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Statement of Chandrakant Chunilal Shah
Date: 08/08/2002

My name is Chandrakant Chunilal Shah, aged 59 years, occupation: service,
residing at 10/623, Ambaji Road, Hawadiya Chakla Road, Surat.

Upon being questioned in person, I state that [ reside at the address mentioned
above. I have been serving as an honorary Managing Director on the Board of Surat
Nagrik Sahkari Bank for the last two years and as a Director for approximately one
year.

Surat Nagrik Sahkari Bank has been engaged in the purchase and sale of
government securities with Home Trade Limited since 1997. On 06/12/2001, a Fund
Management Committee meeting was heid at the bank, attended by four officers and
four other director members, namely:

(1) Myself

(2) Shri Bansibhai M. Kudnawala, Chairman (Convener)
(3) Shri M. N. Katargamwala, Vice Chairman

(4) Shri Suresh bhai P. Patel, Joint Managing Director
(5) Shri Jayantilal R. Gandhi, Director

(6) Shri Jayantilal C. Jariwala, Director

(7) Shri Amrutlal R. Contractor, Director

(8) Shri Balakrishna C. Dalal, Director

Of the above, members numbered 2 and 7 were absent from the meeting. In the
aforementioned meeting, Home Trade participated along with other brokers.

Representatives from Home Trade present were:
(1) Shri Niraj Surati
(2) Ms. Kanan Mevawala
(3) Shri Ketan Seth
(4) Shri N. S. Trivedi

The following securities transactions were finalized:
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GOI 8.07% - 2017: T 15.00 Crore (Face Value)

They assured that this new security, with a higher interest rate, would be
delivered promptly. The new settlement for the ¥ 15.00 Crore face value security,
including premium and interest, amounted to Z 16,09,60,500/- (Rupees Sixteen Crore
Nine Lakh Sixty Thousand Five Hundred only), with delivery promised within four

weeks. This transaction was unanimously approved in the bank’s meeting on
26/03/2002.

On 21/02/2002, the 8.07% - 2017 securities worth ¥ 15.00 Crore, purchased by
Shri N. S. Trivedi on our behalf, were promised to be delivered within four to six
weeks. As the March-end approached, delivery was expected by 25/03/2002. On
26/06/2002, Home Trade Ltd. sent an urgent letter via fax and courier, stating that the
securities, due on 25/03/2002, had not been delivered. In response, Home Trade sent
a fax on 26/03/2002, promising delivery of the ¥ 15.00 Crore securities in the first
week of April. During this period, multiple telephone calls were made to pursue the
delivery of the  15.00 Crore securities. Despite their assurances, the delivery was not
made, prompting an urgent meeting request on 03/04/2002 for 04/04/2002. During

this meeting, Shri Trivedi’s statements suggested that the contracts provided to us
were fraudulent.

Upon exerting pressure, the accused issued the following two cheques in the
bank’s name:

(1) HDFC Bank, Nariman Point, Mumbai, dated 14/06/2002, No. 984290,
7,85,47,058.33

(2) HDFC Bank, Nariman Point, Mumbai, dated 21/06/2002, No. 984291, X
8,98,93,600.00

Additionally, the accused provided receipts dated 08/12/2001:
Receipt No. 312 from Siddhi Sahkari Bank Ltd., RBI Bangalore.

DDO Receipt No. 14447 from Borat District Co-operative Bank Lid., Calculla,
Reserve Bank.
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Statement of Bansilal Mohanlal Kudnawala
Date: 08/08/2002

My name is Bansilal Mohanlal Kudnawala, aged 57 years, occupation:
agriculture and trade, residing at 6A, Adarsh Society, Athwalines, Surat.

Upon being questioned in person, I state that I reside at the aforementioned
address and am engaged in the business of agriculture. I have been serving as the
Chairman of Surat Nagrik Sahkari Bank for approximately six years.

Surat Nagrik Sahkari Bank has been engaged in the purchase and sale of
government securities with Home Trade Limited since 1997. On 06/12/2001, a Fund

Management Committee meeting was held at the bank, attended by four officers and
four other director members, namely:

(1) Myself, Chairman

(2) Shri M. N. Katargamwala, Vice Chairman

(3) Shri Chandrakant C. Shah, Managing Director

(4) Shri Suresh bhai P. Patel, Joint Managing Director
(5) Shri Jayantilal R. Gandhi, Director

(6) Shri Jayantilal C. Jariwala, Director

(7) Shri Amrutlal R. Contractor, Director

(8) Shri Balakrishna C. Dalal, Director

Of the above, members numbered 2 and 7 were absent from the meeting. In the
aforementioned meeting, Home Trade participated along with other brokers.

Representatives from Home Trade present were:
(1) Shri Niraj Surati
(2) Ms. Kanan Mevawala
(3) Shri Ketan Seth
(4) Shri N. S. Trivedi

The following securities transactions were finalized:

GOl 10.47% - 2015: % 7.50 Crore (IFace Value)
GOl 10.70% - 2020: % 5.00 Crore (Face Value)
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They assured that this new security, with a higher interest rate, would be
delivered promptly. The new settlement for the ¥ 15.00 Crore face value security,
including premium and interest, amounted to ¥ 16,09,60,500/- (Rupees Sixteen Crore
Nine Lakh Sixty Thousand Five Hundred only), with delivery promised within four

weeks. This transaction was unanimously approved in the bank’s meeting on
26/03/2002.

On 21/02/2002, the 8.07% - 2017 securities worth T 15.00 Crore, purchased by
Shri N. S. Trivedi on our behalf, were promised to be delivered within four to six
weeks. As the March-end approached, delivery was expected by 25/03/2002. On
26/06/2002, Home Trade Ltd. sent an urgent letter via fax and courier, stating that the
securities, due on 25/03/2002, had not been delivered. In response, Home Trade sent
a fax on 26/03/2002, promising delivery of the  15.00 Crore securities in the first
week of April. During this period, multiple telephone calls were made to pursue the
delivery of the ¥ 15.00 Crore securities. Despite their assurances, the delivery was not
made, prompting an urgent meeting request on 03/04/2002 for 04/04/2002. During

this meeting, Shri Trivedi’s statements suggested that the contracts provided to us
were fraudulent. '

Upon exerting pressure, the accused issued the following two cheques in the
bank’s name:

(1) HDFC Bank, Nariman Point, Mumbai, dated 14/06/2002, No. 984290, Z
7,85,47,058.33

(2) HDFC Bank, Nariman Point, Mumbai, dated 21/06/2002, No. 984291, X
8,98,93,600.00

However, these cheques were issued by Home Trade but were dishonored due
to insufficient balance in their HDFC Bank account, and the Reserve Bank had

prohibited transactions with Home Trade. Additionally, the accused provided receipts
dated 08/12/2001:

Receipt No. 312 from Siddhi Sahkari Bank Ltd., RBI Bangalore.

DDO Receipt No. 14447 from Borat District Co-operative Bank Ltd., Calcutta,
Reserve Bank.
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Statement of Mahendrabhai Nathubhai Katargamwala
Date: 09/08/2002

My name is Mahendrabhai Nathubhai Katargamwala, aged 52 years,
occupation: trade, residing at Varachha Road, opposite Priya Hotel, Dholi Kui, Surat.

Upon being questioned in person, I state that I reside at the aforementioned
address with my family members and earn my livelihood through the textile weaving
trade. I have been a Director at Surat Nagrik Sahkari Bank for approximately fifteen
years and have been serving as Vice President for about three years.

Surat Nagrik Sahkari Bank has been engaged in the purchase and sale of
government securities with Home Trade Limited since 1997. On 06/12/2001, a Fund

Management Committee meeting was held at the bank, attended by the following
members: '

(1) Shri Bansilal Mohanlal Kudnawala, Chairman

(2) Shri Chandrakant C. Shah, Manraging Director

(3) Shri Suresh bhai P. Patel, Joint Managing Director
(4) Shri Jayantilal R. Gandhi, Director

(5) Shri Jayantilal C. Jariwala, Director

(6) Shri Amrutlal R. Contractor, Director

(7) Shri Balakrishna C. Dalal, Director

Among the aforementioned directors, | and Shri Amrutlal R. Contractor were
not present at this meeting. I learned from the other directors that a meeting with Home

Trade was held on 06/12/2001, attended by the following representatives from Home
Trade:

(1) Shri Niraj Surati

(2) Ms. Kanan Mevawala
(3) Shri Ketan Seth

(4) Shri N. S. Trivedi

The following securities transactions were finalized:
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visited the bank and informed us that the securities they were supposed to deliver on
07/12/2001 had not been provided to the bank. They stated that Home Trade had
purchased the securities from the complainant bank and proposed purchasing the

following new securities, which would yield higher interest, thereby benefiting the
bank:

GOI 8.07% - 2017: % 15.00 Crore (Face Value)

They assured that this new security, with a higher interest rate, would be
delivered promptly. The new settlement for the ¥ 15.00 Crore face value security,
including premium and interest, amounted to ¥ 16,09,60,500/- (Rupees Sixteen Crore
Nine Lakh Sixty Thousand Five Hundred only), with delivery promised within four

weeks. This transaction was unanimously approved in the bank’s meeting on
26/03/2002.

On 21/02/2002, the 8.07% - 2017 securities worth ¥ 15.00 Crore, purchased by
Shri N. S. Trivedi on our behalf, were promised to be delivered within four to six
weeks. As the March-end approached, delivery was expected by 25/03/2002. On
26/06/2002, Home Traae Ltd. sent an urgent letter via fax and courier, stating that the
securities, due on 25/03/2002, had not been delivered. In response, Home Trade sent
a fax on 26/03/2002, promising delivery of the ¥ 15.00 Crore securities in the first
week of April. During this period, multiple telephone calls were made to pursue the
delivery of the ¥ 15.00 Crore securities. Despite their assurances, the delivery was not
made, prompting an urgent meeting request on 03/04/2002 for 04/04/2002. During

this meeting, Shri Trivedi’s statements suggested that the contracts provided to us
were fraudulent.

Upon exerting pressure, the accused issued the following two cheques in the
bank’s name:
(1) HDFC Bank, Nariman Point, Mumbai, dated 14/06/2002, No. 984290, R
7,85,47,058.33
(2) HDFC Bank, Nariman Point, Mumbai, dated 21/06/2002, No. 984291, X
8,98,93,600.00

However, these cheques issued by Home Trade were returned due to
insufficient balance in their HDFC Bank account, and the Reserve Bank had
prohibited transactions with Home Trade. Additionally, the accused provided receipts
dated 08/12/2001:
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Statement of Sureshchandra Parsotambhai Patel
4 Date: 09/08/2002
My name is Sureshchandra Parsotambhai Patel, aged 47 years, occupation:
‘ trade, residing at 1, Santoklata Society, behind Railway Police Line, Surat.
t Upon being questioned in person, I state that I reside at the aforementioned

address and earn my livelihood through the textile weaving trade. I have been a
Director at Surat Nagrik Sahkari Bank for approximately eight years and have been
serving as Joint Managing Director for the last two years.

Surat Nagrik Sahkari Bank has been engaged in the purchase and sale of
government securities with Home Trade Limited since 1997. On 06/12/2001, a Fund

Management Conmittee meeting was held at the bank, attended by four officers and
four director members, namely:

(1) Myself, Director
(2) Shri Bansilal Mohanlal Kudnawala, Chairman
(3) Shri M. N. Katargamwala, Vice Chairman

i (4) Shri Chandrakant C. Shah, Managing Director

) (5) Shri Jayantilal R. Gandhi, Director

(6) Shri Jayantilal C. Jariwala, Director

¢ (7) Shri Amrutlal R. Contractor, Director

(8) Shri Balakrishna C. Dalal, Director

e Of the above eight, Shri M. N. Katargamwala and Shri Amrutlal R. Contractor

i were absent from the meeting. In the aforementioned meeting, Home Trade
{ participated along with other brokers.

Representatives from Home Trade present were:
_ (1) Shri Niraj Surati
J (2) Ms. Kanan Mevawala
) (3) Shri Ketan Seth
(4) Shri N. S. Trivedi
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purchased the securities from the complainant bank and proposed purchasing the

following new securities, which would yield higher interest, thereby benefiting the
bank:

GOI 8.07% - 2017: 2 15.00 Crore (Face Value)

They assured that this new security, with a higher interest rate, would be
delivered promptly. However, I state that this new security would be received
promptly. The new settlement for the ¥ 15.00 Crore face value security, including
premium and interest, amounted to ¥ 16,09,60,500/- (Rupees Sixteen Crore Nine Lakh
Sixty Thousand Five Hundred only), with delivery promised within four weeks. This
transaction was unanimously approved in the bank’s meeting on 26/03/2002.

On 21/02/2002, the 8.07% - 2017 securities worth ¥ 15.00 Crore, purchased by
Shri N. S. Trivedi on our behalf, were promised to be delivered within four to S1X
weeks. As the March-end approached, delivery was expected by 25/03/2002. On
26/06/2002, Home Trade Ltd. sent an urgent letter via fax and courier, stating that the
securities. due on 25/03/2002, had not been delivered. In response, Home Trade sent
a fax on 26/03/2002, promising delivery of the ¥ 15.00 Crore securities in the first
week of April. During this period, multiple telephone calls were made to pursue the
delivery of the Z 15.00 Crore securities. Despite their assurances, the delivery was not
made, prompting an urgent meeting request on 03/04/2002 for 04/04/2002. During

this meeting, Shri Trivedi’s statements suggested that the contracts provided to us
were fraudulent.

Upon exerting pressure, the accused issued the following two cheques in the
bank’s name:

(1) HDFC Bank, Nariman Point, Mumbai, dated 14/06/2002, No. 984290, X
7,85,47,058.33

(2) HDFC Bank, Nariman Point, Mumbai, dated 21/06/2002, No. 984291, X
8,98,93,600.00

However, these cheques issued by Home Trade were returned duc to
insufficient balance in their HDFC Bank account, and the Reserve Bank had
prohibited transactions with Home ‘Irade. Additionally, the accused provided receipts
dated 08/12/2001:
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Statement of Jayantilal Chhotalal Jariwala
Date: 09/08/2002

My name is Jayantilal Chhotalal Jariwala, aged 76 years, occupation: trade,
residing at 6/1949, Gundi Shero, Lal Darwaja, Surat.

Upon being questioned in person, I state that I reside at the aforementioned
address with my family members and am engaged in the textile weaving trade. I have
been a Director at Surat Nagrik Sahkari Bank Ltd. for the last twenty years.

Surat Nagrik Sahkari Bank Ltd. has been engaged in the purchase and sale of
government securities with Home Trade Limited since 1997. On 06/12/2001, a Fund
Management Committee meeting was held at the bank, attended by four officers and
four director members, namely:

(1) Myself, Director

(2) Shri Bansilal Mohanlal Fadanwala, Chairman
(3) Shri M. N. Katargamwala, Vice Chairman

(4) Shri Chandrakant C. Shah, Managing Director
(5) Shri Suresh bhai R. Gandhi, Director

(6) Shri Amrutlal R. Contractor, Director

(7) Shri Balakrishna C. Dalal, Director

Of the above seven, Shri M. N. Katargamwala and Shri Amrutlal R. Contractor
were absent from. the meeting. In the aforementioned meeting, Home Trade
participated along with other brokers.

Representatives from Home Trade present were:
(1) Shri Niraj Suratj
(2) Ms. Kanan Mevawala
(3) Shri Ketan Seth
(4) Shri N. S. Trivedi

The following securities transactions were finalized:
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GOI 8.07% - 2017: % 15,00,00,000/- (Face Value)

They assured us that this new security, with a higher interest rate, would be
delivered promptly. The new settlement for the ¥ 15,00,00,000/- face value security,
including premium and interest, amounted to ¥ 16,09,60,500/- (Rupees Sixteen Crore
Nine Lakh Sixty Thousand Five Hundred only), with delivery promised within four

weeks. This transaction was unanimously approved in the bank’s meeting on
26/03/2002.

On 21/02/2002, the 8.07% - 2017 securities worth % 15,00,00,000/-, purchased
by Shri N. S. Trivedi on our behalf, were promised to be delivered within four to six
weeks. As the March-end approached, delivery was expected by 25/03/2002. On
26/06/2002, Home Trade Ltd. sent an urgent letter via fax and courier, stating that the
securities, due on 25/03/2002, had not been delivered. In response, Home Trade sent
a fax on 26/03/2002, promising delivery of the ¥ 15,00,00,000/- securities in the first
week of April. During this period, multiple telephone calls were made to pursue the
delivery of the ¥ 15,00,00,000/- securities. Despite their assurances, the delivery was
not made, prompting an urgent meeting request on 03/04/2002 for 04/04/2002. During

this meeting, Shri Trivedi’s statements suggested that the contracts provided to us
were fraudulent.

Upon exerting pressure, the accused issued the following two cheques in the
bank’s name:

(1) HDFC Bank, Nariman Point, Mumbai, dated 14/06/2002, No. 984290, X
7,85,47,058.33 '

(2) HDFC Bank, Nariman Point, Mumbai, dated 21/06/2002, No. 984291, X
8,98,93,600.00

[However, these cheques issued by Home Trade were returned due to
insufficient balance in their HDFC Bank account, and the Reserve Bank had
prohibited transactions with Home Trade. Additionally, the accused provided receipts
dated 08/12/2001:

Receipt No. 312 from Siddhi Sahkari Bank Ltd., RBI Bangalore.

DDO Receipt No. 14447 from Borat District Co-operative Bank Ltd., Calcutta,
Reserve Bank.
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Statement of Jayantilal Ranchhoddas Gandhi
Date: 09/09/2002

My name is Jayantilal Ranchhoddas Gandhi, aged 67 years, occupation:
advocate, residing at 8/3/4, Shri Anand Society, Anand Mahal Road, Adajan, Surat.

Upon being questioned in person, I state that I reside at the aforementioned

address and have been a Director at Surat Nagrik Sahkari Bank Ltd. for the last 29
years.

Surat Nagrik Sahkari Bank Ltd. has been engaged in the purchase and sale of
government securities with Home Trade Limited since 1997. On 06/12/2001, a Fund

Management Committee meeting was held at the bank, attended by fout officers and
four director members, namely:

(1) Myself, Director

(2) Shri Bansilal M. Fadanwala, Chairman (Convener)
(3) Shri M. N. Katargamwala, Vice Chairman

(4) Shri Suresh bhai P. Patel, Joint Managing Director
(5) Shri Chandrakant Chunilal Shah, Managing Director
(6) Shri Jayantilal C. Jariwala, Director

(7) Shri Amrutlal R. Contractor, Director

(8) Shri Balakrishna C. Dalal, Director

Of the above eight, members numbered 2 and 7 were absent from the meeting.
In the aforementioned meeting, Home Trade participated along with other brokers.

Representatives from Home Trade present were:
(1) Shri Niraj Surati

(2) Ms. Kanan Mevawala

(3) Shri Ketan Seth

(4) Shri N. S. Trivedi

The following securities transactions were finalized:
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following new securities, which would yield higher interest, thereby benefiting the
bank:

GOI 8.07% - 2017: % 15,00,00,000/- (Face Value)

They assured us that this new security, with a higher interest rate, would be
delivered promptly. The new settlement for the ¥ 15,00,00,000/- face value security,
including premium and interest, amounted to X 16,09,60,500/- (Rupees Sixteen Crore
Nine Lakh Sixty Thousand Five Hundred only), with delivery promised within four

weeks. This transaction was unanimously approved in the bank’s meeting on
26/03/2002.

On 21/02/2002, the 8.07% - 2017 securities worth ¥ 15,00,00,000/-, purchased
by Shri N. S. Trivedi on our behalf, were promised to be delivered within four to six
weeks. As the March-end approached, delivery was expected by 25/03/2002. On
26/06/2002, Home Trade Ltd. sent an urgent letter via fax and courier, stating that the
securities, due on 25/03/2002, had not been delivered. In response, Home Trade sent
a fax on 26/03/2002, promising delivery of the ¥ 15,00,00,000/- securities in the first
week of April. During this period, multiple telephone calls were made to pursue the
delivery of the ¥ 15,00,00,000/- securities. Despite their assurances, the delivery was
not made, prompting an urgent meeting request on 03/04/2002 for 04/04/2002. During

this meeting, Shri Trivedi’s statements suggested that the contracts provided to us
were fraudulent.

We realized that the accused had not purchased the government securities as
part of the transactions conducted with us, and the representation that they had
purchased them was false. We later learned that the accused’s intention from the outset
was to deceive and defraud us, aiming to misappropriate our ¥ 16,09,60,500/-.
Accordingly, the accused breached the trust placed in them and committed a breach
of trust. Upon exerting pressure, the accused issued the following two cheques in the
bank’s name:

(1) HDFC Bank, Nariman Point, Mumbai, dated 14/06/2002, No. 984290, X
7,85,47,058.33
(2) HDFC Bank, Nariman Point, Mumbai, dated 21/06/2002, No. 984291, 2
8,98,93.600.00

Additionally, the accused provided the complainant bank with receipts dated
08/12/2001:
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Statement of Amrutlal Ramsingbhai Contractor
Date: 09/09/2002

My name is Amrutlal Ramsingbhai Contractor, aged 63 years, occupation:
trade, residing at 7/3977, Sati Matani Sheri, Rughnathpura, Surat.

Upon being questioned in person, I state that I reside at the aforementioned
address with my family members and am engaged in the textile weaving trade. I am
also a Director at Surat Nagrik Sahkari Bank Ltd.

Surat Nagrik Sahkari Bank Ltd. has been engaged in the purchase and sale of
government securities with Home Trade Limited since 1997. On 06/12/2001, a Fund
Management Committee meeting was held at the bank, attended by four officers and
four director members, namely:

(1) Myself, Director

(2) Shri Bansibhai M. Fadanwala, Chairman (Convener)
(3) Shri M. N. Katargamwala, Vice Chairman

(4) Shri Suresh bhai P. Patel, Joint Managing Director
(5) Shri Chandrakant Chunilal Shah, Managing Director
(6) Shri Jayantilal C. Jariwala, Director

(7) Shri Jayantilal R. Gandhi, Director

(8) Shri Balakrishna C. Dalal, Director

Of the above eight, 1 and Shri Bansibhai M. Fadanwala were absent from the
meeting. In the aforementioned meeting, Home Trade participated along with other
brokers.

Representatives from Home Trade present were:
(1) Shri Niraj Surati

(2) Ms. Kanan Mevawala

(3) Shri Ketan Seth

(4) Shri N. S. Trivedi

The following securities transactions were finalized:
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following riew securities, which would yield higher interest, thereby benefiting the
bank:

GOI 8.07% - 2017: % 15,00,00,000/- (Face Value)

They assured us that this new security, with a higher interest rate, would be
delivered promptly. The new settlement for the T 15,00,00,000/- face value security,
including premium and interest, amounted to ¥ 16,09,60,500/- (Rupees Sixteen Crore
Nine Lakh Sixty Thousand Five Hundred only), with delivery promised within four

weeks. This transaction was unanimously approved in the bank’s meeting on
26/03/2002.

On 21/02/2002, the 8.07% - 2017 securities worth ¥ 15,00,00,000/-, purchased
by Shri N. S. Trivedi on our behalf, were promised to be delivered within four to six
weeks. As the March-end approached, delivery was expected by 25/03/2002. On
26/06/2002, Home Trade Ltd. sent an urgent letter via fax and courier, stating tl.at the
securities, due on 25/03/2002, had not been delivered. In response, Home Tradc sent
a fax on 26/03/2002, promising delivery of the T 15,00,00,000/- securities in the first
week of April. During this period, multiple telephone calls were made to pursue the
delivery of the ¥ 15,00,00,000/- securities. Despite their assurances, the delivery was
not made, prompting an urgent meeting request on 03/04/2002 for 04/04/2002. During
this meeting, Shri Trivedi’s statements suggested that the contracts provided to us
were fraudulent.

We realized that the accused had not purchased the government securities as
part of the transactions conducted with us, and the representation that they had
purchased them was false. We later learned that the accused’s intention from the outset
was to deceive and defraud us, aiming to misappropriate our ¥ 16,09,60,500/-.
Accordingly, the accused breached the trust placed in them and committed a breach
of trust. Upon exerting pressure, the accused issued the following two cheques in the
bank’s name:

(1) HDFC Bank, Nariman Point, Mumbai, dated 14/06/2002, No. 984290, R
7,85,47,058.33
(2) HDFC Bank, Nariman Point, Mumbai, dated 21/06/2002, No. 984291,
8,98,93,600.00

Part-11 (of 1-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
o Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat



(1
O 347
r Complaint Letter
'i Date: 09/09/2002
‘ (1) To,
: Respected Commissioner of Police,
fv Nanpura, Surat.
(2) To,
Respected Police Inspector,
Varachha, Surat.
Complainant:
Shri Naineshbhai Arvindbhai Chitaniya, Authorized Officer
Surat Nagrik Sahkari Bank Ltd.
Age: Approx. 33 years, Occupation: Service
Residing at: 27/C, Samrat Apartment, Fifth Floor, Soni Faliya, Surat °
J Against
¢ Accused:
\y (1) Home Trade Limited
£ Head Office: Tower 4-5, Vashi Railway Station Complex, Mumbai 400703
& (2) Shri Nand Kishor Shankarlal Trivedi
S Age: Approx. 45 years, Occupation: Trade
Residing at: Dev Bhuvan, Second Floor, Room No. 32, Gazdar Mohalla (Street), Chira
{ Bazaar, Mumbai 400002
(3) Shri Ketan Kantilal Seth
‘ Age: Approx. 40 years, Occupation: Trade
0 3 Residing at: 193, Lalit Kutir (C.H.S.), Third Floor, Gulmohar Cross Road No. 9
- (J.V.P.D.), Mumbai 400049
U Part-11 (of I-1) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468. 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
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Residing at: Timber Hill Terrace, Iron Field, MA 1940, USA

(13) Shri Mike alias Manoj Ambalal Shah
Age: Approx. 58 years, Occupation: Trade
Residing at: Bellary Road, R.M.V. Extension, Bangalore 506080

(14) Shri Dhananjay Agrawal
Age: Adult, Occupation: Trade, Address: Mumbai
Current residential address unknown

(15) Smt. Shilpa Hiten Shah
Age: Adult, Occupation: Trade

Residing at: 102, Gandhi Niwas, Ashok Nagar Road, Vakola, Santacruz, Mumbai
400055

(16) Smt. Jagruti Ketan Seth
Age: Adult, Occupation: Trade

Residing at: 193, Lalit Kutir (C.H.S.), Third Floor, Gulmohar Cross Road No. 9
(J.V.P.D.), Mumbai 400049

(17) Ms. Kanan Mevawala
Age: Approx. 28 years, Occupation: Trade

Residing at: Jayant Mahal, Fifth Floor, opposite Wankhede Stadium, Marine Drive,
Mumbai

(18) Shri Ketan R. Maskariya
Age: Approx. 35 years, Occupation: Trade
Current residential address unknown

(19) Shri Niraj A. Surati
Age: Approx. 34 years, Occupation: Trade

Residing at: Surya Flats, First Floor, Surya Shopping Complex, Bharuch, District:
Bharuch

(20) Smt. Kruti Niraj Surati

Age: Adult, Occupation: Trade

Residing at: Surya Flats, First Floor, Surya Shopping Complex, Bharuch, District:
Bharuch

Part-11 (of [-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
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They induced the bank to sell these securities with the promise of higher profits
and further enticed us to purchase other securities. The aforementioned four
individuals from Home Trade offered the following securities at a lower rate compared
to other brokers:

GOI 7.50% - 2010: % 10.00 Crore (Face Value)
GOI 7.00% - 2009: % 5.00 Crore (Face Value)
Total: ¥ 15.00 Crore

These individuals enticed our bank’s officers with their persuasive promises
and did not conduct a direct sale of the aforementioned securities. On 07/12/2001, a
settlement was made, with the accused promising to deliver the. ¥ 15.00 Crore
securities within 4 to 6 weeks. '

(5) Despite the assurances and promises made by the accused, they failed to deliver
the aforementioned securities within the stipulated time. The bank repeatedly
followed up via phone and fax. Despite the prolonged delay in delivering the ¥ 15.00
Crore securities, the accused did not provide them. Upon pursuing"-recovery, on
21/02/2002, Accused No. 19 (Shri Niraj Surati), Accused No. 3 (Shri Ketan K. Seth),
Accused No. 17 (Ms. Kanan Mevawala), and Accused No. 2 (Shri N. S. Trivedi)
visited the bank. Instead of delivering the securities, they proposed that the X 15.00
Crore securities purchased by them be sold, and the following new securities be
purchased, claiming they would yield higher interest:

GOI 8.07% - 2017: % 15.00 Crore (Face Value)

The aforementioned accused enticed us with the promise of higher interest,
stating that this new security had been purchased via phone and that our bank would
have to pay a total of ¥ 16,09,60,500/- (Rupees Sixteen Crore Nine Lakh Sixty
Thousand Five Hundred only), including premium and interest, for the ¥ 15.00 Crore
face value security. They had already obtained this amount from the bank and
promised delivery within four weeks. The accused also provided contracts for the
purchase, promising delivery within four weeks.

(6) As the government securities were not delivered, we had to engage in
correspondence and make telephone calls. In response, on 23/01/2002, the accused
informed the bank that the securities were being transferred from RBI offices in

Part-11 (of 1-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
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DDO Receipt No. 14447 from Borat District Co-operative Bank Ltd., Calcutta,
Reserve Bank.

Upon verification by the Reserve Bank of India, these receipts were found to
be fraudulent and fabricated. The Reserve Bank of India informed us via a letter dated
13/06/2002 and instructed us to take criminal action against the accused.

(7) The accused, with the intent to defraud from the outset, were not authorized by
SEBI to deal in government securities, yet they provided us with a false SEBI
certificate and conducted transactions. They did not possess any government
securities and had not entered into contracts with others to purchase them, yet they
provided us with false contracts and documents, knowing them to be fraudulent. Thus,
all the aforementioned accused, in collusion and with mutual assistance, made false
representations and promises to the complainant bank from the outset, with dishonest
intentions to deceive and defraud, misappropriating a significant sum of X
16,09,60,500/- (Rupees Sixteen Crore Nine Lakh Sixty Thousand Five Hundred only).
They created false valuable documents, contracts, and SEBI certificates, knowing
them to be false, and used them as genuine to perpetrate the fraud. In doing so, the
accused have committed offenses under Sections 406, 420, 409, 465, 467, 468, 471,
and 114 of the indian Penal Code.

(8) We have filed this complaint against the aforementioned accused. However, during
the investigation, if any other individuals are found to have participated in or assisted

with the criminal acts described in this complaint, our complaint extends to them as
well.

Our Witnesses:

- (1) Shri C. C. Shah

(2) Shri Mahesh K. Vaid
Additional witness names will be provided if necessary.

Signature: Illegible
For Surat Nagrik Sahkari Bank Ltd.
Authorized Officer
Date: 01/08/2002
Enclosure: Xerox copies of necessary documentary evidence, numbered 1 to 30, are
attached.
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Dute: 06™ December 200

To,

Surit Nagrik Sahakari Bank Ltd,
Surat ’

Kl Antase Mr.Vuldlys

Dear Sir,

This Is to Inform

you aboul the various transactions done as on yaly
07/1272001

Hotne 'l‘;ud'c ‘(o’Sell

¢ date

bai

yg-{Aulliorized Sigratory) ~

 rdncaps 4 y SV N . / -
- - o= 8 l‘l l Varachha S (Su 4 t)

a | SroNo. [ 'Scrip Name Contract | Face Value Totzl
& x ,
Na. . Considerations
1 ; 1.50% GOI 2010 6919 10,00,00,000.00 10,14,20,833.33
o 2 7.00% GOI 2009 6917 5,00,00,000.00 5,01,16,666.67-
~
A j " .| Total Receivable | 15,15,37,500.90
Home Tiade tg Buy hol;u trade Iid.
= wer o Floot,
Sr.No, | Scrip Name Contrac!* [ Face Value Totat _ I:m'('uy_‘s“:&m;::_
No. Considerations tavl Mumbal - 400 703,
1 10.47'4: GOI 2015 6915 7,50,00,000.00 9,15,70,937.50 Tel:* (31-23) 781 241,44
10.70% GOI 2020 69313 5,00,00,000,00 6,15,43,750.00 Fuxs (91:22) 7061 2548
B Total Payabie 1531,14,687.50 |
(1) Net Payable : Rs.15,31,14,687,50
(A) Net Recelyable ) : Rs.15,15,37,500.00
. y : Rs, 5, i
p (8-X) Dll’fcre!lcc Puyuble By Us Rs,  15.77,187.50 Trl‘e copy
( Kindly confirm the above deal, (l@d‘—
14aaag
Thanking You, Surat Nagrik Sahkari Baok Ltd,
H.O. Yuruchha Road, Surat,
Yours Truly,
For Hpme Trada Lid.

i N Xanti ate of Gujarat
9% Addl, Senior Civil Judge & ACJIM. Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs, State of Guj
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Sapat Wagrilk Sahakari Banlz Lod.
Behind Gitanjuli Cinema, Varachha KRoad, SURAT-395004.
ﬂ?d '{l:’lﬁ& ﬁ&&l:ﬂ Q& [‘a = 8548214-8554001-8542262

Fax. 8551183
sllgieedl WA W, TR, Yra-3eNssg, :

3. 32
3.th{ 22/01/20

To, )
The Manager, -
Home Trade Ltd., \o
Vashi Ralway Station Complex, s
Tower 4, 5 Floor, M&pﬂ, * ._,0';)
Navi Mumbei 400703. B g s
P -
) . Y 0> oo
.. Kind Auention : Mr. Ketan Sheth. N 2\ M-\'r'(”l\ r':/ s
¥ 1R8]
Dear Sir, / ‘ @
] ) : ’ <1
1
L
- Sub :- Delivery of 7 % GOI 2009/ 7.5 % GOI 2010. 1o
\ i s

Please recal! the telecon with your good self on 06/12/2001, r=garding the purchase and
delivery of the following Goverament Sccurities:

Serip Name Face Valee -
7.00% GO12009 Rs. 5,00,00,000,
7.50% GOI12010 Rs.10.00,00,000

. You had assured over telephore that the delivery of the above mentioned securifies would not
be delayed this time, However, it is regictted that despite 2 lapse of more than 6 weelk's time,
the delivery of the suid securitizs is outstanding.

- Mr. Nitaj Surth, who was present at the fund Management Conmittee meenny on 06712/2001,

at.our Head office had 2lso given similar assurance, We have'even u:mmd« d Mr. Niraj Surti on
telephane on several accasions,

)

Plcnse laok into the matter inunediately & do the needful,
Thanking You.

Yours Imth!‘ully,

Mnnag(

co To: Mr it AL Surm

Trorue Copy

W&M‘C =

Surat Nagrik Sahkari Bank Ltd.
H.Q. Vurachha Road, Surai.
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(1 x| A H.O. Vurachbha Road, Sural.

f"lll[ ST Tl R die gfen sty Ny,
) $0aC zee the in*l:ucno:v
‘ ptinted or tho favorse o) 1hin recolpy
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ADJUSTMENT LETTER

Surnt Nagrik*Suhakari Bank L.,

Sural !

inil Atne MeNaineshhhal

Dear Sir,
This Is 10 Inform

EIS

4

yuu about the various transactions done as on value date
21/0272002

Home T'rade to S ell

Sr. No. Serip Nome Contract | Face Value Total
- Na. Considerations
1 8.07% GOl 2017 7425 15,00,00,000.00 16.09.60.500.09
A Total Receivable 16,09,60,500.00
N
Home Trade to Buy
Sr.No. | Serip Name Contract Fuce Value Totul
No. Cunsiderations
I 7.50% GO12010 | 427 10,00,00,000.00 10,50,12,500.60
2 7.00% CO1 2009 7429 5,00,00,000.00 502.36,111.11
l_ B Total Payable

(A) Net Recelvable
(B) Net Paydbie

(A1) Net Réeclvahle Hyts

Kindly transfer the fund In Tavor of “Home Trade L.

Current a/e no. 0010400317011,
Please do the needful.
Th.anklng Yci\i.

Yours Truly,
For Hhmg Trdde Lud,

1
Unoda
p}\ (Aut orlied Slnnnlorﬁ/

/2002
S 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2

- - 21/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 114\ .

parel (Of(l)"zl/)mcdcl IS?a:isorlCivil Judge & ACJM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat

: Rs:16,09,60,500.00
1 Rs.15,62,48,611.11

Ry,

47,11, 58889

"In our HDFC Bunk Lid.

15:62,48,611.11

True CQPY

Surat NucrixSihik art B:mk'l.td.
H.O. Vucuchha KRoad, Sural.

home mu;e Itd.

Tower & aih Fleor,
Vashi RIv Sistiun Coniples,
Navi Mumbal .- 400 704
Teb (wiay THE a4
Fax: (90.22) Ju1 98

S
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This contract Is made subject 1o the Rules,Bye-Laws and .xnmc_m:osm, and usages of the National Stock Exchange of India
Limited Bomnbay and other noﬁ.aan:_\wnmEmSQ bodies as applicable. .

Brokerage has been charged as star

ed and has been at rates not exceeding the official scale of by
separaiely. .

okerage and indicaied

N his contract is-subject to the Jurisdiction of the courts in Bombay.

DR N ¥ . - T
% *In'Ae event of any claim(whether admitte:: o

r not) 9.3“.3:8 or &mwc_o.mb.mm:m
the er shall be referred o arbiteation i

between you and me/us out of these transactions

u they Bombay as provided in the Rules,Bye-Laws and Regulations of the Natior al Stock
m,mnn:_ ge of India Limited »Bombay
‘Thi ntract constitutes and shali be deemed to constitute as provided overleaf an agreement between you and me/us :hat
ims(whether admitted Jdi A i i .

Yours Faithfully
Meémber of National Stock Amxnrpammoh India Ltd. Bombay

A e

.For HO RADE LIMITED

N@Sﬁv_.\ -

-J..va =} = g>c5o_._o.on Signator
Biimn 73
Eae WHW/../“....\SSH” :

: (S L DL

S0 BT oo 8

. R~

I
e,

Si it Nnman Ay

el
i

T e e oy,

< T ) R

S 2002
Part-11 (of 1-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
art-11 (of 1- - 21/2

9 Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujaral, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
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This contract is made subject 1o the Rules w<o-_b€m and Regulations, and usa
.Limited,Bombay and other Oo<035§¢ﬁnm:,m_oQ bodies as applicable.

ges of the National Stock mxnsm:mn of India

Brokerage has been charged as staied ind has been at rales not exceeding the official scale of v_.o.onw.n and hsn._.nm,&
scparalely.

This contract is mce.on_ {o the jurisdiction of the courts in Bombay. o . 2

In_the event of any claim(whether admitted or.not) difTerénce or dispute arising between wo: and me/us out of these transzclions

the matter shall-be referred to arbiration in moacu< as provided in 9« Rules,Bye-Laws-and wnmcszoa of En National Stock
Exchange of :a_m Limited , Bombay :

This contrict constitutes and shall be anoBR_ to conslitule as Eoﬁa& o<nz8~, an agreement between you and me/us that

all claims(whether admitted or _._oc.eqoqg ‘6s and dispute inrespect of any dealings , transactions and contracts of z dats
prior or m:wmoocg_ to the date of this contra st (including any question whether such dealings , transactions or contracts of a date

con.gﬁ&ssg‘:ocm:m:voévs_._&.ogmanna& 3?&:3:0:5 Bombay as provided in the wc_a,wwo.rmim and
Regulations of the National Stock Exchange of India Limited . mo:&@. .

Yours Faithfully
Member of National Stock mungnwn of Fm_u r& Bombay

For I): M-mbom _l_::.mo

.\(N peEm) )
44 Prihgnsen mmo:us.«qoﬂmﬂ.\\

) A J
N, e ~e' N
> via® .t ~ o Dot
- e R

Part-11 (of 1-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002

J
\J

9" Addl, Senior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
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This contract is made subject o the Rules,Bye-Laws and Regulations, and usages of the National Stock Exchange of India

CS:&bo_ﬂg«.Sao:x:.Oo<n3.5n.=\mnmc_m8nwcom?m& uvn__nmzn ..l
w_,oxnﬂmn has been charged as stated and has been at rates not exceedingthe official scale of. vnowﬂ.mwn and 590&&
separately: - :

This contract is suhject to the jurisdiction of the: courts in Bombay.

In the event of any claim(whether admitted or not) difference or dispute arising between you and me/us out of these transactions

the. matter shall te referred toarbitratior. in Bombay as provided in the Rules,Bye-Laws and Regulations of the Naticnal Stock
Exchange of India Limited , Bombay

This contract constilutes and shal| be deemed to constitute as provided overleaf an agréement between you and me/us that

all claims(whether admitted or not),difTerences and dispute inrespect of any dealings , transactions and contracts of a date

prior or subsequert Lo the date of this contract (including any question whether such dealings , transactions or contracts of a date
been entered into or not) shallbe submitted to and decided by Arbitration in mo_dc.mv. as provided in the.Rules,Bye-Laws and
anc_w:oam of the National Siock Exchange of India Limited , Bambay.

Yours Faithfully ~

Member of National Stock Exchange.of India Ltd. Bombay

noa HOMF JRADE CZ_._.mOV-

Lonn.

- . \Tb Authonfea m.o:..:oQ\O_So.Qﬂ\w\\\\ B

Part-11 (of 1-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002

9™ Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
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Sl Magne: Sabida Banl 1
Festind Chngaly g

¥ Naaehhe Ked,

! Surs - 393 06n

Kot A M Namesh 3ha:

idear Su,

Wiih reference to your letter Gated 26" vairch, 2002 regarding pending
delivery of §.07% GO 2017 We wish to inform You (hat we are regulariy
following up with the counter party’s foe nhysica) delivery of the above cr~ck, . {3
We have been infornred that it might take little more time to ge( the stock. ;

We are hopeful that ur the carliesi possibie we shall be in u position to
clear your detiveries, Also som

cbody from our side will visit the counter party’s
oflice i the firsi week ol April in order 1o expedite the delivery.

home trada Ita.

Tower 4, Sih Flee.
Vashi Rly. Sudon Comgples,
' ‘ e shall keep vou posicd on (e faest srats. In the meantime kindly o ‘;‘,'f.;';;"‘"’l o
/ hear with uz Yast (5123) Jui 28
Youe Kind co-aperiation witl he highly appreciated. Looking forward

) 1or 5 lony sl My benetionl relations, -

Yours sincerely,

) Twuie CopyT

AS For HOME TRADE LTD. $ a

( ‘v /\,! ,A-A' .Man. 2 ) ‘e

) AR sy Surat Nagrik Suhkari Bank Ltd.
/\\/m{monuu Signglory H.O. Varechha Road, Surat.

‘ N

) o

o =

-

p e el o S
(! \, & -v"-x_.\_,-—""b‘: s
| e
L \-'._\‘;; ..}-‘/
kﬂ ‘l
)
0_.7_/»
02
N 1,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/20
Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471, : -
S ol (Of‘l)'-“l ]/)\dcdcl-égg?:rlglgﬁzge ; ACJIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
\ X \
J
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19/os /2002

Ay

Surat Moym Sakakand Bank Lrd.

UI UTTE F QR pEARER,
b\L" RUPEES Se vev) Cvored £,

Elve lLakis for —_—
Q\ONJ nmc/ ﬁ‘l

Z_l# Qv"eg
5 97056‘.3
8. £y QL and Picty Roce Pajre o, _ |RS. 785,47 3'
2 .
) Hu{ 00i0400317011 ] CA

For HOME TRADE LINITED
HOEC BANK LTD,

((._.(\(_.\/\_ ~— i
W 108 Ditssand Chamuers 0 Mary,
Navmanpomt Mumbal . 400 021,

Authorised Signatories

"98L 290w LOO:LODO 3 LN03 170 43

Surat Nuz:is Suhkaci Bank Ltd.
H.0. Vurachhs oud, Surat,

- ' - - - P &4 . 3 , 4 lR 0. 2 /... 2
\4 ; 'VI ‘l | a |l- 0[ G lalal
9‘ A . OENI0
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CONTRACT NOTE :
(Regulation 35 ) ﬁ.

Coatract note issued by Emawma action for constituents as Broki

Q"
<&
To, T

I/¥e have this day %nn by your order and to VBE. account the mo__oi_:m transactions :

\ S g

SURAT NAGRIK SAHKARI BANK LTD ««mazq?nq NO. LBL/NSE/2002 - N.s;s q é

BEHIND GITANJALI TALKIES a7 A 02 @dustituent Order Ref. No. : ey

VARACHHA ROAD e v t? Stamp as required under Article 43(f) OR Artcle xs o:%&a& to the Bombay Stamp Act, 1958.
SURAT 395 006 W on e

Pin Code ~For HOMF TRADE LIMITED

home trade itd.

Tower-3/5:h Floce, lotersitons
Infotech Park, Navi Mumbai - 400703
T SIT TH T684, T80 2K, Fus 31 72 701254

.u.zl/)\l/\: -

Wom Signatory/Ditector
SECURITY DETAILS . Phar
- ;
Order Number ST Security Issue ™ Repo Value | “ Pricé |Repo ) 0A |
Name Period (In Rs. Lics) (InRs) |Rate (%) {in Lacs) _
3 “
020620000030 TT | . Gor2017 ; 8n7 _ T NA £00.00 7 NA
ST - Secunty Type TT - Trade type QA - Order Atmbutes /NON REFOQ)
TRANSACTION DETAILS [Trade Date 20062002 Settlement Date _21/082002 _ |
BS(. ON |TN| TT CBN ceN | oL PV/SV(Rs) | BR(Rs) - ..TDS C
S .Sgsseo 50,314] 11:10:16 HOMETRADE | 15/01/2002 £7,096,000.00 . 000 £9,893,620.00
Remarks . u.
B/S - Buy/Sell TT - Trade Time *PN- Counte Party Parcipant Name PV - Purchase Value  { TDS - Tax Deducted
ON - Order No. TD - Trade Date iD - Settlement Date SV - Sale Value # Al - Accrusd lnterest
- Trade Na. CBN - Counter Party Broker Name LIP - Last (nexest Payment Date BR - Brokeage, : TC - Tota! Censidzration
' \
I =
J “ R
Nt o Yoo v Ve oy’ e~ - e ~—— ~-— = N 4,\. e - = )

Part-11 (of 1-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
9% Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
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Subject to the jurisdiction of the courts in India

Contract note issued by members action for constituents as Brokers & >m8Genvlewvn_m. N ]

SUEAT NAGRIK SAHKARI BANK LTD

" (Regulation 3.5)

. CONTRACT NO. LBL/NSE/2002 - 2,003/0007,483

Tower- Y56 Foer, lawzoasonal
Infotech Pact, Navi Mamzai « 400 702
TR 9122 711 3444, 701 2450, Fac 91 22 731 2548

gy,
,fo .

BEHIND GITANJALI TALKIES Constituent Order Ref. No. T B
VARACHHA ROAD Stamp as required under Auticle 43(f) OR Article $(b) of schedule 110 the Bombay Stamp Act, 1958.
SURAT 395 006 !
PRCude For rozm TRADE LIMITED
y N : . N . <3 )?S}
I/We have this day done by your order and to your account the following transactions : = qﬁm .
, isod Slgnatory/Dirsctor
SECURITY DETAILS i
|
Order Number ST Security Issue T Repo Value Price | |Repo 0A |
o : Name Period (In Rs. Lacs) (nRs) |Rate (%) (in Lacs) !
|
020613000032 TT GO1 2017 807 NA 700.00 108.87 NA _
. : ; m
ST - Security Type T - Trade type OA - Order Atibutes (RE/NR “REPONON REPO)
TRANSACTION DETAILS [Trade Date 13/062002 Settlement Date 14062002 |
BS|. ON [TN| TT CBN CPN LP | PVASV(Rs) | BR(Rs) Al TDS TC
S | 020613000032 | 50,316 1125:22 HOMETRADE | 15/01/2002 76,209,000.00 233805883| 000 78,547,058.33
Remarks »
| Bs- Buysen TT - Trade Time CPN - Cotater Pary Participent Name PV - Purdase Value | TDS - Tax Deducted
{  ON- OrderNo. TD - Trade Date SD - Settlement Date SV - SaleValue ! Al- Accrued Intevest
.ﬁ Tredz No. CBN - Counter Party Broker Name LIP - Last Interest Payment Date BR - waﬂ.mmn TC - Total Considkztion
1 .
i
t — . T = -_
- - - - - - — - - —-— - —_— - L) e e - -
ws LR e e S S o == NS e ~ c -

Part-11 (of 1-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002

9" Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
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3 -? -\i ADVOCATES, SOLICITORS & NOTARIES
{_} ALLI CHAMBERS, .

NAGINDAS MASTER ROAD,
W FORT. MUMBAI - 400 001,

nnat
(o 94

4rd ay 2002

W= are c~or‘cc-t-ned fop our .clienta Surat Hagrik
Sehokerd Ranle |Liwited having addrees at Hehind
Gestandall Talkies. Varachha Road, " surat and under

iretvuctions he\\re'- t.ar write to you as under:

L. By  twe conbrackt notes both of G6th December 2001
testtlement date 7th December 2001) you have sold our
sliente” securities viz. €6 2020 and GOL 2015 for total
consideration . of Rs.'s. 15,43,750.00 and
¢ Rs~.‘a.15.70.‘937‘..5é\ respactively. Si'm.ultaneous'ly by
twe eontract notes bhoth of dth Decgmber.'2001. you have
ballght for our tliente szcuritiee viz. CG 2010 and CG
2008 for btatal clnsidsration of Rs.10,14.20.838.323 and

Pe.h.0L,16,663.6f. Howeavaer. nelther our cliente

receivad the | secucitices nor the amount of'

Trae Copy

/ Leasie
Yranoets
Surat Wi ik - -atari Bank Lid
.0, Yurwchhiu Ragd, Surat.

o

Part-11 (of [-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
9t Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
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» (} ‘:\? \i ADYOCATES, SOLICITORS & NOTARIES _/
3 N °

f . ALUJCHAMBERS,
\ i HNAGINDAS MASTER ROAD, .
soa;r. MUMBA! - €00 001,
. ke, L3 ,R) . 14,687,501 with regard to sale of  the
\
Zzenritise,
X 2. From  ties B tims. our clients requested vyaur
o i
M H{. 3, Trivedi./ [Mr.Saajiay Azgarwal, Ur.Ketan Sheth and
Uz . fanan either [be drliver the securities or  pay
’ R 15.51.1.4,887.580 for zale of the sscuricies.
g i
Xz Thayaaftsp, (=t your Peausst Lo ge2ure and  edjust
v aloregald  trendaction. -Aa per the contract. note
] . s
Aated  TOth Febradry Z50%Z. our clients agresd to. sell
the zecuritige Yiz. &5 2010 and GG 2008 for toval
3 congideratior u. ot . Ks.104;50,12.5U0.00 and )
LenE E at 4 o B RERN il . .
f ‘ Ra.5.12.$6.111,4i‘ refépectively and gimultaneously,
. e . R B - 4 -
3 : S . S
" kought eeccurity |as per the contract -note dated ~20th
! i 5 t / 2 : ) - e
{ February 2002 viz. GOI 2017 for & total consideration P~
/ R : YL * ) : /'/t, JUB{C
oL e, 16,09.60,300./-. However, t©ill date, the A

g=curitics have noat  bzen . delivered as per the

(‘,' sattlement bLeing of Zlst February 2Z00Z. Our clients
\ B Trom time to.time, demanded the securities or nretura of
( } the monsy with interest at the rate of 16% per annum,
In fact, your essociate who introduced the
(l transactions.  Wr.lirad A. Surti, Chartercd Accountant
Y of  Mse.Hirad ja. Suvrti & Aseociates, Charterec
) sedountants havihg address at Surys Flate. let  Flocor;
Y . B
o)
“3 '
| 4= 2
i E
(W] O S
)
N/ Part-11 (of I-11) CC-100521/2003 [PC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
l 9™ Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
@
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IRAT AL SURTI & ASSOTIATES /”j’r/ Nira; A. SURTI
; Chartered Accountants - ko, FEA:
é t){l.::.nry.n :~I.~us. st Flooe, Abose Surya Shopping Complex ) :
= Sevisheam Road, BEARUCTT =392 001, (Cruiaeat) 2Ly
£ fel (026423 (0 64197, 43227 (1) 263106 ;:.1‘\ :;,;;;2 .));' s

S,

May 10, 2002

.

1O,
M/s. Home Trade Limited,
Tower I, .5" floor,
Vashi Railway Station Comgplex,
International Infotech Park
s NAVI MUMBAI — 400703

—

e

Sirs,

This has referance to the cupy of the letter received by me from M/s. Gagrat &
Co, Advocates, Solicitors 2 Notaries, having -their office at Ali Chambers,
Nagindas Master Road, Fort, Mumbai — 400001. The said letter dtd 3" May
2002 has been addressed to you with a copy endorsed to me.

Even prior to the receipt of this letter, on being informed by the Directors of the/ & .
Surat Nagarik Sahakari Bank Ltd, | look personal interest in the mal(g!’r_f:: %

regarding non delivery of the securities by-you;-mainly.because, | feit.that ityas , i
s my moral duty lo ensure that, no loss is caused to the Bank nor iny: |
misunderstanding is created about me in the minds of the Directors, as you agf
been introduced to the Bank by me since 1899-2000.

o
o

As you know, that | am a Chartered Accountant by profession, carrying on
own prefession for the past 7 to 8 years and due to my sheer dint of hard wor
and honesty | have achieved a status in the sociely particularly in the Banking
] Community. In the past no one had any occasion to point a finger at me or to

cas! any blemish or aspersions as regards any of my dealings with any of the e

Banks or other clients. As such | was pained o receive a copy of lhe present
- letter .

o o

Fy . You are also well aware that, it-was due o my efforts that | could secure two
( posl dated cheques in favour of the Bank in order to cover the amount pending
for \he physicals of the securilies to be delivered along with the interest
calculated al the interest rate of 16% p.a. In addition to this during the personal
(< visil ol the directors of the Bank arranged by me at your office at Nariman )
Point, the original documents for land at Ahmedabad, Mouje Chekhala, Taluka !
. Sanand, Dislt. Ahmedabad having S.Nos 226, 227 and 229 belonging lo one i

{ Tr»ue Copy

(2 Surat MNagoik Sahkari Bank Lad
11.0. Varachha Road, Surat.

K/ Part-11 (of I-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
'k‘ . 9 Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat



391

o

)’I}l
BY Req. :
Sy Req. A.D./ Courier / Hand Delivery
No. ;
l[/
’ “\l'ﬁ 3 , ’
e ;. . \.“\...- = ‘.n
(UBYY INGipg , & :
g > i/ ” Wﬁ ;
¢ y \\_._ Plgh 77..“..%. K. -ﬁ“L...w\_ ..,. ﬁ,. el :..\._. svaia 2
Gh cleefenls ki, ,. M
‘ Nesehhg ool m.
From , m
. Cplear- . |
Niraj A Surt & ASSOCIATES : o g g

| Chariereg Atcounfants © e
" om”mzimma._m.zoo;gcwms |
Sevashram Road, BHARU 1

Tel.: (02632) (0) 64197, 43297

2 Shupping Complex
CH -392 001, {Cujarat)
(R) 26316 Fax:43227

Part-11 (of I-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
9™ Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat



£ 393

® & b\(‘/

¢
S
PAY >
@ h quaJ‘ Na,yn,é Sohakan Bank L/y// q1 §RF F OR BEARER
{ @W‘RWEES EJ?U crwd N“J‘/ Cu!& LﬁﬂééMhh/Q«ec :
’ Rasivadl’ e Mivdind M s Rs. €.9€,93 600/
@@“ 0010400317011 | ca For HOME TRADE LIMITED

@nosc BANK LTD.

181 - 104 ,Tulslani Chambers,F.P.Marg,
Narimanpolint ,Mumbai . 400 021,

%\1\(\"\*‘ A

Authorised Signatoties

e FS
S (1: MR A

"S8L 29 pe kUDE‘\.DDOBl. 1.0031‘?"' L3

f
- -~

!

20 D Q00O @09 9990
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\ %Mak.o/ /"IAMV EI}ZJ‘ ang/ er&/ﬂ" "Aly RS,'7/85,‘17,05'8.33
{ P ,_.J__v \

p
' .:\A 4 v

AeNo.| 0010400317011 CA

WS HANK 17D, 4’ ‘

101 - 104 ,Tulslan) Chambers,F.P.Marg, 2
Ja@mpoim Mumbali - 400 021. i

pi5

& o' }_\( ¢

@ ' '\\ : ..‘\.
B3 2

981, 290 Loueuuooaw;pdbax?m 13 “0007B5L 705813«

For HOME TRADE LIMITED

Authorised Signatories
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Surat Nagrik Sahkari Bank Ltd.
Behind Geetanjali Cinema, Varachha Road, Surat - 395006

Date: 18/06/2002
(True Copy)
The meeting of the Bank’s Board of Directors was held on Friday, 24/05/2002, at 4:30
PM at the bank’s main branch. A copy of the resolution is as follows:
Resolution No. 8(7)
Regarding Appointment of an Advocate for Legal Recovery Proceedings Against
Home Trade Ltd. and Shetrunjay Co. Op. Housing Society Ltd.

To recover the outstanding dues of the bank from Home Trade Ltd. and their
guarantor, Shetrunjay Co. Op. Housing Society Ltd., and to undertake all necessary
legal proceedings for thi< rurpose, as well as to address any circumstances arising due
to Home Trade Ltd. that may require legal action on behalf of the bank, Advocate Shri
Jatin J. Gandhi is appointed to carry out all relatéd proceedings. He is granted full
authority to conduct all such proceedings.

Additionally, Shri Jatin J. Gandhi, Advocate, is authorized to represent the bank
in all necessary submissions before government and semi-government offices and to
undertake all related proceedings. It is further resolved that Shri Jatin J. Gandhi,
Advocate, is authorized to engage advocates for filing cases in the High Court and
other courts as required.

For all legal proceedings on behalf of the bank, including signing documents,
filing affidavits, and undertaking all related actions, Shri Naineshbhai A. Chintaniya,
an employee of the bank, is appointed.

Surat Nagrik Sahkari Bank Ltd.
Signature: [llegible

Manager

Part-11 (of I-1T) CC-100521/2003 [PC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
9" Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACJM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
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snruram Nagrilk Sahalkari Banlk Lid.

W ARs wgqfl Ny (&,

Behind Gitanjali Cinema, Varachha Road, SURAT,,:‘W{S‘""G

TRUE COPY Date - 10~06~2000

Resolution

Copy of the Resolution passged by the Board of Directors

in. the meating held on Wednes ~day the 26/04/2000 at
op.ﬂlo '

Resolution No «9/4.

To_transeet the Banking Business.
Powers +to transéat the Banking bu

Bank's Payoxders, .excute Banks documents on b
the Bank are glven to the Managlng Director as élr_aa
anthorised officiav of the bank as per unde)ﬂ.\ notved
list, The accounts will be operated jointly whi
two- authorised signatures. on behdlf of the Bank.

1. Shri A, R. Contractor M.D.

2. Shxri Vinodbhai I. Modi Chief. Executive
3. Shri Kiritbhai A. Shah Manager

4. Miss R. B. Varma Accountant

5. Shri Arvindbhai J. Shah Br. Manager
6. Shri Naineshbhai A. Chitania Officer

7. Shxi P, V. Sheth Br. Manager

8. Shri A. K. Shah Officer

9. Shri C. B. Thakore Officer

10. Shri C. J. Shukla Officer

1ll. Shri R. N. Asti . Officax
12. Shri H. L. Surai Officer

13, Smt. G. F. Patel Sub officer
l4. sShri H. B. Patel Sub Officer
15. Shri D. V. Shah Sub Officer
16. Shri Dhaval»K. Pachchigar Sub officer
17. Smt. Sangitaben.C. Shah - Sub officer
18. Shri Sailesh.M. Desai Sub Officer
19. Shri Anil B. Patel Sub officer
20. Shri Manoj K. Tailor Sub officer
2l. Shri Vinod M. Tailoam Sub Officer
22. Shri Jayesh H. Sharma Sub Officerx

For Surat Nagrxik Sahakari Bank Ltd.

]—)‘u\ b Cng b L f"'"k

Managing Diractor. J

- 7

W27,

Part-11 (of I-11) CC-100521/2003 1PC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002

9" Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat



= ’\_
.

S (5

S 409

R
¥

H

- . @R 548214554001
surat Nagrilk Sahalkari Bank Led.
Yrd ALIRs ugudl Ay (&,

Behind Gitanjali Cinema, Varachha Road, SURAT.

LY

Ref. No. Date /5 .t 2E86C

RESOLVED that a subsidiary General Ledger (SsuL) account be

opened in the nawe of Surat MWNagrik Sahakari Bank Ltd.

Surat. with HUEC Bank Ltda and the followiny

8 officers/birectors/lrustess, be and are hexeby authorised
- to operate the said account

pan

Name of the Mode of operation Limit (Market
value)

< officers/Directoxrs/
Trustees

As per Kesolution and signatures attachea

Any two Jointly to operate SGL Account.

B

PURTuEK  KESGIVED that the above mentioned © feérs
Directors/ 7Trustees be and are hereby author
operate the subsidiary Generxal Ledger and they be
hereby further authorised to s8ign IoX, sell, p
transter, negotiate and/ or otherwise deal in Gove
gecurities, State gyovernment gsecurities, treasury
and other subsialary General Ledger securities upto
limits stated against thelr names.

RESOLVED FURTHEK 1THAT the above mentioned orricers/

{ Directors/ Trustees Dbe and are hereby authoxisea to

< execute lettegs of inaewnity and pDeclarations, make

applications and execute any othex documents, receive

{ interest ana principal thereot on behalf of the said Fund/

' Company and to do such other deeds, acts. matters anc
thinys as may be desirable, necessary and expedient.

& RESOLVED FUKTHEK THAT any Director / Trustes oF the

: ' Company Secretary pe and is hereby authorised to furnish a

4 . copy of the resolution certified as true to HDFC Bank Ltd.

¢ for Surat Nagrik Sahakaii Bank Lid. /'S{'}S‘iﬂi"«
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This agreement is made at __S ' 4 this ‘Thaay of

BETWEEN

- a Cooperative Bank
1961 and having

TUune 2000

Surat Nagarik Sahakar Bank Ltd
Operative Societies Act
SUVRAT-

Sahakari Bank Ltd "
thereof mean and inclu

duly registered under Gujarat Co- i
its  registered  office  ar e
hereinafter referred to as Surat Nagarj

it be repugnant to the context or meany
de its successors in title) of the ONE PA RT:

AND

a Banking company incorporated and registered under the Comp
gistered Office at Sandoz House, Dr.Annic Besant Road, Worli,
400 018 hercinafer referred to as "HDFC Bank" (which expression shall unless it be re
the context or meaning thereof mean and include §

(which expression shall unless

HDFC Bank Limited,
1956 and having its Re

P
®
2
R-
B
D

o+
E

anies Ael‘
Mumbai's:

pugnant to
ts successors in title) of the OTHER PA RT;
WHEREAS Surat Nagarik Sahakari Bank Lt . has requested for an arrangement with HDFC
Bank under which Surat Nagarik Sahakari Bank Lid . would be authorised to draw cheques
payable at par. at any of the specified branches of HDFC Bank 10 which HDFC Bank has aceeeded
(o on the terms and conditions hereinafier contained.

wre:

THIS AGREEMENT WITNESSETH and it is agreed by and between the parties as follows.

I The specified branches of Surat Nagarik Sahakari Bank Lid | (a list swhereof is annexed hereo
ax Annexure I) be and are hereby authorised 1o draw cheques pavable at par, subject 1o limits,
more particularly described in Anncxure 11, at any of the specified branchas of HDPEC Dank .
list whuruns iv crsevmmsd herero qa Annexure 417) and the same will be paid by HDFC Bank on

]
13
p ' due prescntation subject to availability of clear balance in the current account referred to in
D
P
B
b
B

= clause 2 hereunder.

2. As regards locations where Surat Nagarik Sahakari Bank Ltd . has opened/ opens its branches.
Surat N

agarik Sahakari Bank Ltd will not be entitled to draw cheques on HDFC Bank in such
centres as provided herein and the a

rrangement will cease to operate on such locations
immediately on cstablishment of such branches.

+ Thar Surat “Nagarik Sahakari Bank Ltd . shall open and maintain a current- account with
Ahmedabad branch of HIDFC Bank, hercinafler referred to as * the said account ** and that
Surat Nagarik Sahakari Bank Lid . shall always maintain a minimum balance of Rs. 10.00
Lacs (Rupees Ten Lacs) only in the said account at any point of time. Any shortfall in keeping

minimum balance in the said account on any particular day will be treated by HDFC Bank as
an overdratt to that extent and will b

¢ charged with applicable rate of inlmgi gcw%gy&
stated hereunder.,
/ Léwc'g__.
5 IMNizanogy —7
Tag Sura ™ LS Razk fed
L) 0. Varaokpy, o, Surac,
y . ) PITT ot
. wonh LA& .
Dar soimt Hogitn Sehakait 2o N e
i1 = He— ;
’ 8 '__”5_ Mannged
ottcs '..:(00"‘9"{

Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
2 Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 \ -
. (Of<;‘-"”.¢)\<?c|(l:—éggi5§rl(/;ig?l3JLr(’i(g:e E:CACJM. Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
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17. If there is a default on the

I8 HDFC Bank will be at libenly to make any ch

[;9 Surat Nagarik thaka}i Bank Lid |

Z1. In casc of any dispute or difference b

413

12.Surar Nagarik Sahakari Bank Lid . shal) e
controlling branch and should furnish the det
amount, {c) payee, (d).date and () place whe

end stop payment instructions directly 1o the
ails very clearly as to the (a) cheque number (b)

' ) rc the cheque is deawn, The charges for each such
SIop payment instruction shall be Rs.100/- (Rupees One Hundred only) and will be payabte
by cheque, issucd latest by the seventh of the next month for such instructions within the manth.

L3 That the specified branches of HDFC Bank may dishonour cheques
Appropriate reasons therefor under the following circumstances ;

a) If specimen signature of any authorised official of drawer branches of Surat Nagarik Sahakau
Bank Lid . who has signed on drafl is not on the record of HDFC B
differing with tiie specimen signature recorded in its records.

L) If the cheque issued is in a different form from that of the specimen provided to drawee branches
of HDFC Bank and signed by unauthorised signatory.

<) If the Surat Nagarik Sahakari Bank Led -shall fail to provide the cover funds in time as
aforesaid,

d) IT the date of presentation of the cheque is the same as the date of funding for the cheque or, for
any other lawful reason.

payable at par giving

ank or the signature is

14 Nothing contained in this  Agreement shall
arrangement on the part of HDFC Bank for pr
Surat Nagarik Sahakari Bank Ld
under this arrangement.

be deemied to constitute any agreemient o
oviding overdraft or any other credit facility ¢

3. Any other branch office of HDFC Bank (other than those listed in Annexure 1) can also be

incorporated in the said scheme subject 1o agreeing on pricing/limit ete. ~

16. This arrangement and agreement will be in toree for a period of one year from the date of this
agreement and will be subject to reviewy after one year, This arrangement will continue o be in

force till such time as the arrangement is not expressly revoked by cither Bank by giving one
month’s notice in writing, to the other Bank, v

part of Surar Nugarik Sahakari Bank Lid .
and 'conditions in this arrangement then HDFC Bank shall be at li
agreement svithout giving any notice.

anges/ modifications in this arrangement by
giving fiflcen days notice in writing to Surat Nagarik Sahakari Bank Ltd .

Notwithstanding anything contained hercin, HDFC Bank® shall be entitled to rovise/levy Wlic -
charges, feea for .issuc of such cheques or vary the minimum balance required to Le

maintained in the said account by giving one manths prior notice to Surat Nagarik Sahakari
Bank Litd . '

shall pay, on demand, to HDFC Bank all costs on full

red by HDFC Bank for protection and cnforcement of its
nent and/or othenwise in law.,

indeminity basis incurred / to be incur
rights and remedies under this Agreey

ctween the partics hereto the same shall be sertled in
accardance with the Indian Arbitration and Conciliation Act, 1996,

X Tengite Galakail u“"‘.%‘\ 1 o
Fof n“:..:, (’\‘)g_,g? /

0 T b ol 1Asmega)
—Olicmt - m—:—&‘“

j¢ K Lanti . State of Gujarat
9" Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. Sta 1
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PEY-21-208& 16:14  FROM:
TO:
0:8551183 - Bl
HOFC Bank 1.4,
Print Back <«<Predibupnyzyon. Next >>

Opp. Ragmond’s Shawmom,
Surar-Damas Roid,

Jate : 31/05/2002
Athwa L mes. Parle Pomt
! Surat - 3V3u0?

SURAT NAGARIK SAHAKARI BANK LTD. Tel - 21883748

HIND GITANJALI CINEMA,
ARACHHA ROAD,
éURAT 396 006

%ﬁa hereby confirm that SURAT NAGARIK SAHAKARI BANK LTD. is the rag!sterad pmprlo'lor of
~lhe undermentioned Central Government/State Government Loans/Tbllis held In the Constituent
GL Account meintained with HDF C Bank Limited, FORT BRANCH as of close of business on 30052002

@ ~ . - : = S ,r,
% o Sy S © Towlualance of fnfe 1l
s

ARcouniType s FOSBARNGE . . . o G ooy o o S
% I 1 Losn Code +  Nomanclature of (heloan i PhysicaiBalance ! 5GL Balsnce X vatue (in R8) | ¢ ¥
\i'" T 07 T T L A e e T RNGG: - R g0 guego 1630900
a g ——o — e s atm— -—_——-
This cerificate is ol no negotiable value and need nol be produced When stock to vatien it

Notes :(1)

m'ler_s“p_ry_lg_ﬂ_ir!. o L BATEIASN, G P
The account holder is advised to confirm the balanices shown in the
(2) {he discrepancy, if any, from \herein within 10 working days trom the
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HOFC Rank 1d.

Print Back <«<Progipupnysyon. Next>>
Qpp. Ragmong's Showron,

Surat-Pamas Ruad,

&hsn002 i

. Athwa Lines, Parle Pomt.
S al . IS 7.

BEMAGARIK SAHAKARI BANK LTD. T:‘;" 213:%}#'!*

iy GITANJALL CINEMA,

AGHHA ROAD,

95 008

sgaby conflrm that SURAT NAGARIK SAHAKARI BANK LTC. s the registered proprietor of

'- rmentioned Central Government/state Government Loans/Thliis held in the Constituent

' fccount maintained with HDFC Bank Limited, FORT BRANCH as of close of buginess on 30052002
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=c@‘m.'.§ Froealance . ; e it i 5 ;
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3. ll Loan Code ! Homanystute of the loan |
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is o[ no negoliable value and need no
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> %o Navrangpura,
- 3010412002 Ahmedabad - 380 009,

@ (\ B Tel. : 642 0750, 646 9006

SUJAT NAGARIK SAHAKARI BANK LTD. Fax: 656 3464.

BEHIND GlT‘mJALI CINEMA,
@ VARACHHA ROAD,

SURAT 395 006

- -

B We hereby confirm that SURAT NAG

Y d2es nol requite the signature,

! ARIK SAHAKARI BANK LTD. is the registered Proprietor of
. the undermentioned Central Government/State Government Loans/Thills held in the Constituent
SGL Account maintained with HDFC Bank Limited, AHMEDABAD BRANCH as of close of business on
29/04/2002 X ’ '
_Account Type:: Free Balanca
StNo. | LoanCade |  Nomenciature of the loan Physical Balance SGL Balance Tm\:;:::‘}:"{:'{'“
G ey . : —Valke (inRs,)
e D 84010 10.50% GOI 2074 ReD, Rs50,000,000.; Rs50,000,000,0
oY A OX00)  )e\S 6oy 100} ; -’ 30000 goo - 30 000 600- 05
E\ Notes 3(‘ ) iThis certificale is of no negoliable value and need not be produced when stock to which it refers
R --.L‘.. iare delt in, - Boloes con.go
5(2) :The account holder is advised to confirm the balances shown in the statement or point out the S———=x=
@ -3 - dscrepancy, if any, from therein within 10 working days from the date of isste of the statement.
< if balances are not confirmed within the stipulated period of 10 working days, as mentioned
13) iabove, the account hoider will be deemed to be in agreement with the balances showin in the
ik Statement,
g § 4) The securnities under "Free Balance" and under "Pledge Alc (LAGs)" is as pef the terms and
J !‘ conditions agreed upon while signing the agreement with the bank.
g @é‘\ls iza

»
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Jor Sural Nagrik Serakarl Bank L&
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e T /%”J/ W tmivat... 22
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b HDEC Bank Lid.,
' Arun Complex,
Back - <<Previouss, Mh:ﬁ;aazy
P ° . R.C. Dutt Road,
SURAT NAGARIK SAHAKARI BANK LTD. Vadodara - 39C 005.
BEHIND GITANJALI CINEMA, ! Tel.: 0265 - 341138/39.
) VARACHHA ROAD, ' ; Fax: 0265 - 341142.
“SURAT 395 006
D Credit Advice

-

We confirm having credited your Subsidiary SGL account as per your request dated 18/04/2002
B As detailed below : .

1 Dato of SGL : 18/04/2002
b 2) Noemenciature of loan ! 1 7.49% GOI 2017
@ 2 RBI Loan tode , 102007

3) Amount(Face value - in Rs) - S RsSO.OOOI.OOO.OO
B 4) Reference no. i 12002041 8060

-

Counter party name : NDS - ICICI SECURITIES & FINANCE CO.LTD .

.s is a computer generated stauopary does not requlra sngnature

|
!
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5 \\f‘
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andt
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e
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~Z
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Date.!
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68 BANKING REGULATION (AACS) ACT, 1945 [S.22]

a) any balances maintained in India by a co-operative bank
in current account with the Reserve Bank or by way of net balance
in current accounts, and in the case of a scheduled State
co-operative bank, also the balance requirec under section 42 of
the Reserve Bank of india Act, 1934, to be so maintained;

b} any batances maintained br a Central co-operative bank
with the State co-operative bank of the State concerened; and

¢) any balances maintained by a primary co-operative bank
with the Centrai co-operative bank of the dis rict concerned or
with the State co-operative bank of the State concerned, shall be
deemed to be cash maintained in India.

Nates on Section 24 contd.

For the purpose of this section, “unencembered approved
securities” of co-operative bank shall include ite approved securities
lodged with another institution for an advance or any other credit
arrangement ta the extent to which such securities have not been drawn
against or availed of.

For instance, if 8 co-operative baok hes lodged its approved
securitics, whose market price is Rs. Ten lakh, with 2 higher financing
agency for a cash credit/overdraft arrangement an. has drawn Rs.§ lakhs
sgainst securities so lodged, the remainiag wor h Rs. § lakhs can be
reckoned for the purpose of liquid assets.

Sub-.section (2): Ooln:.,umo: of amount to be maintained:

This Sub-section specifies the various.types of balances which can
be deemed as cash for the purpose of liquid assets to be maintained by
the co-cperative banks. During the initial period of 3 yeacs the following
types of balances were deemed as cash for the purpose of liquid assets
under sub-section (1):

(a) any balances maintained in India by a co-operative bank in
current account with the Reserve Bank or by way of net balance in current
accounts, and ia the case of a scheduled s}ate co-operative bank, also the
balance required (under section 42 of the Reserve Bank of India Act,
1934) to be maintained with the Reserve Bank;

(b) a5+ balances maintained by a ceatral co-opsrative bank with
the state co-verative baak of Lhe state cunzerned; < M

LR P
=iy

"ot

BANKING RECULATION (AACS)ACT, 1949 69

[2A) (a} Netwithstanding anything contéined in sub-saction
{1) or in sub-section (2], after the expiry of two years from the
commencementiel the Banking Laws (Application to Co-operative
Sacieties} Act, 1865, or-of such further period not exceeding
one year as the Reserve Bank, having regard to the interesis of
the co-operative bank noncerned, may think fit in any particular
case to allow—

(i) a scheduled State co-opertive bank, in addition tc the
average daily balince which it is, or may be, required to maintain
under section 42 of the Raserve Bank of India Act, 1334; and

(ii) every cther co-operative bank, in add:tion to the cash
reserve which ilis required to maintain under section 18, shall
maintain in India,in cash, or in gold valued at a price not exceeding
the current market prica or in unencumbered epproved securities
valued at a prict determined in accardance with such one of
more of, or comtination of, the following methaods of valuation,
namely, valuation with reference to cost price, market price, book
value or face vaue, as may be specified by the Reserve Bank

Notes on Section 24 contd.

{c) any bala:ces maintained by a primary co-operative bank wizh
the central co-openitive bank of the district concerned or with the state
co-operative bank i the state coincerned.

[t may be noed for the purpose of this section, the term "liabilities”
will have to be undsrstood in legal sense. This means that only iterms of
liabilities which the bank is under legal obligation to pay or discherge to
outside parties need be taken into account for computing liabilities. A
co-operative bank s not required to maintain cesh reserve and licuid
assets against liatilities which represent internal liabilities suck as
provisions made fordepreciation in the value ofinvestmants ke buildings
and fixed assets and provisions made for bad and doubtful debts, ezz.

Sub-section(2A): Percentage to be maintained:

This Sub-section provides that at the expiry of 2 vears from the
commencement of the #¥¢, or such further period not excesding one yesr
as the Reserve Bask thiuks fit in any particular case to allow, the
co-operative banks will have to maini~in 25 ver cent o the total of their
DTL in the form of¢ash, gold or unencumbered zpproved securitier

h

~

«
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72 MANKING REGULATION [AACS} ACT, 1949

' 1128} The Reserve Bank may, by notfication in the Official
Gazette. vary the percentage referred to in sub-section (24 in
respect of 3 Regional Rural Bank ?[x x x x|.

%3] For the purpose of ensuring compliance with the
provisions of this section, every co-operative bank shall, not later
than 20 days after the end of the month to which it relates,
furmish to the Reserve Bank in the prescribed form and mznner a
manthly retutn showing particulars of its assets maintained in
accordance with this section, and its demand and time liabilities
in India at the close of business on each alternate Friday during
the month, or il any such Friday is a public holiday, at theclcse
of business on the preceding working day:

“[Provided that every co-operative bank, other thsn a
primary co-operative bank, shall also furnish within the said pefiod,
8 copy cf the said. return to the National Bank.]"

Notes on Section 24 contd.

concerned, such balance to the extent to which it has been drawn againgt
or availed of shall not be deemed t3 be cash maintuined in India; and

(¢) for the purpose of clause (a), the market price of an approved
security shall be the price as on the date of the issue of the notifieation or
as on any earlier or later date, as may be notified from time to time by
the Reserve Bank in respact of any class or classes of securities.

Sub-section (3): In terms of this sub-section, for the purpose of
ensuring compliance with the provisions relating to liquid assets, every
co-operative bank should furnish to the Reserve Bank of India in the
prescribed form (Form I), a monthly return showing | articulars of liquid
assets, maintained and its DTL as at the close of business on each
alternate Friday during the month or if: any such Frida, is a public holiday
s at the cloze of business on the preceding working day.

Provision to this sub-section provides that every co-operative bank,
other than 2 primary co-operative bank, shall also furnish within the
said period. a copy of the said return to the NABARD.

L. Inserteces by tho Act 21 of 1976 Sectian, 33 w.e.f. 26-9-1978
2. Omitted 5y the Act of 1984 , Sectior: 42 w.e.f. 15.2.198¢
3. Substiruzes by the Act 21 of 1984 Section, 42 w.e.f. 15-2-1984

- W
4. Proviso added by the Actof 1914, w.ef 127, 4

15.24] IANKING REGULATION (AACSIACT, 19+9 73

® [(4102 1 on any alternate Friday or it such Friday is a
public holidzy, on the preceding working day. the amount
maintained by a co-operative bank at the close of business an
that day fallsbelow the minimum prescribed by or under clause
{8l of sub-sedion (2A), such co-operative bank skall be liasle 1o
pay to the Reserve Bank in respect of that days default, penal
interest for tiat day at the rate of three per cent per annum
above the bark rate on the amount by which the amount actuaily
maintained fals short of the prescribed minimurm on that day;
and

{b) if tte default accurs again on the next succeeding
alternate Fridiy, or if such Friday is 2 public heliday. on the
preceding woking day, and continues on succeeding alternats
Fridays or preteding working days, as the case may be. the rats
of penal interest shall be increased 1o a rate of five par cent per
annum above the bank rate on each such shortfalls in respect of
that alternate Friday and each succeeding alternate Fridey or
preceding worting day, if such Friday is a public holicay, on which
the default cortinues,

Notes on Section 24 contd.

Sub-sectin 4(a) to sub-section (7) of the Section empowers the
Reserve Bankofindia to direct all primary co-operative barks to maintair.
invariably the nquired cash reserve and statutory liquid ratic at al
times and submt the return in the prescribed form (Form ) in time
Non-submissionof returns attracts the provisions of sestion 45(4) of the
Act, and the batks are liable to the imposition of penalties as indicated
therein. The Re=rve Bank of India, in its cireular UBD No, 3R.72/A 12
(24¥92-93 dated12.5,1994 has advised that the failure t> comply with
stipulations of setions 18, 24 and 24(3) of the Act, ‘will invite penaltics
hereinafter. -

Note: (1)The Reserve Bank of India has since decided ta impose
penalties for defalts in submission of statutory return in Form I after
issue of 2 show ause notice to be issued by the officers in charge of the
respective regioni offices, after determining the amount of penalty that
may be levied on fie defaulting banks. The penalty has to be paid within
a period of one math from the date of notice by way of DD drawn infavour
of the Reserve Buk of India or by a cheque dzawn on the Resarye Bank
of India in respe¢ of the banks which maintain aceount with Deposit
Account Department of the Reserve Bank. The amount of penalty has
been fixed as undi™,- )

Suls sections (0 to (8) and explanation inserted by the Act 1 of 18> 1,

m.&naua,.zﬁa.:u.»._cﬁ @ @ .@ @ O

© 66 &
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76 BANKING REGULATION tAACS) ACT, 1949 1S.241

(7) When under the provisions of clause (b) of sub-section
(4) penal interest at the increased rate of five per cent above the
bank rate has become payable by a co-operative hank, if thereafter
the amount is required to be maintained on the next succeeding
alternate Friday, or if such Friday is a public haliday, the next
preceding working day, is sfill below the prescribes minimum,
evety director, manager or secretary of the co-operative bank,
whe is knowingly and wilfully a party to the default, shall be
punishable with fine which nay extend to Rupees five hundred
and with a further fine which may extend to Rupees five hundred
for each subsequent alternate Friday or the preceding working
day. as the case may be, on which the default continues.

‘(8) Notwithstanding anything contained in this section, if
the Reserve Bank is satisfied on an application, in writing by the
defaulting co-operative bank that the co-operative pank had
sufficient cause for its failure ta comply with the provisions of
clause(a) of sub-section (2A), the Reserve Bank may not demand
the payment of the penal interest,

Explanation: In this section, the expression vuca_mo holiday"
means & day which is a public holiday under the Negotiahie
Instruments Act. 1881]"

Notes on Section 24 contd.

day, is still below the prescribed minimum, every director, manager or
secrecary of the bank, whois knowingly and wilfully a party to the default,
are punishable under sub-section (7) with fine which may extend to
Rs.500/- and with a further fine which may extend to Rs. 500/- for each
subsequent alternate Friday or the preceding working day, as the case
may be, on which the default continues,

Sub-section (8) empowers the Reserve Bank of India for not
demand the psyment of the penal interest if it is satisfied on an
application in writing by the defaulting bank that the co-operative bank
had sufficient cause for its failure to comply with the provisions of clause
(a) of sub-section (24),

Explanation: The expression, "public holiday” meansa lay which
is a public holiday under the Negotiable Instcuments Act, 1881

*  Sub-sections (4) to (8) and ecplanation manunm.rv. _vn Actof 1984, Section 32
wee. f, 13-2-1984 ]

“ - iy
- o > poid

[S.24A]  BANKING REGULATION (aACS) ACT. 1545 =3

*24A. Power to exempt:

‘Withost prejudice to the provisions of Section 53. 1z
Reserve Bant may, by notification in the Officiat Gazette, declars
that, for such period and subject to such conditions 3s may be
specified in such notification, the whole or any part of the
provisions ofSection 18 or Section 2<, as may be specifiec therein
shall not apgy to any co-operative bank or class of co-operativea
banks, withreference to all or any of the offices of stich ca-
operative bank or banks or with reference to the whale ar any
part of the issets and lavilities of such co-operative bank cr
w»:rm.

4
V26, Returnof unclaimed deposits:

Every co-operative bank shall, within thirty days after the
close of each calendar year, submit a return in thz prescribed
form and mainer to the Reserve Bank 25 at the end of such
calendar yearof all accounts in India which have not been operated
upon for ten years;

Notes on Section 24A

This nev section empowers the Reserve Bank, withott prejudics
to the provisiors of section 53, Lo exempt by issue ofa natification in the
official gazette,any co-nperative bank or class of co-operative banks, with
reference to alor any of the offices of such bank or banks, or with
reference to thewhole or any part of the assets and liabilities of such co-
operative bankor banks from the application of whole or any part of the
provisions of Setion 18 or Section 24, for such period end subject o such
conditions as may be specified in such notification.

Notes on Section 26

This section provides that every co-operative bank is required to
subtnit to the Resarve Bank within 30 days after the close of each czlendar
year, & retumn it the prescribed form (Form VIII) and manrer as at the
end of such calendar year of 2!l accounts in India which have not besn
operated upon fir 10 years.

The proviso to this section says that in the case of monay deposited
for a fixed period, the term of 10 years shall be recknoed from the date of
expiry of such péQA. Thus, in the case of a fixed deposit made on 1.1,1855

" New Sectioninserted by the Act | of 1984 section 42, w.e . 15001052

B

[}

9" Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs, State of Gujarat
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< TO, .
% Execulive Direclor (Administration) '

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE BOARD OF INDIA
¢ Stock Broker's Registration Department,
t B wing, 1% flocr, Mittal Court, Nariman Point,

MUMBAI

Dear Sir,

HOME TRADE ;

CERTIFICATE OF REGISTRATION

We enclose herewith a copy of your certificate of registralion of Ihe above named company

registered as Stock Broker at your-end for National Stock Exchange of India, vide your registration
number INB230624638 dated November 10% 2000, for carrying on the aclivities of buying, selling

or dealing in securities and carrying on such other activilies as are permilled by such Stock
Exchange(s).

oo

Flease confirm by the return of the post that the ceriificate issued by you is in order, and whether
ovexnmaod -
thoy ware permitted to trade m?seéurmes as mentloned in your enclosed certificate

'
L
, - Thanking you in anticipation.
; Yours faithfully
( ) = ay &
e R /f} i i/ (/&(DL
(- ManageM
) (MK Vid)
O Trus Copy
N2 S
A O, Yoo, itz 4 Jo Surag,
L
K
(.
. /2002
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CERJFIFIEDITRUE copy|oF THE RESOLUTION PASSED BY THE BOARD | -
4 OF DIRECTORS OF TH| COMPANY 'HELD 'AT TOWER 3, 5™ FLOOR, <: . ‘.-
£ A INTERNATIONAL INFOTECH PARK, VASHI;"NAVI MUMBAI — 400 703 ON " .- -~
A ¢ MAY:15, 2001, ¢ ! LN T
f ‘. ' ‘ ; :
L "RESOL\/ED THA{_T the resignation of Shii Ketan. Sheth from the
. Board ba accepted with immedlate}eﬁe’ck and- that the Board of £
! 3 Dlregtors places dn record its sincere appreciation for the valuable
. Services rendered|by him to the Board and to the Company as a
! . 4:*&)3‘;:3,@};??“” of the Company.

VO S :
- CIREBDRVED FUR HER THAT a copy of the aforesaid resolution be

home trade Itd,

Tower 4. Sth Flao:,
Vashi Rly. Saation Camplex,
Navi Mumbai - 404 703,
Tel: (91-22) 761 244)-44
Fax: (Y1-22) 781 2548

v
i
'
.
|
1
i

(-
\' -
| I
\..
(k | S yishrvesnes99 doe . )
¢ * 114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
- - -100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471, : -
i Lt (Ofé"'”A)u(ii(I: 1Se:nior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
-
(J
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THIS DEED OF GUARAN FEE 5 e at Surac v s 6% doy ol iy 2002,
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eyl
°/\-}\—/}! 1} That in pursuance of the said Agreement and in consideration of the Bank

q«tfj agreeing 1o Puychase the said Govt. Securi ity & the shars form the said M/s Home
y Trade Lamued, the Sociely hereby guarantees to and covenants with the Bapkfer i ,._\\*\

or recover the investinentamount of Rupees 16,89,40,658.'33N.P. fror
Trade Limited,

2)  AND the Society liereby convenants that whenever called upon
in writing for yepayment of the said amount due and payable at th

made to the said M/s Home Trade Limited, the Society shall forthwith P ‘ %k“ox. }f-\ﬁ‘f
amounts withaut any demur and notwithstanding any objection raised by the sa
M/s Home Trade Limited. It is hereby expressly agreed by and between the par-
ties that the liapility of the Society in respect of the repayment of the said Invest-
ment of the bayk shall be restricted only to the Land Bearing Block No. 226, 227
& 229, Mouje Chekhala, Tal : Sanand, in the State of Gujarat, admeasuring about
83600mts. and shall not extend to any ather property owned Ly the Society,

3)  ANDitis furtheragreed and declared that the Guarantee here given shall be
irrevocable ang unqualified and shall continue to subsist so long as the said trans-

action is continued and is not closed by the said M/s Home Trade Limited or by
the Bank. s

4) ANDIT (S FURTHER AGREED and dcclmcd by the Society that any
facility given. by or any"act of forbearance of part of the Bank or any waiver of
any breach co:pmutcd by the said M/s Home Trade Limeted in favour of the
Bank in respec| of the said Transacation, or a settlement made, or a compromise
arrived at by the Bank with the said M/s Home Trade Limited, or any other acl or
om'issiox] on.thg part of the bank, which would have, but for the provisions of this
Deed, the effeat of discharging the Society in law would not discharge the Soci-

ety and his liapility would continue unabated so long as the Transacation not
Completed '

S)  Anditis further agreed and declared that notwithstanding hereir: contained,
the liability of the society under these presents will not exceed the Innit of the
said Transacation viz. Rs. 16,84,40,658 33N.P. exclusive of interests.

Part-11 (of I-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
9" Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACJIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
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s ized its FHon. Secretary Shri Ramesh Kantilal Shah 1o execute all the
X # necessary documents tor that pm'posé. The: Members ol the Mortgi-
gor Society further have resolved that Tile Deeds and documents in
5 vespect of the said property be deposited with the Mortgagse by wr
af equitable jnortgage. l £
§ d) The Mortgagor Society has executed a Deed of Gurantee in favou {n:.if ¢
the Mortgagee on Date : §-5-2002. swiranteeing the repayment ol !‘h.;‘ f__‘ ‘
said Securities amount of Rs . 16,8-4,40.658.31 N.I» by the Mortgn \ s
to M/s. Home Trade Limted, For Pwchasing the various Gove. secu\: i,
P rity & shars. ;;\“ 4
bt N ECSRELN
Tlie Mortgageor Society has on this day deposited the Tide Deeds
§ relating 0 the said properties, which are listed in'(:u.( SECOND
SCHEDULE hereinunder wiitien, with an intent o create security on
the said property for repaymentof the said investment by the mortga-
see with interest as hereinafiesr stated.
(b] The Mortgageehas requested the Mortgagor Socicty to execute these
\ prosents _\vith a view to record the said Deposit and the terms and
/ copditions in respect thereof, which the Mortgagor Society has agreed
€ to glo.
P : NOW IT 1S AGREED AND DECLARED BY T2
§ ‘ MORTGAGOR SOCIETY AS FOLLOWS
i 1) In gohsidcra!ion of the said Deed of Guraniee executed by the Mort-
A= gagpr Socicty in favour of the Mortgagee and as the sec.m'il_y for the
) . ubs-crvance of the said guarantee, the Morlgagor Society doth hereby
| \ coventants with the Mortgugee that the Title Deeds, Documents and
> wrilings comprised in the Second Schedule hereinunder written, re-
&_,.1‘ Ialix}g to the said property, which is niore particularly described in the
First Schedule hereinunder written have been deposited by the Mort-
( gagyr Society with the Mortgagee.
Lo 2) > The Mortgng,of Society further covenants that the Tite Deed. Duocu-
ments and writing comprised in the Second Schedule hereinunder
R writfen relating to the said propeity, which ace accepted by the voit-
S ' gague ale the "only Documeps ol Titde 1o the said [roperty with the
g Morgagor, Socialy andi the same are not previousty ceposited with
ket S any pevson whinsoever and/or the sime and/or the copies thereol e
| J
@)
e Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
Part-11 (of I-i1) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varac 1av S S rGatat
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(12) Ceritied copy Extrets of Resolutions passed by the general bodu
of shatrunjay Co-operative Mousing society Lid. in jts metting
held on date : ..2.8.(.2 1903
“(13) Zerox Copy of the Registration Centilicate ¢f the society.
SIGNED, SEALED AND DELIVERED y
by the withinnamed MORTGAGOR )
SOCIETY, SHATRUNIAY )
-3
)

CO-OPERAYLE HOUSING SOCIETY

LIMITED

througl its Hon. Secrety B LR HEF IR LSS
_Shri Rpmesh Kaniilal Shah ) Q)l,)\rd’lfz. .
- ih presece of jAaa A2l sL UM

13

2)
SIGNED, SEALED AND DELIVERED  ¥ot Surat Nagrix Sabsker} Bank Lid.

by the withinnamad MORTGAGEE ) /Vl _—
f%ﬂgu

SURAT NAGAIK SAHAKARI BANK LTD.

-~ e

in presence of
I/ oo -

2)

BEFORE ME

- i v, o L

- § MAY 2007

oy Rk U
Yurats
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Surat Nagrik Sahkari Bank Ltd.
Behind Geetanjali Cinema, Varachha Road, Surat — 395006

Date: 14/05/2002
To,
The Respected Talati-cum-Mantri Shri,
Village: Moje Chekhla,
Taluka: Sanand,
District: Ahmedabad

Subject: Regarding the registration of a lien (mortgage) in favor of the bank on
the land registered under Revenue Survey Nos. 226, 227, and 229 at
Village Moje Chekhla.

| Respected Talati Shri,

With due respect, we wish to state the following regarding the above subject:

The land registered under Revenue Survey Nos. 226, 227, and 229 at Village
Moje Chekhla, Taluka: Sanand, District: Ahmedabad, which is in the name of
Shetrunjay Co. Op. Housing Society Ltd., has been provided to us, the applicant bank,
i.e., Surat Nagrik Sahkari Bank Ltd., Surat, as a mortgage against securities ambuntiﬁg '
to ¥ 16,84,40,658.33. In this regard, the said society has provided a Memorandum of
Deposit of Title Deed dated 08/05/2002 to our applicant bank, a copy of which is
enclosed herewith. |

Kindly take note of this and register the lien (mortgage) in favor of our applicant

bank on the land registered under Revenue Survey Nos. 226, 227, and 229.

Yours faithfully,
Surat Nagrik Sahkari Bank Ltd.
Signature: Illegible
Manager

Part-11 (of 1-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
9 Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
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S.N.D.
3046 | 1-11
1994

Sale Deed for Block No. 226

Registration Details

Serial No.: 3046

Year: December 1994

Date and Time: 15th, between 3:00 PM and 4:00 PM

Place: Sub-Registrar Office, Sanand
Fees Paid:
Registration Fee: ¥ 3,225
Copy Fee: X 110
Photo Fee: X 11
Postal Fee: X 15
Total: ¥ 3,350

Parties Involved

Purchaser (First Party):

Shetrunjay Co-operative Housing Society Ltd., registered under the Gujarat Co-
operative Societies Act, 1961, on 15/10/1994 with Registration No. P-16892,
represented by:

(1) Chairman Shri Hiren Jashwantlal Shah, adult, occupation: trade, Hindu, residing
at: 32, Swati Society, St. Xavier’s High School Road, Ahmedabad 380014

(2) Secretary Shri Nipulbhai Kumarbhai Shah, adult, occupation: trade, Hindu,

residing at: 302, Suganmal Apartment, Navrangpura, Ahmedabad 380009

Part-11 (of 1-11) CC-100521/2003 [PC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
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Thereafter, our father, Shri Ambalal Umeddas, gifted the said Block No. 226
land to us, Kokilaben, for our maintenance and upkeep in January 1983. This was
recorded in the village Form No. 6 under Entry No. 1648 on 23/03/1983. Since then,

the said land has been wholly and independently owned, possessed, and enjoyed by

us, the Seller Second Party.

We executed an agreement for sale of the said Block No. 226 land to your
society on 15/04/1994, registered at the Sub-Registrar Office, Sanand, under Serial
No. 676 on the same date. Due to further financial needs, we handed over vacant and
physical possession of the said land to your society on 16/08/1994 and received an
additional ¥ 63,000/- (Rupees Sixty-Three Thousand) via Bank of Maharashtra

cheque No. 6562 as part of the sale consideration. A possession agreement was also

executed and provided to you.

To obtain permission for non-agricultural use of Block No. 226, a plan was
prepared and submitted to the Sanand Taluka Panchayat Office on 06/07/1994. The
plan was approved, and permission for non-agricultural use was granted by the Taluka
Development  Officer, Sanand Taluka Panchayat, vide order No.
Ta.Pan./Jaman/Bakhap/S.R.121/34/93-94 dated 22/08/1994. Subsequently, materials

such as soil, bricks, and stones were brought to the site, and non-agricultural use has

commenced and continues at the site.

Land Details:

Village: Chekhla

Block No.: 226

Area: 1 hectare, 65 ares, 92 square meters

Type: Government

Part-11 (of 1-11) CC-100521/2003 1PC Sec. 4006, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
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For registering the said land in your name in government or panchayat records,

-we shall provide all necessary signatures, presence, or acknowledgments as required.

Details of Consideration Received:

% 42,000/~ (Rupees Forty-Two Thousand), paid by your society’s promoters via
United Bank of India cheque No. 021303 on 15/04/1994, acknowledged by us as part

_ of the sale consideration.

¥ 63,000/~ (Rupees Sixty-Three Thousand), paid by your society’s promoters
via Bank of Maharashtra cheque No. 6562 on 16/08/1994, when possession was

handed over, acknowledged by us as part of the sale consideration.

¥ 1,05,000/- (Rupees One Lakh Five Thousand), paid by your society via
Ahmedabad District Co-operative Bank cheque No. 226654 on the date of this deed.

Total:  2,10,000/- (Rupees Two Lakh Ten Thousand), fully received from you.

We have provided you with the final Record of Rights and copies of changes in
the property card. No other documents related to the said land are in our possession,
nor have we provided or transferred them to anyone else. The said land has no
encumbrances, liens, charges, claims, or rights of any kind from others, nor is it
subject to acquisition, requisition, or reservation. No court or institution has issued
any prohibition order against its sale, nor have we received any notice to that effect.
We assure you of clear title and undertake to bear all costs and compensate for any

losses arising from [uture claims against the title.
All expenses for this salc deed, including stamp duty, registration fees, typing
charges, etc., have been borne solely by you, the Purchaser First Party.

Part-11 (of 1-11) CC-100521/2003 [PC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
9" Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat



»"\

av—

s,

PR

P ]

=

475

Sale Deed for Block No. 229

Registration Details
Serial No.: 3044
Year: December 1994

Date and Time: 15th, between 3:00 PM and 4:00 PM
Place: Sub-Registrar Office, Sanand

Fees Paid:

Registration Fee: ¥ 7,225
Copy Fee: T 130

Photo Fee: 2 13

Postal Fee: X 15

Total: T 7,420

Parties Involved
Purchaser (First Party):

Shetrunjay Co-operative Housing Society Ltd., registered under the Gujarat Co-
operative Societies Act, 1961, on 15/10/1994 with Registration No. P-16892,
represented by:

(1) Chairman Shri Hiren Jashwantlal Shah, adult, occupation: trade, Hindu, residing
at: 32, Swati Society, St. Xavier’s High School Road, Ahmedabad 380014
(2) Secretary Shri Nipulbhai Kumarbhai Shah, adult, occupation: trade, Hindu,

residing at: 302, Suganmal Apartment, Navrangpura, Ahmedabad 380009
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assigned Block No. 229. This was recorded in the village Form No. 6 under Entry No.
1147 on 20/10/1974.

After our father, Shri Ambalal Umeddas Patel, passed away in Chekhla village
on 12/11/1987, the said Block No. 229, along with other lands, came into the
ownership, possession, and enjoyment of his heirs: (1) Chanchalben, widow of
Ambalal Umeddas, (2) Natwarlal Ambalal, (3) Ishwarlal Ambalal, (4) Ramanlal
Ambalal, (5) Hiralal Ambalal, (6) us, Amrutlal Ambalal, and (7) Kokilaben, daughter
of Ambalal Umeddas. This was recorded in the village Form No. 6 under Entry No.
1978 on 30/01/1988. Subsequently, all the aforementioned persons willingly
relinquished their rights and shares in the said land in favor of us, Amrutlal Ambalal,
as recorded in the village Form No. 6 under Entry No. 1979 on 30/01/1988. Since
then, the said Block No. 229 has been wholly and independently owned, possessed,
and enjoyed by our Hindu Undivided Family.

Due to the legal needs of our Hindu Undivided Family, for the benefit of the
property, for the maintenance of the family, for the education and clothing of the
minor, and to settle the family’s debts, we decided to sell the said land. We executed
an agreement for sale of the said Block No. 229 to your society on 15/04/1994,
registered at the Sub-Registrar Office, Sanand, under Serial No. 675 on the same date.
Due to further financial needs, we handed over vacant and physical possession of the
said land to your society on 16/08/1994 and received an additional ¥ 1,44,000/-
(Rupees One Lakh Forty-Four Thousand) via two separate cheques as part of the sale

consideration. A possession agreement was also executed and provided to you.

To obtain permission for non-agricultural use of Block No. 229, a plan was
prepared and submitted to the Sanand Taluka Panchayat Office on 06/07/1994. The
plan was approved, and permission for non-agricultural use was granted by the Taluka

Development  Officer, Sanand Taluka  Panchayat, vide order No.
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for any damages. You may enjoy the land, construct on it, reside or settle others, use

it as you deem fit, and any benefits derived from it are yours.

The said Block No. 229 is intersected by the Sanand-Kalol State Highway, and
any compensation or benefits from the land acquired for the road shall be received by

you, the Purchaser First Party.

All taxes, assessments, panchayat taxes, etc., for the said land up to the present
date have been paid by us, the Seller Second Party. Any outstanding amounts shall be
our responsibility. All future taxes, assessments, panchayat taxes, government taxes,

or other levies shall be your responsioility.

For registering the said land in your name in government or panchayat records,

we shall provide all necessary signatures, presence, or acknowledgments as required.

Details of Consideration Received:

¥ 96,000/~ (Rupees Ninety-Six Thousand), paid by your society’s promoters via
Maharashtra Bank cheque No. 035945 on 15/04/1994, acknowledged by us as part of
the sale consideration.

¥ 1,44,000/- (Rupees One Lakh Forty-Four Thousand), paid by your society’s
promoters via two separate cheques on 16/08/1994, when possession was handed over,

acknowledged by us as part of the sale consideration.

T 2,40,000/- (Rupees Two Lakh Forty Thousand), paid by your society via
Ahmedabad District Co-operative Bank cheque No. 226654 on the date of this deed.
Total: T 4,80,000/- (Rupees Four Lakh Eighty Thousand), fully received from

you.
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Sale Deed for Block No. 227

Registration Details

Serial No.: 3047

Year: December 1994

Date and Time: 15th, between 3:00 PM and 4:00 PM
Place: Sub-Registrar Office, Sanand

Fees Paid:
Registration Fee: ¥ 6,735
Copy Fee: X 120
Photo Fee: % 10
Postal Fee: X 15
Total: ¥ 6,870

Parties Involved

Purchaser (First Party):

Shetrunjay Co-operative Housing Society Ltd., registered- under the Gujarat Co-
operative Societies Act, 1961, on 15/10/1994 with Registration No. P-16892,
represented by:

(1) Chairman Shri Hiren Jashwantlal Shah, adult, occupation: trade, Hindu, residing
at: 32, Swati Society, St. Xavier’s High School Road, Ahmedabad 380014

(2) Secretary Shri Nipulbhai Kumarbhai Shah, adult, occupation: trade, Hindu,

residing at: 302, Suganmal Apartment, Navrangpura, Ahmedabad 380009

Part-11 (of I-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
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said land was assigned Block No. 227. This was recorded in the village Form No. 6

under Entry No. 1147 on 20/10/1974.

Thereafter, we, the Seller Second Party, purchased the said Block No. 227 land
from the aforementioned persons"'through a registered conditional sale deed on
09/05/1980, recorded in the village Form No. 6 under Entry No. 1426 on 25/05/1980.
Subsequently, the said persons executed a permanent sale deed in our favor on
02/06/1989, recorded in the village Form No. 6 under Entry No. 2104 on 07/07/1989.
Since then, the said Block No. 227 has been wholly and independently owned,

possessed, and enjoyed by us.

We executed an agreement for sale of the said Block No. 227 to your society
on 15/04/1994, registered at the Sub-Registrar Office, Sanand, under Serial No. 677
on the same date. Due to further financial needs, we handed over vacant and physical
possession of the said land to your society on 16/08/1994 and fec_eived an additional
Z 1,33,200/- (Rupees One Lakh Thirty-Three Thousand Two Hundred) via three
separate cheques as part of the sale consideration. A possession agreement was also

executed and provided to you.

To obtain permission for non-agricultural use of Block No. 227, a plan was
prepared and submitted to the Sanand Taluka Panchayat Office on 06/07/1994. The
plan was approved, and permission for non-agricultural use was granted by the Taluka
Development  Officer, Sanand Taluka Panchayat, vide order No.
Ta.Pan./Jaman/Bakhap/S.R.121/34/93-94 dated 22/08/1994. Subsequently, materials
such as soil, bricks, and stones were brought to the site, and non-agricultural use has

commenced and continues at the site.

Land Details:
Village: Chekhla

Part-11 (of 1-11) CC-100521/2003 1PC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
9% Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat



)

o~

[ —

485

For registering the said land in your name in government or panchayat records,

we shall provide all necessary signatures, presence, or acknowledgments as required.

Details of Consideration Received:

¥ 88,800/~ (Rupees Eighty-Eight Thousand Eight Hundred), paid by your
society’s promoters via United Bank of India, Bhadra Branch, cheque No. 020267 on
15/04/1994, acknowledged by us as part of the sale consideration.

% 1,23,200/- (Rupees One Lakh Twenty-Three Thousand Two Hundred), paid
by your society’s promoters via three separate cheques on 16/08/1994, when

possession was handed over, acknowledged by us as part of the sale consideration.

% 2,22,000/- (Rupees Two Lakh Twenty-Two Thousand), paid by your society

via Ahmedabad District Co-operative Bank cheque No. 226654 on the date of this
deed.

Total: ¥ 4,44,000/- (Rupees Four Lakh Forty-Four Thousand), fully received

from you.

We have provided you with the final Record of Rights and copies of changes in
the property card. No other documents related to the said land are in our possession,
nor have we provided or transferred them to anyone else. The said land has no
encumbrances, liens, charges, claims, or rights of any kind from others, nor is it
subject o acquisition, requisition, or reservation. No court or institution has issued
any prohibition order against its sale, nor have we received any notice to that effect.
We assure you of clear title and undertake to bear all costs and compensate for any
losses arising from future claims against the title.
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First Information Report (FIR)

Under Section 154 of the Criminal Procedure Code for a Cognizable Offense

PS

FIR No.: 274/2002

Sub-Pivision: Varachha Police Station

~

District: Surat

Date and Time of Offense: From 06/12/2001 to the present date

1. Date and Time of Reporting: 06/08/2002 at 10:15 AM

™o

. Place of Offense, Distance, and Direction from Police Station: Surat Nagrik
Sahkari Bank Ltd., behind Geetanjali Cinema, Varachha Road, 2 furlongs north
of Sardar Chowki Police Station

. Date of Dispatch from Police Station: 06/08/2002

(5]

4. Name and Address of Informant/Complainant: I, Shri Naineshbhai
Arvindbhai Chitaniya, aged approximately 33 years, occupation: service,
residing at: 27/C, Samrat Apartment, Fifth Floor, Soni Faliya, Surat, Authorized
‘ Officer of Surat Nagrik Sahkari Bank Ltd.
¢ 5. Names and Addresses of the Accused:
i) (1) Home Trade Limited, Head Office: J-5, Vashi Railway Station Complex,
Mumbai 400703
(2) Shri Nand Kishor Shankarlal Trivedi, aged approximately 45 years,
‘ occupation: trade, residing at: Dev Bhuvan, Second Floor, Room No. 32,
Gajdar Street, Chira Bazaar, Mumbai 400002
(3) Shri Ketan Kantilal Seth, aged approximately 40 years, occupation:
. trade, residing at: 193, Lalit Kutir, C.H.S., Third Floor, Gulmohar Cross
‘ » Road No. 9, J.V.P.D. Scheme, Andheri West, Mumbai 400049

U Part-11 (of I-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465,468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
S 9 Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs, State of Gujarat
/ .



~ o~

“n

o~

= V-

C-C C CH«

e

489

(15) Smt. Shilpa Hiten Shah, adult, occupation: trade, residing at: 102,
Gandhi Niwas, Ashok Nagar Road, Vakola, Santacruz, Mumbai 400055

(16) Smt. Jagruti Ketan Seth, adult, occupation: trade, residing at: 193,
Lalit Kutir (C.H.S.), Third Floor, Gulmohar Cross Road No. 9, J.V.P.D.,
Mumbai 400049

(17) Ms. Kanan Mevawala, aged approximately 28 years, occupation:
trade, residing at: Jayant Mahal, Fifth Floor, opposite Wankhede
Stadium, Marine Drive, Mumbai

(18) Shri Ketan R. Maskariya, aged approximately 35 years, occupation:
trade, current residential address unknown, Mumbai

(19)  Shri Niraj A. Surati, aged approximately 34 years, occupation: trade,
residing at: Surya Flats, First Floor, Surya Shopping Complex, Bharuch,
District: Bharuch

(20)  Smt. Kruti Niraj Surati, adult, occupation: trade, residing at: Surya

Flats, First Floor, Surya Shopping Complex, Bharuch, District: Bharuch

6. Brief Description of the Offense, Including Sections and Details of
Property Taken, if Any:

The accused, with the intent to defraud from the outset, were not
authorized by SEBI to deal in government securities, yet they provided a false
SEBI certificate and conducted transactions with me, the‘complainant. They did
not possess any government securities nor had they entered into contracts with
others to purchase them, yet they provided false contracts and documents, knowing
them to be fraudulent. All the aforementioned accused, in collusion and with
mutual assistance, made false representations and promises to me from the outset,
with dishonest intentions o deceive and defraud, misappropriating a significant
sum of T 16,09,60,500/- (Rupees Sixteen Crore Nine Lakh Sixty Thousand Five
Hundred). This constitutes offenses under Sections 406, 420, 409, 465, 467, 468,
471, and 114 of the Indian Penal Code.

Part-11 (of 1-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
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" Police Report
: To:
[ The Respected Police Inspector Sahib
Varachha Police Station, Surat
Subject: Report with respectful salutations
With Jai Bharat, [, Assistant Police Constable Shailesh Kalubhai, Badge No.
3132, respectfully report the following:
Today, on 06/08/2002, you, the respected Police Inspector Sahib of Varachha
Police Station, orally instructed us to visit the Surat Nagrik Sahkari Bank, Varachha
Branch, and inform Shri Naineshbhai Arvindbhai Chitaniya to irﬁmed‘iately meet the
Head Constable Sahib at Varachha Police Station. Upon investigation at the Varachha
Branch, we learned that he had been transferred to the Bhagal Branch on 01/04/2002.
Consequently, we contacted Shri Naineshbhai Arvindbhai Chitaniya at the Bhagal
Branch via telephone number 7412853 and informed him to urgently visit Varachha
i Police Station to meet the Police Constable Sahib. This matter has been noted, and an
() entry was made in the Telephone Report Book under Entry No. 955/02.
This is for your information.
é\‘ Date: 06/08/2002
{ A Signature: [llegible
£ Assistant Police Constable
l\" Varachha Police Station
l Surat City
& Badge No. 3132
O
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In the Court of the Honorable Chief Judicial Magistrate, Gandevi

(
) Criminal Case No. 4002/03
Complainant: The State
Versus
Accused: Ketanbhai Rameshbhai Mashkariya
[t is submitted on behalf of the surety in the above matter that the accused in
this case does not possess a passport. This is for Your Honor’s kind information.
Signature/- [llegible
J Signature of the Surety
Signature/- Illegible
{ Signature of the Accused’s Wife
£ )
“ J ' Signature/- Illegible
L) . .- ”
Chief Judicial Magistrate
8 .
C Gandevi
-
L
i
J
\\_—
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Presented at the Sub-Registrar’s Office, Sanand

On 15th December 1994, between 3:00 PM and 4:00 PM
Serial No. 3044

Purchaser (First Party)

Shetrunjay Co-operative Housing Society Ltd., a society registered under the
Gujarat Co-operative Societies Act, 1961, on 15-10-1994 with Registration No. P-
16892, represented by:

1. Chairman Shri Hiren Jashwantlal Shah, adult, occupation: business, Hindu
by caste, residing at 32, Swati Society, Near St. Xavier’s High School Road,
Ahmedabad 14.

2. Secretary Shri Nipulbhai Kumarbhai Shah, adult, occupation: business,

Hindu by caste, residing at 302, Sumangal Apartment, Navrangpura,
Ahmedabad 380009.

Hereinafter referred to in this document as the “Purchaser First Party,” which term

includes Shetrunjay Co-operative Housing Society Ltd., its current and future

members, office-bearers, etc.

Vendor (Second Party)

1. Shri Amrutlal Ambalal Patel, acting for himself, as the Karta of the Hindu
Undivided Family (HUF), and as the guardian of minor Amrutlal, aged
approximately 30 years, occupation: agriculture.

2. Smt. Jyotsnaben Amrutlal Patel, wife of Amrutlal Ambalal Patel, aged
approximately 27 years, occupation: agriculture.

Both Hindu by caste, residing at Village Chekhala, Taluka Sanand, District
Ahmedabad.

Hercinafter referred to in this sale deed as the “Vendor Second Party,” which term

includes Amrutlal Ambalal, Jyotsnaben Amrutlal, and their heirs, successors, etc.

Part-11 (of 1-11) CC-100521/2003 I1PC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
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then, the said Block No. 229 has been under the complete independent

() ownership, possession, and enjoyment of the Hindu Undivided Family

) of the Vendor Second Party.

—m,

5. Due to the legal necessities of the Vendor’s Hindu Undivided Family, for the

o~

benefit of the property, for the maintenance of the family, for the education and

clothing of the minor, and to clear the debts of the family, the need arose to sell

the said land. Accordingly, we, the Vendor, decided to sell the said land to you,

F the Purchaser. An agreement to sell (Banakhat) was executed on 15-04-1994
and registered with the Sub-Registrar, Sanand, on the same date under Serial
No. 675. Subsequently, due to further financial needs, we handed over vacant
and physical possession of the said land to the Purchaser Society on 16-08-
1994. In consideration of the sale, we received an additional Rs. 1,44,000/-
(Rupees One Lakh Forty-Four Thousand) from the Purchaser through two
separate cheques, and a possession agreement was executed in your favor.

6. To obtain permission fdr non-ag;icultural use of the said Block No. 229, a plan
was prepared and submitted to the Sanand Taluka Panchayat Office on 06-07-
1994. The plan was approved, and permission for non-agricultural use was
granted by the Taluka Development Officer, Sanand Taluka Panchayat, vide

4 order No. Ta.Pan./Jamin/Bakhap/S.R.121/934/93-94 dated 22-08-1994.

{ Thereafter, materials such as soil, bricks, and stones were brought to the site,

, and non-agricultural use commenced, which continues at the site to date.

7. The details of the land and its boundaries are as follows:

j Village Block No. Area (Hectare-Are-Sq.M.) Assessment (Rs. Paise)  Type

Chekhala 229 3-80-40 - Government
k " Boundaries:
L) « East: Boundary of Godhani
% «  West: Block No. 231
(J
U] Part-11 (of I-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002

9" Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACJM. Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat



& 499

X 11.To transfer the said land to your name in government records, panchayat

£ records, etc., we shall provide our signatures, presence, acknowledgments, or

any other requirements as needed.

A

-

12.Details of Consideration:

o Rs. 96,000/- (Rupees Ninety-Six Thousand) paid by the Purchaser
Society through its promoters via Maharashtra Bank Cheque No. 035945

PN

dated 15-04-1994, received by us as part of the sale consideration.
) o Rs. 1,44,000/- (Rupees One Lakh Forty-Four Thousand) paid by the

Purchaser Society through its promoters via two separate cheques on 16-

o

08-1994, when possession was handed over, received by us as part of the
sale consideration.

o Rs.2,40,000/- (Rupees Two Lakh Forty Thousand) paid by the Purchaser
Society to us, the Vendor Second Party, today via Ahmedabad District
Coloperative Bank Cheque No. 226654.
Thus, the total consideration of Rs. 4,80,000/- (Rupees Four Lakh Eighty

) Thousand) has been fully received by us from you.

——

13.We have provided you with the latest Record of Rights copy and mutation

& copies of the said land. No other documents or papers related to the said land

{ are in our possession, nor have we handed over or assigned any to anyone else.

i The said land has not been sold or transferred to anyone else in any manner.

~“

{'L Apart from us, no one else has any claim, right, share, interest, lien,
' encumbrance, charge, possession right, or any other relation to the said land.

L The said land is not under any acquisition, requisition, or reservation, nor is

‘ there any court or institutional prohibition against its sale. No notice regarding

(- such matters has been served on us. We assure you of the clear title of the said

k' = - . - - .

: land and have sold it to you after receiving the consideration amount. If any

objection, dispute, or claim arises in the future regarding the title of the said

.

{

1L
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/ =0
e il {/‘,. * |All Communications Should Delivery Mode: ", -
! (6] g be Addressed to Registrar Registered/Most Urgent
p y Designation and not by
¢ ® Name. D. No. 19293/2021 /SEC-
in Code - 110001 XVI-A
£~ © SUPREME COURT OF
) INDIA
2™ NEW DELHI
% @ 22nd September, 2021
: s From:
d_ & The Assistant Registrar, ;
Supreme Court of India, New Delhi. [
£ @' TO, l:- ANy
; o \/41;:5 COURT OF ADDITIONAL / &
CHIEF JUDICIAL
{ o MAGISTRATE/JUDICIAL LR i
; MAGISTRATE FIRST CLASS, SURAT, PID: 10806/2021 FOR S.NO. 2
; GUJARAT. ATTACHED'NOTICE IN .-~ %,
{ & T.P.(CRL.) NE.ngegaangz_g.(sﬁc
o (REE.:-CRIMINAL CASE NO. XVI-A) -
100521/2003 (@ FIR NO. 274/2002
DATED 06.08.2002 REGISTERED AT
& PS VARACHHA, SURAT))
® . 5 THE COURT OF ADDITIONAL
® - i DICIAL MAGISTRATE, PID: 108067/2021 FOR S.NO
o ANAND, GU,JARAT' 3IN ATTACHED NOTICE IN
1 (REF.:-CRIMINAL CASE NO. T.P.(CRL.) NO.333-348/2021
o 1578/2006 (@ FIR/M. CASE NO. (SEC XVI-A)
g 29/2002 DATED 13.06.2002
REGISTERED AT POLICE STATION,
{ D VIDYA NAGAR, ANAND))
® 3 THE COURT OF ADDITIONAL
Y (&) CHIEF METROPOLITAN
¢ MAGISTRATE,
L3 P PATIALA HOUSE COURT, NEW PID: 108068/2021 FOR S.NOS.
‘“ & R NOTICE IN T.P.(CRL.)
() o . {REF.:- CRIMINAL CASE NO. i
( = 40449/2016 (@ FIR NO. 280 OF 2002
>, (%) DATED 04.05.2002 REGISTERED AT
- POLICE STATION CONNAUGHT
S PLACE, NEW DELHT))
( ‘ & THE COURT OF CHIEF PID; 108069/2021 FOR S.NOS.
= @ METROPOLITAN MAGISTRATE, 5TG 7 IN ATTACHED )
A SAKET COURT, NEW DEILHI. NOTICE IN T.P.(CRL.)
= ) NO.333-348/2021 (SEC XVI-
L (REF.:- CRIMINAL CASE NO. A)
. o
4. Loy
{
| . : -100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
\J rarcl wr(;"!lﬂ)\cfclcl‘. ‘Sggior Civil Judge & ACJIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
(N
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/-‘—"‘; g THE COURT OF 3RD JUDICIAL g -
& MAGISTRATE FIRST CLASS, A
SHIVAJI NAGAR, PUNE, PID: 108074/2021 FOR S.NOS.
MAHARASHTRA. 5T0 7,18, 46 AND 48 TO 51
INATTACHED NOTICE IN
357/2002 (@ FIR AT C.R.NO.65 0F  (SEC XVI-A)
2002 DATED 15.05.2002 REGISTERED
ATPS VISHRAMBAUG, PUNE))
TRANSFER PETITION (CRIMINAL ) No(s).333-348 OF 2021
WITH
IA No. 105293/2021- APPLICATION FOR s:PAfn_(/‘,- Ea
- p:"”/.: o P ”‘:-2: X
KETAN KANTILAL SETH fé/n’tifpher(s)/Appelﬁ 0
VERSUS fi & L2
THE STATE OF GUJARAT ETC. Respondg,rfag_'g%)}
:v 2 . .l:;'y !l
Sir, ey
< ; X ’ ,~://)
The matter above mentioned after notice was listed before ‘the. Horble:Court on
09th September, 2021, with the servi

ce position when the following order was passed:
"Heard learned senior counsel for the petitioner.

Issue notice, returnable within six weels.
The other co-ac

cused also be served through the
respective Trial Courts."
WHEREAS in the aforementi

_ oned peltlon It has been ordered (it the notice Le
served upon the other co

-accused through the respective / concerned Trial Courts.
Therefore, notice(in duplicate) is being sent to you for effectin

co-accused/respondents (S.nos. of co-accused/respondents in the notice to be served are
mentioned before the address of each trial Court.)

You are requested to kindly get the notice served in accordance with the law and

submit the service report (Particularly in English Language) to this Hon'ble Court well
before the next date of hearing i.e. 29th October, 2021.

Please treat this as "Most Urgent",

Kindly acknowledge receipt.

%Yom's faithfully,

L ASSISTANT REGISTRAR

l |l”.‘” 0‘ - = OO).— - . 4 Tl 0 46), 468 4 .o /- -
(

Y; j Cetan Kantilal Seth Vs, State of Gujarat
9" Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat. Gujarat, Ketan Kanti
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4 GOVT. OF NCT DELHI,
THROUGH PRINCIPAL SECRETARY
HOME DEPARTMENT, LP. ESTATES,
NEW DELHI

SANJAY HARIRAM AGARWAL,
R/O 4, SHIVAM PALACE,
GROUND FLOOR,
CHAKRADHAR NAGAR,
NALLASOPARA (WEST),
DISTRICT- PALGHAR,
MAHARASHTRA - 401203

NANDKISHOR SHANKARILAL
TRIVED],

R/O 3A, PUSHPAM, 6, KHANDUBAI
DESAI ROAD, VILE PARLE (WEST),
MUMBAL MAFARASHTRA - 400056

SUBODH CHANDRAYAL BHANDARI,
R/O 703-G, GOVIND COMPLEX,
SECTOR-14, VASHI, NAVI MUMBAI,
MAHARASHTRA

8 THE STATE OF WEST BENGAL,
THROUGH PRINCIPAL SECRETARY
NABANNA, 13TH FLOOR,

325, SARAT CHATTERIJEE ROAD,
P.S. SHIBPUR, HOWRAH, WEST
BENGAL - 711102

9 MAHINDRA CHANGALIA,
DIRECTOR OF GILTEDGE
MANAGEMENT SERVICES LTD.
R/O 7107, AUTOWN GROVE,
HOISTOR,

Part-11 (of 1-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002

T.P.(CRL.) NOS. - .. _
342-343/2021 (SEC XVI-A)

PID: 106898/2021 FOR
RESPONDENT NO. 1 IN

5 -

PID: 106899/2021 FOR
RESPONDENT NO. 2 IN
T.P.(CRL.) NOS.
342-344/2021, FOR
RESPONDENT NO. 4 IN
T.P.(CRL.) NO. 345/2021,
FOR R[21] IN T.P.(CRL.)
NO. 346/2021, FOR R[2]
IN T.P.(CRL.) NOS.
347-348/2021 (SEC XVI-A)

PID: 106900/2021 FOR
R[3] IN T.P.(CRL.) NOS.
342-343/2021, FOR R[4] IN

PID: 10690172021 FOR
R[4] IN T.P.(CRL.) NO.
342-343/2021, FOR R[3] IN
T.P.(CRL.) NO. 344/2021,
FOR R[8] IN T.P.(CRL.)
NO. 345/2021, FOR R[22]
IN T.P.(CRL.) NO.
346/2021, FOR R[3] IN
T.P.(CRL.) NO. 347/2021,
FOR R[4] IN T.P.(CRL.)
NO. 348/2021 (SEC XVI-A)

PID: 106902/2021 FOR
R[1] IN T.P.(CRL.) NO.
344/2021 (SEC XVI-A)

PID: 106903/2021 FOR
R[5] IN T.P.(CRL.) NO.
344/2021 (SEC XVI-A)

9" Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
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i )
P 17 AMIT SITAPATI VARMA, .
e . R/O 103, MRUNAL APARTMENT, PID: 106911/2021 FOR
8 ' ~ DEEPKUNJ SOCIETY, RAINAGAR, R[7] IN T.P.(CRL.) NO:
' PALDI, 345/2021 (SEC XVI-A)
AHMEDABAD, GUJARAT S
18 KANAN VASANT MEVAVAL
(MEWAWALA),
R/O 27B, SANJAY MAHAL, B-ROAD, PID: 106912/2021 FOR
MARINE DRIVE, NEXT TO O.
WANKHEDE STADIUM, ™
} DISTRICT- MUMBALI, .
E MAHARASHTRA
19 SURESH DAMODAR PESHKAR,
60/B, SNEHA SAVARDHA HOUSING
SOCIETY, JAY PRAKASH NAGAR,
KHAMLA,
NAGPUR, MAHARASHTRA
20 VASANTRAU PANDURANGJII
SAVURKAR, PID: 106914/2021 FOR
R/O GURUKRIPA BUILDING, BHAJI g[2] IN T.P.(CRL.) NO.
BAZAR, 346/2021 (SEC XVI-A) B
DISTRICT- AMRAVATI,
MAHARASHTRA
\
21 ISHHWARDAS RAOSAHERB DIAM,
i) R/O HIRVYA BUILDING, S.T. STAND PID: 106915/2021 FOR
v ROAD, R[3] IN T.P.(CRL.) NO.
A DISTRICT- AMRAVATI, 346/2021 (SEC XVI-A)
{ MAHARASHTRA
) 22 SADASHIV PUNJIPANT MASKARE,
X R/O VILAS NAGAR, PATRAKAR PID: 106916/2021 FOR
B COLONY, . R[4] IN T.P.(CRL.) .NO.
{ i DISTRICT- AMRAVATI, 346/2021 (SEC XVI-A)
' MAHARASHTRA
i 23 GHANSYAM LAHANUJI MUDGAL, <
() R/O NEELKANTH CHOWK, PID: 106917/2021 FOR
( BHUDHWARA, R[5] IN T.P.(CRL.) NO.
DISTRICT- AMRAVATI, 346/2021 (SEC XVI-A)
¥ MAHARASHTRA
= < 24 BHOJRAJ BHAIYALALJI GUPIA,
\ CHUNABHATTI, NEAR JUNEE PID: 106918/2021 TOR
< SAMARTH HIGH SCHOOL, R[6] IN T.P.(CRL.) NO.

DISTRICT- AMRAVATI, 346/2021 (SEC XVI-A)
MAHARASHTRA

N

\ —

k_,i

AL Part-11 (of(l:hll) CC-!O().SZI/'_’.OQ.? IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
O 9" Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
k‘J
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DISTRICT- AMRAVATI, ) M
MAHARASHTRA

35 SUDHAKAR NARAYAN JOSHI, -
MANAGING DIRECTOR PID: 106929/2021 FOR
AMRAVATI PEOPLES COOPERATIVE R[17] IN T.P.(CRL.) NO.
BANK LTD., GANESH COLONY, 346/2021 (SEC XVI-A)
DISTRICT- AMRAVATI, _
MAHARASHTRA - 444601

%

36 DATTATRAYA NAGDEORAO

MAVALKAR, PID: 106930/2021 FOR

R/O GANESH VIHAR, ) NO.
DISTRICT- AMRAVATI,
MAHARASHTRA

37 SHRIKANT TRYAMBAKARAO
UTIKAR,
R/O KISHNARPAN COLONY,
DISTRICT- AMRAVATI,
MAHARASHTRA

38 PRAKASH GANESH AFLE,
R/O 12, KALIKA APARTMENT,

PID: 106932/2021 FOR

R[4] IN T.P.(CRL.) NO.
PAINAGAR, CHINCHWAD, PUNE-33, 347/2021 (SEC XVI-

A
MAHARASHTRA 4
39 MANCHAND CHOTURAM
AGARWAL,
R/O. VATIKA, PLOT NO. 31, SECTOR PID: 106933/2021 FOR
NO. 24, TILAK ROAD Rr[5] IN T.P.(CRL.) NO.
PRADHIKARAN, NIGADI, PUNE-44, 347/2021 (SEC XVI-A)
MAHARASHTRA :

40 SUNIL PRATAP MADAKIKAR,
R/O. PLOT NO. 45, SECTOR NO. 27,
PRADHIKARAN, NAGAD], PUNE-44,
MAHARASHTRA

PID: 106934/2021 FOR
R[6] IN T.P.(CRL.) NO.
347/2021 (SEC XVI-A)

41 ASHOK RAMAKRISHNA KULKARNI,
R/O. PRASAD, SCHENIE NO. 3, WARD
PID: 106935/2021 FOR

NO. 32, o
NEXT TO YAMUNA NAGAR, NIGADI, R[7] IN T.P,(CRL.) NO.
PUNE 44, ' 34772021 {SEC XVI-A)
MAHARASHTRA

42 LALTTKUMAR MOHBANLAL 5 oz
LUVNATH, ' PID: 106930/2021. FOR  © .
R/O.1/2, CHANDRALOK CHS R(8] IN T.P.(CRL.) NO.

MAHAVIR PARIK, MAHAVIR NAGAR, 347/2021 (SEC XVI-A)
CHINCHWAD, PUNE-19,

Part-11 (Of(l).-,!” CC-IOO?ZI/’.{()(_).% IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACJM, Surat, Gujarat. Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat T
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NAGAR,
PUNE, MAHARASHTRA

50 DILIP_VENKATDAS PAREKH,
R/O. SURYAPRAKASH, C-3, ‘
MARKETSIDE ROAD, PUNE 37,
MAHARASHTRA

51 KESHAV BHAGWAN SALUNKE,
1728, SADASHIV PETH, PRIYANKA

APARTMENT, FLAT NO. 5, PUNE - 30,

MAHARASHTRA

52 MR. ANIRUDDHA P. MAYEE,
ADVOCATE/STANDING CUUNSEL
FOR THE STATE OF GUJARAT,
413, NEW LAWYERS CHAMBERS,

M.C. SETALVAD BLOCK, BHAGWAN

- DASS ROAD, NEW DELHI 110001.

PID: 106944/2021 FOR .
RI6] IN T.P,(CRL.) NO.
348/2021 (SEC XVI-A)

RI7) IN T.P.(CRL.) NO.
348/2021 (SEC XVI-A)

e
>

PID: 106946/2021 IN
T.P.(CRL)
NO.333-348/2021 (SEC

@
@
@
@
S
PID: 106945/2021 FOR & @
@
©
®
&
&

EMAIL :- XVI-A) . ©
APMAYEE@HOTMAIL.COM
@
53 MR. B.V. BALARAM DAS, ) e
ADVOCATE/STANDING COUNSEL PID: 106947/2021 IN &
FOR NCT OF DELH], T.P.(CRL.)
CENTRAL AGENCY, SCI NO.333-348/2021 (SEC )
XVI-A)
@
54 M/S. PLR CHAMBERS AND CO., @
ADVOCATES/STANDING COUNSEL
FOR THE STATE OF WEST BENGAL , —~@
PLR CHAMBERS AND CO. LOWER PID: 106948/2021 IN
GROUND FLOOR, 8B,JANGPURA TP.(CRL. @
B,MATHURA ROAD NEW DELHI. NO.333-348/2021 (SEC
EMAIL :- : XVI-A) S
LITIGATION@PLRCHAMBERS.COM - e B o
. @
55 MR. SACHIN PATIL, ©
ADVOCATE/STANDING COUNSEL
FOR THE STATE OF ®
MAHARASHTRA, PID: 106949/2021 IN
A/3, SAHYADRI APARTMENT, PLOT T.P.(CRL.)
NO'9A, L.P EXTENSION, DELHI-92. NO0.333-348/2021 (SEC.
EMAIL : XVI-A) " ‘ L@
GOVTADVDELHI@GMAIL.COM o
(&)

I al(‘” (01 l‘”) 'IOOS..: ]/...00) ” C SCL. 406 4.. N 4() 'Y 6 s J alachhﬂ I S “)uldl' ! ’R Q(). 274 .).“() ),
()Ih Addl S H (‘ I l d, s, A("h S (; al l. 1 l.' 'I J > A
. DEMor VI u be l, urat, uIal al, Netan anti al Seth VS. Slalc 0‘ GUIal at :



-

RN

jerees

513

- NOW, THEREFORE, TAKE NOTICE that the above’ petition along._“.; R

" application for stay will be posted for hearing before this Court on the 29th Octéc..z,

2021 and will be taken up by this Court on that day at 10.30 O'Clock in the forenoon or
so soon thereafter as may be convenient to the court when you may-appear before this.
Court either in person or through an’Advocate on record of this Court duly appointed by
you in' that-behalf and show cause to.the Court as to why the prayer made in; the, transfer .
petition and application for stay may not be granted to the petitioner above-named.

You may file affidavit in opposition to the petition, as provided under Rule 3 Order
XXXIX, S.C.R. 2013, not later than four days before the date appointed for hearing ¢
the petition. !

TAKE FURTHER NOTICE that if you fail to enter appearance, as aforesaid, no
further notice shall be given to you and the matter above-mentioned shall be disposed of
in your absence.

Dated this the 22nd September, 2021

/;fs SRISTRAR
;',/ G/l e > \‘\

Important Notice (Except S. Nos. 1,4,
LEGAL AID :
ggal ervices

(1) Legal Services of an advocate is provided by the 1
Committee and the Supreme Court Middle Income Grou Al Aid\ﬁ.oci'e,q-ﬁ?‘ eligible
litigants. a4

~

" ay
B
3 {

e Court-LL

For further information, please contact the Secretary, Supreme Court Legal
Services Committee or the Member Secretary, Supreme Court Middle Income Gl"f)‘:lp
Legal Aid Society, 107-108, Lawyers' Chambers, R.K. Jain Block - Near Post Office,
Supreme Court Compound, Tilak Marg, New Delhi-110001 (Tel Nos. 011-23388316,
23388597)

MEDIATION

(2) The facility of amicable settlement of disputes by trained mediators in cases pending
in the Supreme Court is now available in the Supreme Court.

For further information, please contact the Coordinator, Supreme Court Mediation
Centre, 109, Lawyers' Chambers, R.K. Jain Block - Near Post Office, Supreme Couit
Compound, Tilak Marg, New Delhi-110001 (Tel No. 011-23071432)

Part-11 (of 1-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468,471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002

9™ Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACIM. Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
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INDEX
SI. [ Particulars of Documents Page No. of part of | Remark ]‘
No. which it belongs  |s |
Pat1 | Partll | :
(Contents | (Contents ]
of Paper | of file |
.Book)
1. | Listing Proforma . Al -A3
2. | Synopsis/List of Dates B-Q
! 3. | Transfer Petition with Affidavit 1 -36
| A
4. | ANNEXURE P-1: A brief chart |37 -39
showing- the status of cases N
registered against the petitioner. '
5. | ANNEXURE P-2: True translated | 40— 60 i :
Copy of the FIR No. C.R. No. I- 64 |
[of  2002. dated  30.07.2002 |
i !'registered at Police Srate Udhana, ]
: ; : Surat, Gujarat. i
{ |
( 6. | ANNEXURE P-3: True translated |61 -70 | | 1
‘ copy of the FIR No. ICR No.274 of
¢ 12002 dated 02.07.2002. registered
\ at Police Station Umra, Surat,
% Gujarat, ‘
I 7. | ANNEXURE P-4: True translated | 71 — 92 _ 1.
) copy of the FIR No. C.R. No. 1-226 P
) of 2002 dated 30.08.2002 i
3 registered at Police Station Ranger, |
( . Surat, Gujarat. ;
) {
N
L~
s
A 2
L Part-11 (of I-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468,471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002

9" Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
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ANNEXURE P-5: True translated
<copy of FIR No. 1-274 of 2002
dated 06.08.2002 registered at

Police Station Varaccha, Surat,
Guyjarat. ’

93-104

ANNEXURE P-6: True translated
Copy of the FIR/Mcase No. 3 of
2002 dated 16.07.2002 registered

at Police Station Gandevi, Navsari,
Gujarat. '

105-123

.| ANNEXUREP-7: True. translated
| copy of the FIR No. 1-93 of 2002

dated 18.08.2002 registered at

124- 140

SN

3 4 \\’

§ N
Police Station, Navsari Town, } : !r../' \
Navsari, Gujarat. i

1. | ANNEXURE P-8: True translated | 141 -190;

-| copy of the FIR No. C.R. NO. I-
| 119/ 2002 dated 10.06.2002 filed at

Police station Valsad City, Valsad,
Gujarat.

. ANNEXURE P-9: True translated

copy of the FIR/M. Case No. 29 of
2002 dated 13.06.2002 registered
at Police Station Vidya Nagar,
Anand, Gujarat.

101-203

.| ANNEXURE

P-10: True
translated of the FIR/M.case No.
22 of 2002 (C.R. No. 1-226 of
2002) dated 7.6.2002 registered at
Police Station Morbi, Gujarat.

204-218

.| ANNEXURE P-11: True copy of

the FIR No. 280 of 2002 dated
04.05.2002 registered at Police

219-230

Station Connaught Place, New

Part-11 (of I-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468,471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002

9 Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
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ANNEXURE P-18: True

="I'ranslated copy of the FIR at C.R.
No. 65 of 2002 dated 15.05.2002
registered at  Police
Vishrambaug, Pune, Maharashtra,

Station’

315-318

27,

ANNEXURE P-19: True
translated Copy of the FIR at C.R.
No. 81 of 2002 (renumbered as 3
of 2002) dated 16.5.2002 registered
at L.T. Marg Police Station,
Mumbai, Maharashtra.

319-326

23.

ANNEXURE P-20: True
translated copy of the FIR at C.R.
No. 298 of 2004 dated 05.08.2004
with  summary of  charge
investigated by EOW, Mumbai,
Maharashtra. '

327-335

24.

ANNEXURE P-21: 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.

336-344

25.

CRL. M. P. NO.
Application for Stay.

OF 2021

345-354

26.

CRL. M. P. NO. OF 2021

filing official translation.

Application for Exemption from

355-359

27.

Memo of Parties.

360—378

—

| FM

379

29.

VIA

380

Part-11 (of 1-11) CC-100521/2003 1PC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
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A
L ~
Fa
%
F (¢) Mobite phone number: N.A.
4 (a) Main category classification 14
(b) Subclassification: 1412
g 5, Not to be listed before: N.A.
7 6. (a) Similar disposcd.of matter with No similar disposed o.f moateer
“. \ citation, if any & case details: g /ﬁ’ -
{ {b) §imilar pending matter with case | Ng Similar Pending mancr///;f"f‘ 42
details 4 /: )
7. - Criminal Matters: Ves : (\‘ ;
o ; - R . . . ﬁ.. “ N
(a) Whether accused/convict has surrendered: = Yes £:No. T N.A: SR
. s A e e
(b) FIR No.CR No.l - 64/2002 dt. 30.07.02, ICR No. 274/02 dt. 2.7.02, CRM{_M{
226/02 dt. 30.08.02, 1-274/02" dt. 6.8.02, FIR/M/Casc No.3/02 dt. 16.7.02, 1-93/02
dt. 18.8.02, CR No.1-119/02 dt. 10.6.02, FIR/M.Casc No.29/02 dt. 13.06.02,
IR/M.Case No.22/02 dt..7.6.02, 280/02 .dt.4.5.02, 242/02 dt. 17.6.02, 298/02 dt.
22.8.02, 97/02 dt. 25.4.02; CR No. 101/02 dt. 29.4.02, 75/02 dt. 15.5.02, 102/02 dt.
8.5.02, CR No. 65/02 dt.15.5.02, CR No.81/02 dt. 16.5.02, CR N0.298/04 dt. 5.8.04
and CR No. 83/0S dt. 17.2.05. g
ooli N Udhana Surat Gujarat, Umra Surat
) (8) Rulics Strtion: Gujarat, Rander Surat . Gujarat,
h Varaccha Surat  Gujarat, Navsari
b Gujarat, . Valsad Gujarat, Anand l
¢ P Gujarat, Morbi, Gujarat, Connaught ;
Piace New Delbhi, Sarojni Nagar, New ;
tdl Delhi, West Bengal, Ganeshpeeth Nagpur
(: J Maharashtra, Amravati Maharashtra,
S Pune Maharashtra, Mumbai
‘ Maharashtra, EOW Mumbni
X Maharashtra. :
¢ _ == .
( . (d) Sentence Awarded: e >
-, (¢)Sentence Undergonc: Enits
L J 8. Land Acquisition Matters: N:A-
( (a) Date of Section 4 notification: iy
- (b) Date of Section 6 notification: B
bt (¢) Datc of Section 17 notification: N'A' o
{ . o i e —— '
R Part-11 (of'I- 2 2 A
(0 9“]2 (fdf 'SOO_S—lgO(_)J IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
) . Senior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
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SYNOPSIS AND LIST OF DATES

That the present Transfer Petition is being filed in extraordinary

circumstances where the Petitioner aged 60 years has been accuscd 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 ol the

19 cases, trial in 16 cases hav

ave been examined while sever emain. T
(£ ,

The predominant reason behind the delay is the location ”: Winesses Vi

cases only few witnesses h

and accused in making their availability next 10 impossiblcl;\: i}
> b}

'y

o 27

resulted in delay of justice and violation of fundamental rightvef 1ye-
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 transfer petition is

being filed 10 transfer 16 cases pending before different courts 10 be

transferred in Court at Mumbai where 3 cases are alrcady pending 50

that the trial could be expeditiously completed.

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

allegation pertains to same nature of transaction all the subsequent

Part-11 (of 1-11) CC-100521/2003 1PC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002

th H ivi
9 Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACJM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
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one place, the accused can attend several courts at a time and

there would be no delay in trial.

3. Several witnesses are also located in Mumbaij and that would

result in expeditious disposal of Trial

also

4. As all cases are spread in different states before various courts all

over Maharashtra, it is very difficult for all the accused %g}rmn}b\ ;
present in all the courts at one and the same time );Ié.‘ﬁlg'i’n‘g_'ihw‘_: ‘-

f*’p';oi:"i'mly thes . :
-accused but also the prosccuting agendy. This

{s":;'an §e gathered - ?
fromthe fact. that FIR which has b2z registered "3;51‘>.20:Q.2 z;mi not
yet attained t.inality and the trial is pending for las;‘sggcyal 'yeéix'st-_
The further difficulty is that where the petitioner cou ' i

the hearing before the trial court a bailable/non

o

unnecessary delay as well ag JAnconvenience t

Id notatiend. <
-bailable warrants
have been issued against the petitioner.

5. That all the offences registered against M/s Home Trade Lid. or
against M/s Giltedge Management Services Ltd. are in 4 states. In
the cvent all the-offences are not dealt with by onc court for its
trial both the prosecution as well as the ‘accused would be put to
unnccessary hardship in as much as the prosecution will haye to
produce the same evidence repéatedly,‘und .lhe accused would

have (o test the credibility of that evidence cvery time involving

determination of same question.

6. Further, there would be a risk of the one court coming 1o a

different conclusion from the other court even though each case is
identical with the other i ¢. the allegation is of non delivery/delay
delivery of Government of India -Securitics.

. CC-10052 (4] ec I p I F 274/2002
2003 IPC S 4 420.409. 4 4 47 4 Varachha PS (Sll at) IR No.
Par of ) D . 406, ._0, 0 5 65, 68, I,” ) Ay :
el ( o ddl ‘S i r!éIVll J:tdgc & ACIM SUIal, (:ujaral, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of (:ujala
9M A . 2CNIo ’ >
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The company has been incorporated on 1989 and since then

has been dealing in stocks and securities.

In the years 2000 to 2002, all the Co-oporative 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)
requircments. _ A7
- 4

“The company has been engaged in several transactions r1

M/s Home Trade Ltd. (HTL) a company registered vhith /

¢ ;\\d .

deals in Government of India Securities. The company ha)\*
running bock transactions with M/s Home Trade Lid. HTL
used to procure physical securities from
orgamzanons &

—

Bombay Stock Exchange and Nauonal Stock Exchang

the various
instititions across India. During the

relevam time, HTL was dealing with more than 250

institutions mcludmg Banks across Indna To give price

benefits to its chems HTL used to buy securmcs in odd lots,

Once sccunncs were received alongwnth blank transfer

forms from the seller, the next step was to gct the securities
and transfer forms verified from the RBPs Regional offices
in whose Jurisdiction the securities records. were maintained.,
If the secunnes were purchased from different states, they
would be seit to the regional offices of the RB] for

verification. Once verification Process was over, next siep

was to get the securities converted into marketable Jots and

L ‘ k25 - e . P 24 V18 y 7S > s a ‘ S urat l ”{ lJO. ...: ;4/....1 004.1
I l M C' 'l ' d’ g C p1 S G 2 I' l}a " ls h > rG 3
9 Ad I SenIOI / Vi u 5(: A .] ' l"a‘, uld‘a(, etan ntita et VS- Stale 0 U]alal
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H

{ registered against the Dircctors and emiployees of

-alleging collusion and was acting on behalf ol M/s

has not been delivered 1o them.

prices were goi.ng up leaps and bounds. The Bankers
instead of waiting for delivery chose to liquidate their
| buying and book the profits and book another sccurity
which had potential to give them higher returns.
Initially HTL accommod.atcd all the Banks by buying
{ their securities in its own proprietary books but the
Banks made it a regular practice of indulging mlo

('/

dehvery and holdmg in their portfolio for puiﬁ;fSu, of

investment. Such last minute changes in lbL 13 inks

physncal form completely choked up the workmg
capital of IITL which resulted into delayed deliverics.
Accordingly, Home Trade could not provide the

Government of India Securities and FIR’s came to be
Home Trade Lid. and u!so.againsl the  petitioner
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

CASES IN STATE OF GUIARAT

- trading in government securities rather than Hﬁ\mg ;

decnsxon to not to wait for physacal secunllcﬁ‘alnady '

purchased by them and to buy new securitics agg\m in |

“
TNt

L st
W, WInien A

‘:3‘ .
s

Part-11 (0 CC-100 P 406. 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
- - 21/2003 IPC Sec. 406. 420,409, 465, 468, 114 _
it r“)“‘“l{ddl IScnisor Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
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T

petitioner and other accused persons. In the said case

chargesheet has been filed and a Criminal case,

-

no.9166/2002 is pending trial before ACIM

e\
\

Surat against the petitioner. 7

&

oL

16.07.2002

That the Gandevi Peoples Co-op Bank | Ld{ g0t | ;
registered the FIR/Mcase No. 3 of 204@{3;\1{3& R

16.07.2002 at Police Station Gandevi, District-

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 Ltd. filed a
c;omp]aint 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,] 14 of IPC. In-the
said case the chargesheet has been submitied 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 Ltd. got the FIR
n0.274/2002 dated 06.08.2002 registered at Police
otation Varachha, Surat against the petitioner and other

accused persons. In the said case chargeshect has been

Navsari-|. ..
against the petitioner and other accused persons. The:

Part-11 (of 1-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002

9 Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACIM. Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
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No. 2034203/2016 is pending Trial before Chief
Mctmpohtan Magistrate, South, Saket, Newl/(/ﬁhﬁ_?k

" TPNR Sceurities Td. got e FIR T 242 of 2002 dated

17.06.2002 registered at Police Station Sarojni Nagar,
Delhi against the petitioner and other accused persons.

The chargesheet has been filed and the Criminal Case

[CASEIN STATE OF WEST BENGAL /T

= . .
/."0//"\ S

22.082002

That Vice Chairman of Bhatpara Naih

‘Q?Copex a!uve

other aceused. The chargesheet has been hk.d R

- case is pending before the Barrackpore Court, Kolkala

CASES IN STATE OF MAHARASHTRA

25 04.2002

2002 dated 25.04.2002 at Ganeshpcth Police Station,

The then Chairman of Nagpur District  Central

Cooperative Banks (NDCCB) lodged F.LR. No.97 of

‘Nagpur for offence punishable under Scclion 400,420
TW. 34 Indiar Penal Code against 5 Companies

including Mys, Glitedge Management Ltd. As alleg,ed

in the sdid transaction there was a delayed delivery of
GOI-S to NDCCB,

29.04.2002

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

29.04.2002 at Ganeshpeth Police Station, Nagpur,

‘came (o0 be registered by the Speci

e ————

X o
@ = ‘i;; ]
‘Bank L. got the FIR No. 298 ffw 2002 duled 3&; i
2 * .’
22.08.2002 registered at Police Statio *Jagéxtdal 24 ,{'}52:'/’;
oy /4
North Par anas West Bengal against the ,1li'onc'r,~ L
r g ngal again Pﬁ;\ o H’}.;i:_{/'

al Auditor ug,‘umlJ

e e e = oL

' (“l'! ()‘ = -\ SIS SGC- 40() 4.—0 409 4 ’.; 8 4; ' l |4 ur l R ‘J . _: 74/..]002
l i ”)(C IOO'}]/JOOJ ”C ) L} ( ‘4() ) 1 leacllhaIS(S 8() l 0
( ’

iujarat, K Cantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
9™ Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACJIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantila .
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petitioner and 69 witnesscs,

" 75.05.2002

the Director and office bearers of MJs. Am-

Pvt. Ltd., Mis. Gnltedge Management Ser\{xée;ultd

That .F.LR.at C.R.No.75 of 2002 dated 15.05.2002
came to be registered at City Kotwali Police S'lation at
Amravati at the instances of the Divisional Assistant
Registrar, Cooperative Department, Audit Branch,

Amravati Division. The crime was registered aguinst
Peoples Cooperative Bank Ltd., M/s. Century,

The offences alleged are under Sections 406*5409 420,
468, 34 Indxan Penal Code.

\‘\"

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 1o be lodged at Vishrambaug Police Station at
the instance of the Special Auditor, Cooperative

Society, Division-II, against the Directors and olficer

That F.I.R. at C.R.No.65 of 2002 dated 15.05.2002

bearers of Suvamayug Sahakari Bank Lid., Punc and,
M/s. Home Trade Ltd,

The said Crime was investigated by Crime Branch,

Pune pursuant to which chargesheet was filed in the

Court of the learned 3™Judicial Magistrate First Clas

) sS,
it

S 2 2002
Yart-11 (ol 1-11) CC-100521/2003 [PC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Yarachha PS (Surat)_FlR. No. 274/200
rn e 9™ Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
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F.ILR. at C.R.N0.83 of 2005 dated 17.02.2005 came Lo
be registered at Santacruz Police Station at the instance
of Senior Manager / Trustee - Mafatlal Services Lid.,
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 Research Organization, filed a Complaint
with  EOW, Mumbai against  M/s.  Giltedge
unagement Services Lid., for delayed delivery of

OI;S. Shri Prak.ash Sawant - Personal Officer -
gtce]age Industries Fmployees Ltd., ‘in the capacity of
Trustee — Steelage Industries 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 - Eurekha Forbes Ltd.; filed a Complaint
against M/s. Giltedge for delayed delivery of GOI-S.
All. these Complaints were investigated by EOW.
Mumbeai, under C,R.No.13 ol'2005,

All the aforesaid 3 cases are pending trial in C.C.
No.324 /P/2002 before the Court of Additional Chief
Metropolitan Magistrate, 19" Court, Espalnade, and
C.C. No. 197/PW2007 (1900200/PW/2007) and C.C.
No. 412/PW/2007 are pending Trial before the Court

of Additional Chicf Metropolitan  Magistrate, 47"

~

Part-11 (of I-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002

9" Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
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IN THE SUPREME COUR'T" OF INDIA ‘
CRIMINAL ORIGINAL JURISDICTION

TRANSFER PETITION (CRL.) NO. OF 2021

INTHE MATTER OF:

(UNDER'SECTION 406 CRPC 1973)

IIN CRIMINAL CASE NO. } 01878 OF 2003, 9166/2002 AND [ 74/2003)

Status of Parties
Before Trial | In this Court
Court
1. Ketan Kantilal Seth Accused Petitioner
R/o, 193, Lalit Kutir CHS,
Gulmobar Cross Road No. 9,
.I‘/ PD Scheme, Andheri (Wcst)
*umbai.,
»laharashira.
it 1S
b bt Z ‘
1t i wate of Gujarat Petitioner Contesting ;|
‘wough Secretary Respondent fi
“inistry of Home Affairs i
e B3lock, 1" Floor, Sachivalaya, Z=
I wmdhmagar Gujarat

INZNE MATTER OF:

ELCRIM INATL CASE NO. 100521 OF 2003

Iparties are common in
all'the three matters|

l

S_tatus of Parties

Before Trial [ In this Court
Court
1 Kantilal Scth Accused

193, Lalit Kutir ClH1S,
Sravhar Crass Road No., 9,

SV Scheme, Andhcn (West),
ni n*lml

“ahigrnshtra.

Petitioner

et
% TR L R
\s;ﬂ,

N
.

at) F 2002
Part-11 (of I-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468,471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
art- ol l- = R KA

j < ila Vs. State of Gujarat
9" Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACJIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs
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Through Secrctary

Ministry of Home AlTairs

p o Block, 1* Floor, Sachivalaya,
Gandhina ar, Gujarat.

INTHE MATTER OF:
———=YIAUIER OF
[IN CRIMINAL CASE NO. 2121 OF

—_——

A T e e
State of Giujarin

e
Petitioner

Con testing.
Respondent

Ketan Kantila] Seth

R/o. 193, Lalit Kutir CHS,
Gulmohar Cross Road No. 9,

JVPD Scheme, Andheri (West),
Mumbai,

Maharashira,

AND
State of Gujarat
Through Secretary

Ministry of Home A ffairs
2™ Block, 1* Floor, Sachivalaya,

——— e

IN THE MATTER QOF:
M

[IN CRIMINAL CASE NO. 1578 OF 200¢)

—

2002]
Status of Partjes ]
’ Before  Trial In this Court
Court
Accused

Petitioner

] ":. S o
Y ! —

R

\..‘\' "\"If‘b\iﬁ:a
S

P

) Status of Parties
. Before Trial In this Court
Court
1. - | Ketan Kantiial St } Accused Petitioner
. R/o. 193, Lalit Kutir CHS, i
Gulmohar Cross Road No. 9,
JVPD Scheme, Andheri (West),
.Mumbaj,
Maharashira, ) }
L A 'Y S

AND

; Addl. SCHIOI Clvl' Judge & AC.”V[ Sutal, GuMlal, Kc(dn |\dnll|a| Seth VS. Sla[c 0! GUIala(
y
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A 1. |[Govt. of NCT Delhi Petitioner Contesting L @
‘Through Principal Secretary Respondent @
Home Department, 1.P. Estates, ) No.1 ¢
NC\V,_Dclhi . @
2. | Sanjay Hariram Agarwal Accused Contesting
R/o. 4, Shivam Palace, Ground Floor, | No.1 Respondent @
Chakradhar Nagar, Nallasopara No.2
¢ (West), @
Dizt. Palghar - 401203. Maharashtra. B
s 3. | Nandkishor Shankarlal Trivedi Accused Contesting
R/o. 3A, Pushpam, * No.2 Respondent @
6, Khandubai Dcsai Road, No.3
Vile Parle (West), Mumbai 400 056. D
Maharashura
. 3 Subudlll CThandruyal Dhandari Ac?\.\qod CTonteating @
R/o. 703-G, Govind Complex, No.4 .Respondent @
Sector-14, Vashi, Navi Mumbai, : No.4
Muharashtra. @
| Q@
INA L CASE No. 2034203 OF 2016} _ 5
Status of Parties T
o y 3efore Trial | In this Court @
ML B C t
i our . @
1 Ketan I<antilal Scth | Accused No.4 Petitioner
} R/0, 193, Lalit Kutir CIHIS, . @
; Gulmaohar Cross Road Noz 9,
& JVPD Scheme, Andheri (West), @
. Mumbai.
3 Maharashtra.
¢ &
¢ AND @
3 1. | Govt. of' NCT Delhi : Petitioner Contesting y @
( Through Principal Secretiry : Respondent
M Homc Department, 1B, Eslates, No.,1 @
A New Delhi.
L : 2 Sanjay | lariram Agarwal . Accused Contesting @
R/o. 4, Shivam Palace, Ground Floor, | No. 1 Respondent
4 Chakradhar Nagar, Nallasopara ponden @
: No.2
i (West), e
Dist, Palghar - 401203. Maharashtra. @
= ST et e : LEs
‘ &
oy
v\
W, Part-11 (of [-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
: 9" Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
A .
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5. | Mahindra Changalia (MBA) Accused Contesting
Difector of Giltedge Management * No.5 Respondent
Services Lid, ’ No.5 '
R/0.,7107, Autown Grove, Hoislor,

TX-77072 )

6. | Dr. Kirti Kant Kanteseria, ENT Accused Contesting
Surgeon, No.6 Respondent
Director of Giltedge Manugement No.6
Services,

18 Apple Hill Road, Wel Brobun,
M.A., U.S.A. -01085

7. | Indramil Dey Accused Contesting
R/o. 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 Partief
Before Trial
Court

1. | Ketan Kantilal Seth Accused No.4

R/o. 193, Lulit 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. Sunil Chattrapal Kedar R/o. | Accused Contesting
Patansongi, Taluka Soner, | No.1 a5 Respondent
District Nagpur. 441 113. No.2

f Maharashtra. ”
== . e .

3. [ Ashok Namderao Choudhary Accused Contesting
Rfo, 131-A, Chatrapati Nagar, No.2 Respondent
Behind Chatrapati Hall, No.3
Wardhn Road, Nagpur 15, "
Maharashira,

Part-11 (of 1-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468,471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002

9" Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACJM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs, State of Gujarat



—_— =

AT

ot

Part-11 (of I-11) CC-100521/2003 1PC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002

549
&

1. TKetan Kantila] Sth Accused Petitioner
R/o.°193, Lalit Kutic CHS, Gulmohar No.19
Cross Road No.. 9, JVPD Scheme,
Andberi (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, Maharashiia No.2

T

3. | Ishwardas Raosaheb Dhain . Accused Contesting ; st
R/o. Ilirvya Building, S.T. Stand | No!2 T.Responde \(\T}) '
Road, Amravati, Maharashtra. No.3 &

4 LR AU
{ &
kY e iof 1)

4. | Sadashiv Punjipant Maskare Accused Contesu ‘,5 )
R/o. Vilas Nagar, Parakur Colony, | No.3 13
Amravati, Maharashtra. ’ -

S. | Ghansyam Lahanuji-Mudgal Accused Contesting ages
R/o0. Neelkanth Chowk, Bhudhwara, | No.4 Respondent
Amravatl, Maharashira, No.5

6. [ Bhojraj Bhaiyalalji Gupta Accused | Contesting
Chunabhutti, Near Junce Samarth [ No.S Respondent
High School, Amravati, Muaharashtra. No.6'

7. | Sou. Juyaushrec Jayantrao Palil ‘Accused Contesting
R/o. Behind LM.A. Hall, Camp Road, | No.6 Respondent
Amravali, Maharashtra, No.7

8. | Dnyaneshwar Mahadevrao Malode Accused Contesting
R/o. Devi Nagar, Vadalee, Amravati, | No.7 Respondent
Maharashtra. No.8

9. | Rajendra Kishorbhai Soni Accused Contesting
R/o. Pratap Chowk, Saraf Line, No.8 Respondent

gt Amravati, Maharashtra. :
! No.9

10. | Mukundrao Sakharam Shandilya Accused Contesting
R/o. Neclkanth Chowk, Bhudhwara, { Na.O Respondent
Amravati, Maharashtra. No.10

1. Jayunt Krushirao Chede Accused No, Contesting
R/o. Begumpura, Achalpur, [ 10 Respondent
Amrayati, Maharashtra, No'11

9% Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
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IN THE MATTER OF:

[IN CRIMINAL CASE NO. 498 OF 2002)

-

Status of Parties

Before Trial| In this Court
Court

1. | Ketan 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, Respon ,F'D'.t' 2
Mantralay Mumbai — 400 032, No.l /i i

&
Maharashtra. B

2. | Sanjay lMariram Agarwal . Accused Contesiing
R/o. 4, Shivam Palace, Ground Floor, | No.1 Respondéent
Chakradhar ~ Nagar, Nallasopara | - No.2 .
{West), Dist. Palghar - 401203.

Maharashtra,

3. | Subodh Chand Dayal Bhandari Accused Contesting
R/o. 703-G, Govind Complex, No.3 Respondent
Scctor-14, Vashi, Navi Mumbaj, No.3
Maharashira. T e . .

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

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

6. | Sunil Pratap Madakikar Accused | Contesting
R/o. Plat No. 45, Sector No. 27, No.6 Respondent
Pradhikaran, Nagadi, Punc-44, No.6
Maharashtra,

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

8. Lalitkumar Mohanlal Luvnath Accused Contesting ]

| R70.1/2, Chandralok CFIS Mahavir| No.& Respondent ’
Park, Mahavir Nagar, Chinchwad, No.8
Pune-19. iviabarashira. ’
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2. Sanjay Hariram Agarwal Accuscd Contesting R

R/o. 4, Shivam Palace, Ground Floor, | No.1 Respondent. R "
Chakradhar Nagar, Nallasopara No.2
(Wesy), .
Dist. Palghar — 401203, Mabharashira. o
’ 3. | Suresh Shivajirao Kale £ ccused Contesting
R/o. at |, Erandvana, No.2 Respondent
B/2/9, Krishna Nagar Socicty, j No.3
Near Mhatre Bridge, Pune-1,
Maharushira.

4. | Subodh Chandrayu! Bhundari Accused Contesting
R/0. 703-G, Govind Complex, No.4 Respondent
Scctor-14, Vashi, Navi Muinbai, No.4
Maharashtra.

S. | Ulhas Nathoba Kaloke : Accused . Contesting
R/o. Indira Flousing Society, No.5 ‘Respondent
Scnapali Bapat Road, No.S

Shivaji Nagar, Punec, Mahrasthra,

6. | Dilip Venkatdas Parckh Accused Conlesti?i;

R/o. Suryaprakash, C-3, Marketside 2.6 Respond b’

Z . Rnad, No.6 ‘\\
Punc 37, Maharashtra.

PIaarS
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7. | Keshay Bhagwan Salunke Accused Contesting
1728, Sadashiv Peth, No.7 Respondent
Priyanka Apartment, Flat No. S, No.7
Pune — 30, Maharashtra,
8, | Balasahcb Nanasaheb Mahajan Accused ‘Contesting
. R/o. Flot No.2, lshoan Apaortment, No.8 Respondent
Prabha Housing Society, No.8
Kothrud, Punc, Maharashtra.
9. | Nandkishor S.Trivedi Accused Contesting
R/o. 3A, Pushpam, No.9 Respondent
6, Khandubai Desai Road, é No.9
Vile Parle (West), Mumbai 400 056. ’ )
Maharashira
10. | Ms. Kanan Mcwawala Accused No. | Contesting
Svszis R/o. 278, Sanjay Mahal, 10- Respondent
7 B-Road, Marine Drive, No.10
Next to Wankhade Stadium, Mumbai, ) ’
Maharashtra.

TRANSFER PET-I_TlON UNDER SECTION 406 CRPC 1973
| SEEKING TRANSFER OF 16 CRIMINAL CASES OF TO THI

CHIEF _METROPOLITAN MAGISTRATE, ESPALNADIL,
MUMBA

Part-11 (of I-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
9" Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACJM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
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; ':{902' (C.R. No. 1-226 of 2002) dated 7.6.2002 registered al Police %
\ " Station Morbi pending before 2" ACIM, Morbi all in Gujarat and 2)
{ Cri:ninal Case No0.40449/2016 arising out of FIR No. 280 of 2002 dated
i' ' 04.05.2002 registered at Police Station Connaught Place, New Delhi
{ pending before {\dditional Chief Metropolitan Magistrate, Patiala Ilouse
} Cour{, 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 pcnding before Chief Mctropolitan Magistrate, Saket Court,
New Delhi both at New Delhi and 3) Criminal Case No. NilIZOOZa) S+
S, CAEE
out of FIR No. 298 of 2002 dated 22.08.2002 registered at Polj é Qm}ron N
Jagatdal, 24 North parganas, West Bcngnl pcndmg before Patrdclkponc;v
Court, Kolkta, West Bengal and 4) C.nmmal case No. 147/%)0'; arising
i out FIR at C.R. No.. 97 of 2002 dated 25 04 2002 and C.R. \ 101 o'j-. e 3
2002 dated 29.04.2002 both registered at Ganecshpeth Pohce\Sﬁ:ml;nn.;um"
pending betore 155-2’“' Additional Judicial Magistrate First Class, ]
b o Nagpur, Criminal Case N0.847/2002 arising out of FIR at C.R. No. 75 of " .
{ 2002 datwed 15.05.200?. registered at City Kotv;mli Policc Station,

Amravati pending before Chief Judicial Magistrate, Amravati, Criminal

casc N0.498/2002 arising out of FIR at C.R. No. 102 of 2002 dated

{ 08.05.2002 registered ot Pimpiri Police Station, Pune pending belore
( ! Judicial Mapgistrate, First Class, Pimpri, Punc, Criminal Case No.

35772002 arising out ol FIR al C.R. No. 65 of 2002 dated 15.05.2002
repisiered ot Police  Station  Vishrambaug. Punc  pending  belore
{ 3"Judicial Mngisu’a}c First Class, Sh?vuji Nagar, Pune, to Competent

' Court of Additional Chief Judicial Magistratc, Esplanade, Mumbai

‘ wheie 3 cases involving same allegations are pending.

L Part-11 (of 1-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
- o Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
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3.2 ln._l'hc years 2900 to 2002, all the Co-operative banks were mandatovily * g
requircd to invest a preseribed percentuge of their surplus funds in
Government cf India Securities (GOI-S) to meet their S'(__R (Statutory

Liquidity Ratio) requirements.

3.3  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 preferrcd to deal in
sceurities in physical form because:

i. The main purposes of the Banks to buy GOI-S was to make

delivery bascd investment to meet their SLR, to carn alcady

wmme—,_interest and 1o ear/book the profits by churning their investiment

B

B A . = é
.y conoportfalia at regular interval especially belore the end ol the 4

; . financial year.

ii. Securitics in - physical form were traded at discounted ratcs

~_compared to the same sccurities traded in electronic D-Mat lorm,

.
,<Mi1crcas for the purpose ol valuation, the pricc of securities in

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

iti. At the relevant times D-Mat (CSGL) facilitics were locally not

4

q

€

d

g

q

availa.blc to the Banks as ver few Banks werc' offering CSGL Q
account facilities. Therefore, many cooperative Banks do not have q

their CSGL. accounts and hence, they prcférred ta deal with q
securities in physical form. - Q

iv. Interstate ln%nsl‘cr of securities in Electronic form was not 5
possible, The seller holding s;:curitics in SGL was mandatorily 4

required it to converl into physical form before giving delivery

Cenl

the interstate buyer. The buyer il wish to keep security in D-Mat

form, then local RBI would convert it ingp D-mat apain.

-+ G =3

Part-11 (of I-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
gt Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
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lag between the issvance of the contract note and actual receipt of the

Ty

o%

sccurities,

o

- 2 ® - R . 1
- 3.6 Asalleged company has entered into transaction with the complainant in _
some ‘ol the FIR's for delivery of physical Government of lndia

Securities. The Company has in turn entered into transaction with M/s

s

Fome Trade Ltd. for providing Government of India Securities. In
the years 2000 to 2002, the GOI-S security market had scen
unprecedented volatility due to constantly changing Bank rates. The

Banks were flooded ‘with surplus funds and the GOl Seccurity market was

at all time high during the last 100 years. due to the volxmhly in the (})j”f"’:"\

\ ok
S market the securily prices were going up leaps and boun(.!’;r. -_"er :

Bankers instead of wamng for delivery chose to liquidatc thcir buymg
and book the proﬁls and book another sccuuty wh:ch had po‘cnlnl to

t
give them higher returns. lnmally HFL accommod.ucd all the Baqks by

a regular practice of indulging into trading in govemment securities
vather than taking delivery and holding in their por;folio for purpose of
{ invuentirent: Such:lsi minute changes  in e 13uanks decision o not to
( wait for physical securities already purchased by them and 10 buy new
sccurili;.‘s again in physical form completcly chaked up the working
capital of HTL which resulted into delayed dc.Ichrics. Accordingly,
" Home ‘Trade could not provide the Government of India Sceuritics and
: FIR's came to be registered apainst the Dircclors and «;mployecs of
Home Trade Lid. and also against the pelitioner alleging collus'ion and
{ . was apling on behalf of M/s Home Jrade Lid, 'ﬂ]c_allcgalions in all the

FIR are same that money hag bez.n pmd for pmch.m_ ol‘ physical

{ Govermment of India Sceurities bul lhe same has not been delivered Lo

( them,

/ Part-11 (ol 1-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Sural)~FlR. No. 274/2002
5 9" Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
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5 /\_CJM Court, Sural. ‘I'ruce translated copy of the FIR No. C.R. No.1-226 B

S

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

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

4.4  That the Surat Nagrik Co-op. Bank L.td. got the FIR no.1-274/2002 dated

. 06.08.2002 registered at Police Station Varachha, Surat against the

2 ) petitioner and other accuscd persons. In the said case charge sheet has
y ' been filed and the Criminal casc No. 100521 of 2003 is pending belore
. ACIM Court, Sural. ‘I'ruce translated copy of FIR No. 1-274 of 2002 dated
06.08.2002 registered at Police Station \{arachlm, Surat is filed herewith

and marked as Annexure P-5 (Page Nos. 93 10 104).
4.5

That the Gandevi Peoples Co-op Bank Lid. got registered the FIR/Mcase .= =0y,

No. 3 of 2002 dated 16.07.2002 at Police Station Gandevi, Disg;{é‘f—.'l,‘ff"
Navsari against the petitioner and other accused persons.{’; Thc .
chargesheet has been filed and the C:iminal Case No. 2778 of 2.(.)04 is
pending Trial bcforé 1*CIM Court, Gandevi, True translated copy ('>F.Alhc

N s e
{ FIR/Mcase No. 3 of 2002 dated 16.07.2002 registered at Police Stalion™ax Sl

Gandevi, Navsari is filed herewith and marked as M (Page
Nos. 105 to 123). . )

That the Navsari Pecoples® Co-op Bank Ltd. got the FIR no. 1-93/2002
J datcd 18.08.2002 registered at Police Station Navsari Town, Navsari

against the petitioner and other accused persons. The chargeshect has

o —

been filed and the Criminal Casc No. 6840/2002 is pending before CIM
¢ Court, Navsari. True translated copy of the FIIR No. 1-93 ol 2002 duted

18.08.2002 registered at Police Station, Mavsari Town, Navsari is liled

- -~

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

\ 4.7 That the Sheth B3 .Sheoff  Balsar Peoples Co-ap l.hmk Lid, pot

tepistered the FIR No. C.R. No.l-1 l‘)/?.OO?."dnle(I 10.06.2002 at Police

L) Part-1l (of I-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420.409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
= 9™ Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACIM. Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
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{ % 'Cogn,‘ ﬁcw Delhi. True copy of the FIR No: 280 of 2002 dawed’ oy
r 04.05..2002 rc'gislcred"al Police Station Connaught. Place, New Delhi is
‘ ﬁlcd;hcrcwilh and mariced as Annexure P-11 (Page Nos. 219 10 230).
5 - 4.11 That M/s V. 8. Infrastructure Capital Litd. and M/s PNR Securities Lid. got
i the FIR No. 242 of 2002 dated 17.06.2002 registered, at Police Station
E‘ Sarojni Nagar, Delhi against the petitioner and other accused persons.
f The chargeshcet has been filed and the Criminal Casc No. 2034203/2016
is pending Trinl before Chief Metropolitan Magistrate, South, Saket,
New Delhi. True Copy ol the FIR No. ?42 of 2002 'daled 17.06.2002
registercd at Police Station Sarojni Nagar Declhi is filed herewith and
marked as Annexure P-12 (Page Nos. 231 to 240).
r Slate of West Bengal . |4' R
¢ 4.12 Thut Vice Chairman ol Bhatpara Naihati Co-operative Bank Lid. 'gguﬂjc
FIR No. 298 of 2002 dated 22.08.2002 registered at Police S\\a\uox‘w
: Jagaldal, 24 North Parganas, West Bengal against the pe(itioncr\a‘;;h:(_i;é:;;“z:"‘ ,‘
other accused. The chargesheet has been filed and the case is pending
4 before the Barrackpore €ourt, Kolkata. True translaté.d copy of the FIR
(; No. 298 of 2002 dated 22.08.2002 registered at Police Station Jagatdal,

24 North pa'rganas, West Bengal is filed herewith and marked as

: Annexure P-13 (Page Nos. 24] 10 250). ~

Stale of Maharashtra

L. 4.13 The then Chairman of Nagpur Dictrict Central Cooperative Banks

7 (NDCCB) lodged F.1.R. No.97 of 2002 at Ganeshpeth Police Station,

‘ Nagpur for offence punishable under Section 406,420 r.w. 34 Indiun

A} " e ..

( Penal Code apainst $ Companies including M/s, Glitedge Madnagement

| Lid, As alleged, in the said lrnnsnc.lion there was a delayed delivery of

| GOI-8 to NDCCB. True translated copy of the FIR No. 97 of 2002

\

L Part-11 (of [-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
C 9" Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
()
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& . City Kotwali Police Station, Amravati is filed herewith and marked as -

i)

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

-

4.17 Aiier investigation cﬁargc sheet was filed in the Court of the learned
o : Chicf Judicial Magistrate, Amravali against 23 Accused including the

petitioner and 121 witnesses. The case is numbercd as C.C.No.847 of

2002.°

4.18 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-offiger bearers of

Shri éudguru Jungali Maharaj Sahakari Bank Ltd., Pune and M/s.Home
df. 8-S -0

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

. 4,19 The said crime was invcstigatcd by the Crime Branch, Punc C:ly\,m,n
'
charge sheet filed in the Court of the learncd Judxcml Magistrate rll"iL‘ < : o
Class, Pimpri. and the case has been numbered as C.C. No. 498 of 2002

and is pcndiﬁg trial. There are 14 Accused inciuding the petitioner and |

| 69 wilnesses, .

420  That F.LLR. at C.R.No.65 of 2002 came to be lodged at Vishrambaug
Police Station at the instance of tr.\e-Spccial Auditor, Cooperative
Socicty, Division-Il, against the Directors an'cl olficer bearers of

b Suvarnayug Sahakari l}ank Ltd., Punc and, M/s.Ilome Trade Ltd. Truc

transluted copy of the FIR at C.R. MNo. 65 of 2002 dated 15.05.2002

i

cregistered at Police Station Vishrambaug; Punc is filed herewith and

marked as Annexure P-18 (Page Nos. 315 1o 318),

{ Part-11 (of 1-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465. 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
= 9" Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
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(,:bmrollcr with Beach Candy Hospital Trust Staff’ Provident Fund, fo
delayed delivery of GOI-S by M/s.Giltedge -Management Service Lid.
Shri P.S . Subramanian of M/s.Rhone Paulenc Chemical (1) Lid., also
filed a written complaint with EOW, Mumbai against M/s.éillcdgc
Management Scrvicc;.s L.1d., for dclayed delivery of GOI-S. Both the said
Complaints were investigated by EOW, Mumbai, under F.LR. aL
C.R.N0.50 ol 2004 (subsumes FIR at C.R. No. 298 of 2004). Truc
translated copy of the FIR at C.R, No. 298 of 2004 dated 05.08.2004 witl

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

herewith and marked as Annexure P-20 (Paéc Nos. 3276033«57.

c) ILLR. at C.R.No.83 of 2005 dated 17.02.2005 came to be _

registered at Santacruz Police Station at the instance of Senior !ﬁuﬁ;gm’ A

Trustee - Mafatlal Services Lid., alleging delayed delivery oF GOI S at SO

T
[ S48 4

the instance of M/s. Gilledge Management Services Ltd, Shn Kaushal

Kailash - the Accountant of M/s. Fosma Maritime Institute and Résearch

2

Organization, filed a Complaint with EOW, Mumbai agail'fk;t,-_M'/s. >

et

Gilicdge Management Services Lid., for delayed delivery o GOI-S.- Shri
Prakush Sawant - Personal Officer - Steelage Industries Employces L1d.,
in the capacity of Trustce — Steclage Industries limployees Provident
Fund filed Complaint with the EOW, against M/s.Giltedpe Management
Scrvices Lid., for delayed delivery of GOI-S. Shri Vilas Jadhay Assistant
Finance Munugemcril - Burckba Forbes Ltd., I'\lécl a Complaint against
M/s. Giltedge for delayed delivery of c:éx-s. All these Complaints were

investipated by EOW, Mumbai, under C.R.No.13 of 2005. Truc

lraqslfxlqd cupy of F'IR at C.R. No. 83 of 2005 dated 17.02.2005 with: -

sumunary of charpge investipated by EOW, Mumbai, Maharashtea is filed

herewith and marked as Anuexure P-21 (Page Nos. 34 ¢ Yo 317,4{)_

| Part-11 (of I-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FlR. No. 274/2002
i 9% Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
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(C) ' Because, the right to seck transfer is statutorily available to the petitioner 2
for the ends of justice. In the present case not only that most of the witness arc

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

Mumbai.

(D)  Because the transfer of case will nci only help the prosecution agency as

the trial would be expediled 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 comimon. Further allegations in all the casc

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

(F)  Beecause most part of the fransaction has taken place in Mumbai,

therefore most of wi_tness are from Mumbai.

' -‘\ C- “!“
. \1/
(G) Becausc all the offences are regxslcrcd against M/s Ilome I’ rgdc L(a nnd nd "\

»\"‘x
!

( i g‘ \
M/s Glitedge Management Services Ltid. in different slalc§'iﬁ lndxa ll 1s \

Sigve

subm:lled that if all the cases are not deall with by one court for.us lrml bolh
\ \ T

the accused and prosecutlon agency would be put to unn;cessa\{h&rdsh_g as /,:‘"3

DR AT e Y%
the prosccution will have to producc the same evidence repeatedly™a

s

accused will have to test its credibility every time 'l'or determining the same

Question.

(1) Beeanuse separate offences being ftried in separate court will lead 1o
different conclusion which would result in complete chaos. It is to aveid such
complicity it is required that all the cases be consolidated and brought under

one umbrella tor its trial in accordance with 1iw.

( Becanse the nature of allepation are identical i all the cases the
iterpretation wlether deluy in delivery of Government of India securities

would attract an offence under ludion Pénal Codé or not. To Judge the said

Part-11 (of I-11) CC-100521/2003 [PC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002

9™ Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
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It is, thercfore, most respectfully prayed that this Hon’ble Court may

~

PRAYER

gracive.iy e pleased to:

ad tanster Criminal Case No. 101878/2003 arising out FIR No.C.R, No.
+-241/2002 Dated 30.07.2002 registered al Police Station Udhana,
ity Gujarat pending before Additional Chiel’ Judicial Magistrate
“mat to Competent Court of Additional Chief Judicial Magistrate,
splanade, Mumbai
waastee Criminal Case No. 9166/2002 arising out of FIR No. ICR
©10.2774/2002 dated 02.07.2002 at Police Station Umra, Surat pending
- #iee Additional Chief Judicial Magistrate Surat to Competent

'wuit ot Additional Chief Judicial Magistrate, Esplanade, Mumbai

= censtee ediminal case No.174/2003 arising out of FIR no. 226/29_6? %
-

¢

Sivmigg,

tanster Ceiminal Case No. 100521/2003 arising out of FIR no.
- #2802 dated "06.08.2002 registered at Police Sfalion Varachha,
Suat pending before Additional Chicf Judicial Magistrate/ Judicial
<iegisteate Fiest Class, Surat, Gujarat to_ Competent Court of
Additional Chief Judicial Magistrate, Esplanade, Mumbai.
- wstier Criminal Case No.2778/2004 arising out of FIR/Mcase Na. 3
202 dated  16.07.2002 rcgis‘lcred al Palice Station Gandevi,
e pending before  Additional  Chief  Judicial Magistrate,
Soneviy, Gujarat (o Competent Court of Additional Chiel .lud:icial

"asishuate, Esplanade, Mumbai.

-

F=

Y /) .--"". .

Part-11 (of 1-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002

9™ Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACJM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
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_New Delhi to Compeétent Court of Additional Chief Judicial <P

Magistmte, Esplanade, Mumbai

:mnsfcr Criminal. Case No. I_\liIIZOOZ arising out of FIR No. 298 of
2002 dated 22.08.2002 registered at Poiice Station Jagatdal, 24 North
parganas, West Bengal pending before Barrackpo-'rc Court, Kolkata,
West Bengal to Competent Court of Additional Chief Judicial
Magistrate, Esplapadc, Mumbai ”

transler Criminal-'_casc No.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 Compelent Court of Additional Chief Judicial Magistrale,

Esplanade, Mumbai

transfer Criminal Case N0.847/2002 arising out of FIR at ‘

. T~ i
T TSR

C.R. No. 75 of 2002 dated 15.05.2002 repistered al City K4

N e

6'. :'f;zfr-x TN
strale, EoriTag
%’ 1 s

Police Station, Amravali pencding belore Chiel”Judicial
- 4

PR
P

IS ’
Amravati to Competent Court of Additional Chigf sJuédicial-

Magistrate, Esplanade, Mumbai

transler Criminal case - No. 498/2002 arising out of

C.R. No. 102 of 2002 registereu at Pimpiri Police Statien, Punc
pending before éhicl'Judicial Magislr'atc, IFirst Class, Pimpri, Pune to
Competent Court ol Additional Chicf_Judicial Magistrate, Esplanade.
Mumbai.

transfer Criminal Case No. 357/2002 arising out of FIR at
C.R. No. 65 of 2002 dated 15.05.2002 rcgistered at Police. Station
Vishrambaug, Pune peading bulore Audicial Magistrate First Class,
Shivaji Nagar, Pune, to Competent Court ot Additional Chief Judicial

Magistrate, bsplanade, Mutubai.
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF iNDIA 3{

CRIMINAL ORIGINAL JURISDICTION
TRANSFER PETITION (CRL ) NO.

o

E~

OF 2021
IN THE MATTER OF:-

KETAN KANTILAL SETH --. PETITIONER

4T

VERSUS

STATE OF GUJARAT £v¢... E e ...RESPONDENTS

. : AFFIDAVIT

~——

I, Ketan Kantjla) Seth, S/o. Shri Kantilal Seth, Aged aboui 59 years, R/o 702,
B Wing, Sabnam Apartménl. Barfiwala Lane, Juhu Gali, Andheri Weslt, Mumbai.
400048, do hereby solemnly affirm and declare as y

nder:-
1.

case. l am competeri to Swear Lhis alfidavi

BLe ) Para 1 0

and lmerlocutory Appliéalion

That the accompanying ‘I;rar'\sfer Petigion [Pages 1 to
« List of Dates and Fa

aCts [Pages B (o O]

been drawn by my Advocate under my |

3. That the Annexures filed h

erewith are true copies ¢ \het
originals.
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A

(l)Sanjay Hariram Agrawal who is Home gay

vLimifed Chairman and Chief Executive Officer

whose address is Juhu Shalimar s SSs

Limited, 7" Floor, Gulmohar Cross Shed

No.10, 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 kno;n,
Secretary of Home Trade, autherised
Secretary, having address as 7_/;?%%;%%%%%%.
complex Sector No.1l4, Vashi Na L?fggba R

X/

(4) Ketan Kantilal Shet, who 14
‘Home Trade Limited,,having a 1
Bhalit, (€S cell), 3% Fldor, Gul
Road, Mumbai

. {5) Miren Bhupendra Shah, who is Director of
Home Trade Ltd.,. having address as 102,
Gandhi- Nivas, Ashok Naéar Road, Vankola,
Santacruz Mumbai .

(6)Mr. Ram Gopal, whose father name now known,
Ui-rcct:or ol Home Trade T.td., and address not
known . %

Part-11 (ol 1-11) CC-100521/2003 1PC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
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p (15) Shilpa Shah, father name not knrown, Rns/%
(" - 102, Gandhi Nivas, Ashok Nagar Road,‘
‘ Vakola, Santacruz, Mumbai.
' .(16) Hiren Gada father name 'not known, address
(- not kwnon.
: \ (17) Mr. Dhananjay ‘Hariram Agi:awa, whose
1 address is not known.
;
(18) Smt. Jagruti Ketan Shet, Res/o - 193,
Lalit Kutir (CMD) Thixjd Floor, Gulmohar
Cross Road No.9, (JVPD) Mumbai . 3
(12) Mr. Kanan Mevavala, father name~ not xnown
Having adderss Jav;nt Maram, Fifth F'loor,
Opp. Vankhede Stadium, Marine dr;y,erff'MﬁmbaQ\
(20) Ketan R. Maskaria, address no /,:k’r'\j(:wn VAN
' (21) Dharniraj Surti, fathe'.r na ‘e_“':."."not. known,:_: -
¢ Hav'u.mg .address as - a\.‘;
(, Floor, _Surya Shopping Complex, By
s t22) Parximal R. Shah, ownexr 'uz Parimal
(‘ ' Co., Having addre-s,s as -'l_/20, Bakul Co.Op.,
R Bhalubhai Par};, Andheri (West), Mumbai .
(.

(6)Brief facts of the complaint / ingident and
irf stolen, full particulars of properties

slolan: -

Part-11 (of 1-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468,471,114 Varachha PS (.Surat) l-‘\lR. No, 274/2002
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p,cevent_'it and illegal act being made, and to

abscond from India such circumstances have

: been created, regarding which matter.

Date: 30.7.2002 ) 2

My name is R. Narayan, aged 49 vyears,
Occupation - Service, Res/o - 63, Saurabh
Society, Mota Bhagal, Rander Road, ‘Surat,
Tel.No. (H) 2768891 (B) 8676970 / 8790501.

By ‘remaining p2rsonally present [ state the
facts of my complaint that I am residing at
the above address with my family members. I
a;'n working with The Ud1.1na Citizen Co.0Op.

Bank Ltd, . Branch since the year 1996 and in

e the year 1996 I had joined as a Bank Manager

td. of which there are four branches of the
bank. in that the Shed No.1l4 orn which cthe
main branch is there. Other than that at
Pandesara Ring Rcoad, Udhn‘a Darwaja, Dukalpol
part and at Nanpura Timaliyavad which bank
bhranch is there, This bank is a cooperative

bank and this branch is being run as per the

Part-11 (ol I-1T) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sce. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
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stock exchange member is there. Further as
Government securities ére éurchased and sold
and we are its authorised person and at
Gujarat and Maharashtra and of which N. Co.
Operative Bank with . which arec doing
‘transactions and our- office are at infoteck
Park, To@er No.3, Fifth Flocr, Vasi Railway
Station Complex, New Mumbai. . They have
given necessary documents such as (1)
National Sgock .Exchange of which membe r
certificate, (2) Company registration
certificate, (3) Audited Balance Sheet, etc.

==~._ Which was shown and our trust was taken and

'Jm theaey it wa s purche sed whijcoch Wl S 3

S g
!ﬁ'%ided. In regard. to the NC our bank for

’

by
,{’;;T;,afn/vestrpent has a committee member which does
the proceccdings ancd firal_.l'y Ketan Sheul
and Company with which the security was
purchased and sold and’ transactions were
started .and in stocks of which Ketan Sheth
and Company from which different Lypes ol
Lransaclions made lfor aboul four Limes and

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

the entire amount as ashtpan securities

Part-11 (of 1-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Scc. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
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Let

they haa also represented that salid company
5 : . :
of which work is made by wvery e;(pert and
professional persons. The said company of
which advertisement was made Dby reputed
prersons such as Shahrukhj.Khan,. Rutik Roshan,
Sachin Tendulkar and Priyanka Chopra. The
same was stated  and in that regard all
necéssary papers such as National Stock
Exéhange membexr’ cer_tificate, company
registration certificate, Audited Balance
Sheet, etc. which was shown and our '
confidence was taken and I and Prahsant B. .
Patel, Computer supplier "with whom thé Home
Trade Limited of which Mumbai had come

th3ere and that office was visited in

January 2002 and Ketan Sheth had as per our

ircumstances we were to meet Hariram
grawal, Nand Kishox Shankarlal Trivedli,
yuleshbhai Bhandari, Smt . Jagruti Ketan

heth and Shilpaben Shah, etc. and they had

53’:0‘/ for the new company Home Trade LimilLed with
which the sale and purchase work being made
was requested and we had with them in regard
co our previous Lransactions ancl rhe

represeantations made on which we trusted and

Part-11 (of 1-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Sural) FlR. No. 274/2002
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(3) 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 .

(4) Ketan Kantilal Sheth, who s Lhe
Director of Home Trade Limited, address
-~ 193, Lalit Kutir (CHL) Third Floor,
Gulmohar Cross Road No.9, Mumbai,

{5) Hiten Bhupenqirabha_i,_ Director of Home
Trade Ltd., address - 102, Gandhi Nivas
Ashoknagar Road, Santacruz, Mumba.i;,'

(6) Mr. Ram Gopal whose father na&e is‘not
known and he as' the Driector of Home

Trade Ltd. and his address is not- known .

M3 yuki Suzuki; Director of _Home Trade

and whose addréss' is not informed,

jRakesh Rathod whose father name 1is not

known and addres is not known,

Manoj , Ambalal Shah, who is Director of 3
Home Trade Ltd. and his address 8 = 35

Belaro Road, RM Extension, Bangalore,

{(10) Alen James Macmi lan,. DirecLorA of  Home

Trade Ltd. and his adderess 18 785

Part-11 (of 1-11) CC-100521/2003 [PC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468,471,114 .V:\raf:hhn PS (Surm)‘FlR‘ No. 274/2002
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(}S)Smt. Jagruti Ketaq Shgth, Res/o - 193 ;
Lalit Kucir, (CsL), Third i“ioor,
gulmohar Cross Road, No.3 (IBPD), Mumbai

(19) Ms . Dimple Mevavala, whose father name
is nolt known and his‘addkess is Jayanci
Marmar Fifth Floor, .(Vankhede SL:a.di.um),
Marine Drive, Mumkai,

(20) Ketan R. Maskariya, address nolt. known.

(21) Ni .raj Surti, whose . father name not
known, ‘address = Sur.ya + Flart, First
Floof, Surya Shopping Complex, Bharuch,

(22) Dariyal R. Shah, whose is owner of

Parimal R.Shah and Company and address -

M./20, Bakul ¢o. Op. Lalubhai Park,
»., \‘\.\

DR SR
SRR Y

NSNoperi (West), Mumbai:.

Jn manner all the above said persons
R | -
o anda different capacities they had worked

R, o

\::Z:‘f_""_’;:_f;w\&x’ Home Trade company and our faith and
trust being acquired and due to which on
27.2.?000 as Ketan 'Shefh, Shilpa Shah,
Jagruti  Sheth, Ketan M.e_'vavala 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 que to

understand that by investing rkhe profit

3\07

Part-11 (of 1-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 'Vurachhu PS (Sural)‘FlR- No. 274/2002
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>

the Home Trade Ltd'. officg and Lthe sane
company of which no responsible person was
) Present and we .had co'me.' to know that the
cort{pany of which all Directors and officers
of the company have abscecnded by
misappropriation and thex.:-eafter we' had in
different times also known that above namead
persons had acted in collusion with each
other and to fulfil common motive they had
in Gujarat- and Mahara§htra and for
Govei:nment banks with which crores of rupecs
by criminal breach of trust and cheating ha§
been made and ouxr in any way in regard to
the 'Government securities being taken and

its physical delivery not. being made and for

M.this reason from . us the amount of

{5.2,19,96, 075/~ was grabbed and cheating

as caused.

In this manner as stated above from all

the persons they had acted in collusson with
each other and without consent from various
banks the deposited money had got made in
other names and A R was Lransferred to
foreign countries and such became Lmmoveb | e

properties. of which transactions macde  was

Part-11 (of I-11) CC-100521/2003 [PC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR' No. 274/2002
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through whom ali their relative and oLhers
15 foFelgn ocountries in which accounts they
had illegally transfer the money and as
stated aboye these persons had as per the
sections of 1PC and as per Foreign kmxchange
Management Act, provisions such amoun\; has
been collected and prior to this from us the
company had made transaction of
Rs.14,20,70,237/- which was there. In this -
manner as‘iper our claim  this fact and the
o’ther informed ‘facts on which we ére Lo
claim for which they had got our trust.

Therefore in such a manner the above stated

:v':_mpersons had committed cheating with us for

Ny

'
L

'r;‘ Maharasthra the Government banks with
eating being made and'_crores lof rupees
which properties were purchased and
and they had. for the _legal deblos and
properties being sold and to prvent hem
Erom such activives and with malafide
iLntention they hatched a 'conspiracy and the
said properties to be disposed of which

their debts was beign created to prevent

them and said 1llegal activity made and they

Part-11 (of I-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha 'S (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
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Bank of India, Stock - Exchange Branch, ,
Mumbai of which informed person.
Capital Market Branch Fort Mumbai of

which informed person.

Ahmedabad Municipal fCorporaLion, Bopal
Vilage city Survey Récozd registered and
ownerhip details beign kept by the
concenred person. '

Surat Nagarik Cooperative Bank 1Ltd.,
taken the pmopégties grom. the accused
and its property was. written . and such
person .who had made the deed.
D.R.Trxivzdi, Udhna Cisizen Co.Op.' Bank
Ltd., Surat.

Arvindbhai L. Patel, Udhana Citizen

Co.0Op. Bank Ltd., Surat

Prashant B. Patel, Res/o - Rander Surat,

el .

are my facts which are true and correct

as stated in my complaint.

T have received a copy of Lhe complaint .

Belore me,

Sd/- illegible

Police 1Tnspector,
Udhna Police Stations,
Surat City.

Forwarded to
HobL'ble 3™ JoinL Civil Jduge.
And JIMFC, Surat city.

sarieys AT L. DR

Part-11 (ol I-11) CC-100521/2003 [PC Sce. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
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N,
- ANNEXURE-P-3
FIA WNe.ICR No.274/02 O, 0.0t 0,2
First Information Report of Cognizable Offence
= [under section‘ 154 of Criminal Procedure Code]
Sub-District :'Umara, District:- Surat.
. DatLe anc '._:me of occurrence o:.'o!tence:-
During 31/61/200% 0 27/02/2002. )
(1) Date and time of conveying information
Date : 02/07/2002, 17:00 Hrs.
(2) Piace of offence ang dfodﬁce ard A3 roat ion
.frum Lhe police station
The Surat Mahila.Citizens Co-operative Banx
Limited, 3% floor, Labhubhai Chambers,
Athva Gate, Surat. L
Date of sending from Lhe Police S:iavion:
-MZOOZ- o 3

Pratibhaben, W/o Ramanlal Parmar, Chlief

-

Auditor of Mahila Co-operative Bank .
(5) Names and addresses of accused persons, fu:l
. particuiars : )

.

(1) Home Trade Limited Company, address a:

~ -
cnlernataona.  infaTech Park, Vower XNa.l,

Fifth floor, Vashi Railwdy Station Comp lex,

Navi Mumbai, Dist. Thana

(2) S5hri Sanjay lNaricam Aqrawa;.

Reside ol Gulmahor Crossroads, Road No.lOD,

Part-11 (of 1-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468,471,114 .Vuruchlm PS (Surat) FIR. No. 274/2002
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Ramniklal Parsigavani, Age about 58, Occupal.ion

s Service, resident of 302, Hem Torrace

Apartment, B/h Sargam Complex, Umra, Surat, (R)

3223461, (O) 3478151, 3478152. "

»
On Eemai'm‘.nq present ‘in persor, | hercoy

dictate che facts of my complainr that | ar
staying at the above mentioned address wicth my
family and serving as a Chief Executive Officer
in Surai Mahila Cic.:\zens' Co-opnr:\:-ivc Rank

Limited,  its regilstered office, RBabubhai
Ch§mbers, Athva Gate.

The transactions of our aforesaid bank are

- being done in pursuvance of tim_e* rules of -the

Reserve Bank. The decisions are being taken for

;. par< by the Board of Directors, in ccnsonance

;hxh Lhe rules and regulations of the Reserve

%q\ Out of the corpus bemq ccealted oy o

3 t?“‘*”j] we give loar to our members. Whatever tho
o .’ W S . :
s a;gg"nl_ is left. we invesL Lhe same irr ULhe

::)s‘gcuritles being issuved by the Governmernt of
20 India. The said investm;er;t is being done on being
given consenpi by Lhe boara of'direcLors of cur
Dark.

There is textile tower building in Scrat
éity, located at Ring road, located in front of
Kinnari Cleema. There is one pacinership i "2:.

Lhe name of Growln Avenues. The. said L.:'m wors

Part-11 (of I-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
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' thaz they dare che wiolie and sole of Lhe Ms . Pone
Associates Securities Lrd. Tre said company is
a member in the npational " bank exchange.
Therefore, as they asked us to purchase the
Governmen:. securities Erom saild company, as ou-
bank had relationship with said Ketan Sheth and
Niraj Surti since Lhe year 1895, we purchasod
the Government securities from the said company
namely, Ms.Pune Associates Securities Ptv. ILtd.
The de]ivery_ theregf was also bveirg done
feguiarly. ;
In Janvary-2000, Ketan Sheth and Niraj
Surati visited in person our bank. At that time,
Lhere were-Lwo oLher persons also wilh iroes. By
.\pntroduc1nq them, the said Ketan-Sheth and Niraj

informed to us that out of both BA1O

+ the name of one person is Saniay MHaricam

and that of another person is Nandkishor

Aeclal Trivedi. They further nforred (hao-

it g "‘%@ -
MMAUE W

-
= e e =T

eir eariier company is Ms... The same wiil
e e >

g function far the work of brokerage in Lhe namo i
of Home Trade l:td....
%he said Home Trade iLud. Company is @ member
National .. Thy hoid all nature of avis s fication
és per the norms of the Reserve bank oL‘:ndia,

for the purchase-sale of Government securities

Therefore, we began purchase of Gouvernmens

Part-11 (of 1-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR. No. 274/2002
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42 ¢

31/10/2001 to 27/02/2002, we purchased from sa::d
Home Trade Ltd. tLhe Government securitios Lo e
tune of Rs.9,68,1C,666/67. Our bank had paio rrhe
said entire amount to the said Home ‘*rade Company 1
through cheque. In response to the waf we had
been making payment of the amount, Lhe -
& Governmen:i securities were not being del:vared
to us in time. Therefore, on contacting the
Chairman of said Home - trade rhrough
corresporfdence_ and telephone E regardiny said.
Goyernmeﬁt securities, rhey did not 5sana ove:

the same. They were giving excuses. Therefore,

we informed Home Trade that if' they deo -not

‘7\

S I . %
déliver the said Government security at Lthe

e

o b .
3 XE%f iest, we will initiate legal action against
(%513 )
- ﬁkpﬁ.'rherenore, &l three persons name.v, hkougrn
fi J!ﬁf]
2 “r-*"“-."‘-@sp@‘th' Niraj Surati and Nandkishor ‘irivedi
e o= .

Rt S .
LN To#visited our bank and informed: to me that the

!

securities which we have de%andad aro Not.
avai.able. Therefore, at that time they are ab.e
s to deliver to us the' Goverﬁmen: of Tndia
Securities at the rate of 11.3% having matuyily
in the vear 2012 for the amount of
Rs.3,81,61,800/-, two sccurities at the rate of

( 8.7% having maturity in the year 2617 viz. cne

ol Rs.5,36¢,50,625/- and another of Rs.%, 36, 506/ -

3 further, if we do not have trust on tLher, they

\
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they did not keep balance in the bank, al! were
returned. The said Home trade Ltd. by assuring
us issving the securities of IDiB‘[ for the amoun:,
of Rs.5,00,000/- at the rate of 11.5% and
maturing in the year 2013, they sent iLs circular
also to us through fax..Futher; on informinc o
us regaxding delive:ing‘:o us the sccur:.Ly o
‘Federal Bank Ltd. at the rale of 9.39% maturing
in the year 2011 for the amoung of Rs.1 crore,

they sent its-certégicate. But, . till date they
have neither done any delivery of the Govacnmer:t.
security nor have Lhey returned the amours we
had given to them for said purchase. Thercfore,
the Directors of above mentioned Home Trade .L4.
Co. have, since beginning hatched conspiriacy,

. won ctrust of our bank, assured.us Lo issue Lne
éovernment securjties to us, took away monay
from us, showed false certilicates to eslagiésh
@ur trust on. them, thercby committed froud with
us for the amount of Rs.8 cro;es 59 T.akhs 65
Lhobsano Y and 82 ﬁajsa (Rs.8,59, 6L, 605.7°8,7) .
Thus, our complain. is againstL them 1o la<c
action, My witnesses are the Directors and
employees o©f our bank 'and Lose wio @may oo
}evea;qd ducing investigacion,

Such is a fact of my complaint.

. Sd/-

69
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el

Slﬁﬁijgﬂfél'

-,....--_-_-—-.._.---—_‘..___

el T P

(1)Tnformat1on received ga¢ IR Date <

ro T Ny, 3040872002 e 10/25 houps

and distance from Police st

ation:-
" Nagrik K _Sahakarji Bank uim).ted having
_a__grg?i “"Manthan” Agartmé’nt _Near -Gujarat
S e ggs»fw itcle, Adajan road, Surar _ a:i the
€“ R f_}g‘?.ngance Of 3 .xm sin
\_\_‘Ld\w,pﬁ. &

Easo 130  Gom
w3 - km *__.___--—%._.._ ... WO c i

*--»..w..--"" Chowk;
=SMRL .

(3)Date of sending to Police Station:

‘3070872002 .

(4)Nome ang address of Complainant / Informean,

dyantilal Shet), Auchonzed
—_LM

Manager qf__Adajan Nagri;g~ Sahakarl Bunk

bimited,  ha ing _

Shri Ashokkuma.

-2ddress ~ ot =

1 (4] v ‘lCI h( (S l)
H / )y ) s 0 0 N V
SelllOI Clv" Judg(. & ACJM, S‘"a(, Gul‘“‘l . b . <
9 Ad(”. t l(etan I’\a"tll u Selh S St‘“e 01 Gul trat
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(5)Shri Subedh Brandsr:, i 3

Reside at 704 B, Govind Complex,

14, Vvashi, Navi Mumbai .

(6)Shri Hiren Bhupendra Shah,

Reside at 102, Gandhi Nivas, Ashoknagar road,

Wadala, Shantakunj, Mumbai.

(7)Shzi Hiren Gadaa, Senior Vice Presidersnt, liome

Trade. Limited Registered Company

- Business: Commission of sale and security,

etc¢. having oaddress at () internationa:

InfoTech Park, Tower No.3, Fifth floor, Vashi

;\,‘ Railway Station Complex, Navi Mumbai, Dist.
> '5.\",:\; '\\‘
N e <

\;’!;’".\.‘bana (2) 709, Near Raheja Centre, Free Press
%

rnal Marg, Mumbai.

‘:wl .
Cin . .
/!&a ri Sashank Gopal Rande, s
Ny .
U : .
‘\v;'. Reside at 3/1, Radhakrushna Nivas, Ground
O, -

floor, S.K. Bollywood, Padar (C.Ww.J.),

Mumbai .

(9)Shri Viiay Himatla! Madi,

Reside at 203,. Am:ita Co.0p. Housing Seciony,

Kuivpawadi road, Borivali (East), Mumba® .

< 5 2
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(16)Shrimati Jagruti Ketan Sheth,

Reside at 193,

“

Lalit Kutir, Gulmahor

Cror.roads,.Road No.9, Juhu, Mumbac .

(17)Shri Kanan Mevawala,
Reside at Jayana Mahal, Fifth floor,

Opposite Wankhede Stadium, Marine Drive,

Mumbai .
(:8)Shri Ketan R. Maskariys,

- Reside at Director, Home Trade Limited

Registered Company, Business: Commission of

sale and security, etc. having.address at'fl)

,_\K\.nlv—nnlxonaJ -nfoTech Park, Tower No. 3,
vy r

4 \\
st

f\FLh'fJoor, Vashi Railway Station Complex,

ah Mumbai, Dist. Thana (2).709, Near Raheja

ve, Free Press Journal Marg, Mumbai .

)Briect facts of the complaint / incident and

if stolen, full particulars of Properties

stolen: - :
Offence under Sections—406,'409, 420, 423,

422, 423, 465, a67, 468, a1, Yla, 34, 120 (b

of 1.P.C. Ia such a3 way that at Lie above

Statecd date aid time, the accused persons ol

art- - , = < . < « < ' / 00¢-
P'u( ” Ht | ” ( ( |()() i2| 2 “ SCC 4()() ‘|20 “0( “65 468 V (S ) .
/..003 (, > » ), » A “7 l'l |4 ar lcllh 1 I :} urat l ”{ ]\]() 274 2
( 9“‘ /\dd' SCII.IOI Civil Judge & ACJM, SUl;ll, GUlﬂlal, Keld" Ka""lal Se“l VS. Stl“c OfGUMI at

a7
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Direcrors of our Bank, I, the complainant, have
been authorized to lodge complaint against the

: accused persons as per rules and accordingly, .
R

present complaint has bhees filed against e

accused persons of thjs casa.

(z) The accused No.1 of this case is thna
firm namely “M/s. Home Trade Limited” and rhe
said firm has ‘been registered as share and broker
in National Stock Exechange. The accused Niumbers
2 to 18 of this case are Directors and agents of
Lhe aforesaid firm and their work..is Lo gelL sr{are

and security, ertc. They have been making the

said represenLalion belfore Lhe compiainant since

beginning and believing the said
presentation, te continved Proceedings thereo! - -3

' @} a'cce,pting them as agent of the Firm i.e. the
s ]

cused No.l. The accused Nos. 2 to 18 are

j 4 FRSAT ; o
= o araging and admi niscering the firm of Lae
WO W
w '.;,,.r e 0 ;
pote Al accused No.1 as Directors and agents ol Lhe ! jrir

() and they are responsible for management. of the

\ Tirr. My the virtue of PRIS faer, ho eeeen g e

"has been *reaistered aygainst Lhe accused peryons

of the firm.

A > 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
! art- - "C-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, ; ) .
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Executive of :the said company. Further, Lhe

.

accused No.2 Nandkishor Trivedi is Executive

Director of the said company.. They stated that

all the three of them are the ‘chief~masters and

avthorired signatory of the said company.

Moreover, Home Trade Ltd. Is also member  cf

National Stock “xchange and for proof thereof,

they produced copy .of its Certificate. They

furiher stated Lhat. the said firx owrs  Kunbi;

Cqmpuceri zed air-conditioned c;ffice aL” Mumbai -
; : \?‘?jg‘h ultramodern facilities and‘rr'\osl. of Lhc.w.o—r_‘k
_..:: . \"‘-.\t}%(,“"\?!l’umbai;Pune Stock Exchange are carried ou-
._' ‘ ' i }Jgh their office. By stating so, they
BN s -

% ~

o, -
B s
.

il fANADE
R .
. Considering the- aloresaid
representacion of the accused No.3, the

compE. ainant oank erlered inle conlzacl with e
Lo purchase Securily having value of Rupeecs Onc
Crore at 12 % and for this cdntact., cheqgue o!
HDFC Bank was issued to the accused, In rhig

‘connecition, the accused had given delivery of

this securily to the complainant bank.

Part-11 (of I-11) CC-100521/2003 1PC Scc. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) l-‘lR_ N'o. 274/2002
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company is also going to make advertisement of
‘. said company through Shahrukh Khan, Hrizik
" _Roshar, Sachin Tendulkar and Prayanka Chopra ang

thereby they produced avthority regarding work
ol the said firm.

Considering this fact, narlier,
.cognplainant Bank had entered into contrace wi:‘n"
them as they stated rhat Secwvri ty of Rupees ‘'wo

Crore will benefit the bank due to good market

price. Moreover, they also stated to purchase

with contract of purchase, rhe

Yol vemeining amount. i.a. R, &Y, 16 07699

o ".
» oeriill

e RS o e
} . .“.“l“L‘\:a}'("-\-:
Do e

) was lissued and by depositing the Ssaid cheguo
) . into rhe account, the accused firm had encashed
the said chegue. Thereafter, Lthouqh whe
compiainank bank had frequently asked for
deiivery o! the security of the amount of Rs.

"Crore purchased by lome Trade '!=5n:it‘.ed at. 7.3 3%

“From ine accused persons, they did npot  ojve

o Part-11 (of 1-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Scc. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) l-‘IR. No. 274/2002
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!-.. of Rs. 1,00,25,300/- of HDFC Bank, which was
encashed by Home ‘Trade Limited. !n -connection
oy with this vayment, rhe bank wa:s given delivery
of the security accordingly.

(B) On 15/01/2001, the co#p]ainanL tank nad
asked ro purchase security of Rs. 50 ‘akhs a-
10.25% and Home Trade Company Limited issued
Contract Note Number 6401. Tn 1liev of th's

tzansaction, the complainant bank had ‘asued

cheque of Rs. 48,60,138-89 of HDFC Bank, which
I - "3 ; :
) “was ecncashed and delivery thereof was also
\'*4}, Y = .

)‘(,d)‘!} Qn 29/08/20Ci, Lhe complainanl baak nad
J 3

N . j

Sif

PR
= LRWT "

‘e

e
TWUALE,

T.:..:...../

0.25% and Home Trade Company Limited issued

Contract Note Number 6739. !ﬁ lieuv of &this

) tLransaction, uthe complainant bank had isswod

0 : cheque of Rs. 52,4?,048f61 of EDFC Bank, which

was encashed, but ‘ge]ivery cthereof was no:
qiven.

(D) Cn 05/12/2301, the complainent bon:

decided Lo sale their government \;E!(:'T).'t!'il\'i

through Home Trade uLimiled. Accordingly, ihe

! Part-11 (of [-11) CC-100521/2003 1PC Sec. 4006, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
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In coanection with tAis transaction,

the complairant bank had solg security of this

transaction tﬁ‘:ough Contracr Nos. 6905 and €907

and delivery of the security was given to Home
Trade Limited. This was sold b'y contract fote
No. 6909. M/s. Home Tradc.Company had Lhe
security and security purchased by complainan'..‘
bank was pending by Security Contract Note NO.

6739,

The complainant bank had given amou-t

diflareonce ;f'egarding aloresaid sale and

R R R o -

o SIS, ¥ AN = PR U i .
*‘p‘uxzf&;hé,'se to Home Trade Limited through arafir o

£
B e &)
T

rm

H.ﬁ"{“:\ﬁ;\‘ Bank. The complainant bank has paid
PR .
gsideration amount of Rs. 3,06,06,250/~-
-2010 at 7.5 % by purchasing the same
M/s. Home Trade Limited. However, M/s. Hune
Trade tLimivted has feiled to gilve securily. Copy
of conkrac's as ment:oned in Lhis paragraph qre
enclosed.
(1) In orcer Lo obtain  the aloresh:d
Bovernment. Security purchased by the complainar:
bank, follow up was taken up personally and over

the phone from tne accused persons and bank had

Part-11 (of I-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
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3 12/04/2002 and they stated that as 7.50% GO:-
2010 security was not available in the market,
they had execucted this . cénnract. (Copy
enclasedl . The accused persers  have  [u:rrher
Stated that they chall give delivery of the
aforesaid security up to 30/04/2002 and if Lhey
fail Lo give delivery of the aioresaid securiLy
up Lo 30/04/2002, Chugque No. 984321 of HDFC Rank,
Nariman Point Branch of the amount ‘of Rs,
3,24,62,?00/- was enclosed :o:encash the same.
(Copy thereéf is enclosedqd).

(6) fhere;f:er, wh;n I, zhe ESEpannnnL anrd

Panksa)j Shah, Director of the bpank wen. 1o

~
= \;Eﬁg office of the accused persons in Mumbai to

' u 2 _':_

? Rq;k ir the aforesaid securiti¢s, the accused
{2 " )
;’&Y /2 met-them and he assured to give delivery of

@ sccurity withzn shorxt Lime and :. dol.owvmry
is not done, aforesaid'cheque éan be encashed.
However, thereaflter also, despite completion of
time period, the accused persons cou’d nol give
de!ivery o! the aforesaid secur}Ly Lo the bank.
| (7) Thus, upon lapse of time peripd. whe

complainant. bank deposited the aforesaid chegue

(= Part-11 (of 1-11) CC-100521/2003 1PC Sec. 4006, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
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deceitful ly producing false andl forged document.s
with seal and signature, made signature on false
contract note to obtain amc.m-ht of Government.
security by Ffaisely stating to sale Governmen-
securily. However, while issuing such Noia, ke
accused persons had knowledge that they did not
haye government security to be given to zhe
complainant ‘and they cannot give physical
deiivery of government securicy To the
. complainant. With intention to commit fraud with
cémpla.inant Bank, the accused'[:;ersons talslely

stated of selling government. securities and

obtained amount thereof. They have not given

}// 1ssved chegue to the complainant Bank, which has
been dishonoured. Under the circumstances, the
accusced persons have ‘commiLied ~ gricvous
offences, which are punishable undeor the law.
Chartered Accountan: Niraj Sorti st roduced
‘I‘.ex_an Shetn o the opank. Az he had k::;w!e:)qr-

aboul Lransactions mentioned in fthe complai-t

) Part-11 (of 1-11) CC-100521/2003 1PC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) I’IR' No. 274/2002
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i

Cooperative

another wigh Systematic Planning to UsSurp amount

of the Ccomplainant bank, they have commi L Led

offence Punishable under Sections-406, 409, 422,

421, 423, 423, 465, 467, 468, a7, 134, 34,

120 (b) or I.P.C. Thus, it is requested |o Laze

legai action against chem.

Witnesses ror the Cooperative Jank are

» Financial Director, employees,

ert

1 8nd Chartered Accountant Niraj Surei and
L p
géver ' comes out  during Course  ar
(o
e ;1h%§3;,qat on.

P t- ‘ - ’ ( ( - 2 ‘, ‘ 7 I l S (S I'e ' "1 /2002
a 0 ¢ 4 Vil (Ichhﬂ b (\Su d() IR 0. 2;4
il “0 S ) )”(); ])( S(’,l‘,. 406‘ 420'409‘ 65, ¢ 68, ‘ |‘I l ) \ ) g
- “ I l“l lAddl lse ]iorléivil J:ldge & ACJN‘ Su'a!v Guja X (t Keld" Ka““lal Sc‘h VS. Sldl.e 01 (lu_]al al
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-'i::_:neo' oy True copy é
{ J?arud oy Ha/- illegivle <:>
Ansistany Registrar, Civii Court, Surast
Apglication No.3305/2002
Avpi=. Made Mr, Changrakan: An:-a
Loparty sd/- )
Apoin mage 2/.8.2007

Arzax copy Sde 14 side

; Avrox charge 0. 30

. faper chacge  3.50 t '
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.

=)

6
for investment in Government securities and
trading of shares (Broker) . Nur  bank had,
through said fifm, earlier doné investment
Government securities. Since the year 1995 ou-
bank has been having transactions with said
-Growth Avenues Company. As we have been having
contacts with said firm since last seven vears,
onc person namely, Niraj Surati, whro sLays - in

Surya Flats, Surya Shopping Complex, #Bharuch,

used to visit our bank frequently, we happened

to be in conracr.
Paraqraph_illegibje.
Our bank has done transactions witLth said

firm from 1995 to 2000. Regarding whatever the ”#*5

Covernment securities are purchased by our bank:’-3
from Ketan Shecth and Co. 1Ls delivery has been
done in time to rhe bank by said company‘

reqularly. Thereafter. im the y<o:r 1299, Ketan™

Sheth and N;raj Surati had informed our Dpank
Lhdh Lhey have formed Lhe Company in the name of
...... Tnhne saud Company is aJso working av‘a brogc:
of Lhe Government Securities. ThcreForo, ousr
bank purchased Government securities from said
Company also. Thc delivery of the same was also
éone regularly by the said Company . Thereatior,

in February-1999, rhe said Ketan Shercn and Niras

Surill had done representation before our bang

AN o 19 A
Part-11 (of I-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 _Varachha PS (.bur.\l) FIR No. 274/2002
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will issue the cheave to us. 'The reforae, &5 we
kept LruslL upon them, they executad one Contract
dated 30/03/2002, wherein they had given ora:

undertaking to deliver thé securicies Liil

i Z5/85/2C02. They furiher sta.ed wLhat

we do

Jor

not have. Lrust upon them, they may issue Gthe

advance chegue to us. They issued the cheques as

under :

No | CThegque No. | bate Amount

T EEAILT 11/04/2002 [Rs.80, 72, 206725 paisa

2 | 984302 25/04/2002 | Rs. 6, 36, 250/ T

3 |98a307 1670472002 R5.5351295753 paisa

2 [58a309 29/04/2002 | Rs.54,12, 566766 paisa

5 |[9%a309 23/04/2002 [Rs.1i, 08, 45, 683732 poisa

6 | 984310 77572002 Rs.1,08,51,066/67 oaisa i

7 [ 984311 17/05/2002 | Rs.1,41,49,8:8/33

8 | 984323 15/05/2002 | Rs.31, 29,11, 1757-

9 "I'ssa3z24" 15/05/2002 |Rs.1, 29,04, 83167-  ~ 7]

10| 984325 15/05/2002 | Rs. 1, 29, 02, 975/~

. : _.".'::‘
All the above chegues were of P}DFC Bark, °

Nariman Peine  Branch, bear:ing Acco'.g:r"':.- rumbe - -

vy

0010490017011. They were of total dmount of

Rs.9,40,37,869/07 paisa. The said “‘cheque"
‘mentioned al sr.no.1 wvide .-.:o.93f.3‘.'l or \.'<~
} ‘amount of Rs.80,72,206/25 paisa. After giving
assurance as above also, they did nst deliver Lo
'E)s the Government securities. Tn spite of our
frequent reminders, no satislaclory reply was
given by thom, Therefore. as wo deposited al )

Lhe above rest of nine cheques in the bank, os

o Part-11 (of I-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Scc. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FII{ No. 274/2002
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P— '

anrtmeni:, Near Guijarat Gas Circle, Adajan

road, Surat, reside at as above.

(5)Names and addresses of aécused persons, full
particulars Matails of
known/suspected/unknown accused Qith full
particulars| .

(1)Home Trade Limited Registered Company
Business: &$hare and Security broker, etc.
having address at (1) Internatic;nal Info'llech =
Park, Tower No.3, Fifth floox, Vashi Railway

Station Compiex, Navi Mumbai, Dist. Thana

"(2)709, Near Raheja Centre, Free Press L~ . -
Journal Marg, Mumbai.

(2)Shri Nandkishor Shankarlal Trivedi, *

P N
“ .

Reside at Devbhuvan, Second floor, Yara: i ();
\"'. 35 P St
. \\"‘ ';‘,/_ ~ &
Bazaar, Mumbai N2 Ry SO
i 7 et "
: RN o
{3)Shri Ketan Kantilal Sheth, Nt

Reside at 193, ©Lalit Kurir, _ Gulmakor
Crossroads, Road No.9, Juhu, Mumbai.

(4')Shri Sanjay Hariram Agrawal,
Reside at Gulmahor Crossroads,. Road No.1C,

Juhu, Mumbai.

Part-11 (ol 1-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
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(16)Shrimati Jagrvti Ketan Sheth,

Reside at 193, Lalit Kutir, Gulmahor

Crossroads, Road No. 9, Jiuahe, Mumbat .

{17)Shri Kanan Mevawala,
Reside 2t Jayana Mahal, FifLh [loor,

Opposite Wankhede Stadium, Marine Drive,

Mumbai .
{28)Shri Ketan R. Maskariys,

- Reside at Director, Home Trade Limited

Registered Company, Business: Commission of

sale and security, etc, having address at.QI)

nfoTech Park, Tower No.2

oty

(lJoor, vashi Railway Stal ion Complex,

Mumbai, Dist. Thana (2).709, Near Raheja

@, Free Press Journal Marg, Mumbai,

}Brief facts of the complaint / incident and

if stolen, full particulars of properties

stolen: -
Offence under Sections 406, 409, 120, 423,

422, 423, 465, 457, angy, L Eo I 120 (k)

0f '.P.C. In suck a way that at the agbouve

stated date a)d time, the accused recsons ot

. ; i 2
>'8 4 14 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/200
-11) CC- 12003 1PC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,1 A ‘
raretl (or‘;"!'fi)u;;i(f égﬁisozrlCZivil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat




P Directors of our Bank, I, the complainant, have

been authorized ro lodge complaint agsinst

the
accused persons as per rules 'and accordingly,
pPresent complaint has beer filed agains: i
accused persons of tajs casc.
(2) The accused No.1 of this case is the

firm namely “M/s. Home Trade Limited” and che.
said firm has ‘been registered as share and broker
in National Stock Sxchange. The accused Numbers
2 :o‘,lB of this case are Directors and agents of
Lhe aloresaid Cirm and their work'is Lo gelL sh.are
and security, ete. They have been making the

said representalion belore Lhe compiatnanL since

\\\ the beginning and believing the said

"\ “" z\pre'wnrar ion, ke continued proceud- ngs thereof -3

"%' .,«-”"

y accepting them as agent of the firm ji.e. the
i

¢
:

wolfcuses No. 1. The accused Nos. 2 to 18 are

Yo

R
| -f |‘ \

il W v /ﬂmr.nqmq and  admin} stering the firm of {=e
,.._9/ : :
o accused Ne.l as Directors and agents of Lne !irg

and they are responsible [ar management. of the
( Trm. Yy the virtue of this fact, the enwntaie

‘has beep “reqgistored against Lhe accused pe:song

of the firm.

are aPS(S 1) FIR No. 274/2002
1= Part-11 (of I-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 400, 420,409, 4{)5, 468,471,114 Y'lr'\Chh |VP9é '\:rao)rc}u.'wm
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Thegeaftez, on 18/0%/2€0%; the
complainant bénk had entered into ancther
contract to ourchase securiry of Rs. 50 lakhs at
20.25§ and the.complainant made payment thercofl
through _the chéque of HDFC Bank and the acc;sed
had given déliﬁery of thi; security to che
complainant bank. ' '

On 29/08/2001, considering the fact
Lhat the accused firm Home Trade Limzted nad
given delivery of both rthe earlier contracts and
Lthe Reserve Bank of India has made endo:semenﬁ

Lhereof in favour of the bank, the complsinant

barx entered into another contract to purchase ;fﬁu_a»

[ securitgy of Rs. SO laknhs at 30.25%% and Lhe o
. - i

complainant d4lso made payment thereof through T
: | i

the cheque of HDFC Bank. R

Thereaficr, on 083/°2/2001, the accused

No.3 KerLan Sneth and Shri Niraj SurLf DerSona.iy -<£:
() . came to the ;omplainanL bank and stated that
(iovernmen: Securily Qork of Home ''rade Limitled
is guing un o in LG, swing ang new corpany of Lhe
Firm registered with whe name ‘‘hank .adia

iimited s also coming Lo the market . Their

S Part-11 (of 1-11) CC-100521/2003 1PC Sec. 4006, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
9" Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
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8

vant has entered into ccntrace
following securities as per the amount Showr in

the next column.

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

No. [ Security (Total value)

- v ———e

1 |12 % sSpL-2010 |1,21,36,666.67 | Physica!

~— 1 1 .
2 170.25 % cG-|58,08,541.67 ldelivery |

2012 was given
: Lo tiome

Trade.

——

3 110.25%  GOI-{59,34,975.2z8 Pelivery
2021 was with

them.

Rs. 2,38,80,-73.62 Paisa

On Lse same day, the complainasat dank
decided to purchase C.G.-20i0 Securily having
Lolal amournt of Rs. 3,06,06,250/- tﬁrouqh o
ltome Trade Liriled and accordingly, (%20 arciaen
Company issued Contract Note No. 6013%, whereon
the accused No.5 has made signature thercon on

hehalf of the accused No.1l.

9" Addl.-Senior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
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te HDIFC Bank, Surat Branch on 27/0572002
beiieving that the amount shall be recovered.
) The saig cheque was returned Lo tze comp.a:nant
pank with endd;sement of ‘Account Blocked’. When
Lhe accused" persons _had issugd cthe aforesaid

ch’equel, they knéw that the said cheque is Lo be
dishonoured. Howevéz, the chequ';e was geceitfu.ly
issued with an intention to commit fraud with
the Bank. As ‘the said chegque was ., dishonoured,
Notice has been issued 'r.o the accused persons
under Seclion-138 ol Lhe Negotiable Instrument

Acl. Desp:te receipt of theé said Notice, une

— LA

accused has not paid the aforesaid amount witnin

slipulated rimo pariod. Thus, we if:ave rignht 1o

frie complaint under the Negoliadio Jdnst rimoen:
Act. This complaint is for offences comm;lled
under TIndian Penal Code. (8) Under the
above circumstances, the accused pers-on:; of Lhis R s
case committed fraud with the Bank in coilusion
with one another with an intention to usurp l.h.e
amount stalting that Government, Security can be
deiivered in stipulated time perjc_)d, LOOR mhe

: : bani into confidence Lo commil. frauvd by-

' Part-11 (of I-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR_ No. 274/2002
9" Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs, State of Gujarat
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Cate. 20/C8/2002 sd/-illegible
. Maneagcer,
Adajan Nagrik Sahakari Banx
(8) Reasons fér delay in reporting Doy Lha
comp;ainanL/inrdrmanL:-‘
{9) bisposal of Muddamal
In view of aforesaid written compia:nt,
Posice Inspector, Rander registered oflence on
Lhe basis of Local Application No. 443702 daved. . . s
2¢/08/2G602. 4 -
Dispalched s Chief suGE ¢l
Magistrate, Chief Court, Suxat.
Sd/-(illegiblie)
Police Statioen Qfficer
Rander Police Station,

Surabt Ciuy.

e i) S

—
o

—

i

Part-11 (ol 1-11) CC-100521/2003 1PC Scc. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha P’S (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
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10} Shri Salil Nilkanth Ghandhi aged
) years 413 O¢c Business Resi 11/13 goldcoin
co-op housing society, Tardev Mumbai -
400034.

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

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

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

14) -shri Dhanjay Agrawal aged adult years
Occ Business Re31 Mumbai - whose address
is not known at present.”

15) Smt Shilpa Hiten Shah aged adull. ycars
Occ Business Resi 102, Ghandhi building,
ashok nagar road vakola Shant cruz Mumbai
) - 400055.

16)- Smt Jagruti Ketan Sheth aged adult Occ

) business Resi 193 Lalit kutir CHS

03 gulabshwer cross road JVPD Mumbai . -
: 400049 . ' ‘

Yy 17)Shri Kanan Mevawala aged adull Ocec
Business Resi whose address at present is
not known Mumbai.

18) Shri Ketan Mehusuriya aged 35 yearb
Occ Business Resi whose address at present
is not known Mumbai.

LS Part-11 (of 1-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 4006, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
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bpank was offered attractive rate
iitlegible and against which were alluyed
to purchase bank. security the  above
) mentioned 4 accused had given alijurement
for giving security at below mentioned
rates. '

-\ . Details of Security

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

G.O0.I. 2009 7.00% of Rs.5.0C crorce(facc
value) .
- = ‘Total Rs.15.00 crores

This persons by giving above mentioned
allurement - and thereby alluring o
shareholder of our bank and Lhereby soid - éjjh
got- it sold above securities and then on
dated *07.12.2001 settlement was done ‘and
as pexc setlement . Rs.15.00 croresﬁ:pf
security delivery illegible illegibléﬁﬁ¢§
given. ’ S

RN T 3=

5)As mentioned by accused opinions QiVng’“M“‘“
by them in that time of said securities ™
details have not been given for which now
and then by the banks its demands were made
by phone and fax. Delivery of this Rs.15
crore securities for Llong Gtime has not
been given . by this accused and whiloe
. making its demands instead of giving
’ delivery of securities on dated 21.2002
accused no.Shri Surti 19, accused no.3
Ketan Sheth, accused no. 2?2 S. "Trivedi had-

( come to bank and thereby said accused had
informed that they have sold Rs.15 crore
sccurities and informed o thal B

Part-11 (of 1-11) CC-100521/2003 [PC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
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O ol

this my complaint to conduct procedures
against them.

My witnesses are as under;
1. illegible Shah .
2. illegible

If required further names of witnessos
shall be ‘given.

Seal of Surat Nagrik
" Sahakari Bank Ltd,
Surat, Bhagal Branch .
‘Date. 1.08.02 . For, Surat Nagrik
Sahakari Bank Ltd,
Surat, Bhagal Bzanch
Authorised person

a

Attachment: Alonao.__ with this relevamt- .~ 3

documentary evidenaces are anngred -
nerewith.’

Before me, 3d/=
-Varaccha Po!.ZSth.
(P.i. G.K.Crougharyy
Copy Sent to

Hon. Chief Judi Magistrate of Surat

Seal of Hon. Chief
Judi Magistrate of Surar, ¥

.~€T§)Jch,f~’6}¢py45(0Jr2fo (LBQL\

Part-11 (of 1-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
9" Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat

. 6 " we "4 T = 8 ge $ . . . g
-




659

B B (e

= (1) We, thne complainant, are Cooperative
Bank established and run under the. Banking
Regulation Act, 1949 and Gujarat Cooperative Act
and sub-rules at Gandevi. The Reserve Bagk of
India, Ahmedabad has giver required licenses Lo
oﬁr ITnstitution to carry ouv:t banking work and
lead Office of our Bank is situated at Gandevi
and other ofgiées_a:e sitvated at Bilimore andi
Chighali. As per resolvtion No.2(A)3 dated
19/65/2002 passed by the Board of .Directors of
our Bank, I, the complain;ﬁt,- have been

K2

authorized to- lodge -complaint againsit the

e ————

accused persons as per.rules and accordingly,: 7 T

present complaint has been filed agaiast < he-
I

-accused persons of this case.

QN

: : : N
- ‘ N i
3 %y

(2) fhe accused WN»o.1 of this case is ‘tha:
firm namgly “M/s. l!ome. Trade Limited” and.::hc
said firm nas been reqistered as share and broxer
in National Stock Exchange. The accused Numbers
2 to 18 of this case are DireclLors and accused
no.19 and 20 work at Braruch and Lhey identi®y

Lhemseives as agents of asccunnd NoLL b, They

Part-11 (of [-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
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As per Statutory Liguidity Ratio, which
is known as S.L.R., the complainant Bank has to
invest minimum amount in Government Securirties
and vLhe Reserve Bank of India decides this
Staiutory iliquidiLy Ra;io, wnicn ?s kngwn as
S.L.R., Icom time Lo rtime as per provisions of
the Banking Regulation Act, 1849 and it is
mardatory for all the 'Cooperatjve Banks to
comply with such direction of the Reserve Bank
of India. In this way, it was mandatory for the
complainant Bank to invest 'in Government

Securities to maintain S.L.R.

(AY—. with reference to above ment fonad favtu

v

and to satisfy lega:z prov1s on and reiyxng upo“

the representatlon of accused No.3 Kecaq Sneth,.

complaxnant bank paid Rs.25,77,2%8-8§1 nalsa»¢E i

the accused through Cheque No.€3956 drawn on the
Maharashtra State Co-Op. Bankx Limit cd Mimbea i
and purchased the .government securities and
aforesaid transaction was carried ouvt to rhe

satisfaction of the complainant bank.

S
“,,_..,-

et

9" Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
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computerised and air conditioned one (:1legible
lines) ..:.. made attempcts to create a lalse

impression of good dealing.

{6) Relying upon above representation of
Lhe accused persons and with a purpose Lo
maintain- SLR, complainant carried out below

mentioned financial transactions through accused
e < '

persons.

Details of Financial Transactions

A) Amount of Rs.25,7,358-6) baisa was paio

through cheque no.63956 drawn on Lhe

Mahatrashtra State Co-Op. Bank Limited ia
October-1999,

13

~—

Ketan Shetn accompanied eccused no.4 Sanjay
Agrawal and accused No.?2 Nandkishor ‘rivedi
- ."-"':\‘ g Vi

L o TR

Lo the head office of the complaxnantkqsnk
in May-2000 and made representarion Lhae
Lrey have cnanged Lhe neame oi Lho:r Liro-
Asian Sccurities Limited to  liome Trade
Limited and Home Trade limited deait g

government securities and iL was a memnber

of the stock exchange and requested to carry

Part-11 (of 1-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR' No. 274/2002
( 9" Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Scth Vs. State of Gujara}
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(

transaclion of the same. Pursuant to the
same, the said amount was paid through

Chegue No.069109 drawr on tne HDFC bank.
. .
In other- transaction, we asked to sell

securities of Rs.2,21,90,375-00 paise,
accused provided contract note no.681% and
6817 and we provided nhé securizies Lo
accused accor@ingly. We had purchased 852
GOI-2015 securities' for Rs.2,02,305%-%6
paise through contract note no.6813 of

accused and accused paid hs.?9,52;069—44

paise towards the difference. iiowever,

accused did not provide security. for DRLE - TT e

number 6813.
Accused were asked to provide securities for

note number 6813 in 'Novermbe:s—ZCCJ, and
accused sLated facts of earning hioge proflit SR

RS

Therefore, accused were aszed Lo*" sell the
said securities and accused informed abou
sale of the same Lhrouvon contracs nove 58467

dated 15/11/2001 for Rs.16, 68, 694-49 paisa.

Wt Part-11 (of I-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
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: 29

= v) Accused were told to c'arry out s5aie

transaction regarding contract no.694: on
26/02/2002 and accused provided contract
rote no.7435 dated 26/02/2002 for
Rs.2,86,79,062-50 paise o us.

K) For _o.ur reguirement, accysed were asked o
purcbase 77% of GOI-2017 securitiles, and
accused provi-ded Contract no.7437 daved
26/02/2002 for Rs.2,‘90,10,16:!—50. Accusaod
were tc give aforesaid securities to us.
But, accused persons in coliusion with one -
another since beginning, misled the ban!g and.. ..
iures us wirh maia |ide uu.ern..(,h ohis
availed amount 4n crores from us ap,;;‘»déspite
knowing that it would cause us ht.:fg:e' l:-;osses;{,

30

they obtained such amount f.rr)}n;g U3 and

Ay

» N ey 5
ttilised the same for the:sr personaT"Qsp.ia:ﬁt{i""‘, g B
) . b 0 S SSRGS
- ~:"\\.":7-‘_.

P i
- iz,
PO

misappropriated the said amount jn crores, ™ ¥
Lespite demanding the said anmnounL Lime and
again, Lhey do not returnp t'n.e 8..07'{. GO1 2078
Securities asg Per the centrace noLe number

J 7437 dated 26/0272002. Thovgh we 1ried 405

contact the accused Persons over vhrone, tax

> f ap at) FIR No. 274/2002
o Part-Il (of I-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 495. 468, 47|,I 14 Wrachh 1\; Séﬁt;r “)f'c.u'ara['
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|22

(8) Our witnesses "are as under.

1) I-complainant.

2) Shri Akshay R. Desai, Director, The Gandev:

Peoples Co-Op. Bank Limited, Gandevi.

3) Shri® Mukesh Maheta, BDirector, The Gandevi

Peoples Co-Op. Bank Limited, Gandevi.

A1) Shri® Manharlal bp. Shah, Director, The

Gandevi  Peoples Co-Op. Bank Limited,

Gandgvi.

5) Shri Kishor 7. Patel, Director, The Candev:

Peoples Co-Op. Bank Limited.'Gandevl.

6) Shri, Gulabbhai B. Patel, Di:ec:or,)ﬁ@?ﬁﬁﬁrjﬁm\

e,

Candevi  Peoples Co-Op.  Bank Limited, .- "=\,

Gandevi.

Further . witnesses may be producﬁ : 385 per

reguiromwent .

. B
DaLe:10/07/2002 . R

IR
-
Declaration

I-Complainant: declare at Gandevi Loday

that alil the facts mentioned in above

complainant are true and correct as per

knowiedge and belief.

art-11 (of I-11) CC-100521/2003 1PC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468,471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR. No. 274/2002
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=
| - ANNEXURE-P-
FIR Mo . T 93702 7. [B-B-02 “’M——'—Ii@
First Information Report of Cognizable Offence
= [under section 154 of Criminal P.\;ocedure Code]
Sub-District : Navsari ‘.I‘owr., Districe:- Navsari.
Date and tvime ot occurrenge of otfence: -
Puring February-1999 to 29/04/2002.
(1) vate and time o! conveying inf-)r!;!il:.in!:
Pate : 18/08/20C2, 22:00 irs.
(2) Place of offence and distuance and direclion
from ‘the police station
Mouie Nnv.sari 'Peoples.' Co-operavive Bank,
i2in Dayal Jpadhyay Bhavan, Oop.Gayan Shaia,
Dhobivad, Navsari, South, 2 Falang.
(3) Date .0of sending from the Police Station:
18/08/2002.
{4) Name and address of Complainant / lnl'o;_;nan-.

Dhanruprasad Harishankar Suthar, Manager,

Shri Navsari Peoples’ Co-op Bank Lid., R/o

304, Dhruv Apartment, Near Vilsy  Parz

Society, Oop.T.unci Kui, Navsari ,'.' -
1n0.49621 (R), 57209(0). TR
(5) Names and addresses f accused peArsons, fulil
particulars
(1) Shri f)an‘)ay Havivam Agrawa?®, Direciar,

Reside at Juhu Shalimar Clis Limited, Seventh

Floor, Gulmahor Crossroads No.10,  Mumbai-

! Part-11 (of 1-11) CC-100521/2003 I1PC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471 ,! 14 Yarilchlm PS (Surat) FIR. No. 274/2002
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lodged as under : Ia'é

Complaint_ : A; Per provisions of Sections-406,
4009, 420, 421, 422, 423, - 120(B) .and 39 of the
IPC,

The facts of the compla:int oL myself itre
complainant are as under
€20) Us the complairant is a co—operaiiv&
bank. It was formed in the name of Shrij Navsari
Peoples’ E Co-operative Bank Ltd, Navsari.
Further, its registeréd and administrative
office is at éhe aadress éf Din Dayal Upadkryay
Bhavar, bpp.Gayan Bha’a, Dhobivaa, Navsar:,
Guja;at. Further, its regisnratign hes beenr cone

under Provision of the Gijarat State Co-

operative’ Act-1961. We as =-he authorized by the ' .

B e
Reserve Bank of India, have been doit;,fj 1hHe
5
business of banking in Navsari and nearby_y‘l{a'r:ieas.‘
: : U 4
(2) Present complaint has jeen ‘Lotged i
. s : . AN w
a8gaJinst Ms.Hometrade Ltg. (HereinaftLer rebggx{ggfw\_‘”_

)

Lo as the Broker) and the company by vir:uo‘\b
‘Lhe membe: of Lhe Nalionai Stock Ixcrange ol
'ndia ‘(hereinafter be referrea to NsE), working

a4s a& Share and stock broker, " ips Directars

name !y, Sanjay Agrawa ¥ Kezan sheihk, Uhrd
N.S.rvived: (g Shei Suooah B3nandasr: andg OL hery
accused persons, hatoched Crimiral cConsviracy,

committed ' fraud with us Ffor the amount to the

art-11 (of 1-11) CC-100521/2003 1PC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471.114 Wrachha PS (Surat) FlR' No. 274/2002
s 9" Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujaral, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
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12.¢

the month of December, Shri Xetan Shetn visited
our bank and made representation that he is owner
ol Ms.Xetar Sheth and Company .1nu!.h.|s boon o as
the stinesa of sale-purchase o0f GCovernment
securitcies £0t the co-operative banks and other
different customers.
(4) Thereafter, I discussed with him
regarding conditions of purchase’ of securitiocs
Lhrough Ais Zirm. Lasily, with w12e view of
fu!}i;ling the need of our SLR, we had puz anag
order on 20/12/1997. The 'said Ketan Sheth and
Company had, purchased the securicies of LGOI
(Covernmrent of Tndia), 1998 at the'rate o! 10.50%
for the amount of considecration ol
Rs.35,3C, 625/-. Further, LAéV a&ouna or
consideraéion for the same was péid“throuqh the
cheque bearing no.86208! of Mararashtra Staice
Co-op. Bank, Ltd., Mumbai. The said broker nad
. handed ovér active custody of said securiLy Lﬁ?ﬁﬁz'
us. Therefore, both the parties performoed Lheiru
.duties. +herefore, we purchased diffaercny
Government securities from said Mr.Kezan She-h
) and Co. -During aXi said transaétions, viiy
[ pertormed our duties from payment of amoun:t to
%anding over possession of the
Meanwhile, Shri Ketan Shech

Tepresenlalion before me that he ls

e Part-11 (of 1-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR. No. 274/2002
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30

responsibility, we hrag handed over custody o

said securities to them. We hadg also received

s ful) amount of consideration. Accordingly, we

compieted' Lhe Procedure .of saie.

{7) !a cthe moncth of Canuary-2000, -Shr. Retar:

Sheth, Sshri Sanjay Agrawal and Shri N.S.Trivedi

informed to US ENat now the:lr company namely,

Euro Asian Securities Lld. will wo-k wiih now

name of Home Trade Lctd. For che same, Mr.Sanjay

Agrawal i.s a Chairman and the Chief Executive

Offi.cer. . Further, Mr .Ketan Shecth and
Mr .Nandkishor Trivedi are the directors. They
made further represencacion that new company z
namely, Hgtﬁe Trade Lwd. is a memper of NS, tLhe! -

S administration is being done with the team of

‘a3

Professionals, Further, chey had assured us of
doing resulc oriented busiIness. They roquest oo

Lo do thne business wieh new broker Fir: namely,
Home Trade. They also made representat fon Lhat
they have developed another group company who

will, in che nName of Value !ndia Ltd. worx TOSUTL,

oriented in software technology deve'opmenl.

They also told cha their business deve.loprenk:™

| ca8ctivities will | pe Carried ou Dy { R
Ce.ebrities or tilm I ine ramexy, Stanrusx) Khar,

Rullvik Rosharn, Sachin Yendulkar andg Privanka
. t. .

Chopra. Later on We came Lo know fhat they rauve,

“ ( ) / ‘ C SLC 406. 420,40 D, 4()5‘ 468‘ 4 7 ].I l dara S ( ure l) 0
art O

\ 9" Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs, State ol Gujarat
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" ' (B) Therefore, with effecrL f-om feoruary-200C,
for completion of reauiremen: of SI.R, we odagan

. purchasing Government securities from lHHome Trade

Lrag. We sold certain Government Securici

r
ot
0
7

' threugh them till end of March 20031. ‘The sa:a
i broker had, as a part of his responrnsibiiity,
- handed over custody of Government necuricies (o

us, On accepting the said amount against
securiiLies, Jaccepted :she Govercment securi! ion

which we had sold.

(C) During the financial year of 2002 -2002, RB!
issued a circular and informed Lhal Lhe Peoplaes”
Co-operative Banks muUst incrcase*Lne volure o:

investment in ~Government securities and nou

deposit the amount in District or State

Government banks. To described in other words,

for the purpose of fulfilling need of SLR,

inscead of investing in ceom  deposit wilh

e, I

'..h(,l",:‘ ge
B it g =

Diswrict and Stete Coveranmen: oerks, -,

. a ¥ .
Peoples’ Co-operative Banks were permittegli-La ..
R SN e
£ =

‘invesL Lhe volume of investment ia Covecﬁmgfi

. ;
X

" < . - HE ¢ Ty
scaurictioes., We comparcd bDolweern cho :!‘,CO"zé‘f‘Q":&!

VWove
District and Stare S8anks and cthe Governhcﬁ&\

securizies. With the view of completing ihe  +

requirement, as directed in the Circular of t

e
\ RBT, we .invested Lhe amountc in CGCovernment

: secur:Lioes,

N Part-11 (of [-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) HR. No. 274/2002
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I3rp

(G) In che month o2 March-2002, Lhe Doiow ;
ment ioned securities for which the amouni of
puxrchase . oxrder were Paid, cthey were in the

custody of the said broker.

No | Sec.Name Face Value

P [10.50% GO; 2014 58008600 . Co
5.39% GOI 2011 70000C00.00
*1.50% GOI 201 |3C000000.50
1 1ii.50 4% GOl 2015 £000000.G0
Total Facevalue 200000000.00

Therefore, we decided (o sell the saia

. - *. .
Sovernmenc Securitivs. The bDroker impiemented
the said Lransaction and issved LAae contractl

Notes as mentioned below.

l No , Serip Name | Cont | Face Value [rToint — T
{ | - JConside:r ar 1o { o TR T
| YOTSET G6T 9395 | 56066050 667 6 aeh s, 7
2014 . B - o - :
2 | 9.39% GOI [7397 70000000.00 | 80874150 "“,
2011 ;
N T e s 30CC00CESE Y Fuak i nn
2031 5 i B
4 111.50 ¥ cor |71 50000000.00 [ 65650692 7" ~t= - 4
2015 ) ’ Liniaint
T Total 24821234444 T l ‘
i receivapie ..~_I“

(H) We nad, with cthe view zo r:o.mplc(:e ~he

reqguirement of SLR, to purchase the fo!lowing

Securities, we informed the oroker and hroke-

implemented the said Lransaction and Issued L he

Contracue nores to us,

I I CC 52 2 (,sC(-. 5 TEUY y N N 5 arac S al l .27'/2002
art- Ol l- =

j an Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
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- | 36 ¢

custody of the Government securities which' we

had purchased for Lhe amount of Rs.24765292%/-.
A . The said amount was Euily paid colnhem.

) (5) We had paid thre amount of consideration

againstc pt;r:chase of said securities. We informed

Lo them Lhrough telephcne ard individiLa!.y Lo

hand over ctheir custody. But, the brokers kept.

L on giving_-us false excuses. Till date they have

"y not handed over to us the custody of said

sec'utities;. To pressurize them to hand over the

active cg.s:ody of 'the seéurities purchascd by

US, we sent fax on the number 722-7812548 o=

16/04/2002. Further, we requested Lto nand over

custody of Government Securities against (hoe

consideration amounrtr _Paid by ws. Bur, in spite i
. . S i St
s : - T - S A=A
of requescing them 1T person or Lol it
R .

| telephone or correspondence, they ."aji__-r-:;d-' in

iy

handing over custody of Government securities.
. 2 ¥

The copy of the letter dated_ 1_6/04/2“%9"9;»

: . : S
produced at exhibit B. We visited in persoh Sxe swaee e el
: BRI W

NS % b s ST A ®

Lhoi r com'gany, but none ol the Supe: ior offjcers i
were found present. We came to ‘know that they
() are absco.'.xding. Thezefore, we we-e :':.-uu.wv-*(:. P
{ wWe ro assured thau the said Drokers Trae
'commf.r_:.ed fraud with us ang they had deried us
seeing. in ocerson. Further, they have failed g

handing over activoe custody of Securicies.

Part-11 (of I-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
‘ -9" Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat



685

action in the matter and Lo seize .uheir
pPassports, We regues: to take actLion so that Lhe
crEminaSs_'may noL move away Ny deaving
country. Wwe are, with ouyr bést knowledge andg
belief, Producing herewich Lhe scheduiw
describing the properties of said . broker,
directors of said £firm, their « assjszan.g
corcorned. Further, we reouest Lé seize Lheijr
said pPropertLijes.

(9) The accused persons of .this case have,
commitced embézzlemenn, éraud of huge amoun-.
wiLn one Peoples”’ COSOpEralive LDanix wi
Disc.Valsad, LWwo of Navsari, l'our of Surat, onco -

ol Karamsad, Dist;Kheda and thereby have Caused

loss to . the financial interests of Lthe -
deposiaors"and share holders. On account oF Lhe i
same, the depositors have lost interest with il

banks. on account of the gsame, whe sald banks:

-

are on the Verge of lockdown. On doing the sSame, 4

the accused persons have caused serijous 055 Lo R

‘the publiec interest. They hrave defamod & e

weil xnown banks. Stringent most Criminai act D

must be taken againsl trem.

-(10) Myself the complainant is 4 Manager inp

The Navsari Peoples’ Co-operative Barx R [ P
Navsari, having Tegistered office at pip NDava.

Upadhyay Bhavah, opp.Gayan Shale, ahobivpd,

o N S 274/2002
Part-11 (of 1-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/200
Part-11 (of I- - s 5 X H
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Thanking you: - (Qo

Sd/-
For the Navsari Co-op Peoples” Co-vperal jve

Sank, Nevsar: |
Copy forwarded

..... Lo
Chief Judicial Magiétrate, Navsarij .
Natve 28/08/2002.
So/~
Policze lzspem.or,
Navsari Town

] L) ] ) + B ”{ . 2 /~002
» . 1 y
( l )C l ; I ( 4 42 4 D 4 i 4 & 7 B arac s T l I\[() ’i; 2

9“ /\ (l(" Sen[( o ( |V|| '"(l e &, }\( :”V' Sul(u (;u aral Keldn l((lll"lal Seul VS. S‘a(c Of GU]al‘al
. » ] ]
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known/suspected/unkhown accused with full
particulars]

s Accused:

1)Mr. Nandkisore SHankarlal Trivedi, aged
45 yfs, Rés/o - Devbhuvan; Second Floor,
Room No.32 Gazdar Maholla (Street), Mira
Bajar), Mumbai-2

2)Mr. XKetan Kantilal Sheth, Res/o - 193,
Lalit Kutir (CHS), Third Floor, Gulmohar

érpss Road, Road No.9 (JVPD) , Mumbai.-

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

>

4YMr. Subhodh Bhandari, Res/o - Mumbai.

S)Mr. Hiten Bhupendra shah, Res/o - Mumbai
6) Mx . Hirén‘Gada, Res/o - Mumbai:_

7)Mx,. Sashank Gopal Ranade, Res/o - Mumbai .
8) Mr. vijay Himatlal Modi , ReQ;SQQJf;:

Borivalli (East), Mumbai. .

9y Mr. Salil DPinkarlal Gandhi, Res/o -

. y 11713, Gold coin Co.O0p. Hsg. Socy, Ltd,

Bha rdev._, Mumbai .

10) Alen James Macmllan, Res/o - T8:5

‘Castro Street, Mcuntegue CA, 94041 USA.

L. Part-11 (of I-11) CC-100521/2003 1PC Sce. 406, 420,409, 4(35, 468,471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR N-o. 274/2002
9™ Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs, State of Gujarat
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4 way that at the above stated date and

time, the .accused Persons of this case

and ® merchant . They had hatched a pre-

planned consplracy and they had aided each

other and with the complainant who is

Valsad as whose Manager and on behalf,oi."

made ang they had in regdrd ‘to chelr Chlb

Home Trade company of which banks of wnach

ownershlp Government Security certificaté“-

and different cheqgues by . which money was
got deposited and this money had to be
Laken by the accused of this matter by

committing breach of trust and malaflde

intention to-obtain flnanClal benefits and .

they haa Commitlted cheatlng with the bank
and Lhe bank’sg money: was misappropriated

and the bank’ s securiﬁy ~“ertificate was

> Ll 2 5! y l ’ l I
) Addl. SelllOl C/ lvll -Iudg(r & ACJIVL Su‘t“, Glllaldl, I(Cta" I(ml“lal Sc!h VS. S[a(c Or (lujar('“

e —
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had in regard to the Sheth B.B. Shroff Bulsar
People’s Co.Op. Bank Ltd. which is identified"‘ "
by that name and since last 77 Years we are

doing the banking activities and therefore we

are havlng @ very good reputation in Valsad
District.

(2) our bank . bad as per _the Banking
Regulation Act, 1949 under which provis?gns

and as per the guidelines issued by the
Reserve Bank of Indla which were issued éhea—wMM

as per such circular the workings are made{=
Pl

(3) our bank had as per the pProvisions df the

\. "

_Banklng Regulatlon- Act, . 1949 as per }which

statutory _l'iquidity and to mainctain \x 5

reserve funds limits the time

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
Government security was to be made and in
'thét regard.from time Lo tlme Lhe Cchularb

are being issved and such investment Llimits

to be enhanted for which ecirculars are also

Part-1 (of I-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Scc. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
! 9™ Add\. Senior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
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are made. On that basis I complainant Sheth
B.B. shroffiBulsar People’s Co.Op. 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 f;r Home Trade Ltd. and Vez India
Ltd. as per the address stateq therein ?nd
the work of (1) Home &;ade Share and Stock
Broker and Merchant business is done and that
is having the member of National Séock

Exchange of India its office are Vasi, Nawvi

Mumbai and Mital Court ‘ar Nariman Point,

at Mumbai, which is there. et NN

(7) As -the Vez India Ltd. shares a,i"?"'d_' ‘stocks
o .;.‘: i
broker and merchant which is having %fﬂice at

LR

Home Trade Ltd. and at Tower No.é} . Th
S5

N,

-
s ol

Floor International InfoTech Yard, Vasi,“Rayi..="

Mumbai and that is having its Telephone
NO.7812444 ang 7812550 is there and as Home

Trade Ltd. of which business transactions and

‘O use it is there.

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

regard to the Home Trade Ltd. and Vez. India

Part-11 (ol I-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002

9" Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
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cheating and misappropriation and above
associated companies and  its sister

concerns of which associate concerns and

for its sister concerns Directors and

Personal and its other accounts in which

the money was transferred and it came to be

known that -

(9) The complainant of dCcCused No.1l to 5, 7

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

complainant having stated the address where

=
the accuse dNo. 6, 13, 1= where its“

residential * address -‘are there and _sFg—™
K '/ e l","_‘x»- )

i % -~ -
. information is Presently not witb*;fche_

oy Be o l.
Semplainant: In this matter the accusegd No.3

H
i To !

Sanjay Hariram Agrawal,

Trade Ltd.

with us the complainant and thereby he has

committed cheating ang misapprOpriation of

| the banks’ money and in that regard all the

i accused of this matter in a planned manner at

"various’ stages such Conspiracy was . made to

.commit the offence and each'accuscd'hdd.for

( such conspirgcy what role was made by them

S (Surat) F 02
4 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274720
! Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,11 : Tl
= . (or;'-"lR(iicl:-é?:gis;lgig(i)l].l::;(ge E:ACJM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kanu.lal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
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The accused ©of this matter accused No. 4
Mr. Subhodh Bhandari, Director of Home Trade
Ltd. which work was made and he had from us
the complalnant bank the false and bogus
contract note was gfven and the bank with
whom ° they ~"hagqg .committed cheating and
miéappropriatiop aﬁ money of the bank.

The accused No.1 of this matter

ra@s- Director of Uro Asian Securities Ltd. and
Home' Trade 1tdq. and with the complalnant bank
from time to time by coming he had the motive

of making cheatlng with the complainant bank

-

and the moeney o©of the bank and Governm_e{r_ﬁf:-'
e

Securities of which certificates

mlsapproprlated and its important actlgﬁt§ ifs " "L
e i EUR:

n:

done and the bank’s money and securiti ééwand

bond certificate was misappropriated

\ has committed cheating.
{ The accuseaq No.2 of this matter . Ketan
Kantilal Sheth haaq given his identity as
Ketan Sheth and Company and Uro  Asian
l Securities rLtg. and Home Trade Ltd. of which

Directors was stated aﬁd with us the

-2

002
f 14 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2

2 3 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 4711

et (0”)"‘“;:5:!(] ;2&50;'(/:2.83 Judg,c&/\(‘JM Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
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said offence when committed then all
remaining aécused had perforn‘te_d.the role of
such consp:?..racy and thé bank’s money and
Government sSecurities certificates and other
accused as where and how the disposal has
been made and where it. is there and such
informationiis.known by him. Aga said bank
money of which ch:aating 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 disbgse&
;f the gove?nment securities And.zo whém 3 2 .
was given which information is with him. And
said Qccused as per above transact}én the
work is performed and as part of this scheﬁé~ﬂ_
its share is obtained and said bank money ogﬁw
which part is there with him.
(10)?he accused Nos.1l to 17.of this matter
were previously doing the business in. the .
" name of Ketan Shelh and Company for work of

broker and merchant. Thereafter they were

doing the work in the name of Uro. Asian

Part-11 (ol 1-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Scc. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (‘Surul) FIR No. 274/2002
( 9" Addl. Senior Civil fudge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
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(ll)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 1993 had come to the complainant
bank and the complainant and bank’s_Board of
Directors had been met and it was sﬁated that
as. Growth Avenue. Research and management
Congultants Ltd. in whieh name the Government

securities investment being made for which

they are the brokers and as to what work is

done of the bank then its Government

securities for which in bonds it should be

. invested which advice and guidance were

given. Therefore the bank had ‘asked them to

send a quotation for investments and as .perf;'

that they had at different times as stated
below then for securities the guotations were
sent and with bank the investment. related

transactions were made. e

NLs 5 .
gl bt

(1) 10.50% GOI 2005 Rs.1l Crore face value
(2) 11.75% GOI 2001 Rs.l1l Crore face. - value

(3) 12.50% GOI 2004 Rs.l1l Crore face value

Part-11 (of 1-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sce. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
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Thereaf‘ter keeping t‘_rust in the say of
accused Nos.2 and 3 and 18 the Bank had for
10.85% GOI 2001 the value of RS.1 crore total
and 11.25% .GOI 2005 for RS.50,00, 000/~ total
value was raid "for that money and it was
purchased. Similarly for 10.508 Gor 2005 for
Rs.1 crore {of, face wvalue of Securities at
market value the money was taken and the bank
had solaq it-A

The accused of this matter had ]thé_

"intention ffom ctarting that and te fulfil ””n.
such malaflde 1ntentlon the accused Qf,thls
»matCer had hatched a preplanned ;comsplracyr

e

and with our ecomplainant banx tﬂuﬁ\cpgatlng

ERCIES o

being made as per its motive %ﬁg&h Lobg~
misappropriate and as per such - plan unc;r
which the accused O©f this matter had firstly
for Ketan Sheth and Company had with the
complainant bank the work was done and the
complainant banks truct was taken qnc
thereafter in January 1999 the accused Nos.l1,
S 3; 4., 16, 18 and 19 witnh whom our bank
wheré‘ they came and stated that. they have

(R

stated a Uro Asian Securities Ltd. awpnd the

P 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) I-‘lR_ No. 274/2002
! Yart-11 (ol 1-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sce. 406, 420, ) _
ratie 9" Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
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(13 thersafiar the sccusdd Nes.1 E&' 4 oF this
matter had in March 2000 aé at Valsad they 38
had come to our -bank and accused No.2 had
N stated to the cbmplainant and bank’s board of
directors that they had i_n regérd to Uro
Asian Securities ‘named“ éompany for which Home

Trade Ltd. would be identified and the

company’ s ct;airman is aécused No.3 Mx. Sanjay
Harilal Agrawal who would work and Chief
Executive was accused No.2, and accused No.1
Nax:xdkisore 'Trivédi and accused No.4 Subodh

Bhandari as-birector of Home Trade Ltd. would

work. They had alsé represented that our

Home Trade T.t. company on which the Director

.

is also very trustworthy and we all woul.d-
2 Pl

R4

together and the teamwork to. whﬁé

company’s work would done and it _Qqsé éiéo'g
. ’ Mo
!\‘E\”{:\. : ~"'.

ng an. .7

stated that Home Trade Ltd. is-posselsi
R

. N SN
international name and accused No.lO&aﬂle 138

s :
i
R

James Macmilan and accused No.ll Rasel . Bankem T

Jegar and Director would be working and.

Co " cooperation . would be given and such
representation was mad thalt Home T'rade Ltd.

which business is done then its objection was

\ Part-11 (of 1-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sce. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
9™ Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujaral, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
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and threfqre we the complainant bank had
taken Rs.2’.crore face value of 10.80% GOI
2008 and was purchased and for Rs.50, 00, 000/-
a£ 11.25% GbI 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
mafket value to bé paid f;r wbich money was
given and against which they had given
certificates to the complainant bank.

(13) Thereafter ;n the year May 2000 month to
Ap;il 2001 the complainant bank from which in
adeéuéie amo&nt thehéecurities were taken and

.due to which reason its .additional necessity

not pPeing there and accused had time

again made representation but even then v
fF e il ”

JE 0 PR
Government securities of which pureh%&é,apd
« [ r/

sale regarding which no proceeding we e

securities being ﬁurchased Nno question
there and thereafter as Reserve.Bank of India
had in 2001 issued a notification and as perx .
"that the District Co.0Op. Rank and- Sﬁate
Cp X Cfp . Bank o f. which urban Cco. Op-. Banks of

whom invested money was maturing then dts

Part-11 (of I-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468,471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR' No. 274/2002
9" Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
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-

against that the complainant ~ bank hgd for
contract No.6575at 10.85% GOI 2001 of Rs.1 T
crore as Gerrnment security certificate of 4

for which Rs.1,04,72,486.11 was sold to Home

trade ) Ltd. _ and for remaining
Rs:1,99,66,513.89 U&I Bank for chegue
No.33051 and on 16.5.01 it was paid and other

than that on 22.5.2001 the contract No.6577

was fox our'pomplainant bank had for contract
No.6577 we the complainant bank had .for

10.70% GOI 2026 which for Rs.2 crore of i
governqent .éecurities was purchased. its
consideration amount was Rs.2,03,04,%1§;§§--;
‘:as paid and cthat amount was'-;.Daid ,:’.,t'q}'v tlile

rS RS
» L

complainant bank by the accused Hovriéf"

Ltd. and entire amount i.é. Rs. 2,03,0 y277 78

.

\ -
was pald to the bank vide cheque No. 33@&@ on

e,
N‘“\m-ﬁ“

o

22.5.2001.

In this manner for 10.70% GOI 2020 its
total Rs.5 crore security was paid to the
complainant bank by the accused Home Trade

Ltd. for Rs.5,07,43,277.78has consideration

amount which was purchased and its money was
-l I o ! !
not paid. Accused Home Traam-ht._company had

Part-11 (of 1-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468,471,114 Varachha S (Surzll)_l’lR_ No. 274/2002
9" Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal SethVs. State of Gujarat
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consideration amount was given for sale and
contract No..6589 at 11.98%! éO]_:“2004 its Rs.2 &
crore'valué government security certificate
of Rs.2,22,09,66.67 of consideration amount
for which it was sold and contract No.6591 at
11.19% GOI 2005 of which Rs.l1 crore value
Government secyrity .cert_ificate of
Rs.1,10,91,916.67 it was sold and said all
government security certificate for AD -
35,16,17 anq AD 13 to 16 and AD 15 accuse.d t_c;
whom it was fxanded over. E‘urtheg.-'“f.or
Rs.87836.10 ' amount was given t:o,' our
-~ complainant bank by accused Home Tradei_%Lt. as

per UTI Bank chegue Nc.33055 which amo&h_,t was

N, -
. .

paid and total Rs.S5,51,68,819.44 amountﬁf":k‘z_,‘_a'_.s"_m“
for sale of security and cheque .amount: was
paid to Home Trade Ltd. and against at the
accused had given to the bank its 10.25% GOT
2021 amount of Rs .50, 00, 000 for AD No.B
certificate which was baid and 10.25% for
year 2021 of Rs.5 crore government security
certificate was given through Home Trade Ltd.

a_nd. qomplainan_t bank to. whom J.t was not

handed over.  Therefore we the complainant

Part=11 (ol I-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Secc. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Sural)‘l-“llt. No. 274/2002
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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. ifor which early transaction are
pending énd its issues would be resolved and
in his presence during which 10.25% GOI 2021
government :sequrity and 10.89% GOI 2008,
11.98% GOI 2004 and 1i.19% GOI 2005 of which
security Dbeing there and to take it was
stated and the same should be considered and
as pe'r deals mac.;le as on 31T°5.01L, 2.6.01 of

which 10.25% GOI 2001 of total of

Rs.6,50,00,000 of which. government security

through them it we s to be caken and 1tTs

-

payment was paid and in lieu of the same some

e e—
e et

bank ownership government security hadﬁf@gn

.
-

- s AT
sold by them and thereafter accuseds N

5.2

Ty G

ketan Sheth had said bank ownership "io'f:ji?'giﬁal

certificate and transaction lett3er w%éfto be
i o s
taken through his men which would be séﬁfuéﬁd‘”x

; R Ry
such fact was stated wn telephone and as per.

that the complainant bank had from the

accused Home fTrade Ltd. in regard to the bank

il
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which sister concern is Vel India Ltd.
company is being run. Its oﬁféce is also at

Home Trade "'Ltd. and other than that their
sister concern was Viltage Management
services Hs. And Viltage Investment Banking
services. Ltd. and Gitlej Forex .ltd. and
Giitej Liqaidity varieties 1ltd. and Giltej
cre@}t capital 1ltd. and Ketan Sheet and Co.
and Uro Discover Technology ventures Ltd. and
at Mauritius new Mumbai account is kept'and
for Uro Officer Investment Ltd. and Dalhousie
Securities spots. Ltd. and Uro Allied Ltd.
.and other companies are our sister concerns
'and all such t:'.ransactions are <;lone by aécused.

No.3 Ketan Sheth and accused No.1l and_,_ i

e %
.

ESONRT )

to! 15 Which As run by them and other Sy 1y
that accusgd No.2 had also. stated the fact
that above_all sister concern of which main
administration is done by Rakes}‘.i*-.r accused
No.l, Nandkishore Trivedi, accuség;“n&d.B
Sanjay Agrawal accused No.4 Subhodh Bhandari.

accused No.l1l3 Dhananjay Agréwal and accused

No.2 Ketan Sheth who are doing it.

Part-11 (of 1-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Scc. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
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R;s.1,04,92.050.00 s per UTIL Bank - cheqgue
No.33058 pald to Home Trade.

As per the above transaction then the
complainént pank had for accused that is for
Home Trade .ltd. 'the total of RS.12 Crore as

above amounts was paid * for Government

-

securities | certificate and what was

remaining. ' That cert.ificate cons.ideration
amount of Rs.12,25,18,297.22 is there. The
same is shown by table B being kept herew::o.th.'
(17)Thereaft.er".l—lome Trade Ltd. on whose

behalf as stated in above: Para Rs.1l2 crore

_security certificate delivery was not given

and the complainant Dbanx had fror said Rs.12zZ
core certificate should be immediately which
was informed on letter and phone but even

then accused had for said Rs.l1l2 crore the

—v g

N

Rs.12,25,18,297.22 was not retqrnecl and I
was further stated that said Rs. 12 croré of.'.'

~ which security is there then such sé(:ur_LLy ).n"'

STy

market is not found and: upon it be.tnq f.ound

it would be given by delivery and othgr than

government . security of cortlcated/ d‘e?f.’c e€>’,'.

[: ]

was not made and its cons:Lderatlon amount oft_"“-

Part-11 (ol I-11) CC-100521/2003 1PC Scc. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
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was there or for Rs .13, 19,85,9237 .50
consideratiéns was to be taken..

(18) Thereafter accused No.2 in December 2001
the complainant bank had during which period
the c0m§lainant bank had for accused of
Rs.3,50,00, 000.00 at 7.50% GOTI 2010
government security cpﬁtract 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%8 of SSNL
2006 bond of Rs.l crore and 15.75% KSEB 2003

o - = -Rs.lcorrg bond and 15.755 KBJNL 2005 of
Rs ..l crore bona and total amount of

Rs.3,28,65,890.25 of UTI cheque No.33060 of

Home Trade Ltd. was paid.

B

In this manner in December 2001 :-tdil

-1 D

which the complainant bank fromy ~dccused™,

P vy

the amount of Rs.16 crore tféffpér above

government security certifica ¢;7was . Lo Dbe
: ey

obtained or Home Trade Ltd._wasﬂgblgiven the.

; Wil 3L =
complainant bank RS.16,75,18,229.17 "amount to

be 'returned and as per Table Group D is

-

PXesented.
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purchased and for accused~- Home Trade ©Ltd.
througl:l w'hi.ch deliver); could r}p_t be made and
its said ‘7'.50% GOI 20'.}0 sec;grity contract
No.7151, accused Home Trade Ltd. of
Rs.3,61,§8,750 which consideration amount was
to be . returned and its’ total
Rs'.15,35,40,'02.7‘.78_A is ‘there and its
certificate ZIface value‘iSARs.13 crore which
was there. .E‘urther its certificate No.AD 13
AD 138 to 171 AD 6 td 8 and AD 308 was there
and therefore ac.cused Home Trade Ltd. had for
the bank its difference of Rs.2,83,81,902.78

of HDFC Bank through W ith it was paid.ro=the
s . ST, e TN
complainant lanl. //,/::1- N S s e

E
- 4

Accused had for 7.50% G?If.’[ 2

i
’

Rs.3,50,00,000/- security cert‘i‘tj."ﬁi\cate, of
= ) NS\

\, L
S .

delivery was not given and therefﬁg?’:\‘:e"mi}:. was
RO T e -

-t
e

purchased and its consideration amoihzit}was
taken in deposited and lastly on 25.1.02 the
complainant bank had for accused frem whom
Rs.24,50,00, 000/~ value as above stated.
government. security certificat3e was to be

obtained and accused had not given Cthe same

to the complainant bank and its consideration

Part-11 (ofl-lll) CC-I()0.521/2.003 IPC Sce. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
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the complainant Dbank of which board of
directors had iﬁ 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 stéted the fact -that
as stated by your complainant bank had as
stated numbérs of which government security
citrate was to be transferred from xesexrve
bank and if would be revised and such fact
was stated but in that regard accsued had in

this regard: no evidence had been produced#kxﬂu\

- them. Thereafter , accsued No.l and:fﬁgvﬁédm

stated the fact that %tour said Rsv,‘év'crore" y BN

face value of 9.81% GOI 2013 and . =

Rs.12,50,00,000/- face valye of 9.85

2015 sécurity as per market rate whicﬁ“ﬁé%éitfix

. .GOI

then its sale was made 8.05% GOI 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 governmenl

'security as.per SGL account it was to be made

was assured.

Part-11 (of 1-11) CC-100521/2003 1PC Sce. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
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GOI 2013‘ of 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% GOI 2017 of 9
crore .face v;lue and Rs.9,06,17,625/- of
which consideration amount which is there and
as pe£ contréct No.7443 as per which 8.07%
GOTI 2017 of which Rs.18,50,00,000/- face
value of Rs.19,69,04,133.33 amount b-eing'

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

- ks . : . TR M
security certificate is to be obtained.#6r, the-

- o

amount of Rs.28,75,21,758.33 which Jamount is
to be oktained. Or the governmejgfsecurity

L
committed cheating and its miSapp£5§;i§t;gg

corticated of which this ac

.

has been made. Its table Group-F ~i§

produced.

(21) A1l the accsued of Lhis matter are having.
‘malafide intention with cooperative banks

.thgy are doing cheating'and,bank(s monéy was

misappropriated and as a conspiracy its

i3

o
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forx such transaction was made and the
complainant bank had purchased the entire =
government security certificate where accsued

-

on whose beshalf the complainant bank has not
been gi\.ren' the same. Further we the
complainant bank in whose name it 1s not
trénsferred;as_such.

(23) As - stated in, thé above complaint all
facts when seen then on 15.5.01 to 19.3.02
£i11 which that for accounting year 2001-2002
the complaint bank on whose Dbehalf the
accused for- the Home Trade Ltdf company the

following amounts of money transaction_ have

been made.
(1) Complainant bank on whose behalf h

. S
accsued had for Home Trade Ltd. fox Zwhich

¢ ~3 _,' S
chegue for which Government sgqurlty
. . $1 ¥

certificate . to be purchased ‘as per%ﬁﬁhich;

‘different cheques the period from 15.5fQiﬁ$§Mm~

10.12.2001 during which time period. about"
Rs.11,37,07,284.57 which was given and CLhal .
is kept as Mark—H.

!}2).Complainant bank for which bénk had for

ownerghip of ~ Government security of

Part-11 (of 1-11) CC-100521/2003 1PC See. 406, 420,409, 465, 468,471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
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t;tal amount of Rs.9,60,01,286.11 securities
was made and by chegque the corr.\plant.na_\nt 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 i.06'.2001 the
security was purchased z.and that‘ transactions
and deal which was done ’and for which accused
if money is paid then bank’s security sale
done and for which security purchase was ;rxade'

and fi accused having been paid the amount

then bank’s security . sale and securxity

purchase for which security certificztz are

not available. By giving such prete)g.t"""::f
£ Ak

accused had hatched a conspiracy /.afé{tri'c}.""s.pcﬁw'

security amount and on market valué at which
. i
it was paid and second secuxity \avs to be.
AN :l-,

B = Ny e
purchased was asked and said security
. '31'

newly purchased consideration amount
Rs.32,45,77,026.39 is there which. was

previously purchased and security on behalf

'of the accsued, 6 as the certificate was not

being given and to rcturn it back then its

-~

market wvalu~ of Rs.33,69,2i,731.94 has . Lo be

Part-11 (ol 1-11) CC-100521/2003 [PC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
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and as per Mark ‘A’ to ‘F’ as per mark G
as per which a separate }ist ;;s summary was -
presented.

Tn this manner as till March 2002 the
complainént'bank had for below stated detaiis
from the accused the Goqgrnment security

certificate - of which delivery is not given.

Sr. | Date Contract | Secuxity | Face value ans ideration
No. ) Numbex Name (Rs.) amount
1 30.1.02 ;7165 B.07% 9,00,000,000|9,06,17,625.00
GOI 2017 . i
2 13.3.02| 7143 -18.07% 18, 50,00,000 19,69,04,133.3?
GOI 2017 .
27,50,00,MC~)0~0 28,75,21,758.33

- o ~
. % ~.
. N

D)

In this-manner the accused of_ﬁ£}$vmatter

its planned conspiracy made by ége:baﬁk for

* which Rs.27,50,00,000.00/- of wrilch security
certificate was not given and"fzgégpgnk FES
amount of Rs.28,75,21,758.33/- whi:ﬁ‘*i;&xbﬁﬁﬁ"

of breach of trust and cheating of which
serious nature of offence are macde. Further
for such .offences its false and bogus

contract note is made ‘and its false Ltrade

Part-11 (of 1-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468,471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
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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.'I;hakor

2) Bank’s Accountant Mr. F.M. Thakor, Res/o

- valsad. .
3) Bank’s Chairman Mr. Dharmin C. Desai,
Res/o - -Valsad.

- ST N RN TN

P
¥

4) Bank’s Managing Director Mr.,"’_:[?ili)a bhai T.

!‘ . :
Desai, Res/o - Valsad. f‘ ;
5 ‘z‘-,.'.".
LR
'\\-.,:
5) Bank’s Managing Director Mr.\‘;'lé}i‘fr £lal- N,
(. Patel, Res/o - Valsad.
( B
¢ '
L) 6) Bank’s Investment Committee members and
those witnesses found” during the

investigation.

| Lo Before me,
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Compared by sd/- illegible

Certifired that this is a true copy. SD/-
illegible 14.8.02 Registrar, ~Chief Court,
Valsad. : ’

CHIEF JUDICAL MAGISTRATE COURT,
VALSAD DISTRICT

(8) Reasons for delay in xreporting by the
complainant/informant: -
(9) Disposal of Muddamal

Dispatched to

’ ~5d/-(illegi

.1—/ S

Pollce Stdtmaﬁ folcer'-.'

w'r’sww%f‘*’f‘z"‘ 7,

True copy
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Police Station : Vidhya nagar

Date & Time of offence : Any time Belore
08.03.2002.

1. Date & Time of giving Complaint

13.06.2002. hrs

2. Place of offence & Distance from

Police Station : In Moje Karamsad v:::ace
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 '

e Y———r,

5. Name & Address of Accused T, et

accused 13 those who are mentioned bchnqwffﬂ
page no.12 ol the FIR. e

6)Brief facts of complaint

All accused from the beginning ﬁ
inteation of committing cheating and thky Py
knowing che same have raised €5 s
wertificates and thereby have comm:::ead
cheating of big amount Rt
Rs.1C,47,51,058/- ten crores forty =sewven
lacs fifty one thousand and tifry eigh:
and that all accused :n collisinn one
another have committed offence wu/s 406,

420 409, 465,,467 168, 471, 20(b),34,2!4'ol
.P.C is the matter of offohcc

o N Procedures conducted in investigation
and reason of delay if any ; ——=—-

’
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7)Shri Subodh Bhandari aged 45 years Occ
Business . Resi 704, iliegible - Gov.ind
complex Road No. 14, Vasai Mulund Navi
Mumbai - 400705.

8) Shri Mike @ Manoj ambalal shah aged 58
years Occ Business 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 vyears
Occ Business Resi a/203, amita co-op

society, fulpada road Boriwali East Mumbai
- 400066.

11)  shri salil Nilkanth Ghandhi aged
vears* 43 Occ Business Resi 11/13 go:ocoin
co-op housing society, Tardev Mumbai -
400034. - S

12) Shri Hiren illegible Director 8f

Synidicate Management Services Pvl LL&;u
Occ Business Resi 405, Aatish complex Opp
K.P.Hospital C.G. Road, Gulbai tekra

Ahmedabad.

13) Shri Amit Verma Director of Syndicate
Management Services Pvt Ltd Occ Business

Resi 405, Aatish complex Opp K.P.Hospital .

C.G. Road, Gulbai tekra Ahmedabad.

All  have committed offence u/s 106,

420,409,465,,467,468,471,120(b), 34,114 of
;) - W o 8 - .
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. accused no. 12 and 13 are doing brokerage
business in.name of illegible Syndicate

Management Service- Pvt Ltd. And said
accused hiren and amit verma are doing
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 along with
accused no.4 ketan sheth had come to our
bank and.ali.these three accused had comc
to gether and had met our director shri
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 Xketan sheth informed us in detai!l
that are purchasing and selling government
e secur%ties and along with its relevant

registration’ and also they had informed .
that they'are,registered as broker withf:
SKEB1. With that he had informed how t!’:eg}'t. ;
buy government securities al. less raL%i'A
then how they sell it on more rates and\, -,

that way making profits and that way thefﬁgfﬁ“
had gained faith of complainant bank. e

5) After accused having talked wilh us
complainant ‘bank then aflter wilth illegible
they talked regarding this with boaxd
members and then on behalf of bank for
purchasing security for that this matter
accused ketan sheth, hiren and amil 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 crd thereby had given Lotal

Part-11 (of I-1T) CC-100521/2003 1PC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
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was mentioned that for the above mentioned
securities 1its physical delivery we shall
pe getting 1n 30 to 45 days to all this we,
complainant bank had kept trust and failh.
) As no result thus we had constantly kept
~ contact on phone when delivery shall come
on that on dated 20.11.01 we were informed
vide letter that securities have been
purchased for the our bank but as those
() peing from two different states through
Reserve Bank:-so in processing it will take
¢ ime but we shall see that at Lhe carliest.
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 bhave purchased for we
~ complainant “bank mentioning such again

o they regained trust and faith of our bank. .o

e BhatporehCo~op Society Bank Luld 9“9f$~1“ g
of Rs.9.39 crores. ' i s

2. Borel Union Bank Co-op Ltd.Kolkaéﬁa:oF
Rs.2 crore R
3. Tllegible Mahila Sahakari Bankgfytﬁ“

Banglore of Rs.2 crore. N

This way as ‘'per above mentioned
purchase of securities’ accused had
informed us illegible two lines...and then

{65 vide fax on dated 23.11.01 was sent thus

we had gained tocal faith on them and Wwe
were assured that the gsecurities those
accused had-purchased shall be given LO Uus
‘bank ULhus -again we, deyeiopeq faith on
sccused. Then constantly we  had been

Part-11 (of I-11) CC-100521/2003 1PC
Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 4
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280544 ° 15 3= 02.Induslnd Bank 3, 59,58,375/-
. Total Rs.10,47,50,825/-

The above mentioned two cheques being
deposited by us on dated 15.03.02 both g2t
returned. as there not Dbeing sufficient
palance in accounts and were refused and
got returned. and that we coming tO know
immediately we informed accused at Mumbai

on which S:Trivedi of Home, Trade .td
personally had come Lo us and met
directors .df we complainant bank in
presence of me complainant tal ked

regarding this and informed such that by
making one deed that we after fixing price

of securities and then on condition of 1its
delivery and if we cant give its delivery
then as per below mentioned three cheaeques

ol Rs.10,47,51,05,833/~ and for rate
delivery for interest Rs.26,00, 000/- -
cheque of dated 26.06.02 were given Lo we T
complainant bank and those on respective
dates being accepted and thus again we
kept trust and faith on accused details of
Lhose cheques are as under ; '

Date Amount Rs.

03.05.2002 Rs.2,86,77,770.53/~- e
10.05.2002 Rs.3,57,96,600.00/- g F e
17.05.2002 Rs.4,02,76,860.00/~ e TN

TotLa. 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 oneé-
another and. but their own company llome
trade Ltd letter they: had mentioned

Part-11 (of I-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,1
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from we complainant pank by -them ard again

s1) accused knowing that their all’

documents like government securities of

differenL banks, receipts of R.B.i. bcing

~ forged and bogus still they have used as

=Y real and have given to us complainant bank

‘ ' and thereby all these matter accused have

committed severe breach of cheating wilh

) us and thereby because: of 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 x

) . accused have gained trust angd faith of us

and for which they accused have raised

P forged bogus different documents Lhose
which they accused knowing it to be false
still they have used them as true thereby
.they have committed severe criminal breach

( of trust and cheating with us py plrarmring

i) criminal. conspiracy of cheatiné_ whéheﬁ?*;,‘

’ 211 accused have worked in-" tandem ¢ -

collusion and helped each other. Thus .
L these matter all accused have.commiﬁted
offence u/s 406; 420, 409,465, 467,468,
C3 471, 1720 (b);34,114 of 1.P.Cy, . thus it=is’

l my request to immediately ar?éﬁﬁé@hemyaiif
d and thereby conduct relevant B?Qggﬁﬁfékﬁ?

- My evidences are me myself and other
officers of bank and Board of. Directors

=
i

H

) and documentary list etc., those if
C required shall produce date
i 12.06.02,Anand.
&,
( Sd/ = K
- Manager/Secretary of
L '
(. -
(.
Ll\
»
Part-11 (of 1-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468
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ANNEXURE P10

 BRNLAVINGT T~

= First Information Report of Cognizable Offence M

[under section 154 of Criminal Procedure Code]

F(A{l“Q'CU*SE:A$D'¢2Q-{OIL; o S "
~Disé;ict:- Rajkot (Rurai) Police Station:-~ Morbi
CiLy Year:- M FIR No. C.R. No. | - 226/2030.
Date: -
Date and time of occurrence of offence:-
At any time on 26/02/2002‘ '
. (1) Information received at P.S.:- Datc
05/06/2002 at 22/15 hours
(2)Direction and distance from Police Statlion:- 7';'
Av Lhe distance of Y% km in Lhe Woesi, No.®
Chowki bit Morbi.
(3)Date of sending to Poliqe Stacion.:
07/06/2002.
(%4) Name and address of Compiainant / Inlormant
Shri Ashvinbhai ‘Trikambhai K/ot.a‘!:Age‘o__‘
about 45 years, CQSide.ELiQéﬁiﬁhEﬁEEfuﬁéggﬁyf
{(5)Names and addresses of a?cpgéd ;ersons, fuli
parciculars {bé(yi?s ] ' ol
. Ly .

known/suspected/unknows acéused with  Fal!

N

particulars) el T

Part-11 (of I-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
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Nole :- First Information Report is Lo be
‘wzitcen and signature or Lhurio -
impression of :he'complainént is Lo ne

. obtained thereunder for its beirg true
‘and correct and the Cfficer writing such
'complaint has to make signature
thereafter. ‘

Today, during my chargé as Police Station

Officer, as compla}nc of Ashvinbhai Trikamiibha:

KoLax is received vide C.:i. Nc: 2W182 B ¥

Chief Judicial Magistrate, Morbi, iL 1Is as

under:

ComplainAht:—

Shri. Ashv;nbyai Trikambnhai Kotak,

Aged : about 45 years, reside alt Dak streeL(

Morbi, Chairman of Morbi Nagrik §§Hakéri Bank.

,
~

Versus S

The accused persons: -

(1) Manager Rameshcihandra RKantilal Dosni,
reside at 202, Jolden Star Apariment, 2/6

Collegevali, Rajkot

Part-11 (of 1-11) CC-100521/2003 1PC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468,471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
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= (2) I, the complainant, am Chairman of Shr:
Moroi Nagrik Sahakar: Bank ij:ted.and Hoard of
Directors of Shri Morbi WNagrix Sahakar. Bark
Limited has resolved as per rules &n 07/06/2002

to register Lhe insLant complaint. By virtue of

this resolulion, I, the complainant, have been

authorized to register this complaint. For the

sake of brev:ty, this Shri Morbi Nagrix Sahakar:

>

Bar« Limitea has been described as Shr: Moroi

Nagzikx Sahakari Bank in this complaint.

.

(3) T; the complainant, have 2een

dischaxging duty as Chairman orf Morb! Nagrik

Sahakari Bank, Mocbi. The accused No.l of this._

- o,

case is discharging duty as a Manager in Morbi

Nagrik Sahakari Bank, Morbi.

(4) The Reserve Bank of Indi

a has directed

Lhe Central CovernmentL, vige s ?i:cu.a: dalco
. R

19/C4/2001 pertaining te al) Cooperayive Banks.

T ot

demand and

-

stating tHat 10 percent amount of

time liabiiity is to be invesced in.Government.

Securities. Ir was order of vhe Resarve Bank o!

India to invest this

v

securicty of Cooperative

bank through M.G.L. Account. Copy of said

Part-11 (of I-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR. No. 274/2002
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Sy

in Government Securities. It was also resolved
to operate the said S.G.1,.. Account of Morbd:
Nagrik Sahakari Bank with signature of any two
officers; out of the f‘i.ve avthorized officers.

(6) By making the aforessid resoiut:on,
Morbi Nagrik Sahakari Bank had iritiaved
ptpcedurés LQ purchaée Government SecuritLies, -
but they did not purchase .any Government

S¢curitas. 1n the meantime, Tusharbhai Mahera,

son-in-law of the accused No.! Rameshbnai,

Manager =~ contacted me, the compiainant,
Pradipbh;i Vala, another Diracto; of the bank,
Ashokbhai Kathrani and Jpendrabhg; Kathrani and
he steted. that as he s connected wilh compan‘,;

of Governmen:t Securivies,’ arrcused No.?

Rameshbhali,

-

Manager has told me numerous -imes.
Lo ger the work done through Tusharbhai.

Tusharbhai and the accused No.4 Apurvabhei
| B - 2

Sangnvi alco accompan:od the accused No.) ‘anc

contacted me, the .complainant for the atloresaic

1 .‘.\.' :
WOrx. W
\..‘ -
B

Sarakari Bank was convened on 25/02/20352,

s

Meeting of Directors of Morbi Naq::i'ii““w;-;“...T--'

Part-11 (of I-11) CC-100521/2003 I1PC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
' 9" Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat



- '

P

(

—~

af of arox »t ok aT ol ok

—

€

~

nC(*

1
-

759
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= (8) As it is mandatery to invest in

Government Securities, it is resolved to invest

rhe amounr up o Rupeas One Crore -in Goverrmens

Securities. At present, the entire inveszmen: of
Fixed Deposit is at Main Branch of Rajkot
District Cooperative Bank al Morb:. Considering

face value of thre investmert and sct.lemen:

valve, authorized office bearers of Rajkol

District Cooperative Bank was given authority Lo

encash the amount of Fixed Deposit 1i1.e. Rs,

1,20,00,000/- before.maturity or to avai'

loan
against iL, whichever is more beneficias ! <1 was
unanimously resolved to give authoriiLy for !

JERG.. .

aforesaid work.

K
(9) In  order  to get information of
1l
. ' §i
Government Securities, at the instance: of the
accused No.1l, Tusharbhai was called \tQ‘ the
, . ' NEATE
meeting of Board .of Directors convened R
© 25/02/2001 and the accused Nos. 2 to 4 were also

accompanied  him.  They Jave inflorzatlon of

Sovernment Securities t. the Board of Directors

convened on 25/02/200; .

Part-11 (of I-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR. No. 274/2002
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Bark, the colluded with olher

accused No.]

accused persons and issued Cheque No. 189968 or

Rs. 2750722/- to Syndicarce Management. Services

Limited .}m 0578372002, which is more Lhar i

amount mentioned in the resolution. Copy of saia

covering- letter ad courier acknowledgment

receipt is enclosed. Thus, the accused No.l of

this case ‘acted against the resolution passed by

Boardg of. Directors and surcpeded their ma.ice

1nLent10n Lo usurp more amount and commit,

with the bank By doing so,

fraud

the accu ed persons

of this case have colluded with one another,

Produceg foraed dOCUMGﬂLS and tharnby conmmr . Lo

Criminai act.

(12) The eéxtremity of the eriminal  a¢y

z .

cemmitced by the accused is such that thoﬁqh.
Board of p:

-rectors of the bank resolved ro xnvesL

up Lo Rs.

1,10, 00, 000/~ 1n words Rupees One cr L
\ 3

-“.-‘. T
2 Government Securities angd S.G.LF{

to be operated Wwith signatire or v

daccount is

-

authorized ol ficer, ‘nstead of deposi:inq the

SGL, -(Subsidiary Genarg:! -
Ledger) account, ir has been directly sent. o

f l ) / 2 ) Ll ’ > , l V ‘ (\ u ) lR
(

(& j Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
9" Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan

. - . .ﬁ"
-
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A6

Boara of Directors into confidence, bul. he has

taken consent of the same.

(13) I, the complainant, was’ f?equen:!y
asking regarding investment in goJernmenL
securitiées. Thus,.the accused No.l has'submitted
receipts of Reserve Bank of India with help o
other accused persons, but said receipLs do rolL
: contain name of any bank. Despite knowing the

fact that the aforesaid documents are .rnol

pertainin§ to investment made by respective
bark, the accused No.. has made represental ion
in this regard' stating that the said documents

are pertaining to the investment made by Morbi

Nagrik Sahakari bank. This fact denotes clesr

intent.ion of the accused persons.

(14)

The accused N6.1 stated to me’,
complainant and Pradipbhai Vala, Director of the i

Bark, Upendrabhai Kathrani, Ashokbhz: Kaﬁhynni,

eLc. regarding original documenis of Gowerament
- AR
and other accused

securities. Thus, Tusharbhai

persons hac discussed with Directors of “he bank

on mobile. Thus, Board ' of Directors and |

suspected’ that the accused No.1 colluded with

9t Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACJIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of ~Gujaral
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408, 409, 420, 120(b), 467/, 468, 471, 34, 114 ot
I.P.C. Thus, it is requested to rake strict

action against the accused: persons of Lhis case

pertaining to offence of this case.

(3'7) My wiLnesscs of Lhis case are as unde: :

(3) Y, the complainarnt, myself (2) Ashokbha:

Kathrani (3) Upendraohai Ratnrani

(4) Raghavijibhai Gadara {5) Pradipbhai Vala

(6)Chandravadanbhai Pujara (/) Kanubhai Pandi

(8) Responsible officer of the bank. Xerox copie

s

of the documents mentioned in this complaint arc

onclosed,

(18) I keep my right reserved Lo produce more

wilnesses and documentary evidencoes, 53

required.

Morbi , Sd/—i'l-leqi'ble

-

Date. 07/06/2002 Mocbi Nagrik Sahakaci Bank.

NS A COP\
QAN .

a-"""‘"’-
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(@) Direction-and Distance from P.S. North/East about 1 Km.
Beat No.02

=

(b) Address: United India life Building F block Middle
Circle Connaught Place. N Delhl

(¢)  Incase, outside the limit of the Police Station::

Name of P.S. District
6. Complainant/informant: .
(a) Name: - For M/s Bajaj Capital Ltd. Triveni
Smgh Executlve ( Legal Cell)
( b) Fathers Name _
(c) Birth Year: (d) Nationality India
ge) Passport No. D?te of issue Place of
issue
(f) Occu;;ét_ion: . Service

(9) 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
Details of Known/suspect/unknown accused with - full
partuculars(attach separate sheet if necessary): (3)
1. Mr. Sanjay Agarwal, Chairman

2. Mr. Nandkishore S. Trivedi, Exeuctive Director &
Secretary..'

Mr. Ketan Sheth, Additioinal Director
. Mr. Manoj (Mike) Ambala Shah, Additional Director
Mr. Allan Jack McMillan, Independent Director

o 9w

Mr. Russel H, Boekenkroeger JR, Independent Director

o,

B S I
.

L Yoy £

9" Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACJIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
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’ Agarwal Chairman, 2. Mr. Nandkishore S. Trivedi, Exeuctive
Dnrector&Secretary. 3. Mr. Ketan Sheth, Additional Director, 4.
) Mr. Mano; (Mike) Ambala Shah, Additional Director, 5.
Mr. Allan Jack McMillan, Independent Director, 6.Mr.
Russel H, Boekenkroeger JR, Ihdependént Diréctor,7. Mr,
Dhananjay Agarwal, Independent Director, 8. M Vijay
Kumar Himatla|_ Modi, Independent Director, 9. Mr. Salii D,
Gandhi, Independent Director.-10. Mr. Shashank Gopal
Ranade, Independent Director 11. Mr. Subodh Bhandari, Vice
President, 12. Mr. Indréni Dev, Manager Eastern Region 13.
Mr. Arvind Rai, Dealer, For the offences committed by

thern 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 Lid. 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, Middle Circle, Connaught'P!ace. New Delhi-110001 and

interalia engaged in the business of Investment Advisory and
buying & selling of Government Securities and Bonds. 2.

That underéigned is worki wg with M/ Bajaj Capital Lid. In

authonzed by way of board resolution. dated 2942002’ to»__.;._’ v
lodge the present complaint Copy of the resolution is attached
herewith as Annexure’ A’. 3. That during the ‘cours'e of its * -7

busmess M/ Bajaj Capital Ltd. Had received enqumes from its :-T,‘f"

three clients for purchase of various Governments Securmes

and Bonds amounting to face value of Rs. 1,30.0.9,000/-. As..“
per the practice, the said clients of M/ Bajaj Gapital Ltd, For the

Part-i1 (of 1-11) CC-IOO?Z l/2.093 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
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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 cf M/
Bajaj Capital Ltd. The trust of created was to be discharged by
M/s Home Trade Ltd., only by-way. of physieally delivering-the
same to M/ Bajaj Capital Ltd. In view of the legai obligation and
contract so as to enable M/ Bajaj Capital Ltd. To handover the
said securities to the clier:nts who had placed the orders for the
same. 5.
Home Trade Lid. They did not have the physical delivery of the
Securities to M/ Bajaj Capital Ltd., nv/ Bajaj Capital Ltd.
Requested many times to M/s Home Trade Ltd to either deliver
‘the securities &r 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. &

During the period between 18 Januvary, 2002 to 21™
February, 2002, M/s Home Trade Ltd, its Directors and Officials

That despite receiving the entrusted amount by M/s -

o

C

named above in the subject entered into a criminal conspiracy. ... ..

and had committed the offences Urs 409 and 403 of ln’dién’
Penlal Code and are therefore liable for offences of 1207.8;. f'éad
with Section 409 & 403 of Indian Penal Code. That above
named have also .committed substantive offences U/é 409 &

403 _of Indian Penal Code, Newspapers carry informatioo\ that

M/s Home Trade Ltd., its Directors and officials ‘ﬁg'\"/‘e,f;,_l._._ >

committed  similar type of offences with  other. parties

elsewhere, 7. That it is clear from the above facts and

Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
] - IPC Sec. 406,420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 : _
parel (Ot‘l)‘-"”/)\iicl ;ggisozrl(/lzig?lg'.ludge & ACJM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. Stale-of Gujarat
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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 Ltd. To-M/s Home
Trade Ltd, instiuctions with their Banker at New Delhi in their
account in Delhi, the physical delivery of the securilies was to
be made by M/s Home Trade Ltd, to M/ Bajaj 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 return 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 Delhi 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. 1 2.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 \wy/ Bajaj Capital Ltd. Sd I;gé}_@b_;- 3

Triveni Singh Senior executive (l'egal cell) Encl:- ‘/,/ T
'?; :"—
1. Copy of Board Resolution AnnJ}lﬁ'fé—A
91 2.
2. Copy of Charti in Tabular form : Annéxure- B
Containing details of Transactions, : TN

3. List containing the names, address & Telephone rios, of

-Ms/ Home Trade Lid, Its ‘Directors & Officials who
Committed the offences. '

4 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
- 2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468,471,114 \ ‘ .
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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 15 655 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 Bil EURO/PNE 15 873 dated
18/1/2002 from M/s Home Trade Ltd. To M/s Bajaj
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 M/s Home Trade Ltd, drawn on Cm Bank,
New Delhi issued by M/s Bajaj Capital Ltd.-

23. Original Confirmation Certificate dated 12/5/12002
issued by Canara Banl: Connaught Clrcus New Delh
lo M/s Bajaj Capital Ltd., New DEIhh regardmg
confirmation of encashment of cheques. TR

R v ca s B -

e e L

24, Original Confirmation Certmcate dated 1/5/2002
issued by Citi Bank Connaught Circus, New Delhl to

Part-11 (of I-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468,471,114 Yarachl1a PS (Surat) FIR. No. 274/2002
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No0.16970055 Rank:Si No. D-359

To take up the investigations,
o ) OR
(i) Refuse Investigation due to

(iv) Transfer to 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 ................. ....NO...296 ND .....
" PIS No......28800523...ccc.ccccco.oorrereen .

14. Signature / Thumb Imbression of Complainant /
Informant

15.  Date and time of Dispatch to the court 51512002

True copy

Part-11 (of I-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
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(¢) In case, outside the limit of this Police Station, the name of
PS. * "% |

, District

6. Complainant / Informant:

(2) Name Arun Jain

(b) Father's Hus;band's Name Hira Lal jain.

(c) Date/year ofABirth 41 years. (d) Nationality Indian

(e) Passport No. ......... Date of Issue ...... place of issue

............

(f) Occupation ...........
(g) Address D4/4238, Vasant Kunj, New Dglhi.

(N) TelNO; vonvnsvesnen . o 2

Gy BT '7“”\\ )
7. Details of Known / suspected / unknown accused with full
particulars (attach separate, she&t if necessary)’ -~
% srcaramsaon vt i W

-

8. Reason for delay in reporting by the compléiﬁéhi /
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. if any

12. F.LR. Contents (attach separate sheet, if required):-

Part-11 (of 1-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002

9" Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat

. ..'\" “



781

23

corporate bodies in the market holding such securities at

a price. Thereafter upon delivery of such securities the

~ same are handed over to the respective client.

That Mr. -Arvind dealer working \.Nithnl"-.lbrr{'e 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 tr)e most promising. and professional company

being run-by Mr. Sanjay Aggarwal who is Chairman and

CEO Mr. Ketan Seth Director of the company and

ensures -that the transactions are clean and timely
cémpleted further that their company is also run by other
professional like Mr. Dhananjay Aggarwal and Mr. N.S.

Trivedi who " have attained immense exp@yrjgnce,_,and
el

reputation in stock market. ;;;.‘“"':-_. 4 N e _ i

i i <2

That convinced and impressed by. tr'x/e‘: étails"given by

e ] ki f
Mr. Arvind and Mr. Sanjay _Agga’\;n(v%n_"e,gelephonicauly
- "u\ ‘A

further Mr. Ketan Seth Director Home’.)ﬁra:a"e”:.‘ Ltd. along '

el ettt

with Mr. Amar Joshi Director Gilt Age securities v'isited

our Delhi office and told us the home trade is very

Part-11 (of I-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
9" Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACJM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
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sale the complainant company made payment of Rs.
5,17,921.22 vide cheque bearing No. 917905 dated
29.01.2002'drawn on Punjab National Bank, The said
cheque was deposnted in the: account No 00104003,
17011 of Home Trade Ltd HDFC Bank Surya Kiran
Building K.G. Marg New Dglhi on 29.1.2002 and was

duly encashed.

That similarly on 07.02.2002, M/s Home Trade Ltd.,

issued a contact bearing 070.2002, 20011000, 15869

signed by Mr. Arvind and Mr. Subodh  Bhandari
specifying the sale of Central Gover:nn)ent 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 on 17.2.2002 and was duly

enchased.

4

That as.per'the trade practice’ and rules%g-_o‘.f- the stock

exchange Pune the physical or electronic de'li\/ery for the

Part-11 (of I-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR. No. 274/2002
9™ Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
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23S
general Pﬁ'blic brokers sub-brokers wanting deal in
QOVémfne:n.f se'curitfes throu-g;'n peréonal calls and
advertisement representing themselves to be a
professional and transparent company.” The meeting
people’to purchase Govérnment securities from them
when in fact the Government sécurities which they are

selling and issuing contract notes for do not exist or

brought froﬁ'n by third party and are only paper sale.

Thai. the failure on the part of M/s. Home Trade Lid. to
deliver the "above sold- Central Govt..Securities to the
complainant and now deds'p?_t‘e 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, Mumbal 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 whnch was non existing thereafter to make the

complamant pat with the purchase consuderatlon wnth a

promise that the delivery follow, |

Part-11 (of 1-11) CC-100521/2003 1PC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR' No. 274/2002
9™ Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
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2ee
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. Infrastructg,xre‘" Capital - Ltd.. B2/60,
Safdarjung * Enclave, New Delhi-29ENCL.:1 Copy of

contract notes and bills; 2. Copies of Bank Statement of

Punjab National Bank; 2. 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 Oﬁficer, P.S. Sarojini
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 put

Kindly lodge FIR and entrust the investigation today rukka

is being sent -

TRUE COPY

Part-11 (of I-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468,471,114 anracl1ha PS (Surat) FIR- No. 274/2002
‘ 9-Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State ofF]u]arat
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Q’-PV

" (c) Incase outslde limit of this police station then the Name
" of ' ' : : the
F8 . aviirsiiin District....

6. Compliant / Informant:

(a)Name: Mrinal Das ’ -

(b) Pather's/ Husband Name: Late Monmath Das

(¢) Date /'YBar of Bifth ..ccuvicsmmmiinamausssnmms svass e

(d) Nationality

(e)Passport NO.........ceeeieeen.. WET— Date 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 o

-

Home Trade Ltd, office = e
Tower-4, 5™ Flof:'i‘i.'? ~ o

e,

. =
N g et P I 1
ARSI T

Part-11 (of 1-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
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10. Total Value of properitors stolen/ involved

11. Request Report / U.D. Case No. if any

12. FIR Contents ( Attach separate sheet if required): The

original written coplaint__ "~ (Not readable)

13. Action taken since the above reportreveals commission of
offence(s) as mentioned at item No2, registered the case
investigation / directed S.l. P.Royto take up investigation if
investigation / transferred to R.S. ... ... -

.. on E
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.

<

Signature / Thumb Impression
sd-

Of the Complairiant /Informant

Date & Time of dispatch to the court
Name Subash Chandra . ’ 5
' ' Rank (Not r,eéfa_&l?'le)
!

R e b0

Part-11 (of I-11) CC-100521/2003 1PC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,1 14 'Varachha PS (Surat) FIR. No. 274/2002
( 9™ Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat



- 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, o
~ Vile Parle(west) Mumbai.~400::~

TN
X

i

Kolkatta Office: 138/ 2-A, Sarat
; Bose Road, Kolkatta ;- 29

W R

7)Indrani Dey

Regional Manager, Home Trade
Ltd. and '

Geltedge Management Services.

Home Trade LId.

> & 0
e e D aheee 0eeeDRee6ee e e

Part-11 (of I-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
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29

4..... That the accd. No. 1,2 and 3 are the Managing Director/
Directors of Home Trade Ltd., ang accd. No. 4,5, and 6 are the
Managing Director/Directors of Giltedge Manageme.nt Sé}vice‘
Ltd, and accd.no.7 isl the representative and-regional Manager

of the afores.aid brganisations.

involving a consideration of Rs. 3.83,00,000/-. But the!féékh”e
. 2 3t B

Was not delivered in time, As a matter of fact the Accg, Pé.{s'on§

\ L

el to 3and 7 fradulently induced the complt.'s Bar;§§f;:lb

O

deliver the money by way of cheqbes and sale prog

the aced. persons.

"’"-\':-.
eeds to .

)

AT
» Forming part of the coqt/téf_ét"‘

alt- y o . 3 y ) 3 3 s rac 1 l urat l lR N(). 2;4/2002
- () Ad(" se"l()] ( w1 u A urat ujara h Sla‘e OfGU_lal at
( ) l .' d (4 &. y > J 9
th g (:lh4 S (; AV4
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250
12--- Thal 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-Bank.

But they fail to do so intentionally and lastly they flately refused

to make the payment. Hence there is some delay in filing this

case.

Hence it is fervently prayed your Honour
Would be plea_sed enough to send lhis

Petition to the (Inspect-in-charge, Jagaddal
P.8. to treat the same as F.I.R. and pass

other order/orders as Your Honour deem fit
and proper.

. AN D for which act of kindness the accd. Shall ever pray.

Witnesses:
1) Anil Mukherjee S/o Lt. Bibhuti Bhushan M_gkﬁ."er.j'ee ) P -._\
78/2 Kantadanga Village Road L o
North 24 Paragnas g k %

Asst Manager %y S,
25/1, Thakur para Rd W
P.O. Bhatpara, North 24 paragnas =

{2
2) Dipan Kr. Bharracherjee s/o Lt. Sudhir Eﬁr'Bhattacherjee
4 ) ;

3) Bijan Dey s/o Satyanarayan Dey

* Sector, Bhatpara-Naihati Cooperative Bank Ltd i
"And Many others .

(S

Part-11 (of I-11) CC-100521/2003 iPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 }/arachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
9™ Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
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4. Type of informatlon:Malpractice &_;he_atlng offence

Written / Oral_: writtéen

5. Place of bccu_rre-n.ce: (é) Dlrection and distance.

from P.S.: ¥ KM towards north from P.Stn.

-

__ Beat No. : Bhashyada;:rstyé

(b) ‘Address of Occurrence 1In the office ‘of

District Central Co-op. Bank,.

Gandhi Sagar, Nanlk Chawk,
Nagpur, R.J.Ganeshpeth,
Nagpur

-
- .

(¢ ) In case, out the limit of this Pollce Station

Name of P.S.:

——— -——-..-..—.-—.._...—_.._—--..‘...-_————--.

%\
3

6. Complainant/Informant Address: - oy

(a) Name: Shri sunil Keday - R v s

(b) Father's name: Shri Chhatrapal Kedar

(c ) Date of Birth & Age: 41 vears
(d) National: Indian’,

Part-11 (of I-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468,471,114 Yarachha PS (Surat) FIR_ No. 274/2002
: 9™ Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
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| Date/ Build Helght | Comple identifl.
Year of . Incms | xion cation
| Birth Marks
1 2 3 4 5 6
Deform |[Teeth Halr Eye Habit(s) | Dress
ities/ : . Habits
-| peculiari 4 .
ties
6 7 8 8 5 16
A
%
Languages/ PLACE OF &“'ég‘.."“ :
Dlalect ’ R s ik
Burn Leuco Mole Scar Tattoo
Mark Derma i
- [13 14 15 16 17 |38

801

251,

Gujarat 5) M/s Glitez Management , 108, Liberty

Apartment, 80A, Sarojinl Road, Vile Parle, Mumbal.

Physical features, deformities and other details of

the suspect:

(Not arrested

Sex

Part-11 (of I-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
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3 12. EI.R. Cp;wtents (Attach separate sheets, If
l'fequired):- The brief of this case lIs that .th.e
) aécuséd herein through Dist Central Co-:op-Bank for
purchasing govt. sécuﬁty h;:v'ested Rs.125.60
, . crores (face value) amount fr.om th;ne to timeé with
" above ﬂvg brol.<ers firms which are not registered
with SEBI and- lnvestméht made by contravening
the norms of RBI. Howev.er, the mentioned brokers
did not gi\'/e ‘pPhysical certificates and/or not return
() ‘the amou-nt pald by gOMplainant's 'bank'and thus
above five brokers firms have cheated to the bank

¢ causing loss to the bank hence offence is registered
]

\/ : against above accused tnder provision of section
() ‘ - -

, 406, 420, 34 of IPC and offence-taKan for-further
BT R S

) - Investigation. £ e

L Part-11 (of I-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
@ 9™ Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACJM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
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STATEMENT

I, Police Inspector, .\_(ashwant Kg;he, agiqd {18' years, -
Police - Station - Ganeshpeth , -presently working as
Officer on deputation do hereby state that I work 'ln this
police station . I say that today dated 25/4./02 when I
was on duty ln‘ pol!ce st:,atl‘on, the complalnant by naméd
Sunll Chatrapal Kedar, aged 41 years, residing at Plot
No.266, Near Malhseva Sahgh, Bajaj Nagar, Police
.S.tation- - Dhaqtoll " by repo‘rﬁng personélly in police

station gave his camplaint as per following: -~

~ Copy of written compilaint:~ Police Station Ganeshpeth

Nagpur City Uaceq 25/4/02 - I Sunil Chhatrapal Kedar,
aged 41 years, residing near at Plot no.266 Malhseva

Sangh Bajaj Nagar Police Station, Dhantoll Nagpur.

I pPersonally repoit to the police station and give in

writing that I am residing at above glven addréss.‘l am

working from Sept 1993 to March 41995 ah,g! now from

19/1/99 Is working on post of Ché}rman of. Df‘sg: ‘kptral

&

“ 4
i
L

)
v
%
/

[
\
., 8 . b4

Part-11 (of I-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
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accepted we want. original certificate such Instruction he
gave. Prior fo this, this broker was éending us -Xerox
éertiﬂcate regularly and after completlon of sale
transaction the dlfferenc;e amountz was used to send to
us but However Nabard since made demand of original
ce&lﬂc‘até , he intimated us thét they are sending on fax
from time to time. However, in actual, like Home Trade,
we had | bee;w dealing the tra.nsa.ctlon of sale . with
following four f:'irm's. exXecutive directors for purchasing of
govt;. securities and they are : 1) 1) M/s Ind_ra_manl

Merchant .Pvt. Ltd, Rajkuti, 2B Pretoriya.Street, koll:-atta

700071 (W.Bengal). 2) M/s Sendru Dealers Pvt. Ltd 11

Kulk Road, Kolkatta - (WB) 3) M/s. Syndlcajce
Manégement Services Pvt. Ltd. 405 Anish Annex, Opp:
K.P.Hotel, C.G.Road, Guibal Takadi, Ahmedabad 380005
Gujarat 4) M/s Glitez management Services Ltd., .108

Liberty Apartment 80A Rajanl Road, Vil Parle(w),

40 i ) o S

Mumbal-400050 (Maharashtra)

Part-11 (of I-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468,471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR. No. 274/2002
9" Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACJM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
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and Dy. Chlef Minister. I thevefore say the above flve
broker firms have misappropriated our amount of
Rs.125.60 glv.en to their Executive Director which the
sald bank have cheated Nagpuwr- Dist Centrql Co—opei'atlfe

Bank. Hence I am giving {'hls complaint In writing

-against them for taking legal gction.” -

Sd/-Sunil Kedar
] Complainant )
trom the above report, the offence Is recorded.

under provision of section 406, 420, 34 of IPC and as

per seml govt. letter no.DGP/212/Cheating/01101/21

/2002 from Hon. Police Director _Ge.her'al . Maharashtrs

>
4 -

State Mumbar for further investigation transferred to

Maha_rashtra State Mhmbal, CID - Shrl Borade, .DIG.

Director for further investigation.

Before, b
Sd/- i .
Police Inspector '

Ganeshpeth Police Station =
Nagpur e :

Part-1f (of I-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
- 9™ Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
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Trivedl of Home Trade Ltd having address at Tower 4,

Vashl Rly Statlon Complex, Nawvi Murmbal -
Investment In government Securities. 'Accordlng to It,
since then our purchase-sale transaction In approved

govt securities was golng on Home Trade Ltd firm s

recognized firm of Reserve Bank of ‘India and it s

‘registered wtth SEBIL. We were gettlng all physical

delivery certificate of our all lhvestments made with the

said ﬂrm but since last ‘three month we have not

received Investment certlﬂcate. During this period

" Nabara annual Inspection was done in 2002 -and at that
time- they told that Xerox certlFIcate letter will not be

accepted we want original certificate such Instruction he

gave Prlor to this, this broker was sending us Xerox

certlﬁcate regularly

and Qafter completlon of sale

= - ' i< /2 2
. 06, 20, . 65, 68, l.l ' L I ; I .‘ 74 00
9 . y

for making

~u
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Y 77

certificate of Investment of Rs.125.60 crore (of face

vajue) lnvesté;d for burchase of govt-securities. Thus

above five firms have cheated us. These transactions

have been made through our accounts with Nagpur Dist

Central Co-opératlve Bank, 'Head.ofﬂce rieér Shukravar

Lake ~ office and other transactions made from

Maharashtra State Co~operative Bank, Fort, Mumbai

office for Rs.125.60 crore in terms of cheques. Aljl

transactions have been made Dy cheque/transfer. All

documents concern with this transactions are In record

and for PUrpose of inspection we are- ready to malke

ava_a”able these 'documents/records.

5 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
- 3 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 . s
rarel (Of‘;‘."“/z(ﬁl(t: ;?:gls(ilgs?l Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat

b
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ANNEXURE-P-15

neopur 68

P& ok <R No-(orfor sppg1, 0y

District T Nagpur - T !’
I Police Stafion ™~ ‘GaneshPath =7 !
.' S [ i — :
L T— B
Act : IPC - R N
| Seclion T e o iPC .
‘Occurance of offer offence : [ Date from 257173005 =~ ;
. . | Daté to 52212002
Information received at Police | Date 29/4/2002 p
| Station Time 8 O'Clock ;
Hype ofnformation . [Written T ——~————- "
| ‘Name of the Complainant Bhurao\flshWanathAswar } 7
To,
Police Station Offj icer,
Ganesh Path Police Station, o
Applicant - BhauraoVikshwanathAswar Age 50 years

Special Auditor,. Class 1, Co-operatlve
Orgamsatton Nagpur,

i

i :
1
Vi

Opponent / Non-Apphcant ~1) Sunil ChatrapalKedar L3
Chairman, \ 2

Nagpur District Central Co- op T
Bank. Ltd.

2)As. Chaudhary

3 ) > > ( ’ ’
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. C
capital of the bank was Rs. 101,56 Lakhs ang deposit of Rs.
50508,02 Lakhs. The funds of the bank are to be invested as
per Co-operative Laws Shri. A.C. Chandhar js Asst. Director of

Nagpur District Central Co-op: Bank Ltd.

Vide letter of - Hon' ble Co-operative Commrssnoner and
Registrar of Co-Operative Societies, Maharashtra State Pt:une |
dated 20/4/2002, Regional Sub-Registrar Co-op, Societies,
Nagpar mformed that.they have received information regarding
scam/ffraud committed |egardmg Nagpur District Central Co- -0p.
Bank Ltd., Nagpur. That it js further_d:rected_ in the letter to the_
necessary action and if required to also lodge Police

Complaint. The letter is annexed with the complaint.

On recefbt of the ‘e.aid letterHe—r{'—ble Regional Sub-Registrar Co-
| op. Societies, Nagpur directed the present applicant Special
Auditor, Class l, Co-operatwe Organisation, Nagpur to inspect .
the transaction of Nagpur Dnstnct Central Co- -Op. Bank Ltd.,
and send him . Necessary reports. Even the details of
transactions regarding investmeht entered mto by non:-

"R
appucants INCorporated from 3 to 7 i Is also in’ the Sald letter and

the same is annexed with this FIR.

P
-t

AT V( « ' 1a S (Surat) IR NO. 2
. 6, 2 + y 6 Y 68, ’ 74 2
b A)ddl. .;elllOl é‘v'l Judge &. ACJM Sulal, Guldlat, Kelm‘l Kantlhl Selh VS. Slalc OfGll_]'\:.ral
9 ?
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quing the enquiry it was also revealed that the entire
transact)on was done between non -applicant no. 1 to 7 only
non-applicant no 3 ie. M/s. Home Trade Company is
registered with Secunty and Exchange Board of India“and the ok

other non-applicent i.e. 4 to 7 ate not registered with Security

and Exchange Board of India. The abovesaid fact was

with the FIR and marked as annexure 3.

On the page no. 2, 3 & 4 of Annexure 3 the details about

transactlons entered into bank with non-applicant no. 3 are

mentvoned on page 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 jt was revealed that
only contract notes e€xecuted between non-applicant no. 3 was
available and there was no contract note or holding certificate

with reference to non-applicant no.4 to 7 The applicant has

( ) l / ’ » ’ > ’ » v ( )

j ilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
9" Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACJM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantila
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) The'inspection and enquiry revealed that the bank is trust of

the shareholders however the money has been invested

illegally and unlawfully through brokers.
Moreover the entire transactxon has been done lllegaﬂy and
unlawfully by seting aside the law and the entire transactron is

not beneficial to the shareholders and investors and has

caused loss and damages to them. The transaction is of Rs.

25/1/2002 and 5/2/12002. The act done and committed fatls

under the purview of criminal jurisprudence therefore the same

game may be | investigate and hecessary actions be taken.

; ~ Complainant
( Nagpur, 29/4/2002.

BhauraoVnshwanathAswar
K Special Auditor, Class I, Co- -operative
s _M,_,_.__,_Qrganlsanon Nagpur.
P - . .‘N B
( X ) 2 .. “-.’:}\ﬁ
. = :
g, N
U Ny ot
L
ks
L’ 274/2002
114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No.
s -100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,
- Parf ! (Ofé“‘“guiicl: fligmor Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
b.
-
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Form na.I-A ’
-No 0085125 .. 4

FIRST INFOR ON_REPQRT 2?(’6

(Under Section 154 Cr.P.C.)-

-

1. Dist:Amravi, Police Station:Shirikotwall, Year:2002

FIR No. 75/02 Date:15/05/2002

2. (1) Act: L.P.C. Sections: 406, 409, 420,468,34_

(1) Act: -------------- Section: - Ry
(i) Act -------------- Sections: ~—=
(iv) Other Acts & Sectlon:: ~==w-- - - i

1 21 g e 2 e

- (8) Occurrence of offence: Day:‘Wednesday 'Date:

.- From : 15/5/02 *Date To: Prior'to 15/5/02

Time pérfod; ~—--- R S— Time from:=-------

Time to from time to time

(b) Information received at P.S. Date: 15/05/2002
" Time:

. (¢) General Dlary Reference Entry No 26/2002
Time: 14, 300 clock

Part-11 (of I-1I) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 _Varachha PS (Surat) FIR_ No. 274/2002
9" Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
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(e) Passport No.: '

-

Date or {ssue:' e

Place of Issue:

(f) Ocet :

) Cupation: Service - Divisionaj Assistant
Reglstrar,. Co-operative Soclety
(Accts Audit),

~
=

Amravati Dlvlsion, 7

(9) Address: residing at Khatr Banglo ;
. w'

Camp Roag,

Amravat

7

fﬂ__.Nllk._aTn\thc

handi

\

Part-11 (of I-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
9™ Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACJM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat ’
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Sarojinl Road, Vile Parle(West),

Physical features, deformities and ‘other detail
the suspect:

[Sex

827

(Not arrested

M_t_.ombal.

m i

S of

Da . t
‘ B ;?/of Build |'Hetght Comple [Identifi
Bith In ems Xion cation
: ] y | Marks
2 3 4 5 6
Deform [Teeth :
oy - Hair Eye Habit(s)
peculiari
tles
6
)

Dress
Habits
— ;gw

Part-11 (of I-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
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h 5 L8 Inquest Report/UD.Case No.,

S e e et e e o e e e

12. F.I.R. Contents (Attach _Separate sheets, if

requlred) - The brlef of this case Is that at the

above mentloned date,

.

Nos.1 to 20 In consplr'a\cy Wwith each other In dealing

of purchase-zale of

contravenlng the norms of Reserve Bank of Indla

made -bond Investment thrnugh private broker

company M/s Glltez~Mahagement Servlce Mumbai
for sum Of RS.4.04 crore (four crore ang rour Iakh

only) for purchase of Indlan Govt. secur[ty bond

. and further lnvested the sum of rs.s: 66.50 crores
(Rupees five corer sixty six lakh and fifty thousand
only) with another troker M/s Century Dealer,

Mumbal totaling Rs.9.70.50 (Rupees Nine corres

seventy

tlme and place, the accused

bonds transactions by'

&
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'
,ﬂ)
~ _ ‘ v "y
“’“\ 3 ' &8 -
D) = Sd/-
R ’ : . Signature of Officer
M ™ - Incharge, Police Station
@ * s Name: Punjabrao
i ' ' Chinujl Bavanshake
) : ’ Rank: HC, No: 67
4 T P ,
() ' '
. 15. Date and time of.dispatch to the Court:=vmmmmcmmom
‘v, ) - . N .
{ “_\ ==
3 )
N Re :With regard to recording offence relating to
() . . :
: ﬂnanc!al embezziement/ misappropriation
! committed In People’s Co-operative Bank
() L;d. Amravati in investment of Government
(.2 Security bonds as per order dated
7 : 1%.11.2001 from afficer of Prant Police
L) % ? ’
‘ " Station, Amravatl...
L)
‘ Sir,
'S It Is squltted that from report of preliminary
() Inquiry, it Is found that the Investment made by People’s
(9 ’
() Co_—operatlve Bank Ltd Amravat] in government Security
L bonds Is not safe hence as per visit RaTd by
(J ) A
‘) office of Divislonal Assistant Registrar, ¢
S fl
( | ! X
- \ "{ "-A'
(\_4 ‘. \.' : -
.
-
“ 274/2002
471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No.
) -I1 (of I-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 s
P, G adal. S Civ Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
'\,J' ’
LJ
\J

, :
~ g . . . . = \ <
S - 4
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19/7/2000 and security of Rs.199.30 jakh totaling
;‘397.87 lakh and its face valye Is Rs.4.00 cr. Thls

RS.47034333.32 lakh soig directly  and from this
AMount GOI 2017" @ s.079% of Rs.4.00 crore

to
Giltez Management Services, Nayj Mumbaj The
bank sold GOI 2020 @20 70%, of Rs.4.00 Ccrores

==
™ . "‘,_:;(:}
7 . i
’ e NCTRNY
LR g ' \, 2
- /oy o 3 vt
X2 - - 5 s
! b '_I = s Y y
. il : : R
e Sef 5 " E
o ‘,‘,‘ ? A s B I
|\ M5 &

4 4 4 4 aPS FIR No. 274/2002
CC-100521/201 PCS 1,114 Varachha PS (Sural) d
P 0 Sec. 06. 20,409’ 465‘ 468’ 7 . . i f Gujarat
A : fl‘“) -é .5 lC/ V?l:s.’llldge ;(.CACJM Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of G yara
9™ Addl. Senior Ci s
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Service,. Mumbal., But In lieu of that the bank has not
rgcelved till date the govt. securities either from Glitz
M‘anagerjnent Servlces, or from Century -Dealer Pvt.
Pvt. . From this It appears that banic had Invested in
govt. securlitles of total amount of RsS.9.50 crore. In "
this lnvestmént .t:h‘e ba.nk‘. have a;:tual In possassion

the said (jnvested securities, Even then when

lnspection of sale-purchase of secuﬂtles transaction

done, it Is noticed that the bank had in the past made
transactlon Of sale-purchase - Oof govt. ‘securities by

contravening the d!rectlons of RRI which was given ro

resulting loss

caused to the bank to tune of .total Rs.9.60 !akh

- When above both brokers have no recognlzatlon of

CEBI how bank made trahsact:lon with them When it

e

is binding to make such t:ransactlon through AGL.

/

/
department and Ir If prior to maklng su

A

ch deal

1,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
- - 1/2003 1PC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471, ) :
partl (oré‘dzcii(l: lSggisozr Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
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information and correspondence of actlon In this
resolutldn. Similarly fo.r conductlﬁg purchase-sale

deal of ,.securltles, the rgsohﬁtion made by board of
dln;ctor l-"rom time to time are contrary to byelaw's of
bank and to wholte de.al of thls bank the board of

director has glven approval whlch Is Hlegal in al

respect. When to.tal Inspection of all deal of sale

made, it-i1s found that bank had atready been made
deal of purchase of govt. securities by cont:ravenlng

thé guldance/direction of RBI has conducted deal

through unauthorJZed broker and completed the deal

and govt. securities of thaese deal are not with bank.

Due to this deal, the bank has suffered financlal loss

lakh and +o tq this deal the Bank

Chairman _Shri Vasantrao Sarpurkar 'ls responsible.

Prior to this Manager (Jloan) Department as also |

,,,,,, . \ 2.
mbal and,.

bquer' Glitez Management Services Ltd Mu

Part-11 (of 1-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 }/araf:hha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
o 9™ Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACJM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
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, Marathl for recording +he offence and further
\ : . .

Investigation.

Sd/-
Babarao Janrao Blhg)de

. ' Complainant
e\ *

.

. . Before,
Sd/-

Shirkotwal) Police Statl.on

Amravati

Seal of this police statlor..

—~ o

{
(

‘
.

' aE Gl

4 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
- - -100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,11 \ .
parel mf‘;"!l/ldcdﬁ: égnior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat

-

oLl el ol ol aladed ol s st ol sl

. B i RO =
"’. -



,-,«

Po

E Lk

841

- Beat No. —-'Mohan Nagar Chawkie l

(b) Address of Occurrence: In the office of

Sadguru Jangali Maharaj

Cfo-operal;ive Bank Ltd.

Chinchwad

ﬁuﬁe
(c )"In case, out the limit of this- Police Station
" Name of P.S.; toe . =

. -
- .

-~......._—_-._—-—.._..—-————-—__-

6.

Complainant/l’nfgrmant Address:
(2) Name: Shri Ch-arggdev Yashwant Pingle

(b) Father’s; name: Shr—é Yashwa_nt Pingic -
(c ) Date of Birth & Age: 40 yrs
(d) Nationa]: {ndlan ? MM~\ S
(e) Passport No.: - TP
_ Date of issue: --
Place of issue: --
(f) Occupation: Service

(9) Address: residing at Gera River s,dé“‘gﬁ}i’a}ﬁ;

Bund Garden Chawk,

Koregaon Park, Pune-1

Plot No. 6A

S ] ) » 6 3 £ l’
( ) A\dd' S€Il|0| C/ |V|I Judge & [\C.”Vl, Suldt, Gulal(ll, I(Ela” I(dn“lﬂl Selh VS. State 0' GU]dlal
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= made bond investment through above private

Company and in that respect made forge'd entry in

bank reg'ister have committed misappropriation of

>

Rs.42.82 crores and interest thereon Rs.5.71

totaling of Rs.48.53 crove amount and thus have

committed offence of ﬂnanéial loss and cheating to

the bank and complaint against above accused

have been lodged.

13. Action taken: Since the above report reveals

_registered the case and took up the
Investigation / dirgcted to Shri S.Y.Mohite

Rank: sr. Police. Inspector to take up the

investigation / Refused investlgation / transferred
to Pimpari Police Station, Mumbai on .point of
Jurisdiction. . .

F.I.R.

read over to the .Comptalnant/InFormant,

admitted to be correctly recorded ang ac0pygrvén

to the Complalnant/lnformant— free of cost.

X -
%

y 20‘409, 65. 68, 4 7 I, H] l T 74 0()2
9 Addl. SemOl (/:IVIl Judge & ACJM, Sl"a(, Gujﬂral, Ke(an Kﬂnt'ldl ;;Cth VS. Slate Of Gu'ﬂral
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‘ | ‘ 200
30. Through our sald office, the accounts auditing of

registered co-operative societies / banks etc are being

examilned /scrutinized as’ bé’r Co-opérative Act.

I say that I received an official order on 4/5/2002
from Co-operation Commissioner & Regilstrar, Co-
op_erativé Soclety, Maharashfra State Pune being order
No. Outward. No.U.B:‘ank/Sagjéuru Jangali Maharaj
Bank/Acctts Audit/2002 for making audit of Sadguru
Jangli Maharaj' Co-operative Bank Ltd, Puhe on acc’:'oupt
of malpractice in government security bonds and
directed me gfter audlt submit the detail speclal- report.

As the said bank have Its head office at Prestige

. Complex, 3™ floor, Anand Mulisi Marg, Chinchwad Pune-

19 hence 1 and-."f‘;l‘y colléague by named 1) Shrl- Karal;lde
B.B., 2) Mrs. Usha Salunke 3) Shri V.S.Bhoite 4) Shri
S.T.Shinde and 5) Shri S.R.Sanap came to bank on
5/5/2002 and scrutmlzed the account upto 6/5/2002
and by prepar.ed such audut vyeport and submltted the

same to Hon. Co-operation Commissioner, Maharashtra

State Pune on 7/5/2002.

: Sopr e,
1 say that while preparing the sald audlt\r¢port
it came to my notice that the sald bank at end oﬁ \:\\3
; & 4
Ly . U R/

T

Part-11 (of I-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
9™ Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
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made in investment register and

following:-

Sr. No. Date

h IR 7/7/2001
25 7/7/2001
3. 7/7/2005.
4. 7/7/2001

Thus, as per above,

849

Details of security.
10.47% GOI 2015
10.47% GOI 2015

10.47% -GOI 2015

10.50% GOI 2010 _

"TOTAL ..

31—

its details is as per

‘Face Value”

15,00,00,000/-
04,00,00,000/- .
11,00,00,000/-

20,00,00,000/-

- 50,00,00,000/-

after sale of securities and In

ahead 'period, Some of the transactions made at various

dates

» it Is found that without giving custody of actual

- .Securities only book entries have been made. Similarty

INn some of the fransactions orm 19/9/2001 towards

purchase of Security of GOI 2012 Rs. 5 crore at 9.409%,

the bank has actually pald Rs.4 crore to Home Trade Ltd

and according to this at end of 30/9/2001

It was

expected to, receive security of worth Rs.65 crores from

Part-11 (of I-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002

9" Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACJM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
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otp

Becuritles of sum of Rs.46 crores. Thereafter towards

sécurlty, the Home Trader Ltd the bank have regeivéd

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 cr;ore totaling

Rs.13.04 crores have been received by bank.

While looking to above al entrles, It Is observed

that ®illl énd of 31379002, Hhe: Hoime Trader Ltd not

.
- following: -
Sr [Name of shown roate Fave [ Premium Shown Total
N securitles ¢ value shown Interest Payment
Q. shown N shown ta
Home
= Trade Ltd
1 8.07%GI102017 25.2.2002 [ 5 cr. i 12500000 39229167 54517251.67
2 10.25%GIO2015 25.2.2002 | 5 ¢r. l, 13,060,000 113888.09 64138808.80
3 9.85%GI02015 -25.2.2002 [ 11cr ] 2420000Q 373205556 137932044,56
i
4 | 9.81%GY02013 25.2.2002 | 5.10¢r f':‘omsooo 1111860.00 62260800,00
5 8.07%6102017 28.3.2002 9cr : I 5490000 _ 1472775.00 96962775.00
— et N
6 8.07%GI02017 28.3.2002 | 115 724500 180187292 1241268752
TOTAL .. 42822445904 |’

th - I. . . . .
9 ;\ddl Se!llOl C'Vll Judge & AC.”V[, Sulal, GU|al al, '(clal" I(a“"'ﬂl Selh VS. Slate Ol GUJEH at
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44 206

Rs.36.25 crores has not been received

I

by banik
from Home Trader Ltd.

2) When Home- Trader Ltd is Not authorized broker for
Security transaction even then these transactions
have been made through them.

3)

All transactions made WIth Home - Trader Ltg have

been done excluding SGL Department.

4) 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.

5)

s Only book-
entries have been shown and have cheated to the

bank in conspiracy with €ach other ang thus have

committed Malpractice of this amount:;

The discussions held Von tﬁls issue In the

- S»‘ig

¢§S,>‘r :.---"' ‘—‘--_,.' .‘,‘._'. ~ "’

= Hrector bogig\or
y ;:-", S Ny IR

»~SOme Officer and auditor m 4

meeting of board Of directors of ban

ey

ol

.following mentioned members rr
‘bank

E‘,,' -5 L |
t!l?nefd in this ‘g
£ 3 ;

Gl ( et ’ T B y > > v v K .- /200
() Addl SenlOI élvll Judge & ACJIVI, S("a‘. GUJaldl, Ket(ln Kantllﬂl Se(h VS. S(ﬂle Of Gull" at

-r
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266

-of post dated cheque amount of Rs.55 crore given ?:o
bank by Home Trader Ltd, the bank have recelved the
sum of Rs.13.94 c}ores' out of total 55 crores of post
dated cheque and till end of today, there see the sum of

R$.42 crores yet 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 coﬁsldering 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 crores is coming making total Rs.48.53 crore

ftnanclal loss In Malpractice of the bank and to this

malpractice following board of director/office bearers of

board of director/officers are responsible, the details of

whlch are as under:-

In conspiracy with Home Trader Ltd Vashi, the

responsibility of embezziement of sum of Rs.42. 82

is
coming to General

Invest;neni: commn:t:ee. rnembers
/ A
and directors as-per Followlng def:alls.

Mamanchand Agarwal,

5
.

Part-11 (of I-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Yarachha PS (Surat) FIR. No. 274/2002
9™ Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
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= : 3 p
R The meeting of Investment coﬁumittee was held on
: 28/12/99 and as per resolution no.3 dated 12.12.2001
] ) o and resolution no. 2 dated 1.13<6-2001 and resolution
&) NO.2&3, it was resolved that the dealings/transactions
should be made t.:hrough SLG. However without doing
So, It is made through Home Trader Ltd. The members
9 N Investment committee and members in board of
f. ! directors had got Idea aboup the sald malpractlce from
\ . ~ time to time and It IS seen from the record that the

members of investment Committee , ay cirectors, and

officers have been dlscussgd on it jointly. However,‘ it L=

appears that they did not make any compliance against
, i 5

Home Trader: Ltd to either Police or Co-operation
| LS

Department or to Reserve Bank of 1

ndia but they tried to

hide the said malpractice from them.’ Similarly in

meeting of ‘board of director dated 22/1/2002, in

resolution no.8, it is mentioned about name in delivery,

regret and lndemnfty. However prior to this that is on

() 29/1/2002 at around 0.30 O’clock the director of Home

w Trader Ltd Ketan Sheth. had come to bank and that time

(. total 3 direccb.» <+ bank officers, Akshay Mate the

) dar andi:‘m.a,:jﬁagh and
. , T A
( eand in Coﬁispll‘qacy
o bt
K‘ ,'! '-:' ‘7
) i
¥ o g
l.__./ \,\'v" Wi
C
(
E E 2002
' 1,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/ .
- - 1/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471, . 3
. - 2t (Of;"flﬁ)‘cil(l: ISZ?\ISOZr Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
L | - :
syl
(L
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L

Member of Board of Director
5) Santosh Vithoba Gaikwad- P.R. pirector
6) Lam:kuma_r Mohanlal Lunavat - Director
7) Maniklal Bodhumal Malpani — Director
8) Janardhan Ramchandra Varadkar — Director
9) Naresh Jo;'\ar!lal Suman - Director
10) Nivrutt Narayan Patll — Director
il) Sitaram Mahadev Sugaﬁqr\ - Director
12) Arvind G;)pal Deshpande- Dlr;ctor
13) Mrs. Sho.bha Shankar Kijlledar-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 mcmbers‘, whole resp;anslbtllcy or‘. this .
malpractice autom;t!g:ally come on members of board of
directors. Similarly the present General manager Shri
Jog' Is also responsible along with members of board of
directors "as he has made false entries of security

transactlons. Similarly the challans of said transactions

have been released by Shri Umakant Mum;rj hence it is

v-"' ,-,

o N
clear that he had also helpeqd to thjs embezzlement.

Part-I1 (of I-1I) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
-9™ Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
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Before,
Sdy/-
Sr. Police Inspector

Pimpari Police Station

Pune.

Part-11 (of I-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002

Sd/-

Complainant

9" Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
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i " (a)Name

.: particulars -

.58) Reasons for deiay. in|

i

863

DadabhauNlloba Kale 3( 6

. '(b)Faﬁ-eF's " /| Niloba Kale
. i Husband's Name
r '(c) Date / Year of|33 J'
Birth ; B o | 5
~ (d)Nationality Indian 7T |
) (e)Passport No. Date of Issue Place of Issue :
(f) Occupation Service ST

Special Auditor, Class II,
Co-operative Organisation

et s e —

(g)Ad&ress

b Seahe s s e ——— 4

Flat No.4; Kalpashree Apartment,

Bombay Sappers Colony, x
Vadgaon, Sheri, Pune — 16.

7) Dtails of known 7
suspected / unknown
accused with full

reporting by the
Complainant / Informant

- Accused — Director Board of
SuvanyugSahakari- Bank L_;mlted,-
Marne Heights, 1102/10/11,
BudhwarPeth, _ Chairmaq ;
UlhasNathobaKalokhe and 18.!
others, Managing Director Suresh |
Shivajirac Kale and Director of:;
Home Trade Limited such as’
Sanjay Agarwal and 3 others
totally 22 .«,A-'-,_

9) Particulars of |

A
- Wlt?dué delay
."‘l e ":‘ ': ; B
.&!s’}:' :_ E ! 3._
l ¢ A s } e g
- Sf.‘,a‘rarqL cit"a\mount ofB,s"
\Q:’:a\.. ,"‘:‘_’\' A ;‘.': ;:‘:'n.'}-f-'-;,a
,,U;.\\ Vst s e S

Part-11 (of I-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
9" Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACJM, Surat; Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
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/ transferred to P.S. VishramBay
Police Station © on
jurisdiction.

g:
point  of

correctly recorded angd i
InfGrhant e . a copy given to the complainant /

. 14) “Signature 7 Thumb !
Fimpression of the ’
] Complainant

Signature of the Office-in. ™~
charge Police Station

‘ Narrfe - A.R. Shikhare
: . : Rank -

H
!
i

| Assistant Police ‘!
! Inspector ‘
!- ..... ____ﬁ\\‘ - 2
—_— _ — i ]
- B _- /‘.{ 4

o_.

e

Part-11 (ol I-1I) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002

9" Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
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- from P:S.: 2 KM towards North from police

station Beat No. 3 A

(b) Address of Occurrence In the ofﬂce of

Raghv.wanshl Co-op. Bank Ltd.

- 276/2886, Kalba;devl Road,
Mumbaj -2

(¢ ) In case, out the Imit of this Police Statlon -

Name of P.S.: :

—~----—-------_~_

--._-..-._-—-.-...--.-_—--_-_....-_-_-

6. Complalnant/Informant Address:-
(@) Name: Shri Vilas Kulkaml

‘ (b) Fathers name: Rajaram Kulkaml .

(¢ ) Date of Birth & Age 57 ye,ars el
. (a) Natlonal: Indian, gl

060 OGCBLOOOQEOECEC

Phone (Office): 757 1307

i :'. ‘f
3
(e) Passport No.: .- ,!“’ 2 @
Date of issuye: -. “, 5 &
Place of Issye: . “:"\ ;
Pia &
(f) Occupation - Service @
(9) Address residing at Pratlbha Co-op. Hsg, Socy o)
A Wing, 2nd floor, Block No.301 )
Dr. Ambedkar Chawk, A
o 65
. § Karjat, pist- - Ralgad e
:

P r {()l C( 00 ;2 2()(); F(: SCC 4 4 4 l l l Varachha l S (Sural) I 74 2
l “ 9I ”A)ddl éell Or l(/:lvll Jllege & ACJM Su at Gu_]al‘al Keh n Kc ““Ial S '.h Si St( lJ
: 1 r 1 A [ V lle()i (|| la‘

Gy TS
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-Languages) PLACE OF
‘Dlalect ‘ :
: Burn Leuco |[Mole Scar Tattoo
Mark |Defmg |~ - | e
13 14 15 16 17 18
These fields will ‘be - entered only if

complalnant/lnformant glves any one or more partlculars

about the suspect This will be used only for the purpose

of prell8mlnary retrieval to assist 1.0,

A database created wijj subsequently iirikk ona suspect In

Several cases, If any

o~
o

e ————

TN
RS

N

i

A comprehensxve and complete data on all ﬂelds will

agaln be prepared when any accused arrested

_!rrespectlve of previous suspicion \'\

8.

Compia!nant/Informant"

fa

Reason for delay in reporting by the

Offence recorded after receipt of documents from

Sr.pP.1. + Genera| Branch

l ( l )C l / l k) £ b} L] ] Al ( )

+ CID, DCB Mumbai,

j tilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
9™ Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACJM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kanti

'
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section 409, 420, 120(b), and 144 of IPC agalnst

the éccused.

13. Action.taken: Since the above report reveals

commlsslon of offence(s) u/sec. as mentioned at

Item No. 2, reglstered the'case and took up the

investlgathn / dlrected to Shril B.D, Adhav

Rank: P.S. I, to take up the lnvest)gatlon /

Refused Investigation / transferred to

. e 2 -

-~ Pollce Station, Mumbal on point of Jurisdiction,

_F 1.R. read over to the Complalnant/Informant

admitted to be correctly necor;:f’ed and a copy glven

to thc Complacr\ant/.[nrormant rree of cost.

14. Sdy- ’,\_/.R.Kulkam;

Signature and Thumb Irt\p}eésioh
Of the Cempla!nant/ Informant.

Sd/-~-
Slgneture of Officer N
Incharge, Police' Station
Name: B.D.Adhav

Rank: Police Sub Inspector
NO:=~mme ———————

-

15.- Date _end time of dispatch to the Court;

BT et ot e

e

Part-11 (of 1-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
‘ 9" Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gu_;aral Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
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- / _
from P.S.: 1 %2 KM towards North from police o
station Beat No. 3

(b) Address of Occurrence: In the offlce of
M/s Glltez Management Services Ltd.
lbé : Liberty Apartment
Sarojinl Road, Vile Pérle(West)

" Mumbal -56

(c) In case, out the limit of this Police Station :-

Name of P.S.: —— s e

6. Complalnant/lnf:'ormant Address:-

(3) Name: Shri Shahrukh Barjor Vevalna
(b) Féther's name: Barjor Vevaina

(c) Daté of Birth & Age: 52 ygarsTTion.

(d) National: Indlan , o \\
(e) Paésport No._: ~- £ " |
Date of Issue: --
Place of Issue: -~ % ..

(f) Occupation: Service

(g9) Address: residing at 513-D, Royal Téwer,
I.C.Colony, Borivali (W) .
Mumbai-103

Tel: 28934875

Part-11 (of I-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
9™ Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACJIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
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Languages/ PLACE OF >
Dlalect . e |
Burn Leuco | Mole Scar Tattoo
Mark Derma : - J
13 14 15 _ 18 17 18 u
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 retrieval to assist 1.0, 4
‘ P o ’:/: .:T:‘\
A database created wii| subseqe ently'“!lnk:_dqg‘ uspect in
. several cases, if any ' A ‘
) \,'v.w s ’;..{i:l/;
A comprehenslve and cormplete - data oh_,.?!:l;:f fiélds will
again be prepared when any éecused.a‘rre SEET
s, -.;_”,.
Irrespective of previous suspiclon
8. Reason for delay In reparting by the _
Complalnant/Informant: ) ' ?

Offence recorded after prellminary

Inquiry of letter recelved from Advocate for

complainant

Part-11 (of I-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468,471,114 Yarachlna PS (Surat) FIR. No. 274/2002
9" Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACJM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
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g

provision of section 409 and 34 of Iﬁc agalnst the -«

13

accused.

.. Action taken: Since the above report reveals

‘commisslon of offence(s) u/sec. as mentioned at
Item 'No.z,. reglstge'red the case and took up the.
investigation / directed to Shrl Anant Galkawad
Rank: Pollce Sub Inspector to take up the
inve'stlgatton / Refused Investlgation / transferred

to Economic Oifence Wing, Police Station, Mumbal

."\\‘

%
\

on point of jurisdiction.

F.L.R. read over to the Complalnant/Informant,
admitted to be’ cor'rectly recorded and a .copy given
/

to the Complalnant/l“nformant free of,éost

- —-"
J‘T-Qo—-"

- 14. Sd/-

' Signature and Thumb Impreéslon

Of the Complalnant/ Informant.

. Sd/-
Signature of Officer

Incharge, Police Station

Name: Anant Galkawad
Rank: Police Sub Inspector

)

N
)
’

i

CCHOECOCECEO00EDROCOODEOOOC G

’

\.
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CHARGE - 33’-%

ECONOMIC OFFENCES WING,
CRIME BRANCH, C.1.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 tﬁe Giltedge Management Services Ltd., 103 .Liberty,
Apartmenf, Sarc;jini Roefd, Villeparle (West), Mumbai-400
056, in pursuance with the property to wit. Amount of
indianRs 96,03,,684/. In the capacil.y of bging broker of

committed* criminal breach of trust in réspect to said

<

property and there by committed an offence punishiable.

under Section 409 r/w 120 of IPC.

SECONDLY:-

Part-11 (of I-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
9" Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat

That the aforesaid accused  persons on the

L Ry
aforesaid date, time and place in“,pursuance to

oL T

- &

agreement and/or under criminal ConsB‘i?Q’g’:y forged .

certain document to wit Bills of contract of Government

securities to commit fraud of the truéts of the complaint

C
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ANN EXURE’F«Z'
33" EOwW
Form no.I-A
~ No 394000

FIRST INFORMATION REPORT
(Under Section 154 Cr.p.C.)

1. Dist:Mumbal, Pollce Station: Santacruz, Year: 2005
Y G

FIR1 0.83 Date: 17/02/05

-2, (1) Act: LP.C. " Sectlons: 409, 34
(M) ACt: =~smocsmmannns SCLION t==mmmmmme e e
(Vi) Actzmmmmmemm s Sectlohs -----------------------

Time to 03 ’04/2002 g

(b) Information recejved at P.S. Date

% / -/.!
Time: 15.00 G’clock Loa AP

(c ) General Dlary\%eferente EntD( ._
R
Time: 15. 00 O "clock ™

4. Type of Informa_thn : Written / Oral
5,

: ertten

Place of Occurrence: (a) Direction and distance .
'r‘rom P.S.: 1 v2 KM from police station:
-Beat No. 3

3

CTCB CELOE HOCRBOBCOBOEEC

Part-11 (of I-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
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-3




7 A

0o

{

(,‘ —

-

'd
\

—

\

~

C CC .

cc

—

<

—

L
)
2

885

€

T i
332 -
7. Details Name & Address of known : -7 '
/suspected/unknown accused with full particulars D
(Attach separate sheet, If necessary) @
Physical features, deformities and other detalls of @
the suspect: ' 55
Ketan K. Sheth, Director of ()
' Giltez ‘Management Services @
and others... @
‘ & - ,.\\\'s‘ ‘
8:. Physical features, deformitiés and ‘Other.detalls of &
: Rl | g %N YA
the suspect:- o i . i
g &> =) @
X R ,:.4,’; @
.Sex Date/ | Build Helght”~Comple?| Identifi
: Year of In“ems. | Xlop#* | cation ;
eirth - S Marks &
1 2 3 A% 6 &
Deform |Teeth Hair Eye Habit(s) | Dress .. @
Itles/ o ' Habits v
pecullari &
ties =
&
6 7 8 8 9 10

Part-11 (of I-11) CC-100521/2003 [PC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
9" Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
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10.

11.
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4o
Particulars of properties stolen and Involved (Attacr;

necessary separate sheet If necessary):-

Government Security Bonds

Total value of properties stolen/Involved: ~--n=n=-m-mn

Rs.35,77,316/-

/.f Ma TR \\-\
e
GOV enmmn- Y an-.:-':n\-:\. -
a 3
2 ’

TR
.

- -

'-.\.. L
F.I.R. Contents (Attach separate sheets, If

.
.l(,
"

s,

_required):~ At the above mgntlo‘f@bété;;thﬁ‘e and

.blace, the accused herein In conspiracy with each

other by accepting the sum of Rs.35,77,316/-~ from

Complainant’s Mafatlal Company’s Employees Trust

Fund for purchasing of Government Security Bonds

however the accused did not glve the government

security bonds and thus have committed

_unjustifiably the 6ffence of breach of trust hence

offence Is recorded under provision of seétlon 409

L EC 660 6B OB OCOEOROETOG®O G @ (

Y
2

&3

9

Part-I1 (of I-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
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The statement of Shri Sudhir Blpl_nch;ridra ~

Shah, Hindu aged 54 years recordéd by Pollce Inspector.
Shrl P.B.Loke, Economlic Offence Wing by treating It as
the first Information report and hence the offence Is .

recorded accordingly.

Before,
sd/-
3 Asslistant Police Inspector :
> Santacruz Police Station ' = '
Mumbal ' ' ’ '

A Sd/-
18™ Feb, 2005 . 18" Feb. 2005

CCeeCRcEOE0CROL00000CCOE0G6CGEE

Part-11 (of l-hll) CC-100§2 l/2'093 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
9" Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
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respect of sajg property one thereby committed an

offence punishableunder section 409 riw. 34 of IPC.

Lastly:-

That the aforesaid accused pers&ns on ‘the aforesaid

date, time and place in furtherance to their common

intention induced complainant& Witnesses to ‘part with

property to wit amount of Rs. 92,95 096/- under pretext of

giving Government Securities & there by cheated the
complainant & witnesses and thereby committad an

offence punishable under section 420 riw 34 of IPC.

e, .,
mom}\\\ Sd/-

SR TTTING N Inspector of Police

7 Ly \Eéoo ynic Offences Wing,
© HFy T % »Uplit-l, Crime Branch,
4 1"’é ¥ 21l C.LD., Mumbai.

|y TRars (et Gy
e

2
hha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/200

. 406, 420,409, 465, 468,471,114 Yarac 1 .

Lot (or‘;‘-'! 251?;22?5%%3?!31L[:lgeS;LCACJM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
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out of FIR No. CR No. 1-226/2002 dated 30.08.2002 registered at Police

.l_“

i
Ay

ECEEOGC OBGBRO 6 GaT

Station Rander, Surat pendihg bef&re Addit'i:d.nal. Chief Judicial
Magistrate Surat, Criminal Case No.100521/200£’> arising 01;t of FIR
No.I- 274/2002 dated 06.08.2002 registered at Police Station Varaccha,
Surat pending before Additional Chief Jgdicial Magistrate/ Judicial
Mé)gis'uate First Class,.Stirat,- Criminal Case -No.2778/2004 arisir;g out
of FIR/Mcase No. 3 of 2002 dated' 16.07.2002 registered at Police
élalion Gandevi, Navsari pending before Additional Chief Judicial

Magxstrate Gandevi, Criminal Case No. 6840/2002 arising out of FIK

\-,‘.~ .
No. 1-93 of 2002 dated 18.08.2002 regisered at P g&ﬁbn Navsaa\ :

\a_
1)
r(\’,
.‘
A% |
/
e

Town, Navsari pending before Chief- Judlcxalg

Criminal case-No. 2121/2002 arising out of FIS Q-l 12{2002 daxcd";_; ;
T s s

10.06.2002 filed at Police station Vaisad City. V :&_pcndmg, bcforL r'
W

Chief Judicial Magistrate, Valsad, Criminal Case No. ‘1}7?72366"3? ising

out of FIR/M. Case no. 29/2002 dated 13.06.2002 registered at Police

Station, Vidya Nagar, Anand pending before Additional Chief Judicial

3
.

® @

Magistrate, Anand, Criminal Case No0.244/2002 arising out of

FIR/M.case No. 22 of 2002 (C.R. No. 1-226 of 2002) dated 7.6.2002

vh
il

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.

cees

Part-11 (of I-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
9™ Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat




895

3 = | 33

registered at Police Station Vishrambaug, Pune pendmg before

Y

,-., 3Judicial Magistrate First Class, Shivaji Nagar Pune to Compctcnt
Court of Additional Chief Judicial Magistrate, Esplanade, Mumbai

:.) where 3 cases involving same allegations are pending,

Application, the petitioner craves leave to this Hon’ble Court to refer

73 to the main petition for facts and circumstances of the case,

3. That the Petitioner reasonably believes that by the time the

10

issue involved in the present petition gets decided, the matters in

which the petitioncrs are seeking’ transfer would be decided-and as

@

@

©

)

@

&)

. ®
£ 2. That for the purpose of referring to th_e contents of Stay 1
®

&

®

&

®

¢ stated in the transfer petition the same will noLLmeeL lhe ends of

et M3 .j---“- s
P justice and fair play. In such event, the; fourcome of the prcsent
‘. 3t "?‘Il,' . \: \‘. @
transfer petition would get infructous.  §/ - !
{ i’t } @
( ‘.
L 4. That if the petitioner is filing the pre Qt :I‘ransfer Pelmon under @
(J ®
% .
L 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 _

(J _ (&)
& No.9166/2002 arising out FIR No. ICR No. 274/2002 dated 02.07.2002 ’
£ ' : @
it ©
&
% Part-11 (of I-11) CC-100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
L 9™ Addl. Senior Civil Judge & ACJM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
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3so

in Gujarat and 2) Criminal Case No. 40449/201 6 ansmg out of FIR No.

280 of 2002 dated 04.05. 2002 reglstered at Polzce Statxon Connaught

Place, New Delhj pending before Addmonal Chief Metropolitan

Magistrate, Patiala House Court, New Delhi, ,. Criminal Casé 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 Delhx 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 arisiy

IR atC.R.
o« = g sdDP
No. 97 of 2002 dated 25:04.2002 and ¢ e @%M&ém\med
‘2" X AR 4 e
29.04.2002 both rcglstcred at Ganeeshpa{b ‘P llce Jgt‘mon pcndmg;

before 155-2" Additional Judicial Maguﬁ‘fac‘r First ; Clas§ Na{gmu

Criminal Case No.847/2002 arising out of Frii\@ No..JS b

n DE, '~\:

-dated 15.05.2002 registered at City Kotwalj Pol)ca

Ao '; Amravati

pending before Chicl Judicial Magistrate, Amravati, Criminal case

No.498/2002 arising out of FIR at CR. No. 102 of 2002 dated

08.05.2002 registered at Pimpiri Police Station, Pune pending before

Judicial Magistrate, First Class, leprl Pune, Criminal Case No.

74/2002
71,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 2

= - 21/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471, A ; .

rarel (Of‘;“‘“/:((lilcl lsggisorlCi(\)'il Judge & ACJM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat
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before 2™ ACJM, Morbi all in Gujarat and
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350
Station Gandevi, Navsari pendmg before Additional  Chicl
Judicial Magistrate, Gandevn 4) Cnmmal 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, 5) 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

’ Magistrale, Valsad, 6) Criminal Case No.157.8/2006 arising out of

FIR/M. Case no. 29/2002 dated 13.06.2002 registered at Police

Station, Vidya Nagar, Anand pending before Additional Chicl
) ok qo'\.:\\~

Judicial Magistrate, Anand, 7) Criminal Case ; :ZJA'DQQA\

. f/\.;/

arising out of FIR/M.case No. 22 of 20027

No.- 226%0f N\

2002) dated 7.6.2002 registered at Police St n{ £ o;bl{pendm}, -

No0.40449/2016 arising cit of FIR No. 280 of ZOMC(].
04.05.2002 registered at Police Station Connaught Place, New
Delhi pending before Additional Chief Metropolitan Mégistralc.

Patiala House Court, New Delhi, 9) Criminal Case No.

. 2034203/2016 arising out of FIR No. 242 of 2002 dated

- 17.06.2002 registered at Police Station Sérojni Nagar Delhi

A

wo1es & b Petras e em——r

-

spem L, RLEOEGAEEE

e s beRe 6
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:
@ LS
-~ 7 .

) .
. [bl  Pass such other and lurther ordcr(:.) as this lon®

ble Court may
dccm hl and proper.

B

AND FOR T HIS ACT OF KINDNFSS THE P

ETITIONER (S 25
IS DUTY BOUND SHALL EVER pray " bt

FILED BY:

Place: New Delhi
Date: F?Lj:)vsgt)l;‘; PAWANSHRES AGRAWAL
MRS : Advocate for the Petitioner

%

5 00000 CLE0EOB6CCOR0BOGEOC O

4

L)
fAes
i
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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 Magistrate Surat., Criminal

Case No.100521/2003 arising out of FIR No.]- 274/2002 dated
. 06.08.2002 registered at Police Station Varaccha, Surat pending before
Additional Chief iudiciai Magist;'ate/ Judicial ‘Magistrate First Class,
Surat, Criminal Case No.2778/2004 arising out of FIR/Mcase No. 3 of
2002 dated 16.07.2002 reistered at Police Stafion 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, Navsat Town Navsau pcndmg g T

befure: g,hucf'Jud:c:al Magistrate Navsari, Cnmmal case No. 2!2]/2002

arising out of FIR No. I- 119/2002 dated 10.06. 2002 ﬁlcd at Police .

station Valsad City, Valsad pending before Chxef Jud:cral Maglstrale :

Valsad, Criminal Case No.1578/2006-ansmg 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 reglstcred at Police

Station Morbi pending before 2'"j AGJIM, Morbi all in Gujarat and 2)

~~

114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
- - 2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 471, b FIR
parel (Oré"‘lllidcd(l: lsgg?c?r'éivil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth \{s. State of Gujarat
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Magistrate First Class, Shivaji Nagar, Purie, to Competent Court of

Additional Chief Judicial Magistrate, Esplanade, Mumbai where 3 cases -

involving same allegations are- pending.

2. That the Ahﬁexure_ Nos. P-2to P-10 anq P-.l3 to P-21 filed to the

Transfer Petition are in Vemacular 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 tfijs Hon'ble Court

SN
may graciously be pleased to: =

L
Moo

{a)  exempt the Petitioner from filing official translation of Nos, P-2

to P-10 and P-I3 to P-21, filed to the present Transfer Petition;

and

(b) pass such other further order(s) as this Hon’ble Court may

decm fit and proper.

| 2 6 @ @
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5
71,114 Varachha PS (Surat) FIR No. 274/2002
- - -100521/2003 IPC Sec. 406, 420,409, 465, 468, 4 1141 .

Rl (og"‘uﬁ)\dcd(l: Sgnior Civil Judge & ACIM, Surat, Gujarat, Ketan Kantilal Seth Vs. State of Gujarat




