSI, NO:-==——-—ouo

15. Date and time of dispatch to the Court: 18/2/05

STATEMENT

Date: 8/5/2002

Shri Changde\) Yashwant Pingle, aged 40 vyears,
Occupation - Service, residing at residing at Gera River
side Buliding, Bund Garden Chawk, Koregaon Park,
Pune-1, Plot No. 6A.

I, on behaif of the government hereby give this
complaint in writing that 1 am as described above
residing ét aforesaid address along with my family
members and I work as Dist. Special Accounts Auditor in
office of Dist. Special Account Auditor Class-1, Co-

operative Society, at Porwal Building, Laxm] Road, Pune-
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30. Through our said office, the accounts auditing of

registered co-operative societies / banks etc are being

examined /scrutinized as 'per Co-operative Act.

I say that I received an official order on 4/5/2002
from Co-operation Commissioner & Registrar, Co-

operativé Society, Maharashtra State Pune being order

-

No. Outward No.U.Bank/Sadguru Jangali Maharaj,

Bank/Acctts Audit/2002 for making audit of Sadguru

Jangli Maharaj'Co-operative Bank Ltd, Pune on account
of malpractice in government security bonds and
directed me gfter audit submit the detail special report.

As the said bank have its head office at Prestige

- Complex, 3™ floor, Anand Mulsi Marg, Chinéhwad Pune-

19 hence I and my colléague by named 1) Shri Karande
B.B., 2) Mrs, Usha Salunke 3) Shri V.S.Bhoite 4) Shri
$.T.Shinde and 5) Shri S5.R.5anap came to bank on
5/5/2002 and scrutinized the account upto 6/5/2002
and by prepanéd éuch aud_it report and submitted the
same to Hon. Co-operation Commissioner, Maharashtra

State Pune on 7/5/2002.

I say that while preparing the said audit report,

it came to my notice that the said bank at end of

)
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31/2/2002, the net period demand liability was
Rs.2,66,00,63,002/-. As per circular no. UBD-7/R—Cir-
19/16.26.00/2000-2002 dated 22/10/2001 of Reserve

bank of India, it was necessary to invest 15% of total

net period demand liability in government security

bonds. However the said bank has shown that they have

invested '32.30% amount in govt. security bond.

Similarly in the last three years till end of March,
the bank has shown that they have invested in govt
security bonds the following amount which is given

hereunder as under:-

Sr. No. Year Invested Amt

1. 2000 24,66,85,000/-
| 2. 2001 59,83,00,000/-

3. 2002 86,12,10,000/-

Though_ it was as above, even then at end of 31/3/2000,
in report and in statutory accounts audit report at end of
31/3/2001 in remarks of investment , it mentioned that
investment have physically checked however thereafter
that is after 31/3/2001, as mentioniéd below, it was

noticed that the available Security were sold to Home

. Trade Ltd. Vashi, Navi Mumbai which seen from entries

.

2o
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made in investment register and its details is as per

following:-

Sr. No. Date - Detaiis of security. Face Value

1. 7/7/2001 10.47% GOI 2015 15,00,00,000/-
2. 7/7/2001 10.47% GOI 2015 04,00,00,000/-
3. 7/7/200i 10.47% GOI 2015 11,00,00,000/-
4. 7/7/2001 10.50% GOI 2010 . 20,00,00,000/-

"TOTAL ... - 50,00,00,000/-

Thus, as per ébbve, aftelr sale of securities and in
ahéad 'period, some of the transactions made at various
dates , it is found that without giving custody of actual
lsecurities only book entries héve been made. Similarly,
in some of the transactions om 19/9/2.001 towards
purchase of security of GOI 2012 Rs. 5 crore at 9.40%, ,
the bank has actually paid Rs.4 crore to Home Trade Ltd
and according to this at lend of 30/9/2001 it was
expected to.receive security of worth Rs.65 crores from
Home Trader Ltd to the Bank and thereafter out of this

the Home Trader Ltd company has returned securities to
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the bank as per foilowing details:- -

Sr. | Details Date of Total Actual | Actual | Actual
No. purchase invest | receipt | ¢given | Date of
ment receipt of
security
1 9.40%G0I12012 17.9.2001 500 - 5.00 -
2 10.18%G0I12026 | 20.9,2001 10.00 -5.00 5.00 3.1.2002
3 10.18%G0OI2026 | 20.9.2001 106.00 - 10.00 --
4 9.40%GOI1204 2 20.9.2001 20.00 - 20.00 --
5 | 9.35%GO12011 | 20.9.2601 | 16.50 10.00 |- 1.12.3001
: ‘ andi4,12,
. 2001
each of
5c¢r.
6 6.30%G012011 20.9.2001 10.00 4.00 6.00 10.1.2002
TOTAL .. 65.00 |19.00 | 46.00 | ---

Out of this, the sum of Rs.5 crore in detail column

no.2 and Rs.4 crores mentiched in column no.6 have

" actually transferred in SGL and such certification letter

=

of Stock Holding Corporation is with bank. The
securities of 10 crores mentioned In column no.5 have
been submitted by bank on 19/4/2002 to Reserve Bank
of India for transfer and such receipt is with bank office.
Because of this, the bank actually have received 19
crores of securities however from the above mentioned

details of record, it is actually are being seeing the

-




Securities of sum of Rs.46 crores,

~
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Thereafter towards

sécurity, the Home Trader Ltd the bank have received

9.98 crore on 9.2.2002, on 8/9/2002 the sum of Rs.2.96

crores, on 28/3/2002 the sum of Rs.1 crore totaling

Rs.13.04 crores have been received by bank.

While looking to above all entries, it Is observed

that till end of 31/3/2002, the Home Trader Ltd not

réceived securities of sum of Rs.36.29 crores and they

have shown only book

foHowing‘:—

entry and its details is as per

Sr | Narne of shown | Date

Fave Premijum Shown Total
securities . value | shown interest payment
0. shown shown to
Home
Trade Ltd
B.07%GID2017 25.2.2002 | 5 ¢r. ! 12500000 392291.67 54517291.67
o
10.25%GI02015 25.2.2002 [ 5 cr. f 13,060,000 113888.89 ’ 54138888.89
9.85%GI02015 125.2.2002 (11cr | 24200600G 3732055.56 | 137932044 .56
i
9.81%GI02013 25.2.2002 | 510cr ‘[ 10149000 1111800.00 | 62250800.00

9cr | 5450000

1472775.00 ' 96962775.00

8.07%GI02017

5 7 8.07%GI02017 /28.3.2002
,,28.3.2002

1.15¢cr [ 724500

TOTAL ...

36.25 | 17888500

|
'
1
1
|
'l
cr |
[

188187.92

12412687.92

8035999,04

428224499.04

r
-
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It is noticed from the above chart that as per book
entry of securities the face value shown Rs.36.25 crore
+ shown premium amt of Rs.57.57 crore + shown
interest of Rs.80.36 lakh totaling Rs.42.82 crores has
been ﬁnarncially loss made to the bank. Due to this, the
said amount involved in  malpractice and while |
considering interest upon it at 16% from July 2001 to
April 2002, tﬁé saia interést IS coming to tune of Rs.5.71
crores and hence as per this it is very much clear that
embezzlement /malpractice has been made in the bank

and the bank has suffered total loss of Rs.48.53 crores.

When we personally were preparing audit report

relating malpractice in govt. security bond of Sadguru

Jangali Maharaj Bank, 't is very clear that the bank has

contravened the following rulings as under:-

1) When it was not expected to purchase securities
more than 5% from one broker, fhe purchase made
by bank is in excess and it was required to make
investment of Rs.1,490,000/- however, the bank
actually have made excess investment. Qut of this,

at the end of today, the security of sum of

.~



2)

3)

4y

5)

14 | goC

Rs.36.25 crores has not been received by bank

from Home Trader Ltd.

When Home Trader Ltd is not authorized broker for
security transaction even then these transactions

have been made through them.

All transactions made with Home ‘Trader Ltd have

been done excluding SGL Department.

No quotations are being invited from authorized
broker while making said transactions as also no
agreement have been made with Home Trader Ltd

for conducting these transactions.

-

Continuously from July 2001 onwards, only book

entries have been shown and have cheated to the

" bank in conspiracy with each other and thus have

committed malpractice of this amount.

The discussions heid ron this issue in the

meeting of board of directors of bank and accordingly

following mentioned members from director board of

bank,.some officer and auditor mentioned in this
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complaint application visited the office of Home Trader
- Ltd at Vashi and name of these persons are as under:-
1) Shri Mamanchand Agarwal - Diréctor
2) Shri Sunil Mandalikar — Director
3) Shri Janardan Vadavarkar - Director
4) Shri Nivrutti Patil — Director
5) Shri N.R.Votrikar - Ex. Director
6) Shri Umakant Murtri — Dy.Chlef Officer
7) shri Umesh Inamdar - Security Manager

8) Shri M.R.Mate - Auditor in complaint application

At the t?me of discussions between 1) Ketan Sheth
2) Sanjay Agarwal and 3)  N.S.Trivedi  with
representative of Home Trader Ltd company relating
how to make payment méhtioned :by bank in its note.
The directors of Home Trader Ltd shown their inability to
take custody of sécurities and in lieu of that they made
caléuiation approximately of totall securities ( and
premium) and interest thereon and told that they will
issue posféd cheque and by saying like this they gave
fourteen post dated cheques to the bank but till end of
10/6 the bank has not submitted any cheque in the bank

for recovery out of these received cheque. However, out
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-of post dated cheque amount of Rs.55 crore given ;o
bank by Home Trader Ltd, the bank have received the
Sum of Rs:13.94 crores out of total 55 crores of post
dated cheque and till end of today, there see the sum of
Rs.42 crores vet to receive by bank. The said amount of
Rs.42.82 crore is nearly the amount shown in
malpractice of security involved and hence it is proved

that the bank had taken 55 crore - cheques for the

amount involved in malpractice only.

While cohsidering all above issues it is noticed that
actual embezzlement of Rs,42,42,24,499/- have been
made and holding interest at 12% thereon the sum of

of Rs.5.71 crofes s coming makiné total Rs.48.53 crore
| financial loss iln rpalpractice of the bank and to this
malpractice following board of director/office bearers of
board of director/officers are responsibie, the details of

which are as under:-

In conspiracy wiﬁh Homé Trader Itd Vashi, the
responsibility of embezziement of sum of Rs.42.82 is
coming to Genera) Manager Shri Umesh Inamadar,
Mamanchand Agarwal, Investment committee members,

and directors as per following details:-
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2)

207
Shri Umesh Inamdar - General manager and
Mamanchand Agarwal Were entrusted all powers
and right for dealing w.ith govt securities
transaction as per resolution passed in Investment
Committee Meeting on 3/3/2000 as per Bye law
Nno.36(ix) of the Bank. Thus as per power Ithey got
as'per resolution, they conspired with Home Trader
Ltd without. doing transaction through $GL
Department they made transaction of purchase-
sale of govt. security through Home Trade Ltd

which can be seen from entries in the book.

Towards forged security shown, the premium and
interest thereon comes to Rs.5,76,88,590/- and
Rs.80,35,999/- respectively and have shown

deposited on account of Home Trader Ltd. Thus the

'ma!practice and misappropriation of total sum of

Rs.42.42 arores have been committed in these

transactions.

The investment committee and members'in board

of directors without taking any objection by making
surcharge in brokerage have committee negligence in

their duties and have helped to this malpractice.
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The meeting of Investment commlttee was held on
28/12/99 and as per resolution no.3 dated 12.12.2001
and resolution no. 2 dated 1.13-6-2001 and resolution
no.2&3, it was resolved that the dealings/transactions
should be made fhrough SLG. However without doing
S0, it is made through Home Trader Ltd. The members
I investment committee and members in board of
directors had got idea about the said malpractice from
time to time and it isg seen from the record that the
members of investment Committee , all directors, and
officers have been‘discussed on it jointly. However,’ it
appéars that ‘they did not make any compliance against
Home Trader Ltd to elther Police or Co-operation
Department or to Reserve Bank of Indla but they tried to
hide the said malpractice from them. Similarly in
meetlng of board of director dated 22/1/2002 in
resolution no. 8 it is mentioned about name in delivery,
regret and indemnity. However prior to this that is on
29/1/2002 at around 0.30 C'clock the director of Home
Trader Ltd Ketan Sheth. had é\ome to bank and that time
total 3 d'irectb‘n . ¥ Dank oﬂ-clfcers, Akshay Mate the
Internal AuditOr etc total ¢ PErson were present. And
hence it is observed that My Inamdar and Mamachand

Agrawal were aware about malpractice and in consplracy
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with Home Trader Ltd and they had discussed this

matter in the office.

Shri Umesh Inamadar tendered his resignation on
29/9/2001 from all affairs of bank when malpractice
/misappropriatien ameunt of Rs.42.82 was involved into
it. Thereafter Shri Jog resumed the post of General
Manager of bank‘ on 3/12/2001. ‘He has made false
entries of renewal of security transactions through book
entries only of face value on 25/2/2002 and 26/3/2002
and to this Shri-‘Jog, General Managér and Prakash Avati
are responsible. However the power for this purpose
were entrusted to Shri Abhinav Jivan vide resolution
no.10 held in meeting of board of diréctors on 1/2/2002.

The name of members of investment committee
and board of directors who helped to Shri Umesh
Inamdar and Shri Mamanchand Agarwal for committing
misappropriation of securities are as- under:-

1) Prakash Afa!e—chairman.(Ihvestment Committee
member)
2) Sunil Madakikar - Directovr (Inv.Committee member)

3) Ashok Kulkarni - -"-

4) Dyaneshwar Dhundavan Devkunle-Vice Chairman-
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Member of Board of Director

5) Santosh Vithoba Gaikwad- P.R. Director

6) Lautkuma‘r Mohania! Lunavat - Director

7) Manikial Bodhumal Malpani — Director

8} Janardhan Ramchandra varadkar — Director
9) Naresh Joharilal Suman - Director

10) Nivrutt Narayan Patil - Director

11) Sitaram Mahadev Sugandh - Director

12) Arvind Gépal Deshpande- Diréctor

13) Mrs. Shobha Shankar Killedar-Director

14) Mrs. Jayashree Sham Udas ~ Director

It is very much clear that only book entries have
been made since the month of July 2001 hence along
with other all members, whole responsibility of  this
malpractice automaticaily .come on members of bhoard of
directors. Similarly the present General manager Shri
Jog is also responsible along with members qof board of
directors 'as he has made false entries of security
transactions. Similarly the challans of said transactions

have been released by Shri Ufnakant Muntri hence it is

clear that he had also helped to this embezziement.
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It is therefore submitted that during the period
from July 2001 to 6/5/2002 the investment committee
members of Sadguru Jangli Mahéfaj Co-operative Bank
having office at Prestige Complex, Third floor, Anand
Guruji  Marg, Cha;nchwad, Puh_e—lg viz. 1) Shri
Mamanchand Agarwal 2) Shri Umesh-Inamadar Mali,
General Manager 3) Prakash Aphale, Inv.Committee

Member & chairman 4) Sunil Madalikar, Inv.Committee

Member & director 5) Ashok Kulkarni, Inv. Committee
Member & Director 6) Dyaneshwar Dhundappa Devkule,
Vice Chairman & Director 7) Santosh Vithoba Gaikwad,
PRO Director 8) Lalitkumar Mohanial Lunlavat, 9)

Maniklal Bodhumal Malyali 10) Janardhan Ramchandra

Vadharkar 11) Mahesh Haherilal Gupta 12) Nivruti

| Narayan Patil 13) Sitaram Mahadev Subandh 14) Arvind
Gopal Deshpande 15) Mrs. Shobha Shankar Killedar 16)"

Mrs, Jayashree Sham Udas 17) present General Manager

shri Jog 18) Bank officer Shri Umakant Muntri conspired

with 1) Ketan Sheth 2) Sanjéy Agarwal and 3)

N.S.Trivedi of Home Trader Co. Ltd and by contravening

the rules of Reserve Bank of India have committee
malpractice in transaction of sale-purchase of Govt .

- Security bonds without making these transaction

through SGL Department and made forged entries in
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=bank register have committed malpractice for total tune
of Rs.42.82 crores and interest of Rs.5.71 crores caused
financial loss totaling amount of Rs.48.53 crores and
have committed cheating to the bank. Hence I have

legal complaint against these person on behalf of the

government.
Hence given this statement in writing
Sd/-
Complainant
Before,
Sd/-

Sr. Police Inspector
Pimpari Pelice Station

Pune.
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W{ o K No-CSTor_at (5 g.on ANNEXURE-P-18
. ; 1) District J Pune 3(9./’

o

| Police Station " | Vishram Bang
' CR No. - | 85/2002
| Date - 115/5/2002
3'.72)'i) Act - 1IPC ST - 'J
| Section o 406 409, 420 r/w 34 of IPC
Do -
'3) a) Occurance of | Date to 30/3/2002
offence

bfjmlnformataon received | Date 15/5/2002
w at Police Station Time 16.15

|_4)Type of Information : | Scam of Security and cheating

| Written
|i"5-)"P!ace of Occurance o -
; a) Direction and Towards South 1.2 km.
’ Distance from
PS. |
BeatNo”  [|Madai
{ '5') Address I SovanyugSahkari Bank Ltd.

| : ‘Marne. Heights, 1102/10/11,
| lBudhwarPeth Pune.

| c) In case thé N.A.
outside  limit of
this police station
then the name of
P.S. - |

8)Complainant |




48

| (a)Name DadabhauNiloba Kale
(b)Father's /| Niloba Kale T
; N Husband's Name |
’ """" 'W(C)Date /" Year of|33 J
| Birth |

3 (d)Nationality Indian

(
(e)Passport No.

(f) Occupation

Date of Issue Place of Issue
Service |
Special Auditor, Class If, J

Co-operative Organisation |

© (g)Address

Flat No.4, Kalpashree Apartment
Bombay Sappers Coiony,
Vadgaon, Sheri, Pune — 16,

i’

“'/"W)Mljtails of known /

suspected / unknown

'accused with fuli

" particulars -

|
! «

8) Reasons for defay in
I reporting by the

.r Complainant / Informant

- Accused — Director Board of:

SuvanyugSahakari Bank Limited, |
Marne Heights, 1102/10/11,
BudhwarPeth,

7 Chairman |
UlhasNathobaKalokhe and 18"
others, Managing Director Suresh:!
Shivajirao Kale and Director off
Home Trade Limited such as:
Sanjay Agarwal and 3 others‘5
totally 22. |

- Without delay

2

Particulars of

- Scam of amount of Rs. 5.65 Lakh
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 Properties  stolen /] of Members and depositors of
involved (Attach | Bank and clheéting with Members .
Separate sheet If | and Depositors of Bank. l
necessary) .
“10)” Fotal Value of | 565 Lakh |
properties  stolen  /

involved

' 11) Inquest Report /|NA. - )

5 a
U D. Case No., ifany.

12) "FIR,

| (Attach separate sheets,

contents

if required)

The Complainant's Complaint inj
this regard is that on above
referred date and time, |

abovementioned. Accused __and;‘

| Director of Home Trade, Director 1 i

to 3 by doing collusion has madei
misappropriation of the money of:
shareholders and depositors ofé
bank to the tune of Rs. 5.64 Crores :
therefore this complaint is lodged

as above.

13) Action taken:

Since the above re_pf)rt" révea!s;
commission of'offence(s) u/s as}
mentioned at item No.2, registered
the case and took up the
investigation / directed Mr. S.M.
GaikwadSaheb Rank Senior Police -
Inspector to take up the -

investigation / refused investigation

0t
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i / transferred to P.S. Vishrarﬁ'évéudi

Police  Station ~ on  point of

jurisdiction.

F.I.R. read over to the complainant / informatior, admitted to be
correctly recorded and a copy given to the complainant /
informant free of cost.

14} Signature’ / Thumb | Signature of the Office-in-

; impression of the | charge Police Station

| Complainant | Name - AR. Shikhare |
; | Rank - Assistant Police |
! Inspector
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F(Ka.. '&‘Nc"gf/t)ﬂ#(‘g‘_q_h_wjbg " No 602913 ! |
= FIRST INFORMATION REPOQ:% Blea] 1. [6 P

(Under Section 154 Cr.P.C.)

- 1. Dist:Mumbai, Police Station:L.T.Marg, Year:2002

2. (i) Act:I1.P.C. ' Sections: 409,420,120(b),114
(if) Act: ~=mrmmmmmmmo- Section:~==---=====-an--
(i) ACtiemmsmmnmmninne SACLIONS mmmanmnm e m e m e mmmmnn
(lv) Other Acts & Section:-~=-=rmremmecme e

3. (a) Occurrence of offence: Day! -~--~~-rrmau Date:

From : 23/8/2000 *Date To: 4/3/2002

(b) Information received at P.S. Date: 16/05/2002
Time: 13.45 QO'clock
{c ) General Diary Reference: Entry No. 36/2002

Time: 13.45 Q’clock

4. Type of information : Written —personally
Written / Oral : written

5. Place of Occurrence: (a} Direction and distance
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from P.5.: 2 KM towards North from police
station N Beat No. 3

(b) Address of Occurrence: In the office of
| Raghuwanshi Co-op. Bank Ltd.
276/286, Kalbadevi Road,
Mumbai -2
tc ) In case, out the limit of this Police Station :- :

Name of P.S.: =-==s=nmncnmv --—-- Police Station

6. Complainant/Informant Address:-
(a) Name: Shri Vilas Kulkarnl.
(b) Father's name: Rajaram Kulkarni
(c ) Date of Birth & Age: 57 vears
- {d) National: Indian , |
o (e) Passport No.: .--
| Date of issue: --
Place of issue: --
(f) Occupation: Service
(9) Address: residing at Pratibha Co-op.Hsg.Socy
| A Wing, 2"7d floor, Block No.301
br. Ambedkar Chawik,
Karjat, Dist - Raigad

Phone (Office): 757 1307



7, Detalls Name & Address of known

Ja!

/suspectéd/unknown accused with full particulars

(Attach separate sheet, if necessary)

Physical features, deformities and other details of

the

suspect:

1) All Directors and General Manager of

Raghuwanshi Co-op.‘,Bank Ltd. Mumbai

2) Home Trade Ltd., Vashi, Navi Mumbai

8. Physical features, deformities and other details of

the suspect:-

Identifi

Sex ' Date/ Build Height Comple

' Year of Incms |xion cation

Birth ‘ Marks

1 2 3 <4 5 6
Deform | Teeth Hair Eyé Habit(s) | Dress
ities/ : o o Habits
peculiari
ties
6 7 8 3 9 10
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-Languages'/ PLACE CF
Dlalect ' :
3 Burn | Leuco |Mole Scar Tattoo
Mark Déerma o
13 114 15 16 17 18
These fields will be ~ entered only if

corﬁplainaht/informant gives any one or more particulars
about the Sus;)ect. This will be used only for the purpose

of preli8minary retrieval to assist 1.0.

A database created will subsequently link one suspect In

several cases, if any

A comprehensive and complete data on al! fields will
again be prepared when any accused arrested

Irrespective of previous suspicion

8. Reason for delay In reporting by the
Complainant/Informant:
Offence recorded after receipt of documents from

Sr.P.I., General Branch,, CID, DCB, Mumbal.




e

10.

-11.

12,

Particulars of propertles stolen and Involved (Attach'
necessary separate sheet if hecessary):~ .

Net Cash Amount . of

Rs.5,40,49,208=33ps

Total value of properties stolen/Involved:----=--==-==
Nei Cash Amount of

Rs.5,40,49,208=33ps

TR L 54 AL FE L Al R R e il AL S e e P st e o T e e T S e o S A e i e e gl o

F.I.R. Contents (Attach separate sheets, if

required):- At the above mentioned Date, time and
place, the accused Herei-n In conspiracy with each
other by accepting fhe suhj of Rs.5,40,49,208.33
from members' and depositors of bank‘in' deatl of
purchasing of Government Securityk Bonds Have
misappro_priateld by comm.ittlng breach of trué_t

hence offence .s recorded under provision of



)
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section 409, 420, 120(b), and 144 of IPC against

the éccused.

Action taken: Since the above report reveals
commission of offence(s) u/sec. as mentioned at
.Item No.z, registered the case and took up the
investigatfro.n l/ dlrected to Shri B.D.Adhav

Rank: P.S. I. to take up the investigation /

Refused investigation / transferred to ~~-------=rmamux

-- Police Station, Mumbai on point of Jurisdiction.

F.I.R. read over to the Complainant/Informant,
admitted to be correctly recorded and a copy given

to the Complainant/Informant free of cost.

14. Sd/- V.R.Kulkarni

Signature and Thumb Irnpi‘essioh
Of the Complainant/ Informant.

Sd/-~
Signature of Officer
Incharge, Police Station
Name: B.D.Adhav
Rank: Police Sub Inspectdr

]
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As the complaint of Complainant Shri Vilas

Rajaram Kulkatni, aged 57 years received by Sr. Police

Inspector, General Branch, CID, DCB, Mumbal hence by

treating It as the first information, this offence is

recorded accordfngly against above mentioned accused.

Before,

- Sd/-

Police Sub Inspector
L.T.Marg Police Station

Mumbai

Sd/-
ACP
17™" May, 2002

sd/-
Sr.PI.

17" May,2002

]
i
i

Sdy/-
P.I. (crime)
178" May0 2002



14a : Form: 2-D 3‘26

Form:4- o
DETAILS OF IDENTIFIABLE, NUMBERED OR UN NUMBERED GENERAL PROPERTIES INCLUDING

FIREARMS SEIZED / RECOVERED / STOLEN /INVOLVED

Dist: Mumbai P.S: L.T. Marg Year: 2002 FIR No.81 Date:16/5/2002
Sr. | Type |FEstimated : Quantit | Mak | Model |Numb | Special | Country #STO/ | Belong | Insura | Name
No | of Value . Y: e er Marks of | Of Origin [ REC/ ing - [nce of
. {proper | {in Rs.) -1 . |1dentifi- | SEI/INV {To Certific | comp
|ty cation Victim/ | ate any
‘ ' Accuse | No.
dor
aband
_ { oned |
1 ]2 3 4 5 [ 7 8 S 10 i1 {12 13-
1) |Net |Rs.5,40,49,20833 |-  |indi |- - - India Cheatin |- = |- -
Cash ' an ! g
amt. ' ‘
lof Rs.
#STO-Stolen, REC -Recovered, SEL- -Seized, INV-involved '
Sd/- .
| ' ' Signature of Investigation Officer
Sd/f- sd/- Sd/- :
ACP : Sr. P.1. PI (crime)

17" May, 2002 17% May,2002  17% MayQ 2002

— v —

oA {9«&%
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ANNEXURES-29 @ -
' 82t

EOW
Form no.I-A

No 335647

FIRST INFORMATION REPORT
~ (Under Section 154 Cr.P.C.)

1. Dist:Mumbal, Police Station:Santacruz, Year:2004
kR _
FIRAN0.298/04 Date:05/08/04

2. (i) Act: I.P.C. Sections: 409, 34
(ii) Act: ==memmmanmnen- SECHON t=m=mmmmmm e mm e
D W T —— T C——

- (iv) Other Acts &.Section:w-—-—--——————~---————————f———

3. (a) Occurrence of offence: Day: -~====smmeu- Date:
From :8/2/2002 *Date To: 22/3/2002

Time period: ~--=-caacw ccmaae Time from:-=------

(b) Information received at P.S. Date: 05/08/2004

o

T_ime: 17.30 O’clock
(c ) General Diary Reference: Entry N, ----=--amu-

Time: 17.40 O'clock

4. Type of information : Written / Oral : written

5. Place of Occurrence: (a) Direction and dist_ance
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from P.S.: 1 ¥2 KM towards North from police
station | | Beat No. 3
(b) Address of Occurrence: In the office of
M/s Giltez Management Services Ltd.
103 : Liberty Apartment
Sarojini Road, Vile Pérle(West)
" Mumbal -56
(c) In case, out the limit of this. Police Sta‘cion -

Name of P.S. 1 ~mmmr s

6.. Complainant/Informant Address:-

(a) Nahﬁe: Shri Shahrukh Barjor Vevaina

(b) Father’s name: Barjor Vevaina

(c) E)até of Birth & Age: 52 years

(d) National: Inc_iian .

(e) Pa.gssport No.: =--
Date of issue: --
Place of issue: --

(f) Occupation: Service ’

| (9) Address: residing at 513-5, Roya.l To\wer,r

1.C.Colony, Borivali (W) .

Mumbai~103

Tel: 28934875
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7. Detalfsi Name & Address of known

/suspected/unknown accused with full particulars

(Attach separate sheet, if hecessary)

Physical features, deformities and other details of

the suspect:

Ketan K, Sheth, Director of

- Glitez Management Services

and others...

8. Physlcal features, deformities and‘other detalls 6f

. the suspect:-

Sex Date/ | Build Height | Comple |Identifi
Year of In cms |xion cation
Birth ’ Marks

1 2 3 4 5 6

Deform | Teeth Hair Eye Habit(s) | Dress

ities/ ' Habits

peculiari

ties

6 7 8 8 9 10




e e I T A k%
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Languages/ PLACE OF
Burn Leuco ole Scar Tattoo
Mark Derma | -
13 14 15 18 17 18
These fields will be entered only if

complainant/informant gives any one or more particulars

about the suspect. This wlil be used only for the purpose

- of preli@minary retrieval to assist 1.0.

A database created will subsequently link one suspect in
several cases, if any

A comprehensive and complete data on all fields will
again be prepared when any accused arrested

irrespective of previous suspicilon

8. Reason for delay in reporting by the

Comp!alnant/lnfofmant:
Offence recorced after preliminary
Inquiry of letter received from Advocate for

complainant




10.

11.

i2.

33

Particulars of properties stolen and involved (Attach
necessary separate sheet If necessary):-
Misappropriation of net cash amounting

to Rs. 76,89,955-89ps

M - T L P R A L A w8 e Al e o

Total value of properties stolen/InVolved:-———--—~--;-

As rﬁentioned above

F.I.R. Contents (Attach separéte sheets, if

required):- At the above mentioned Date, time and
place, the accused herein in conspiracy with each
other by accepting the sum of Rs.86,58,955.89
from Complainant's Trust Fund for purchasing of
Government Secukity Bonds however the accused
did ndt'give the gbvefnment securlty bonds and

thus have committed unjustifiably the offence of

breach of trust hence offence is recorded under
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80—

provision of section 409 and 34 of IPC against the

accused.

Action taken: Since the above report reveals

commission of offence(s) u/sec. as mentioned at

Item No.2,' registered the case and took up the-
investigation / directed to Shri Anant Gaikawad
Rank: Police Sub Inspector to take up the
investigation / Refused investigation / transferred
to Economic Ofence Wing, Police Station, Mumbai

on point of jurisdiction.

F.I.R. read over to the Complainant/Informant,

®

admitted to be correctly vecorded and a copy given

to the Complalnant/Informant free of cost.

14. sSd/-

* Signature and Thumb Impression

Of the Complainant/ Informant.
| Sd/-
Signature of Officer
Incharge, Police Station _
Name: Anant Gaikawad
Rank: Police Sub Inspector
MO ~——mmme e



LY, S,

333

15. Date and time of dispatch to the Court: 6/08/04

The statement of Shri Shahrukh Barjor
Vevaina a‘ged 52 years,'Occupat.ion - Service, resldln_g
at 615 D Royal Tower, 1.C.I.C. Colony, Borivali (Wesg),
Mumlbai-400103 recorded by - Police.. Inspector,
deputation aﬁ Economic Offence Wing, CID by treating it
as the first information report and hence'the offence is

recorded accordingly.

Before,

8d/- K. Galkawad

Police Sub Inspector
Santacruz Police Station
Mumbai

Sd/~
TRUE COPY
EOW



CHARGE - 33“

ECONOMIC OFFENCES WING,
CRIME BRANCH, C.i.D., MUMBAI
C.R. NO. 50/04, U/SEC. 409,465,468, 471, 120 (B)IPC
(SANTACRUZ POLICE STATION, C.R. NO. 298/04)

FIRSTLY:-

That the arrested accused along with wanted
accused Sanjay Agarwal and Nandkishore Trivedi during

the - period from 30/10/2001 to 22 March 2002 at Office

of the Giltedge Management Services Ltd., 103 Liberty.

Apartment, Saréjini Road, Villeparle (West), Mumbai-400
056, in pursuance with the property to wit. Amount of
indianRs 96,03,,684/. In the capacitﬂy of bging broker of
committed® criminal breach of trust in respect to said

property and there by committed an offence punishable

under Section 409 r/w 120 of IPC.

SECONDLY:-

That the afbresaid accused persons on the
aforesaid date, time and place- in pursuance to
agreement and/or under criminal Conspiracy forged
cértain documentl to wit Bills of contract of Government

securities to commit fraud of the trusts of the complaint

At

TR e T e
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and witness and thereby committed the offence

punishable under section 465, riw 120(B) of IPC.

THIRDLY:

That the aforesaid accused persons on the aforesaid
date, time and place in pursuance to their agreement
and/or under criminal conspiracy with intend that the said
forged bills of contract used for the purpose of obtaining
monéy from the aforesaid trusts of the complainant and
witness and there by committed an offence punishable

under Section 468, r/w 120 (B) of IPC. ‘

L)

FOURTHLY:-

That the aforesaid accused persons on the
aforesaid date, time and place in pursuance to their
agreement and/or under criminal conspiracy used such
forged Bills of contract which they knew to be forged, by
Presenting it at the aforesaid trusts of the complainant
and witness and there by committed an offence

punishable under section 471 r/w 120 (B) of IPC.

Sd/-

Senior Inspector of Police
Economic Offences Wing,
Crime Branch, CID, Mumbai.

~

s TR Gof
T




_ ANNEXURES2r
| | 33€ EOW‘

No 324000

FIRST INFORMATION REPORT

(Under Section 154 Cr.P.C.)

1. Dist:Mumbai, Police Station:Santacruz, Year:2005

G =
FIRq 0,83 Date:17/02/05
.2, (1) Act: LP.C. Sections: 409, 34
(1) Act: ~~Fmcmmmmmeeee Section~~~r-merme e eccen
(D (T — « BOCLIONG = mmmmmnmmmmmmmnmmncmnnn
(iv) Other Acts & Section;-----=====vemmmr—roncrncaao
3. (a) Occurrence of offence: Day: ~r=-reeeneax Date:.

From :Nov.2001 *Date To.': —————————————————
Time period: ——---weennevans "!'ime fromi----~---
Time to 03704/2002
(b) Information received at P.S. Date: 17/02/2005
Time: 15.00 O'clock
(¢ ) General Diary Referencei Entry No. 31/2005
| Time: 15.00 O'clock
4. Type of information : Written / Oral : written
5. Pléce of Occurrence: (a) Direction and distanc,‘e
from P.S.: 1 1/; KM fr;om police s{:atlon

Beat No. 3

Form no.I-A



{NJ : (<

‘ {b) Address of Occurrence: In the office of
M/s Glitez Management Services Ltd.
103 : Liberty Apartment

Sarojini Road, Vile Parie(West)

Mumbal -56

(c) In case, out the limit of this Police Statlon :- :
Name of P.S.: Santacruz Police Station |

Dist :Mumbai

é. . Co-mpfafnant/informént Address:-
(a) Namé: Shri Sudhir Bipinchandra Shah, H.54yrs
(b) Fafher’s name: Bipinchandra Shah
(c ) Datg of Birth & Age: 10/2/1950
{d) Nartfo‘r:nal: Indian ,
(e) Passport No.: --
Date of issue; --
Place of issue: --
(f)-Oc.cu_patlon‘: Service
(g) Address: residing at B/307, Shrinath Apts.,
| ‘ S.V.P.Road, Borivali{Wast),

Mumbai-92.
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/suspected/unknown accused with full particulars

7. Details Name & Address of known

(Attach separate sheet, If necessary)
Physical features, deformities and other details of
the suspect:
Ketan K. Sheth, Director of
| Glltez ‘Manégement Services

and others...

8. . Physical features, deformities and other details of

the suspect:-

Sex Date/ Build Height' Comple | Identifi
Year of Incms | xion cation
Birth f '° Marks

1 2 3 (4 s 6

Deform |Teeth | Hair Eye | Habit(s) | Dress

ities/ ' Habits

peculiari

ties

6 7 8 8 9 10




L

Languages/ PLACE OF
Dialect _ 3 L _,
Burn Lleuco | Mele Scar | Tattoo
Mark Derma
13 - |14 15 (16 17 18
These  fields will be entered only i

complainant/informant gives any one or 'mor_e_particula:"s
about the suspect. This will be used only for the purpose

of preli8minary retrieval to assist 1.0.

A database created will subsequently link one suspect Iin

several cases, If any

-

A comprehensive and complete data on all fields will
again be prepared when any accused arrested

lrres_pect_ive of previous suspicion

8. Reason for delay in reporting by the

Complalnant/Informant:
Offence recorded after prefiminary

Inquiry,
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10.

11.

12,

-
N

QLo
Particulars of propertles stolen and Involved (At:tacﬁ

necessary separate sheet if necessary):-

Government Security Bonds

L o A A S A S A A 1 e R B T ) o o sy by $d o e o ) ok

Total value of properties stolen/involved;-~~=nmnamam=

Rs.35,77,316/-

4 .y At o e P A L g S P S R S R L L ke e il R T P

F.I.LR. Contents (Attach separate sheets, If

_required):- At the above ‘mentloned Date, time and

place, the accused herein in conspiracy with each

qther by acceptin-g the sum of Rs.35,77,316/- from
Complainant’s Mafatlal Company's Employees Trust
Fund for pu.rchaslng of Government Security Bonds-
however the accused did not give thé government
security bonds and thus have committed
‘unjustifiably the offence of breach of trust hence

offence is recorded under provision of section 409
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- and 34 of IPC against the accused.

' Action taken: Since the above report reveals

commission of offence(s) u/sec. as mentioned at

Item No.2, registered the case and took up the

Investigation / directed, to Shri Vilas Suryawanshl

Rank: A.P.I. to take up the investigation / Refused

- investigation / transferred to ~==--s--neummnoo- Police

Station, Mumbal on point of jurisdiction.

F.I.R. 'r'ead,over to the Complainant/Informant,
admitted to be correctly recorded and a Copy given

to the Comp!ainant/lnfqrmant free of cost.

»

i4. Sd/-

Signature and Thumb Impression
Of the Complainant/ Informant.

- Sd/-
Signature of Officer
Incharge, Police hSta.tlon
Name: Vilas Suryawanshi
Rank: Asstt. Police Inspector
NO:mmmmmmmmme o -

15, Date and time of dispatch to the Court: 18/2/05



The statement of Shri Sudhir Blpincharidra
Shah, Hindu aged 54 yé_ars recordéd by Police Inspector
‘Shri .P.B.Loke, Economic Offence Wing by treatlhg [t.as
the first lnforr'natlron rebor; and hence the offence Is .

recorded accordingly.

Before,

Sdj/-

Assistant Police Inspector
Santacruz Police Station
Mumbal | '

. sd/-
18" Feb, 2005 . 18M Feb. 2005

i
|
H



“CHARGE" 3¢(3

ECONOMIC OFFENCES WING,
CRIME BRANCH, C.1.D., MUMBAI
'C.R.NO.13/05, UISEC, 409, 420, 34 IPC
(SANTACRUZ POLICE STATION; C.R.NO.83/05)

NAME OF THE ACCUSED:-1) KetanKantilalSheth.
| 2) Sanjay Hariram Agarwal.
3) NandkishoreShankarlal
Trivedi.
4) SubodhchandDayalchand
Bhandari,

FIRSTLY:
That the above mentioned arrested accused No. 1 to 4
during the period from November 2001 to 03 April, 2002
at Office of thex Giltedge Management Services Ltd., 103,
Liberty Apartment, Sarojani Road, Vileparle (West),
Mumbai-400 056 and Home Trade Ltd.. InfoTech Park,
above Vashi Railway Station, Vashi. NaviMumbai in
furtherance of their common intention peing entrusted

with the property to wit amount of Rs. 92,95,096/- in the

capacity of broker committed criminal breach of trust in



respect of said property one thereby committed an

offence punishableunder section 409 riw. 34 of IPC.

Lastly:-

That the aforesaid accused persdns on ‘the aforesaid
date, timé and place in furtherance to their common
intention induced complainant& Witnesses to part with
property to wit amount of Rs. 82,95,096/- under pretext of
giv.ing Government Securities & there by cheated the
complainant & witnesses and théreby committéd an

offence punishable under section 420 riw 34 of IPC.

Sdf-

~ Inspector of Police

Economic Offences Wing,

) Unit-1, Crime Branch,
C.i.D., Mumbai.

o TRsss (A2 l

T
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
CRIMINAL ORIGINAL JURISDICTION
CRI, M. P. NO. OF 2021

IN
TRANSFER PETITION (CRL.) NO. OF 2021
IN THE MATTER OF:
Ketan Kantilal Sheth ....PETITIONERS
| VERSUS

State of Gujarat & Etc. Etc. ‘ ....RESPONDENTS

APPLICATION FOR STAY

To, | ‘ __
' The Hon’ble the Chief Justice of India and his
Companion Justices of the Hon’ble Supreme
Court of India.

The humble application of the Petitioners
abovenamed: .

MOST RESPECTFULLY PRAYED:

I. The petitioner is filing the prsent Transfer Petition under Section

406 of CRPC, 1973 secking transfer of 1) Criminal Case

" No.101878/2003 arising out FIR No. C.R.  No. 1-64/2002 Daled

30.07.2002 registered at Police Station Udhana, Surat, Criminal Case
No.9166/2002 arising out FIR No. ICR No. 274/2002 dated 02.07.2002

at Police Station Umra, Surat and Criminal Case No. 174/2003 arising



. e
out of FIR No. CR No. 1-226/2002 dated 30.08.2002 registered at Police
Station Rander, Surat pending before Additional Chief Judicial
Magistrate Surat, Criminal Case No.100521/2003 aris-ing out of FIR
No.I- 274/2002 dated 06.08.2002 registered at Police Station Varaccha,
Surat pending before Additional Chief Judicial Magistrate/ Judicial
Magistrate First Class, Surat, Criminal Case ‘N0.2778/2004 arisir;g out
of FIR/Mcase No. 3 of 2002 dated‘ 16.07.2002 registered at Police
Station Gandevi, Navsari pending before Additional Chief Judicial
Magistrate, Gandevi, Criminal Case No. 6840/2002 arising out of FIR
No. 1-93 of 2002 dated 18.08.2002 registered at Police Station, Navsai
Town, Navsari pending before Chief Judicial Magistrate, Navsari,
Criminal caserNo. 2121/2002 arising out of FIR No. I-119/2002 dated
10.06.2002 filed at Police station Valsad City, Valsad pending before
Chief Judicial Magistrate, Valsad, Criminal Case No.1578/2006 arising
out of FIR/M. Case no. 29/2002 dated 13.06.2002 registered at Police
Station, Vidya Nagar, Anand pending before Additional Chief Judicial
Magistrate, Anand, Criminal Case No.244/2002 arising out of
FIR/M.case No. 22 of 2002 (C.R. No. 1-226 of 2002) dated 7.6.2002
registered at Police Station Morbi pending before 2% ACIM, Morbi all

in Gujarat and 2) Criminal Case No0.40449/2016 arising out of FIR No.
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280 of 2002 dated 04.05.2002 registered at Police Station Connaught
Place, New Delhi pending before Additional Chief Metropolitan
Magistrate, Patiala House Court, New Delhi, -Criminal Case No.
2034203/2016 arising out of FIR No. 242 of 2002 dated 17.06.2002
registered at Police Station Sarojni Nagar Delhi pending before Chief
Metropolitan Maéislrate, Saket Court, New Dethi both at New Dclhi
and 3) Criminal Case No. Nil/2002 arising out of FIR No. 298 of 2002 _
dated 22.08.2002 registered at Police Station Jagatdal, 24 North
parganas, West Bengal pending before Barrackpore Court. Kolkata,
West Bengal and 4) Criminal case No. 147/2062 arising out FIR at C.R.
No. 97 of 2002 dated 25.04.2002 and C.R. No. 101 of 2002dated
29.04.2002 both registered at Ganeeshpeth Police Station pending
before 155-2™ Additional Judicial Magistrate First Class, Nagpur,
Criminal Case No.847/2002 arising out of FIR at C.R. No. 75 of 2002
dated 15.05.2002 registered at City Kotwali Police Station, Amravati
pending before Chief Judicial Magistrate, Amravati, Criminal casc
No.498/2002 arising out of FIR at C.R. No. 102 of 2002 dated
08’.05.2002 registered at Pimpiri Police Station, Pune pending before
Judicial Magistrate, First Class, Pimpri, Pune, Criminal Case No.

35772002 arising out of FIR at C.R. No. 65 of 2002 dated 15.05.2002
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registered at Police Station Vishrambaug, Pune pending before
3"Tudicial Magistrate First Class, Shivaji Nagar, Pune, to Competent
Court of Additional Chief Judicial Magistrate, Esplanade, Mumbaj

where 3 cases involving same allegations are pending.

2. That for the purpose of referring to the contents of Stay
Application, the petitioner c‘raves leéve to this Hon’ble Court to refer
to the main petition for facts and circumstances of the case.

3. That the Petitioner reasonably believes that by the time the
issue involved in the present petition gets decided, the matters in
which the petitioners are seeking transfer would be decided and as
stated in the transfer petition the sarﬁe will not meet the ends of

justice and fair play. In such event, the outcome of the present

transfer petition would get infructous,

4. That if the petitioner is filing the present Transfer Petition under
Section 406 of CRPC, 1973 seeking transfer of 1) Criminal Case
No.101878/2003 arising out FIR No. C.R. No. 1-64/2002 Dated
30.07.2002 registered at Police Station Udhana, Surat, Criminal Case

N0.9166/2002 arising out FIR No. ICR No. 274/2002 dated 02.07.2002
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at Police Station Umra, Surat and Criminal Case No. 174/2003 arising
;m of FIR No. CR No. [-226/2002 dated 30.08.2002 registered at Police
Station Rander, Surat pending before Additional Chief Judicial
‘Magistrate Surat, Criminal Case No.100521/2003 arising out of FIR
No.I- 274/2002 dated 06.08.2002 registered at Police Station Varaccha,
Surat pending before Addiltional Chief Judicial Magistrate/ Judicial
Magistrate First Class, Surat, Criminal Case N0.2778/2004 arising out
of FIR/Mcase No. 3 of 2002 dated ‘16.07%002 registered at Police
* Station Ge111devi,-_ Navsari pending before Additional Chief Judicial
Magistrate, Ganduevi, Criminal Case No. 6840}2002 arising out of FIR
No. 1-93 of 2002 dated 18.08.2002 registered at Police Station, Navsai
Town, Navsari pending before Chief Judicial Magistrate, Navsari,
) Criminal case No. 2121/2002 arising out of FIR No. I-119/2002 dated
10.06.2002 filed at Police station Valsad City, Valsad pending before
Chief Judicial Magistrate, Valsad, Criminal Case No.1578/2006 arising
out of FIR/M. Case no. 29/2002 dated 13.06.2002 registered at Police
Station, Vidya Nagar, Anand pending before Additional Chief Judicial
Magistrate, Anand, Criminal Case - N0.244/2002 arising out of
FIR/M.case No. 22 of 2002 (C.R. No. 1-226 of 2002) dated 7.6.2002

registered at Police Station Morbi pending before 2" ACJM, Morbi all
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in Gujarat and 2) Criminal Case No.40449/2016 arising out of FIR No.
280 of 2002 dated 04.05.2002 registered at Poliée Station Connaught
Place, New Delhi pending before Additional Chief Metropolitan
Magistrate, Patiala House Court, New Delhi, _7 Crimina]l Casé No.
2034203/2016 arising out of FIR No. 242 of 2002 dated 17.06.2002
registered at Police Station Sarojni Nagar Delhi pending befo.re Chief
Metropolitan Magistrate, Saket Court, New Delhi both at New Delhi
and 3) Criminal Case No. Nil/2002 arising out of FIR No. 298 of 2002
dated 22.08.2002 registered at Police Station Jagatdal, 24 North
parganas, West Bengal pending before Barrackpore Court, Kolkata,
West Bengal and 4) Criminal case No. 147/2002 arising out FIR at C.R.
No. 97 of 2002 dated 25.04.2002 and C.R. No. 101 of 2002dated
29.04.2002 both rcrgistered at G'aneeshpeth Polrice Station pending
before 155-2*! Additional Judicial Magistrate First Class, Nagpur,
Criminal Case No0.847/2002 arising out of FIR at C.R. No. 75 of 2002
dated 15.05.2002 registered at City Kotwali Police Station, Amravati
pending before Chicf Judicial Magistrate, Amravati, Criminal casc
N0.498/2002 arising out of FIR at C.R. No. 102 of 2002 dated
08.05.2002 registered at Pimpiri Police Station, Pune pending before

Judicial Magistrate, First Class, Pimpri, Pune, Criminal Case No.



3T

357/2002 arising out of FIR at C.R. No. 65 of 2002 dated 15.05.2002

registered at Police Station Vishrambaug, Pune pending before

3'Judicial Magistrate First Class, Shivaji Nagar, Pune, is not stayed the

petitioner would suffer great hardship.

PRAYER

It is, therefore, most respectfully prayed that this Hon’ble Court

in the interest of justice, may graciously be pleased to;

[a]

Stay further proceediﬁgs of 1) Criminal Case No.101878/2003
arising out FIR No. C.R. No. [-64/2002 Dated 30.07.2002
registered at Police Station Udhana: Surat, Criminal Case
No.9166/2002 arising out FIR No. ICR No. 274/2002 dated
02.07.2002 at Police Station Umra, Surat and Criminal Case No.
174/2003 arising out of FIR No. CR No. 1-226/2002 dated
30.08.2002 registered at Police Station Rrand'er, Surat pending
before Additional Chief Judicial Magistrate Surat, 2) Criminal
Case No.100521/2003 arising out of FIR No.I- 274/2002 dated
06.08.2002. registered at Pol ce Station Varaccha, Surat pending,

before Additional Chiel Judicial Magistrate/ Judicial Magistrate

First Class; Surat, 3) Criminal Case No.2778/2004 arising out of

FIR/Mcase No. 3 of 2002 dated 16.07.2002 registered at Police
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Station Gandevi, Navsari pending before Additional Chicf
Judicial Magistrate, Gandevi, 4) Criminal Case No. 6840/2002
arising out of FIR No. I-93 of 2002 dated [8.08.2002 registcred at
Police Station, Navsai Town, Navsari pending before Chiefl
Judicial Magistrate, Navsari, 5) Criminal case No. 2121/2002
arising out of FIR No. [-119/2002 dated 10.06.2002 filed at
Police station Valsad City, Valsad pending before Chief Judicial
Magistrate, Valsad: 6) Criminal Case No.1578/2006 arising out of
FIR/M. Case no. 29/2002 dated 13.06.2002 registered at Police
Station, Vidya Nagar, Anand pending befqre Additional Chicf
Judicial Magistrate, Anand, 7) Criminal Case No0.244/2002
arising out of FIRM.case No. 22 of 2002(C.R. No. 1-226 of
2002) dated 7.%2002 registered a;c Police Station Morbi pending
before 2™ ACJM, Morbi all in Gujarat and 8) Criminal Case
No.40449/2016 arising cit of FIR No. 280 of 2002 dated
04.05.2002 registered at Police Station Connaught Place, New
Delhi pending before Additional Chief Metropolitan Magistrate,
Patiala House Court, New Delhi, 9) Criminal Case No.
2034203/2016 arising out of FIR No. 242 bf 2002 dated

17.06.2002 registered at Police Station Sérojni Nagar Delhi
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pending béfore Chief_Mctrobuiitan Magistrate, Saket Court, New
Delhi both at New Delhi and 10) Criminal Case No. Nil/2002
arising oﬁt of FIR No. 298 of 2002 dated 22.08.2002 registered at
Police Station Jagatdal, 24 North parg'énas, West Bengal pending
before Barrackpore Court, Kolkata, West Bengal and 11)
Criminal case No. 147/2002 arising out FIR at C.R. No. 97 of
2002 datéd 25.04.2002 and C.R. No. 101 of 2002 dated
29.04.2002 both registéred at Géneeshpeth Police Station pending
before 155f2"d Additional Judicial Magistrate First Class, Nagpur,
12) Criminal Case No.847/2002 arising ;)ut of FIR at C.R. No. 75
of 2002 dated 15.05.2002 registered at City Kotwali Police
Station, Almravati pending before Chiel" Judicial Magistrate,
Amravati, 13) Criminal case No.498/2002 arising out of FIR at
C.R. No. 102‘01‘" 2002 dated 08.05.2002 Vr'egistered al Pimpiri
Police Station, Pune pending before Judicial Magistrate, First
Class, Pimpri, Pune, 14) Criminal Case No. 357/2002 arising out
of FIR at C.R. No. 65 of 2002 dated 15.05.2002 registered at
Police Station Vishrambaug, Pune pendiné before 3"Judicial
‘Magistrate First Class, Shivaji Nagar, Pune, till the pendency of the

instant transfer petition: and
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(bl Pass such other and further order(s) as thig Hon'ble Cour may
deem fitand proper.

AND FOR THIS ACT OF KINDNESS THE PETIT]

ONER ()
IS DUTY BOUND SHALL EVER PRAY

CFILED BY-

Place: New Delhi

; PAWANSHRER AGRAWAL
Dale: 17.08.2021

Advocate for the Petitioner

=
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
CRIMINAL ORIGINAL JURISDICTION
CRI. M. P. NO. OF 2021

IN
TRANSFER PETITION (CRL.) NO. OF 2021
IN THE MATTER OF: _
Ketan Kantilal Sheth -.PETITIONERS
: VERSUS
State of Gujarat Etc. Etc, ....RESPONDENTS

APPLICATION FOR EXEMPTION FROM FILING
OFFICIAL ENGLISH TRANSLATION

To

The Hon’ble the Chief Justice of India and his Companion

Justices of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India.

The humble application of the Petitioner abovenamed:

=

MOST RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:

I. That the present Transfer Petition under Section 406 of CRPC,
1973 is filed seeking transfer of 1) Criminal Case No.]101878/2003
arising out FIR No. C.R. No. 1-64/2002 Dated 3().67.2002 registered at
Police‘ Sta‘ltion Udhana, Surat, Criminal Case No0:9166/2002 arising out

FIR No. ICR No. 274/2002 dated 02.07.2002 at Police Station Umra,
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Surat and Criminal Case No. 174/2003 arising out of FIR No. CR No. |-
226/2002 dated 30.08.2002 registered at Police Station Rander. Surat
pending before Additional Chief Judicial Maéistrale Surat, Criminai
Case No.100521/2003 zlirising out of FIR Nol- 274/2002 dated
06.08.2002 registered at Police Station Varuccha, Surat pending before
Additional Chief Judiciai Magistfate/ Judicial ‘Magistrate First Class,
Surat, Criminal Casc No.2778/2004 arising out of FIR/Mcase No. 3 of
2002 dated 16.07.2002 registered at Police Station Gandevi, Navsari
pending before Additional Chief Judicial Magistrate, Gandevi, Criminal
Case No. 6840/2002 arising out of FIR Né. [-93 of 2002 dated
18.08.2002 registered at Police Station, Navsai Town, Navsari pending
before Chief Judi(iial Magistrate, Navsari, Criminal case No. 2121/2002
arising out of FIR No. 1-119/2002 dated 10.06.2002 filed at Police

station Valsad City, Valsad pending before Chief Judicial Magistrate,

Valsad, Criminal Case No.1578/2006 arising out of FIR/M. Casc no.

29/2002 dated 13.06.2002 registered at Police.‘Station, Vidya Nagar,
Anand pending before Additional Chief Judicial Magi.strate. Anand,
Criminal-Case - N0.244/2002 arising out of FIR/M.case No. 22 of
2002 (C.R. No. 1-226 of 2002) dated 7,6.2002 registered at Police

Station Morbi pending before 2™ AGIM, Morbi all in Gujarat and 2)
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Criminal Case No.40449/2016 arising cut of FIR No. 280 of 2002 dated
04.05.2002 registered at Police Station Connaught Place, New Delhi
pending before Additional Chief Metropolitan Magistrate, Patiala House
Court, New Delhi, Criminal Case No. 2034203/2016 arising out of FIR
No. 242 of 2002 dated 17.06.2002 registered at Police Station Sarojni
Nagar Delhi pending.before Chief Metropolitan Magistrate, Saket Court,
New Delhi both at New Delhi and 3) Criminal Case No. Nil/2002 arising
out of FIR No. 298 of 20027dated.22.08.2(‘)02 registered at Police Station
Jagatdal, 24 North parganas, West Bengal pending before Barrackpore
Court, Kolkata, West Bengal and 4) Criminal case No. 147/2002 aris“ing
out FIR at C.R. No. 97 of 2002 dﬁted 25.04.2002 and C.R. No. 101 of
2002dated 29.04.2002 both registered at Ganeeshpeth Police Station
pending before 155-2" Additional Judicial Magistrate First Class,
Nagpur, Criminal Case No.847/2002 arising out of FIR at C.R. No. 75 of
2002 dated 15.05.2002 registered at City Kotwali Police Station,
Amravati pending before Chief Judicial Magistrate, Amravati, Criminal
case N0.498/2002 arising out of FIR at C.R. No. 102 of 2002 dated
~ 08.05.2002 registered at Pimpiri Police Station, Pune pending before
Judicial Mégistrate, First Class, Pimpri, Pune, Criminal Case No.
357/2002 arising out of FIR at C.R. No. 65 of 2002 dated 15.05.2002

registered at Police Station Vishrambaug, Pune pending before 3*Judicial
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Magistrate First Class, Shivaji Nagar, Pune, to Competent Court of
Addmonal Chief Judicial Magistrate, Esplanade, Mumbaj where 3 cases

involving same allegations are pending.

2. That the Armexurer Nos. P-2 to P-10 and P-13 to P-21 filed to the
Transfer Petition are in Vernacular language. In view of the urgency
of the matter, the Petitioner is filing private translation thereof, which

is its true translation,

PRAYER

It is, therefore, most respectfully prayed that this Hon’ble Court

may graciously be pleased to:

(a)  exempt the Petitioner from filing official translation of Nos. P-2

to P-10 and P-13 to P-21, filed to the presént Transfer Petition;

and

(b)  pass such other further order(s) as this Hon’ble Court may

deem fit and proper.



ISDUTY BOU.ND éH/\LL EVER PRAY

Place: New Delhi
Date: 14:08.2021

357

AND FOR THIS ACT OF KINDNISS THE PETTITONER (5)

FILED BY;

PAWANSHREEL AGRAWAL
Advocate for the Petitioner





