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IN THE HIGH COURT OF KARNATAKA AT BENGALURU

DATED THIS THE 11TH DAY OF MAY, 2015

BEFORE

THE HON’BLE MR.JUSTICE C.R.KUMARASWAMY

CRIMINAL APPEAL NO.835 OF 2014

C/WCRIMINAL APPEAL NO.836 OF 2014

CRIMINAL APPEAL NO.837 OF 2014CRIMINAL APPEAL NO.838 OF 2014

CRIMINAL APPEAL NO.17 OF 2015CRIMINAL APPEAL NO.18 OF 2015

CRIMINAL APPEAL NO.19 OF 2015

CRIMINAL APPEAL NO.20 OF 2015CRIMINAL APPEAL NO.21 OF 2015

CRIMINAL APPEAL NO.22 OF 2015 

BETWEEN:

IN CRL. A. NO.835/2014

SELVI J. JAYALALITHAD/O THIRU LATE JAYARAMAGED 66 YEARSR/O VEDHA
NILAYAM36, POES GARDENCHENNAI-600 086. ... APPELLANT

(BY SRI. L. NAGESHWARA RAO, SENIOR COUNSEL A/WSRI. HARIKUMAR G.
NAIR AND SRI. GAUTAM BHARADWAJ,ADVOCATES FOR SRI. B. KUMAR, SENIOR
COUNSEL FORSRI. S. SENTHIL AND SRI. K.C.
PANEERSELVAM,ADVOCATES)

IN CRL.A. NO.836/2014

N. SASIKALA NATARAJANW/O THIRU M. NATARAJANAGED 60 YEARS
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18, 3RD CROSS EAST ABHIRAMAPURAMCHENNAI- 600 018
…APPELLANT

(BY SRI. R. BASANT, SENIOR COUNSEL FORSRI. C. MANISHANKAR,
ADVOCATE)

IN CRL. A. NO.837/2014

V. N. SUDHAKARANS/O Tr. T.T.VIVEKANANDANOCC: NIL, NOW R/O
No.66HABIBULLAH ROAD, T. NAGARCHENNAI- 600 017 …APPELLANT

(BY SRI. T. SUDANTIIRAM, SENIOR COUNSEL FOR SRI. R.ANBUKARASU
AND SRI. MURTHY RAO, ADVOCATES)

IN CRL. A. NO.838/2014

TMT. J. ELAVARASIW/O LATE Tr. N. JAYARAMANOCC: NIL, R/O
No.31MANNAI NAGAR, MANNARGUDIA.T.PANNERSELVAM DISTRICT

PIN- 613 001 …APPELLANT

(BY SRI. T. SUDANTIRAM, SENIOR COUNSEL FOR SRI. A.ASOKAN,
ADVOCATE)

AND:

STATE, BY THE SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE,VIGILANCE AND
ANTI-CORRUPTION SPECIALINVESTIGATION CELLCHENNAI-600 006. …COMMON
RESPONDENT

(BY SRI. B.V. ACHARYA, SPECIAL PUBLIC PROSECUTOR,SRI. SANDESH J
CHOUTA, ADVOCATE, APPOINTED TOASSIST SPL.PP VIDE NOTIFICATION
NO.LAW 01 LCE 2015,DATED 28.04.2015 ISSUED BY THE GOVERNMENT OF

KARNATAKA)

CRL. A. NO.835/2014 IS FILED UNDER SECTION 374(2) OF CODE OF
CRIMINAL PROCEDURE BY THEADVOCATE FOR THE APPELLANT/ACCUSED NO.1
PRAYINGTHAT THIS HON’BLE COURT MAY BE PLEASED TO SET
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ASIDE THE JUDGMENT AND ORDER OF CONVICTION ANDSENTENCE BOTH
DATED: 27.09.2014 PASSED BY THE 36TH ADDITIONAL CITY CIVIL AND
SESSIONS JUDGE (SPECIALCOURT FOR TRIAL OF CRIMINAL CASES AGAINST
KUM.JAYALALITHA AND OTHERS) AT BANGALORE INSPL.C.C.NO.208/2004 –
CONVICTING THEAPPELLANT/ACCUSED NO.1 FOR THE OFFENCEPUNISHABLE
UNDER SECTION 13(1)(e) READ WITHSECTION 13(2) OF PREVENTION OF
CORRUPTION ACTAND UNDER SECTION 120-B OF INDIAN PENAL CODEREAD WITH
SECTION 13(1)(e) READ WITH SECTION 13(2)OF PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION
ACT AND THEAPPELLANT/ACCUSED NO.1 IS SENTENCED TO UNDERGO

SIMPLE IMPRISONMENT FOR A PERIOD OF FOUR YEARS,AND TO PAY A FINE
OF RS.100 CRORES. IN DEFAULT TOPAY THE FINE AMOUNT, SHE SHALL
UNDERGO FURTHERIMPRISONMENT FOR ONE YEAR – FOR THE
OFFENCEPUNISHABLE UNDER SECTION 13(1)(e) READ WITHSECTION 13(2) OF
PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION ACTAND THE APPELLANT/ACCUSED NO.1 IS
SENTENCED TOUNDERGO SIMPLE IMPRISONMENT FOR A PERIOD OF SIXMONTHS
AND TO PAY A FINE OF RS. 1 LAKH, IN DEFAULTTO PAY THE FINE AMOUNT,
SHE SHALL UNDERGOFURTHER IMPRISONMENT FOR ONE MONTH – FOR
THEOFFENCE PUNISHABLE UNDER SECTION 120-B OF INDIANPENAL CODE READ
WITH SECTION 13(2) OF PREVENTIONOF CORRUPTION ACT.

CRL.A. NO. 836/2014 IS FILED UNDER SECTION 374(2) OF CODE OF
CRIMINAL PROCEDURE BY THEADVOCATE FOR THE APPELLANT/ACCUSED NO.2
PRAYINGTHAT THIS HON’BLE COURT MAY BE PLEASED TO SETASIDE THE
JUDGMENT AND ORDER OF CONVICTIONDATED: 27.09.2014 PASSED BY THE
36TH  ADDITIONAL

CITY CIVIL AND SESSIONS JUDGE, (SPECIAL COURT FORTRIAL OF
CRIMINAL CASES AGAINST KUM.JAYALALITHAAND OTHERS) AT BANGALORE IN
SPL.C.C.NO.208/2004 –CONVICTING THE APPELLANT/ACCUSED NO.2 FOR
THEOFFENCE PUNISHABLE UNDER SECTION 120-B OF INDIANPENAL CODE READ
WITH SECTION 13(1)(e) READ WITHSECTION 13(2) OF PREVENTION OF
CORRUPTION ACT,1988 AND UNDER SECTION 109 OF INDIAN PENAL CODEREAD
WITH SECTION 13(1)(e) READ WITH SECTION 13(2)OF PREVENTION OF
CORRUPTION ACT AND THE
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APPELLANT/ACCUSED NO.2 IS SENTENCED TO UNDERGOSIMPLE
IMPRISONMENT FOR A PERIOD OF FOUR YEARS,AND TO PAY A FINE OF RS.10
CRORES. IN DEFAULT TOPAY THE FINE AMOUNT, SHE SHALL UNDERGO
FURTHERIMRPISONMENT FOR ONE YEAR -FOR THE OFFENCEPUNISHABLE UNDER
SECTION 109 OF INDIAN PENALCODE READ WITH SECTION 13(2) OF
PREVENTION OFCORRUPTION ACT AND THE APPELLANT/ACCUSED NO.2
ISSENTENCED TO UNDERGO SIMPLE IMRISONMENT FOR APERIOD OF SIX MONTHS
AND TO PAY A FINE OFRS.10,000/- . IN DEFAULT TO PAY THE FINE
AMOUNT, SHESHALL UNDERGO FURTHER IMPRISONMENT FOR ONEMONTH – FOR
THE OFFENCE PUNISHABLE UNDER

SECTION 120-B OF INDIAN PENAL CODE READ WITHSECTION 13(2) OF
PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION ACT.

CRL. A. NO.837/2014 IS FILED UNDER SECTION 374(2) OF CODE OF
CRIMINAL PROCEDURE BY THEADVOCATE FOR THE APPELLANT/ACCUSED NO.3
PRAYINGTHAT THIS HON’BLE COURT MAY BE PLEASED TO SETASIDE THE
JUDGMENT AND ORDER OF CONVICTION ANDSENTENCE BOTH DATED: 27.09.2014
PASSED BY THE 36TH ADDITIONAL CITY CIVIL AND SESSIONS JUDGE,
(SPECIALCOURT FOR TRIAL OF CRIMINAL CASES AGAINST KUM.JAYALALITHA
AND OTHERS) AT BANGALORE INSPL.C.C.NO.208/2004 – CONVICTING
THEAPPELLANT/ACCUSED NO.3 FOR THE OFFENCEPUNISHABLE UNDER SECTION
120-B OF INDIAN PENALCODE READ WITH SECTION 13 (1)(e) READ
WITHSECTION 13(2) OF PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION ACT,1988 AND UNDER
SECTION 109 OF INDIAN PENAL CODEREAD WITH SECTION 13(1)(e) READ
WITH SECTION 13(2)OF PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION ACT AND
THEAPPELLANT/ACCUSED NO.3 IS SENTENCED TO UNDERGO

SIMPLE IMPRISONMENT FOR A PERIOD OF FOUR YEARS,AND TO PAY A FINE
OF RS.10 CRORES. IN DEFAULT TOPAY THE FINE AMOUNT, HE SHALL UNDERGO
FURTHERIMPRISONMENT FOR ONE YEAR – FOR THE OFFENCEPUNISHABLE UNDER
SECTION 109 OF INDIAN PENALCODE READ WITH SECTION 13(2) OF
PREVENTION OFCORRUPTION ACT AND THE APPELLANT/ACCUSED NO.3
ISSENTENCED TO UNDERGO SIMPLE IMPRISONMENT FOR APERIOD OF SIX
MONTHS AND TO PAY A FINE OFRS.10,000/-. IN DEFAULT TO PAY THE FINE
AMOUNT, HE
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SHALL UNDERGO FURTHER IMPRISONMENT FOR ONEMONTH – FOR THE
OFFENCE PUNISHABLE UNDERSECTION 120-B OF INDIAN PENAL CODE READ
WITHSECTION 13(2) OF PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION ACT.

CRL.A. NO.838/2014 IS FILED UNDER SECTION 374(2) OF CODE OF
CRIMINAL PROCEDURE BY THEADVOCATE FOR THE APPELLANT/ACCUSED NO.4
PRAYINGTHAT THIS HON’BLE COURT MAY BE PLEASED TO SETASIDE THE
JUDGMENT AND ORDER OF CONVICTION ANDSENTENCE BOTH DATED: 27.09.2014
PASSED BY THE 36TH ADDITIONAL CITY CIVIL AND SESSIONS JUDGE,
(SPECIALCOURT FOR TRIAL OF CRIMINAL CASES AGAINST KUM.

JAYALALITHA AND OTHERS) AT BANGALORE INSPL.C.C.NO.208/2004 –
CONVICTING THEAPPELLANT/ACCUSED NO.4 FOR THE OFFENCEPUNISHABLE
UNDER SECTION 120-B OF INDIAN PENALCODE READ WITH SECTION 13(1)(e)
READ WITH SECTION13(2) OF PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION ACT AND
UNDERSECTION 109 OF INDIAN PENAL CODE READ WITHSECTION 13(1)(e)
READ WITH SECTION 13(2) OFPREVENTION OF CORRUPTION ACT AND
THEAPPELLANT/ACCUSED NO.4 IS SENTENCED TO UNDERGOSIMPLE
IMPRISONMENT FOR A PERIOD OF FOUR YEARS,AND TO PAY A FINE OF RS.10
CRORES. IN DEFAULT TOPAY THE FINE AMOUNT, SHE SHALL UNDERGO
FURTHERIMPRISONMENT FOR ONE YEAR – FOR THE OFFENCEPUNISHABLE UNDER
SECTION 109 OF INDIAN PENALCODE READ WITH SECTION 13(2) OF
PREVENTION OFCORRUPTION ACT AND THE APPELLANT/ACCUSED NO.4
ISSENTENCED TO UNDERGO SIMPLE IMPRISONMENT FOR APERIOD OF SIX
MONTHS AND TO PAY A FINE OFRS.10,000/-. IN DEFAULT TO PAY THE FINE
AMOUNT, SHESHALL UNDERGO FURTHER IMPRISONMENT FOR ONE

MONTH- FOR THE OFFENCE PUNISHABLE UNDER SECTION120-B OF INDIAN
PENAL CODE READ WITH SECTION13(2) OF PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION
ACT.

IN CRL.A.NO.17/2015

BETWEEN: 

INDO DOHA CHEMICALS ANDPHARMACEUTICALS LTD.,
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REPRESENTED BY ITS DIRECTORMR. V. R. KULOTHUNGANHAVING ITS
REGISTERED OFFICE ATNO.3, 3RD STREET, SUBRAMAIYA
NAGARMOOVASANPETCHENNAI – 600 091 …APPELLANT

(SRI.UDAYA HOLLA, SENIOR COUNSEL FORSRI. S.N.D KULASHEKARA,
ADVOCATE FORSRI. K. SRIHARI, ADVOCATE)

IN CRL.A.NO.18/2015

SIGNORA BUSINESS ENTERPRISES (P) LTD.,REPRESENTED BY ITS
DIRECTORK.KUMARAVELANSON OF V.KALIAMURTHYAGED ABOUT 35 YEARSHAVING
ITS REGISTEREDOFFICE AT No.14-B, 40TH STREETNANGANALLUR,
CHENNAI …APPELLANT

(SRI. JAYAKUMAR S. PATIL, SENIOR COUNSEL FORSRI. S.N.D.
KULASHEKARA, ADVOCATE FOR

SRI. K. SHRIHARI, ADVOCATE)

IN CRL.A.NO.19/2015

RAMRAJ AGRO MILLS LTD.,REPRESENTED BY ITS DIRECTORMr. V. R.
KULOTHUNGANHAVING ITS REGISTERED OFFICE ATNo.2 WELLINGTON PLAZA,
NO.90ANNA SALAICHENNAI – 600 002 …APPELLANT

(SRI. UDAYA HOLLA, SENIOR COUNSEL FORSRI. S.N.D. KULASHEKARA,
ADVOCATE FORSRI. K. SRIHARI, ADVOCATE)

IN CRL.A.NO.20/2015

M/S . LEX PROPERTY DEVELOPMENT (P) LTD.,REPRESENTED BY ITS
DIRECTORV. S. SIVAKUMAR
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SHOP NO.21, WELLINGTON PLAZA10, ANNA SALAICHENNAI – 600 002
…APPELLANT

(SRI. UDAYA HOLLA, SENIOR COUNSEL FORSRI. S.N.D. KULASHEKARA,
ADVOCATE FORSRI. K. SRIHARI, ADVOCATE)

IN CRL.A.NO.21/2015

M/S. MEADOW AGRO FARMS (PRIVATE) LTD.,REPRESENTED BY ITS
DIRECTORMR.P.R.SHANMUGAMHAVING ITS REGISTERED OFFICE ATNO. T 20/2,
COASTAL ROADBESANT NAGARCHENNAI- 600 090 …APPELLANT

(SRI.ADITYA SONDHI, SENIOR COUNSEL FORSRI. S.N.D. KULASHEKARA,
ADVOCATE FORSRI. K. SRIHARI, ADVOCATE)

IN CRL.A.NO.22/2015

M/S. RIVERWAY AGRO PRODUCTS (P) LTD.,REPRESENTED BY ITS
DIRECTORMR.R.KUMARHAVING ITS REGISTERED OFFICE ATSHOP NO. 19,
GROUND FLOORWELLINGTON PLAZANO.90, ANNA SALAICHENNAI …APPELLANT

(SRI.ADITYA SONDHI, SENIOR COUNSEL FORSRI. S.N.D. KULASHEKARA,
ADVOCATE FORSRI. K. SRIHARI, ADVOCATE)

AND:

1. THE STATE OF TAMIL NADUREPRESENTED BY
ADDITIONALSUPERINTENDENT OF POLICEVIGILANCE AND ANTI-CORRUPTION
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SPECIAL INVESTIGATION CELLCHENNAI

2. J. JAYALALITHAD/O JAYARAMAGED 66 YEARS81/36, POES
GARDENCHENNAI- 600086

3. N.SASIKALAD/O VIVEKANANDAN18, 3RD CROSSEAST
ABHIRAMAPURAM

CHENNAI- 600018

4. V. N. SUDHAKARANS/O VIVEKANANDAN9, 9TH CROSS
STREETKAPALEESWARAR NAGARNEELANGARAICHENNAI-600 014

5. J. ELAVARASIW/O JAYARAMAN (LATE)181/69, HABIBULLAH ROADT.
NAGARCHENNAI- 600 017 …COMMON RESPONDENTS

(BY SRI. B.V. ACHARYA, SPECIAL PUBLIC PROSECUTORFOR R1)(BY
SRI.S.SENTHIL, ADVOCATE FOR R2)(BY SRI.C.MANISHANKAR, ADVOCATE FOR
R3)(BY SRI. MOORTHY RAO, ADVOCATE FOR R4)(BY SRI.A.ASOKAN, ADVOCATE
FOR R-5)

CRL.A. NO. 17/2015 IS FILED UNDER SECTION 454CODE OF CRIMINAL
PROCEDURE BY THE ADVOCATE, FORTHE APPELLANT PRAYING THAT THIS
HON’BLE COURT MAYBE PLEASED TO SET ASIDE THE ORDER DATED:27.09.2014
PASSED BY THE SPECIAL JUDGE AND XXXVIADDITIONAL CITY CIVIL AND
SESSIONS JUDGE (CCH-37)AT BANGALORE IN SPL.C.C.NO.208/2004 FILED
ASANNEXURE-E IN SO FAR AS THE CONFISCATION OF THEPROPERTIES OF THE
APPELLANT.
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CRL.A. NO.18/2015 IS FILED UNDER SECTION 454CODE OF CRIMINAL
PROCEDURE BY THE ADVOCATE.,FOR THE APPELLANT PRAYING THAT THIS
HON’BLECOURT MAY BE PLEASED TO SET ASIDE THE ORDERDATED: 27.09.2014
PASSED BY THE SPECIAL JUDGE ANDXXXVI ADDITIONAL CITY CIVIL AND
SESSIONS JUDGE(CCH-37) AT BANGALORE IN SPL.C.C.NO.208/2004)FILED AS
ANNEXURE-J IN SO FAR AS THE CONFISCATIONOF THE PROPERTIES OF THE
APPELLANT AND FURTHERPASS AN ORDER WITHDRAWING THE ATTACHMENT
MADEIN RESPECT OF THE PROPERTIES OF THE APPELLANT.

CRL.A. NO.19/2015 IS FILED UNDER SECTION 454

CODE OF CRIMINAL PROCEDURE BY THE ADVOCATE FORTHE APPELLANT
PRAYING THAT THIS HON’BLE COURTMAY BE PLEASED TO SET ASIDE THE
ORDER DATED:27.09.2014 PASSED BY THE SPECIAL JUDGE AND
XXXVIADDITIONAL CITY CIVIL AND SESSIONS JUDGE (CCH-37)AT BANGALORE
IN SPL.C.C.NO.208/2004 FILED ASANNEXURE-J IN SO FAR AS THE
CONFISCATION OF THEPROPERTIES OF THE APPELLANT.

CRL.A. NO.20/2015 IS FILED UNDER SECTION 454CODE OF CRIMINAL
PROCEDURE BY THE ADVOCATE FORTHE APPELLANT PRAYING THAT THIS
HON’BLE COURTMAY BE PLEASED TO SET ASIDE THE ORDER DATED:27.09.2014
PASSED BY THE SPECIAL JUDGE AND XXXVIADDITIONAL CITY CIVIL AND
SESSIONS JUDGE (CCH-37)AT BANGALORE IN SPL.C.C.NO.208/2004 FILED
ASANNEXURE-P IN SO FAR AS THE CONFISCATION OF THEPROPERTIES OF THE
APPELLANT.

CRL.A. NO.21/2015 IS FILED UNDER SECTION 454CODE OF CRIMINAL
PROCEDURE BY THE ADVOCATE, FOR

THE APPELLANT PRAYING THAT THIS HON’BLE COURTMAY BE PLEASED TO
SET ASIDE THE ORDER DATED:27.09.2014 PASSED BY THE SPECIAL JUDGE
AND XXXVIADDITIONAL CITY CIVIL AND SESSIONS JUDGE (CCH-37)AT
BANGALORE IN SPL.C.C.NO.208/2004 FILED ASANNEXURE-J IN SO FAR AS
THE CONFISCATION OF THEPROPERTIES OF THE APPELLANT.

CRL.A. NO.22/2015 IS FILED UNDER SECTION 454CODE OF CRIMINAL
PROCEDURE BY THE ADVOCATE, FOR
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THE APPELLANT PRAYING THAT THIS HON’BLE COURTMAY BE PLEASED TO
SET ASIDE THE ORDER DATED:27.09.2014 PASSED BY THE SPECIAL JUDGE
AND XXXVIADDITIONAL CITY CIVIL AND SESSIONS JUDGE (CCH-37)AT
BANGALORE IN SPL.C.C.NO.208/2004 FILED ASANNEXURE-J IN SO FAR AS
THE CONFISCATION OF THEPROPERTIES OF THE APPELLANT.

THESE APPEALS HAVING BEEN HEARD ANDRESERVED FOR JUDGMENT ON
11.03.2015,COMING ONFOR PRONOUNCEMENT OF JUDGMENT,THIS DAY,
THECOURT DELIVERED THE FOLLOWING:-

COMMON JUDGMENT

Crl. A. No.835/2014 is filed under Section 374 (2) of

Code of Criminal Procedure by the advocate for the

appellant/accused No.1 praying that this Hon’ble Court

may be pleased to set aside the judgment and order of

conviction and sentence both dated: 27.09.2014 passed by

the 36th  Additional City Civil and Sessions Judge
(Special

Court for trial of criminal cases against Kum. J.
Jayalalitha

and others) at Bangalore in Spl.C.C.No.208/2004

convicting the appellant/accused No.1 for the offence

punishable under Section 13(1)(e) read with Section 13(2)

of Prevention of Corruption Actand under Section 120-B of

Indian Penal Code read with Section 13(1)(e) read with

Section 13(2) of Prevention of Corruption Act and the

appellant/accused No.1 is sentenced to undergo simple

imprisonment for a period of four years, and to pay a fine
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of Rs.100 crores. In default to pay the fine amount, she

shall undergo further imprisonment for one year – for the

offence punishable under Section 13(1)(e) read with

Section 13(2) of Prevention of Corruption Act and the

appellant/accused No.1 is sentenced to undergo simple

imprisonment for a period of six months and to pay a fine

of Rs.1 lakh, in default to pay the fine amount, she shall

undergo further imprisonment for one month – for the

offence punishable under Section 120-B of Indian Penal

Code read with Section 13(2) of Prevention of Corruption

Act.

Crl.A. No. 836/2014 is filed under Section 374 (2) of

code of Criminal Procedure by the advocate for the

appellant/accused no.2 praying that this Hon’ble Court

may be pleased to set aside the judgment and order of

conviction dated: 27.09.2014 passed by the
36th Additional

City Civil and Sessions Judge, (Special Court for trial of

criminal cases against Kum.J Jayalalitha and others) at

Bangalore in Spl.C.C.No.208/2004–convicting

appellant/accused no.2 for the offence punishable under

Section 120-B of Indian Penal Code read with section

13(1)(e) read with Section 13(2) of Prevention of
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Corruption Act, 1988 and under Section 109 of Indian

Penal Code read with Section 13(1)(e) read with Section

13(2) of Prevention of Corruption Act and the

appellant/accused No.2 is sentenced to undergo simple

imprisonment for a period of four years, and to pay a fine

of Rs.10 crores. In default to pay the fine amount, she

shall undergo further imprisonment for one year -for the

offence punishable under Section 109 of Indian Penal Code

read with Section 13(2) of Prevention of Corruption Act

and the appellant/accused No.2 is sentenced to undergo

simple imprisonment for a period of six months and to pay

a fine of Rs.10,000/- . In default to pay the fine amount,

she shall undergo further imprisonment for one month –

for the offence punishable under Section 120-B of Indian

Penal Code read with Section 13(2) of Prevention of

Corruption Act.

Crl. A. No.837/2014 is filed under Section 374 (2) of

Code of Criminal Procedure by the advocate for the

appellant/accused No.3 praying that this Hon’ble Court

may be pleased to set aside the judgment and order of

convicting and sentence both dated: 27.09.2014 passed by

the 36th Additional City Civil and Sessions Judge,
(Special
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Court for trial of criminal cases against Kum. J Jayalalitha

and others) at Bangalore in Spl.C.C.No.208/2004 –

convicting the appellant/accused No.3 for the offence

punishable under Section 120-B of Indian Penal Code read

with Section 13 (1)(e) read with Section 13(2) of

Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988 and under Section 109

of Indian Penal Code read with Section 13(1)(e) read with

Section 13(2) of Prevention of Corruption Act and the

appellant/accused No.3 is sentenced to undergo simple

imprisonment for a period of four years, and to pay a fine

of Rs.10 crores. In default to pay the fine amount, he

shall undergo further imprisonment for one year – for the

offence punishable under Section 109 of Indian Penal Code

read with Section 13(2) of Prevention of Corruption Act

and the appellant/accused No.3 is sentenced to undergo

simple imprisonment for a period of six months and to pay

a fine of Rs.10,000/-. In default to pay the fine amount, he

shall undergo further imprisonment for one month – for

the offence punishable under Section 120-B of Indian

Penal Code read with section 13(2) of Prevention of

Corruption Act.
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Crl.A. No.838/2014 is filed under Section 374 (2) of

Code of Criminal Procedure by the advocate for the

appellant/accused No.4 praying that this Hon’ble Court

may be pleased to set aside the judgment and order of

conviction and sentence both dated: 27.09.2014 passed by

the 36th Additional City Civil and Sessions Judge,
(Special

Court for trial of criminal cases against Kum. Jayalalitha

and others) at Bangalore in Spl.C.C.No.208/2004 –

convicting the appellant/accused No.4 for the offence

punishable under Section 120-B of Indian Penal Code read

with Section 13(1)(e) read with Section 13(2) of

Prevention of Corruption Act and under Section 109 of

Indian Penal Code read with Section 13(1)(e) read with

Section 13(2) of Prevention of Corruption act and the

appellant/accused No.4 is sentenced to undergo simple

imprisonment for a period of four years, and to pay a fine

of Rs.10 crores. In default to pay the fine amount, she

shall undergo further imprisonment for one year – for the

offence punishable under Section 109 of Indian Penal Code

read with Section 13(2) of Prevention of Corruption Act

and the appellant/accused No.4 is sentenced to undergo

simple imprisonment for a period of six months and to pay
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a fine of Rs.10,000/-. In default to pay the fine amount,

she shall undergo further imprisonment for one month- for

the offence punishable under Section 120-B of Indian

Penal Code read with Section 13(2) of Prevention of

Corruption Act.

Crl.A. No. 17/2015 is filed under Section 454 Code of

Criminal Procedure by the advocate, for the appellant

praying that this Hon’ble Court may be pleased to set aside

the order dated: 27.09.2014 passed by the Special Judge

and XXXVI Additional City Civil and Sessions Judge (CCH-

37) at Bangalore in Spl.C.C.No.208/2004 filed as

Annexure-E in so far as the confiscation of the properties

of the appellant.

Crl.A. No.18/2015 is filed under Section 454 Code of

Criminal Procedure by the advocate, for the appellant

praying that this Hon’ble Court may be pleased to set

aside the order dated: 27.09.2014 passed by the Special

Judge and XXXVI Additional City Civil and Sessions Judge

(CCH-37) at Bangalore in Spl.C.C.No.208/2004) filed as

Annexure-J in so far as the confiscation of the properties

of the appellant and further pass an order withdrawing the
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attachment made in respect of the properties of the

appellant.

Crl.A. No.19/2015 is filed under Section 454 Code of

Criminal Procedure by the advocate for the appellant

praying that this Hon’ble Court may be pleased to set

aside the order dated: 27.09.2014 passed by the Special

Judge and XXXVI Additional City Civil and Sessions Judge

(CCH-37) at Bangalore in Spl.C.C.No.208/2004 filed as

Annexure-J in so far as the confiscation of the properties

of the appellant.

Crl.A. No.20/2015 is filed under Section 454 Code of

Criminal Procedure by the advocate for the appellant

praying that this Hon’ble Court may be pleased to set

aside the order dated: 27.09.2014 passed by the Special

Judge and XXXVI Additional City Civil and Sessions Judge

(CCH-37) at Bangalore in Spl.C.C.No.208/2004 filed as

Annexure-P in so far as the confiscation of the properties

of the appellant.

Crl.A. No.21/2015 is filed under Section 454 Code of

Criminal Procedure by the advocate, for the appellant

praying that this Hon’ble Court may be pleased to set
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aside the order dated: 27.09.2014 passed by the Special

Judge and XXXVI Additional City Civil and Sessions Judge

(CCH-37) at Bangalore in Spl.C.C.No.208/2004 filed as

Annexure-J in so far as the confiscation of the properties

of the appellant.

Crl.A. No.22/2015 is filed under Section 454 Code of

Criminal Procedure by the advocate, for the appellant

praying that this Hon’ble Court may be pleased to set

aside the order dated: 27.09.2014 passed by the Special

Judge and XXXVI Additional City Civil and Sessions Judge

(CCH-37) at Bangalore in Spl.C.C.No.208/2004 filed as

Annexure-J in so far as the confiscation of the properties

of the appellant.

2.  The private complaint filed by the complainant-

Dr.Subramanian Swamy, President, Janatha Party, No.1,

Papanasam Sivan Salai, Mylapore, Madras-600 004, in

Criminal Case No.3238 of 1996, against Ms.J.Jayalalitha,

Former Chief Minister of Tamil Nadu, 36, Poes Garden,

Madras – 600 086, under Section 200 Cr.P.C. alleging

offence punishable under Section 13(1)(e) of Prevention of

Corruption Act, 1988, reads as under:
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 “The complainant above named states as

follows:-

1.  The Complainant is in active

political life, having been a Member of

Parliament for four terms, and a Senior

Cabinet Minister in the Union Ministry holding

the portfolios of Commerce, Law and Justice.

He is the President of the Janatha Party, a

National party recognized by the Election

Commission of India.

2.  The complainant has been taking a

consistent and serious interest in eliminating

corruption from public life. Alarmed at the

high degree of corruption and misuse of power

and abuse of power for achieving the goal foraccumulating wealth
to the level of “Everest”

that has been taking place in the state of Tamil

Nadu, the complainant is taking all steps to

curb if not to eliminate in this State, which is

his home State of Tamil Nadu.

3.  The accused Ms. J Jayalalitha has

become the Chief Minister on 24.06.1991. The

whole of Tamil Nadu expected good and able

administration, but their hope vanished since

the accused Ms. J Jayalalitha instead of

governing the State for the welfare of the

people at large jointed in league with others
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and in particular her accomplice and partner in

business Ms. Sasikala, have collaborated,

colluded and conspired to amass wealth, both

moveable and immovable in the State of Tamil

Nadu as well as abroad using her position and

power as Chief Minister of Tamil Nadu for

which Ms. Sasikala has functioned as an extra

– constitutional authority. The Complainant is

confining his complaint against the former

Chief Minister alone since she was a public

servant under the provisions of Prevention of

Corruption Act, 1988 for offences committed

by her under Section 13(1)(e) of the

Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988.

Section 13(1)(e) reads thus:

 “13. CRIMINAL MISCONDUCT BY A

PUBLIC SERVANT:-

(1)  a public servant is said to commit the

offence of criminal misconduct….

(e) if he or any person on his behalf, is in

possession or has, at anytime during the

period of his office, been in possession for

which the public servant cannot satisfactorily

account of pecuniary resources or property

disproportionate to his known sources of

income.”

4.  The complainant states that

according to the evidence he has collected
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from various sources including through

Parliament by putting question and getting

authoritative answers from the Government,

the accused person has committed the offence

and is guilty and warrants prosecution.

5.  The complainant states that Ms. J

Jayalalitha was a public servant within the

meaning of the Prevention of Corruption Act,

1988. Having coming to know about the non-

filing of Income-tax returns for years and the

Income Tax Department sleeping over this, as

a Member of Parliament filed an ‘Unstarred

question No.2309 seeking an answer from the

Rajya Sabha on 8.12.1992. As soon as the

question was filed, the accused some-how

came to know that the subject matter of that

question relates to her Income-tax

immediately rushed to file her tax returns for

three years running on the same day, i.e.

20.11.1992. Subsequently, the complainant

was surprised from the answer given to him in

the Rajya Sabha to his ‘Unstarred question

No.57, on 23.2.1993. The answer revealed

that:-

Her Wealth during 1989-90 was ZEROHer Wealth during 1990-91 was
Rs.1.89 CroresHer Wealth during 1991-92 was Rs.2.60 CroresHer
Wealth during 1992-93 was Rs.5.82 Crores
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And subsequent investigation by the

Complainant revealed that:

Her Wealth during 1993-94 was Rs.21.33

Crores; and

Her Wealth during 1994-95 was Rs.38.21

Crores

It is a known fact that the accused was

receiving Re.1/-(One Rupee only) as her salary

as Chief Minister. Adding her grape garden

produce in Hyderabad the rise in wealth to an

unimaginable and even un-dreamable by more

than 21 times in her declared wealth from

Rs.1.89 Crores to Rs.38.21 Crores between

1990-91 and 1994-95 is wholly incredible.

Upon my insistence, the Income-Tax

Department issued notices under Section

143(3) of the Income-Tax Act and under

Section 16(3) of the Wealth Tax Act asking her

to explain her prima facie incredible

assessment.

6. The complainant is not listing all

the illegal acquisitions in this complaint but

under the law it will suffice if the admitted

income of the public servant, the accused Ms. J

Jayalalitha, and the assets which are acquired

by the said public servant subsequent to her
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assuming the public office are not

commensurate.

7. The first acquisition of immovable

property immediately after assuming power as

the Chief Minister of Tamil Nadu was 1.1407

ground of vacant urban land abutting her Poes

garden, building (No.36, Poes Garden)

comprised in plot No.31-A, comprised in

R.S.No.1567/63, Mylapore Division, Block

No.31 of Mylapore-Triplicane Taluk on

22.7.1991 for Rs.8,00,000/- (Rupees eight

lakhs only) through the value of the property

even a according to the guideline value is

Rs.45 lakhs. Even 8 lakhs of rupees was paid

by way of cheques drawn on 3 different banks

including one at Hyderabad which proves her

financial status and the debits in the various

bank accounts in her name at the particular

time:

Rs.1,00,000/- (SB Account No.5158,

Bank of Madurai, Anna Nagar Branch, Madras).

(What are the reasons for operating a SB

Account at Anna Nagar, far away from Poes

Garden). Rs.4,00,000/- SB Account No.23832,

Canara Bank, Mylapore. Rs.3,00,000/- SB

Account No.20614 Central Bank of India,

secunderabad.
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8. The complainant further states that

the accused person J.Jayalalitha had shown

 ‘NIL’ income and ‘NIL’ wealth since 1985-86

who had ceased to be a film actress since

1979, and according to the evidence collected

by him, she had to depend on others for her

day to day living. But that such a person is

now in a position to declare her wealth in

1994-95 as Rs.38.21 Crores (though this

amount is negligible as against the true state

of affairs).

9. The complainant states that Ms.

J.Jayalalitha had to depend on the Indian

Bank, Abhiramapuram Branch for paying the

sale consideration to the Government for

having purchased the TANSI LAND. The

execution of General Power of Attorney

authorising her business partner Sasikala to

execute the necessary loan documents, getting

the loan sanctioned the same day and the

issue of drafts in favour of the Government

simultaneously within ONE DAY speaks about

the abuse of state authority in this regard,

forcing the Bank Authorities to grant loan to

the tune of crores on the security of the

property proposed to be purchased which is

unknown in the history of administration of

banks.
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10. The complainant states that in a

number of cases, the Supreme Court has laid

that “known sources of income” must be taken

to mean “Sources known to the complainant”,

and not sources know to the public servant.

Besides, once cognizance is taken of the

complaint, the prosecution has to only show

that the accused or some person on her behalf

is in possession of pecuniary resources for

which the public servant or the said some

other person cannot satisfactorily account for

and once that is established, it is the duty of

the court to presume that the accused is guilty,

unless the accused proves the contrary. The

onus thus shifts to the accused.

11. The complainant states that the

accused person stopped acting in cinema films

and other films in 1979, long before she

became the Chief Minister in June 1991. After

she had become the Chief Minister in June

1991, she has been drawing a salary of Re.1/-

only as her monthly salary. She is said to

have an orchard at Hyderabad out of which she

does not appear to have derived any income

therefrom prior to 1990-91 as is evident from

the non-submissions of her income-tax return

makes one to conform that she had no income

even from the Orchard said to have been

owned by her. Though repeated here again
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she had to depend on other for her livelihood

as evidenced form the letters written by her

own hand her wealth was declared as ZERO in

1989-90, therefore on her own declaration,

here income from the Orchard at Hyderabad

could be taken as ‘negligible’ if not zero, as not

to require payment of tax upto 1989-90.

12. The complainant states that is this

back-ground her subsequent declarations of

wealth and income for succeeding years,

confirmed in answer to a Parliament Question

are astounding and are as follows:-

Year Incomedeclared taxable/Agriculture Wealth
Declared 

1990-91 86,860/8,00,000 1.89 Crores

1991-92 4,48,660/9,00,000 2.60 Crores1992-93 6,64,530/9,50,000
5.82 Crores

(Source:1990-91 to 1992-93: Rajya Sabha

unstarred question No.57, answered on

23.2.1993).

13. It is surpasses anyones’

imagination as to how and swelling such a

steep increase of wealth and income would be

possible for a person who is supposed to be

receiving Re.1/- only as her monthly salary.

Her non-reply to the notices issued under

section 143(2) of Income-tax Act and under

section 16(2) of the Wealth Tax Act speaks for
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itself and confirms the view that she had no

answer for such a seeping level of income and

value of wealth. Further, the rush filing of

income/wealth returns for the assessment

years 1990-91, 1991-92 and 1992-93 on

20.11.1992, 2.11.1992 and 23.11.1992

respectively is one stroke immediately on my

filing Unstarred Question No.3274 (and

Answered on 15.12.1994) having perhaps

coming to know in advance of the Parliament’s

question which requires 2 weeks’ notice to the

Parliament Secretariat, proves the deliberate

attempts made by her to suppress her income

from tax. But for the complainant’s raising this

issue in parliament, this would not have come

to light.

14. The complainant further states that

though she is getting a salary of Re.1/- per

month, she had been giving donations in her

own name to the “needy” and giving publicity

to the same at the Government Cost. A list of

such donations is enclosed.

15. The complainant further states that

Ms.N.Sasikala is said to be the aid of the

accused and described as ‘unborn sister’, she is

the wife of Mr.Natarajan, who hailed from a

lower middle class agricultural family, and who

was in Government Service from 1976 to 1991

in the Information Department. He was once
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removed from services and reinstated without

back wages and their only source of income

was the salary which he had been receiving

during the said aid period. The accused person

Ms.J.Jayalalitha in league with Ms.Sasikala and

her close relatives have accumulated

properties and began to purchase properties

after properties which are prestigious and

assets given below are only a very negligible

part of the total ill gotten wealth and

properties acquired by the accused person as

well as her business partner Sasikala and her

relatives and even these are totally

incompatible with the known sources of income

of the accused Ms.Jayalalitha and Sasikala and

her relatives. The following details have been

gathered and collected from published sources

in the media. Items 1 and 2 below are

admitted.

a. The Capital and investment of M/s

Jaya Publications which is about Rs.30 Crores

including the purchase of TANSI LAND for

which Rs.182 Crores have been paid and a

sum of Rs.26.55 Lakhs paid as stamp duty.

b. J. Jay TV Pvt. Ltd. and the

associate Super Duper TV Ltd. of capital of

Rs.100 Crores.
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c. M/s. Sasi Enterprises situated at

No.14, Ground Floor, Parsn Manare, 602, Anna

Salai, Ms.Jayalalitha is a partner.

d. Brahadeeswara Hospital in

Thanjavur estimated to be more than Rupees

One Crore purchased by Late Dr.Vinodhagan,

brother of Ms.Sasikala.

e. A luxury wedding hall (marriage

hall) comprising of 25000 square feet at

Thiruthuraipoondi belonging to Ms.Sasikala

worth more than rupees one crore.

f. Purchase of “Divan Bungalow” at

Mannargudi along with land measuring more

than 25000 square feet worth several lakhs of

rupees.

g. “Tamil Arasi Press”, Tamil Arasi

Maligai, Madras 18, owned by Mr.Natarajan,

husband of Sasikala.

h. Sengamala Women’s College under

construction on 10 acres of land in

Sundarakottai at an estimated cost of Rs.3

Crores.

i. Ramraj Agro-rice and oil extraction

plant in Tiruvarur reported to have been sold

by a liquor baron.
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 j. M/s J.S.Housing Development –A

real estate company started by Ms.Sasikala

and 5 others which has purchased a property

in Mylapore worth Rs.54 lakhs.

k. A bungalow in Trichy purchased by

Mr.Vivekanandan, and a bungalow in T.Nagar,

Madras purchased by his brother

Mr.Sundaravadanam both are close relatives of

Sasikala.

l. Purchase of land measuring 1.1407

grounds near 36, Poes Garden, Chief

Minister’s-residence for Rs.8 lakhs (real value

Rs.45 lakhs).

More evidence of other acquisitions may

be collected by this Hon’ble Court ordering an

investigation.

The above are only some of the known

illegal acquisition of wealth and assets by the

former Chief Minister and accused Ms. J.

Jayalalitha and her own people acting as her

benami. According to the provisions of Section

13(1)(e), if he/she or any person on his/her

behalf is liable for punishment. In the case of

acquisition of the above and other properties,

though stands in some other persons’ name,

but in reality it belongs to the accused person

and therefore liable for punishment.
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16. The complainant has thus

established a prima facie case against the

accused person Ms. J. Jayalalitha, the former

Chief Minister of Tamil Nadu for offences

committed by her under the provisions of

Section 13(1) (e) of the prevention of

Corruption Act.

17. The complainant states that

according to the provisions of the Prevention of

Corruption Act, for taking cognizance of

offences under the Prevention of Corruption

Act against Public Servants, the Chief Minister

of Tamil Nadu, sanction of the Governor of

Tamil Nadu is necessary. But since the

accused ceased to be the public servant and

the offences committed by her were during the

period when she was a public servant the

sanction of the Governor is not necessary.

18. The complainant therefore prays

that this Hon’ble Court may be pleased to take

cognizance of this complaint privately filed by

the complainant against the accused for

offences committed by her under the

provisions of Section 13(1) (e) of the

Prevention of Corruption Act and render

 justice.

Madras:

Dated: COMPLAINANT”
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LIST OF WITNESSES OF BEHALF OF PROSECUTION:

1.  Dr.Subramanian Swamy, No.1, Papanasam

Salai, Madras-5.

Further list of witnesses will be furnished

in due course.

LIST OF DOCUMENTS FILED ON BEHALF OF THE

COMPLAINANT

Sl.No. Date Description of Document 

01 08.12.1992 Rajya Sabha proceedings relating toUnstarred
Question No.2309

02 08.12.1992 Rajya Sabha proceedings relating toUnstarred
Question No.2346

03 08.12.1992 Rajya Sabha proceedings relating toUnstarred
Question No.2329

04 15.12.1992 Rajya Sabha proceedings relating toUnstarred
Question No.3274

05 23.12.1993 Rajya Sabha proceedings relating toUnstarred
Question No.57

06 16.03.1993 Rajya Sabha proceedings relating toUnstarred
Question No.2534

3. The contents of the First Information

Report filed under Section 154 of Cr.P.C read as

under:

 “1. Distt.Madras P.S.Vigilance &
Anti-CorruptionHeadquarters,Madras-6
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Year 1996 FIR No.13/AC/96/HQDate:18.09.1996

2. (i) Act: Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988

Sections:13 (2) r/w 13 (1) (e)

3. (a) Occurrence of Offence: 1991-96

(b) Information received at P.S.

Dt:18.09.1996 Time 1:30 pm

4. Type of information: Written

5. Place of Occurrence: Madras and other

places

(a) Direction and Distance from P.S: South

East about 3 KMS.

Beat No: Does not arise.

(b) Address: No.36, Poes Garden, Madras-

600 086.

(c) In case outside limit of this Police Station,

then the

Name of P.S: Nil

6. Complainant/Informant:

(a) Name. Thiru. V.C.Perumal, IPS.,

(b) Occupation. Inspector - General of

Police.

(c) Address: Directorate of Vigilance and Anti-

Corruption, No.608, Anna Salai, Madras-600

006.
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7. Details of known/suspected/unknown

accused with full particulars:

Selvi J.JayalalithaFormer Chief Minister of Tamilnadu,

Now residing atNo.36, Poes GardenMadras-600 086

8. Reasons for delay in reporting by theComplainant/

Informant: No delay.

9. Particulars of properties stolen/ involved:  Does not
arise.

10. Total value of properties stolen involved.Does not
arise.

11. Inquest Report/ U.D. Case No. if any.Nil

12. F.I.R. Contents (Attach separate sheets, if

required):

The accused held the office of Chief

Minister of Tamil Nadu during the period, June

24, 1991- May 9, 1996. She was a public

servant during this period. She was receiving

a salary of one rupee per month as Chief

Minister.

2. Prior to June 1991, the accused

was having a grape garden at Hyderabad, a

residential house at No.36, Poes garden,

Madras-18, a house property at No.212,

St.Mary’s Road, Madras-18, and some landed
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property at Cheyyar, North Arcot - Ambedkar

District.

3. There is information that, during

her tenure as the Chief Minister of Tamil Nadu,

the accused had acquired a large number of

movable and immovable properties,

constructed new buildings, and acquired

pecuniary resources, which are all far beyond

her known sources of income. Verification of

the information disclosed that the following

were some of the many assets acquired by her

during the above period:-

(i) (a) The accused constructed a

multi-storeyed building at 31-A (currently

merged with 36), Poes Garden, Madras-86

costing about Rs.1.75 crores.

(b) She built a farm house inside the

grape garden at Hyderabad costing about

Rs.50 lakhs.

(c) She made the following deposits of

money:

Sriram Investments, Madras(Seven deposits in all) : Rs.
98,00,000

Canfin Homes, Madras (FDR 352/94-95): Rs.1,00,00,000

Indian Bank(RIP Deposit:176580)
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Abiramapuram Branch, Madras:Rs.1,00,00,000

Total : Rs.2,98,00,000

(ii) The accused is found to have

acquired the following properties (at the price

noted against each) in the names of the firms

in which she is a partner with Tmt.N.Sasikala

as mentioned below:

Jaya Publications

(i) Land and Building at Plot No. (S) S-7,Thiru Vi ka Industrial
Estate, Guindy,Madras (4664.60 Sq.ft) bought fromIdayam
Publications

Rs.12,60,000/-(in Document No.3285/91 of 22.9.1991)

(ii) Land and Building in Door No.98/99(RS No.1639/95) Luz
Church RoadMadras from Tr.Suresh Mittal and

Others in Doc.No.282/94 dated

Rs.1,87,000/-

23.06.94(one portion in a 10 ground plot)

Sasi Enterprises

(i) Land and Building at C-62,ThiruvenkataNagar, Ambattur,
Madras 53.

Rs.1,90,000/-(Document No.509/1994)

(ii) Land and Building at Door No.18,Plot No.13, III
Street,Abiramapuram,Madras fromTr.Ramachandran inDocument No.72/93
dated 27-1-93(1 ground & 1475 sq.ft)

Rs.43,00,000/-
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(iii) Land and building at 167/92Thiru Vi ka Industrial
Estate(63 cents)

Rs.79,54,650/-

4. The accused also acquired

immovable properties valued about Rs.8.9

Crores in the names of persons believed to be

her ‘benamis’, such as Tmt. N.Sasikala,

Tr.V.N.Sudagaran, Tmt.J.Elavarasi, and others,

and also in the names of the firms alleged to

have been promoted by them. Some of these

are:

Description of Property Price Paid

(a) Wet lands at Payyanoor (ThiruporurTaluk, Chingleput-MGR
Dt)(Extent:24 acres, 72.5 cents) Rs.19,05,000/-

(b) Land & Building at Door No.68 & 69 Habibullah
RoadT.Nagar, Madras Rs.90,00,000/-

(c) Kalyanamandapam & LandAt 41, Razaack Garden Rd.,MMDA
ColonyArumbakkam, Madras Rs.15,00,000/-

(d) Tea Estate (900 acres) at

Kodanadu (Kothagiri), styledThe Kodanad Tea Estate Co.
Rs.7,60,00,000/-

(e) Plot & House (S.No.93.94/95)At Mannargudi Town, NQM
dt.(measuring 25035 sq.ft.) Rs. 6,00,000/-

Rs.8,90,05,000/-
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5. The accused is found to be having

two bank accounts, viz., SB.No.23832 and CA

No.2018, with Canara Bank, Mylapore, Madras,

Huge inflows of cash are noticed in these

accounts, the sources for which have to be

probed.

6. The acquisition of all the above

said movable and immovable properties worth

about Rs.15.52 crores is believed to bedisproportionate to the
known sources of

income of the accused, for which she has to

account satisfactorily. An offence under

Section 13(2) r/w Sec 13 (1)(e) of the

Prevention of Corruption Act 1988 is disclosed.

It is believed that more items of properties and

pecuniary resources are likely to be unearthedby means of a
through investigation. Hence a

case has to be registered in accordance with

law.

7. Accordingly, I am registering a

case in Cr.No.13/AC/96/HQ u/s 13(2) r/w

13(1) (e) of the Prevention of Corruption Act

1988 against the accused for the purpose of

taking up investigation.

Inspector General of PoliceVigilance and Anti-Corruption,

Madras-6

13. Action taken: Since the above

report reveals commission of offence (s) u/s as


	
8/9/2019 Jayalalithaa Verdict

38/917

38 

mentioned at item No.2, registered the case

and / directed Thiru. N.Nallamma Naidu Rank

Additional Superintendent of Police, DVAC

Madras to take up the investigation.

F.I.R. read over to the

Complainant/informant, admitted to be

correctly recorded and a copy given to the

Complainant/ informant free of cost.

Sd/-Signature of the Officer-Incharge, P.S.

14. Signature/ Thumb impression:

Name: V.C.Perumal IPS of the

Complainant/Informant

Rank: IG of PoliceNo.DVAC Madras

15. Date & Time of dispatch to the court

18.9.96 and 2.00 pm

Submitted to Hon Principal Sessions and

Spl.Judge, Madras.

Sd/-”

4. The Contents of the Charge Sheet reads as

under:


	
8/9/2019 Jayalalithaa Verdict

39/917

39 

“CHARGE SHEET

Accused

1. Selvi. J JayalalithaFormer Chief Minister of
TamilnaduResiding at No.36, Poes Garden, Chennai-86

2. Tmt. Sasikala Natarajan, W/o M. NatarajanNo.18, III Street,
East Abiramapuram,Chennai-4.

3. Tr. V. N. Sudhakaran, S/o T.T. Vivekanandan,No.68, Habibullah
Road, Chennai-17.

4. Tmt. J Elavarasi, W/o Late V. Jayaraman,No.31, Mannai Nagar,
Mannargudi,A.T. Pannerselvam Dist.

A1 was Chief Minister of Tamilnadu from

24.06.1991 till 13.05.1996. Prior to this, she

was a Member of the Rajya Sabha from April

1984 till 27.01.1989 and a member of

Tamilnadu Legislative Assembly from

27.01.1989 till 30.01.1991. She was a public

servant within the meaning of Section 2(C) of

the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988 (Central

Act 49 of 1988). A2, A3 and A4 are private

individuals.

2) A2 is the wife of one Tr. M.

Natarajan. The said Tr. M. Natarajan had

 joined Govt. Service as Publicity Assistant in

the information and Public Relations Dept.,

Govt. of Tamilnadu on 13.07.1970, and was

later promoted as Assistant Director in 1984
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and as Deputy Director in 1986 in the same

Dept. He tendered his resignation from Govt.

Service on 1.11.1988, but the resignation was

accepted by Govt. of Tamil Nadu only on

03.04.1991 with retrospective effect. A2 is the

daughter of Tr. C. Vivekanandan, a Medical

Compounder doing private practice, who was

living in a small house at Thattara Street,

Thiruthuraipoondi. Tr. Vivekanandan had

acquired the said house and 7.08 acres of land

through inheritance. A2 was given in marriage

to Tr. M. Natarajan in the early 1970s at

Thanjavur. A2 who was initially an occasional

visitor to the residence of A1 at No.36, Poes

Garden, Chennai-86, came to be permanently

accommodated by A1 there from the year

1988 onwards, and acknowledged by A1 as her

friend-cum-sister (Udanpirvatasagothari). A2

continued to live with A1 at No.36, Poes

Garden, Chennai-86 till the year 1996.

3) A3 is the son of A2’s elder sister Tmt.

V. Vanithamani and Tr. T. T. Vivekanandan. He

came to reside at No.36, Poes Garden,

Chennai-86 in the year 1992 while pursuing his

studies at New College, Chennai, and stayed

there till the first quarter of 1997. A1 had

acknowledged and proclaimed A3 as her

 “foster son” and had conducted the latter’s
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marriage with one Tmt. Sathiyalakshmi at

Chennai on 07.09.1995 on a very lavish scale.

4) A4 is the wife of late Tr. V.

Jayaraman, the elder brother of A2. The said

Tr. V. Jayaraman was a Govt. Servant in the

Civil Supplies Dept. and died in December

1991 due to electrocution while attending to

works in the Grape Garden of A1 at

Hyderabad. Following her husband’s death, A4

came to live at No.36, Poes Garden, Chennai-

86 from the beginning of 1992.

5) A1 is the daughter of late Tmt. N.R.

Sandhya who was acting in films during the

1960s. A1 was also acting in films during

1964-72. Tmt. N.R. Sandhya died in the year

1971, and as per her Will dated 01.11.1971,

she bequeathed her shares to A1 in the

properties belonging to Natyakala Niketana in

which both were partners. At the time of her

mother’s death A1 came to own the following

properties namely:-

i)Land and Building at No.36, Poes

Garden, Chennai-86

ii) House at Plot No.36, Door

No.8/3/1099, Srinagar Officers’ Colony,

Hyderabad City.
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iii) Lands totally measuring 10.20 acres

in S.No.52 and S.No.50 of Jeedi Metla Village

and S. No.93/1 of Pet Basheerabad Village,

Metchal Taluk, Ranga Reddy District, Andhra

Pradesh with Grape Garden, Farm House and

Servants Quarters.

iv) Land in Survey No.93/2 to the extent

of 3.15 acres in Pet Basheerabad Village (A.P.).

6) The assets which were in the

possession of A1 upto 1987 are found to be

worth only about Rs.7.5 Lakhs as per details

given below:

i) The four items of properties listed in

para-5 above;

ii) Agricultural land 3.43 Acres in Cheyyur

Taluk, now in Anna Dist (as per Doc.

No.4564/81 dated 16.12.1981 of SRO North

Madras)

iii) Anold Ambassador car and an old Contessa

Car

iv) A new Maruthi Car TMA 2466 worth

Rs.60,435/-

v) Company shares

She claimed to have possessed balances

in her bank accounts to the extent of about

Rs.1 lakh, in addition to jewels during the year

1987.
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7)Though A1 had floated three business

firms viz., i) M/s. Jaya Publicaitons, ii) Namadu

M.G.R. and iii) M/s. Sasi Enterprises in the

year 1988-90, with A2 and others as her

partners, these firms did not generate any

income. However, between 13.05.1988 and

27.01.1989, when she was Member of

Parliament, A1 had purchased four motor cars

worth Rs.9,12,129/- and on 13.02.1989, she

purchased a Jeep worth Rs.1,04,000/- after

she had become a Member of the Tamil Nadu

Legislative Assembly. Thus during the period

when she was a Member of Parliament and

later as a Member of Legislative Assembly, she

is found to have been acquiring and possessing

pecuniary resources and properties which were

not commensurate with her known sources of

income.

8) The check period for this case has

been set out as 01.07.1991 to 30.04.1996

when A1 held office as Chief Minister of Tamil

Nadu. As on 01.07.1991, A1 is found to have

been in possession of the properties and

pecuniary resources in her name and in the

name of A2 (Tmt. N. Sasikala), who was living

with A1 at 36, Poes Garden, Chennai, to the

extent of Rs.2,01,83,957/-. These includes

properties acquired in the name of M/s. Jaya

Publications, M/s. Sasi Enterprises and
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Namadu M.G.R. which had been floated by A1

and A2 with themselves as partners. The

details of the properties are as listed in

Annexur-1 hereto.

9) After 01.07.1991, the acquiring of

assets by A1 had gathered momentum, and

during this period, A3 and A4 also came to live

with A1 and A2, at No.36, Poes Garden,

Chennai-86, which is also the official residence

of A1 as Chief Minister of Tamil Nadu. During

this period, A1 and A2 together are found to

have floated several firms in the names of A2,

A3 and A4 namely:

i)  M/s. J. Farm Houses

ii)  M/s. J.S. Housing Development

iii)  M/s. Jay Real Estate

iv)  M/s Jaya Contractors and Builders

v)  M/s J.S.Leasing and Maintenance

vi)  M/s Green Farm Houses

vii)  M/s Metal King

viii)  M/S Super Duper TV (P) Ltd.,

ix)  M/s. Anjaneya Printers (P) Ltd.,

x)  M/s Ramraj Agro Mills Ltd.,

xi)  M/s Signora Business Enterprises (P) Ltd.,

xii)  M/s Lex Property Development (P) Ltd.,

xiii)  M/s Riverway Agro Products (P) Ltd.,

xiv)  M/s Meadow Agro Farms (P) Ltd., and
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xv)  Indo Doha Chemicals and Pharmaceuticals

Ltd.,

xvi) 

M/s A.P.Advertising Services,

xvii)  M/s Vigneswara Builders,

xviii)  M/s Lakshmi Constructions,

xix)  M/s Gopal Promoters

xx)  M/s Sakthi Constructions,

xxi)  M/s Namasivaya Housing Development,

xxii)  M/s Ayyappa Property Developments,

xxiii) 

M/s Sea Enclave

xxiv)  M/s Navasakthi Contractors and Builders

xxv)  M/s Oceanic Constructions

xxvi)  M/s Green Garden Apartments

xxvii) Marble Marvels

xxviii)  Vinod Video Vision

xxix)  Fax Universal

xxx) 

Fresh Mushrooms,

xxxi)  M/s Super Duper T.V.and

xxxii) M/s Kodanadu Tea Estate,

In respect of many of these firms, during

the above period, there was no business

activity at all, and in respect of the others, the

activities were more in the nature of acquiring

assets like lands, machinery, buildings etc.,

and were not production oriented. No Income

Tax Returns were filed by these firms. No

assessment for Commercial Tax had also been

done with respect to the businesses of these

firms as the firms had not filed their returns.
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A1 also had not filed her Income Tax Returns

for Assessment Years 1987-88 to 1992-93 till

November 1992. When this issue was sought

to be raised in Parliament, A1 filed the Income

Tax Returns suddenly for the above periods in

November 1992.

10) Subsequent to 1.7.1991, assets in

the form of movable and immovable properties

and pecuniary resources like bank deposits,

etc., are found acquired not only in the name

of A.1 but also in the names of A2, A3 and A4

and the firms floated in their names. Scrutiny

of the various bank accounts maintained in the

names of A1 to A4 and in the names of

different firms discloses that huge credits in

cash had been frequently made into various

accounts which were not commensurate with

the income of the individuals and of the firms

concerned. There were also frequent transfers

of amounts between one account to the others

to facilitate illegal acquisition of assets. The

huge quantum of such assets, when viewed

along with the facts that A1 was holding the

office of the Chief Minister and that A2, A3 and

A4 were living under the same roof with A1

and not having sufficient means to acquire the

assets in their names established that the

assets were actually acquired by A.1. Thus A1

while she was a public servant had been in
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possession of pecuniary resources and

properties which are disproportionate to her

known source of income, which would

constitute the offence of criminal misconduct

as described in Sec.13(1) (e) of Prevention of

Corruption Act 1988, and A2, A3 and A4

facilitated A1 to commit the said offence.

11) There was thus a criminal

conspiracy between A.1 a public Servant and

her associates, viz., A2, A3 and A4, to acquire

and posses properties and pecuniary resources

by A1 in her name and in the names of A2, A3

and A4 and in the names of the various firms

floated by them which are beyond the known

sources of income of A1. Further, A2, A3 and

A4 had, pursuant to the said conspiracy, held

the said properties and pecuniary resources in

their names, and in the names of the firms

floated by them, on behalf of A1. Pursuant to

the said criminal conspiracy, properties,

expensive jewellery, etc., and pecuniary

resources were acquired by A1 in her name

and in the names of A2, A3 and A4 and in the

name of various firms. As on 30-4-96, the

assets thus acquired and possessed by A1 are

found to be worth Rs.66,44,73,573/- as set out

in Annexure II hereto. These include the

assets already with A.1 as on 1-7-1991 (as set

out in Annexure-I hereto). Hence, the
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quantum of assets acquired by A1 in her name

and in the names of A2, A3 and A4 and the

firms floated by them during the period

01.07.1991 to 30.04.1996 has been worked

out as Rs.64,42,89,616/- (as set out in

Annexure-V hereto).

12) The incomes from the known

sources of A1 during the period from 01-07-

1991 to 30-04-1996 (hereinafter referred to as

the check period) such as rental incomes,

interest derived from various bank deposits

and other deposits held by her in her name

and in the names of A2, A3 and A4,

agricultural income, loans taken and A.1’s

salary as Chief Minister of Tamil Nadu were

computed. For the purpose of computation,

the incomes of A2, A3 and A4 were also taken

into account. All these work out to a total of

Rs.9,34,26,054/- only (as set out in Annexure-

III hereto). The expenditure of A1 during the

aforementioned check period, including

repayments of principal amount and interest

on loans taken, amounts remitted to

Corporation of Chennai, MMDA and other

authorities, payment to various firms and

individuals through cheques, expenditure on

the marriage of A3, etc., were also assessed.

The total expenditure for the above period has

been assessed as Rs.11,56,56,833/- (as set
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out in Annexure-IV hereto). Thus, there was

an excess of expenditure over income during

the check period to the extent of

Rs.2,22,30,779/-(vide Annexure-VI hereto).

13) As on 30-04-1996, A1 a public

servant, is thus found to have acquired and

possessed pecuniary resources and properties,

in her name and in the names of A2, A3 and

A4 and the firms floated by them, which were

disproportionate to her known source of

income to the extent of Rs.66,65,20,395/-

(Annexure-VII hereto), for which she has failed

to account satisfactory. A2, A3 and A4, by

holding a substantial portion of the said assets

on behalf of A1, had intentionally aided A1 and

were parties to the criminal conspiracy with

her.

14) (i) Thus, during the period between

01-07-1991 and 30-04-1996, at Chennai and

other places, A.1 being the Chief Minister of

Tamil Nadu and a public servant, and A2, A3

and A4, were parties to a criminal conspiracy,

having agreed among themselves to commit

the offence of possession by A1 of pecuniary

resources and properties in her name and in

the names of A2, A3 and A4 and the firms

floated by them, which were disproportionate

to the known sources of income of A1 and for
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which she has failed to account and A2, A3 and

A4 abetting A1, in the commission of the said

acts by agreeing to hold the properties in their

names on behalf of A1 and thereby A1 to A4

committed an offence punishable under

Section 120-B Indian Penal Code read with

Section 13(2) read with Section 13(1) (e) of

the Prevention of Corruption Act 1988 (Central

Act 49/1988).

14) (ii) In pursuance of the said

criminal conspiracy and in the course of the

same transaction, during the said period, at

Chennai and other places, A.1, being a public

servant committed the offence of criminal

misconduct by acquiring and possessing in her

name and in the names of A2, A3 and A4 and

in the names of the firms floated by them,

pecuniary resources and properties which

disproportionate of A1’s known sources of

income to the extent of Rs.66,65,20,395/- and

for which she had not satisfactorily accounted

and thereby A1 committed an offence

punishable under Section 13(2) read with

13(1)(e) of the Prevention of Corruption Act

1988 (Central Act 49 of 1988).

14) (iii) In pursuance of the said

criminal conspiracy and in the course of the

same transaction, during the said period, A2,
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A3 and A4 abetted A1 in the commission of the

said offence of criminal misconduct by allowing

A1 to acquire a substantial portion of the

properties and pecuniary resources in their

names and by holding such properties and

pecuniary resources on behalf of A1 which are

disproportionate to the known sources of

income of A1 and for which A1 had failed to

satisfactorily account and thereby A2, A3 and

A4 committed an offence punishable under

section 109 Indian penal Code read with

section 13(2) read with Section 13(1) (e) of

Prevention of Corruption Act 1988 (Central Act

49 of 1988).

15) This Final Report (Charge Sheet) is

being filed subject to the Provision of Section

173(8) Cr.P.C.

16) Sanction accorded by Governor of

Tamil Nadu and issued in G.O.Ms.No.614,

Public (SC Department dated 02.06.1997 to

prosecute A-1 in the Court of Law is enclosed.

Encl: Annexures I to VII

Sd/-

Superintendent of PoliceVigilance & Anti Corruption,

Special InvestigationChennai-600 035”
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5. The depositions of the prosecution witnesses

are extracted as under:

The depositions of witnesses have been typed as it is

wherein the prosecution and defence have strongly relied

on those witnesses. 

PW.1– P.V.Rajaram, PW.2 – E.V.Chakravarthy, PW.3 –

D. Thangavelu, PW.9– Sadagopan, PW.39- Venu,

PW.50– Sivasankaran, PW.74–S. Ramaiah, PW.77–

Janaki, PW.99– D.Raghavalu arethe Sub Registrars.

PW.4– R.Ramachandran, PW.5 – S.Ranganathan, PW.6 –

Gopal @ Gopalasamy, PW.8 – S.Sugumaran, PW.10 –

Selvaraj, PW.11 – Arunachalam, PW.12 – Radhakrishnan,

PW.13  – Ellappan, PW.14 – Egavalli, PW.15 – Naresh

Shroft, PW.16 – Jagadeesh Raja, PW.17 – Sundari

Shankar are the Sellers, who gave permission for

constructions.

PW.7– Y.M.Ganesan,Administrative District Registrar.

PW.18–Sachidhanandham, District Registrar(Suspension)

PW.19 – M.Subash Chandra, Senior Planning Organiser,

Chennai – M.M.D.A. Chennai.

PW.20 – G.Balakrishnan, Retd. Chief Engineer, Chennai

Corporation.

PW.21 –N.Narayanan, Superintendent of Engineer-Tamil

Nadu Electricity Board.
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PW.22 – S.Palanichamy, Doctor.

PW.23–S.Ambalavanan, Advocate, who speaks about

drafting of sale deed.

PW.24 – Danaliwala, General Power of Attorney Holder of

A3.

PW.25– P.B.Bhandari, PW.26 – Kamal Batcha, PW.27 –

Selvirangam, PW.28 – D.Krishnan, PW.29 – Shermuga

Durai, PW.30 – Uma Shankar Modi, PW.31 – Rathnavelu,

PW.32 – Baby, PW.33 – Mathivanan, PW.34 – Suresh,

PW.35 – Swaminathan, PW.36 – Balasubramanian,

PW.37 - Ajmal Khan, PW.38–Saleem Khan are the

Sellers.

PW.40 - Gangai Amaran, Seller of land.

PW.41 – Mahavirchand, PW.42– A.Janarthanam,who

have sold the land to Sasi enterprises.

PW.43– S.Nageswara Rao,  PW.44– Shivaji Rao, who

speak about filling up of pay slips.

PW.45 –S.Shankar, Chartered Accountant.

PW.46 – T.G.Gopinath, who speaks about property sold to

A3.

PW.47 – K.Muthian, who speaks about various aspects of

horticulture crops namely coconut, mangoes around the

residence of A1 and also laying of pipes.
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PW.48 –K.Thiyagarajan, Green Farm House-sold property.

PW.49 –S. Lakshmi Narasimhan, Manager of Sriram

Investment Ltd. speaks about the interest amount of

Rs.29,32,583/- from 1-7-91 to 30-04-1996.

PW.51  –V. Amanullah Maraicoir, Seller of Lex property-

A4.

PW.52 – M.Gandhi, who speaks about Ramraj Agro Mills

Company- speaks about paddy grinding machine

PW.53 –R.Ashokan, who speaks about capacity of grinding

tones of paddy everyday.

PW.54 – P.L.Deenadayalandoes not speak anything about

purchase.

PW.55– K.Manavalan, PW.56– P.S.Rajaram, who speak

about Meadow Agro Farm Pvt. Ltd.

PW.57  – R.Gopal, Commercial Manager-VSD Motors

speaks about invoice of vehicles.

PW.58  – K.S.Jayaraman, who speaks about price of

Swaraj Mazda, Maruthi 800, Maruthi Gypsy in 1985.

PW.59– V.Sekar, who speaks about Tempo Trax and

invoice dated 18.11.93 as they sold Tempo Traveler Mini

Bus to Sasi Enterprises.

PW.60– V.R.Ramachandran, who speaks about Swaraj

Mazda sold to A1 on 24-3-88.
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PW.61  – C.Sundarkumar, Sales Manager at Sunshetty

Motors, who speaks about Invoices, dated 15.5.1990,

29.8.1989.

PW.62 –Dhanraj Stephan, Sales Manager-India Carriage

PW.63  – M.Krishnan, Sales Manager who speaks about

invoice of Ashok Leyland.

PW.64  – Mukesh Tiwari, Manager-Kiwiraj Motors-speaks

about 256 Bajaj vehicles sold to Namadhu MGR.

PW.65– M.Sridhar, PW.66– Subbaiah, PW.67– Kadhar

Mohideen, PW.68– Uma Sekaran,PW.69  – R.Rajendran

are the Regional Transport Officers.

PW.70– K.Venkatesan, who speaks about land sold to

Meadow Agro Farms.

PW.71 –S.Radhakrishnan, Horticulture officer.

PW.72  –S.Raghunathan, Manager-Bharani Hotel-Mahazar

witness.

PW.73  – Murugesan, who speaks about the purchase of

land of A-2.

PW.75  – Thangapandian, Geological Assistant-

Horticulture.

PW.76  – Siva has deposed that he was carrying Real

Estate Business. He knew Rajagopalan, District Registrar,

North Chennai. Pandiyanesan, a Broker informed him
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through letter that there were many lands particularly at

Vallakulam, Veerankulam, Serakulam, Thirunelveli district.

Along with him, he went Vallakulam, Veerankulam,

Serakulam, Kayatharu, Vellankulam Maanur. He came to

know price of the land was Rs.200/- per acre. They

decided that they were to pay Rs.500/- per acres for the

brokers to bring the parties and Rs.1,000/- per acres for

Sitta, Adangal. Rajagopal introduced Sudakaran as NRI

and told that he would purchase the land. Alongwith him,

he went and showed the lands at Vallakulam,

Veerankulam, Serakulam, Veepankulam Kayatharu and

Maanur in a tourist car. He told Rajagopal that per acre

the selling rate is Rs.2,000/-, for broker Rs.500/- and for

him Pandiya Nesan and other expenses Rs.1,000/-. In

total, he should give Rs.3,500/- per acre. They purchased

5.53 acres land for amount of Rs.16,600/- at

Srivaikundam. Janaki Ammal, Sub-Registrar told that the

land has been undervalued and they have to pay double

for the stamping because it is registered in the name of a

firm i.e. River Agro Products Company Limited.

He further deposed that the power of attorney was

registered in his name on 20th and 21st of August,
1994 at

Srivaikundam Sub-Registrar Office. Like this, power of

attorney was registered in his name for 1,167.57 acres of

land. After the power of attorney was registered for

1,167.57 acres of land on different dates for a sum of

Rs.23,35,040/- to the owners of the land. Commission

was given to Pandiya Nesan in a sum of Rs.2.92 Lakhs. He

has received 1.16 Lakhs. Radhakrishnan said that Selvi.
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Jayalalitha, Sasikala, Sudhakaran have purchased the

land. On 17.11.1994, he gave sale deed for 281 acres to

power of attorney which was given to him. Deeds of five

documents bearing Nos.694/1994 to 698/1994 were

registered. That on 22.12.1994, 8 sale deeds were

registered through power of attorney. Documents were

811/1994 to 818/1994. Sale Deed was made for 507

acres.

He further deposed that on 6.1.1994, he registered

sale deed for 166 acres of land through his power of

attorney. These documents bearing Nos.9/1995 to

11/1995.

He further deposed that on 21.2.1995, he registered

document Nos.175/1995 to 178/1995 for 158 acres to his

Power of Attorney.

He further deposed that on 22.8.1994 under

Ex.P324, he registered 53 acres of land. That on

17.11.1995, he prepared sale deed for 73.90 acres of land

under Ex.P330. Power of Attorney documents were from

Ex.P331 to Ex.P338.

Different sale deeds were registered on different

dates. They are as follows:

Sale

Deedsmarked asExhibits

Measurement

in Acres

Amount in

Rs.

Date

P.345 60.655 - 17.11.1994

P.350 42.31 - 17.11.1994

P.357 34.815 69,630.00 17.11.1994
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P.363 6.98 13,960.00 22.12.1994

P.366 55.05 1,10,010.00 22.12.1994

P.377 57.01 1,14,020.00 22.12.1994

P.388 89.62 1,79,240.00 21.12.1994

P.396 80.955 1,61,910.00 21.12.1994

P.408 71.57 1,51,400.00 21.12.1994

P.419 68.095 1,36,190.00 21.12.1994

P.431 78.095 1,56,190.00 21.12.1994

P.443 48.95 97,900.00 4.1.1995

P.450 54.98 1,09,960.00 4.1.1995

P.456 62.65 97,900.00 4.1.1995

P.467 16.51 33,020.00 17.2.1995

P.472 30.75 67,500.00 17.2.1995

P.477 51.40 1,02,800.00 17.2.1995

P.488 59.82 1,19,640.00 17.2.1995

During investigation, he states that the date on

which the accused No.3 introduced to him by Thiru

Rajagopal. He did transaction totally for 1167 acres of

land from July, 1994 to January 1995. Land price will

differ according to the place. He did not follow the Sub-

Registrar Office guideline. He has given the sale

consideration amount to the owners of the land as

mentioned in the guideline.

During his cross-examination, he states that he has

received Rs.100/- per acre and spent it for his expenses.

He has acquainted with the Sub-Registrar as a broker

normally does. He has submitted his income-tax returns
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as his income was very low. Rajagopal knew people like

him because he was a Sub-Registrar. Rajagopal told him

and four brokers that he wanted 500 to 1000 acres of

land. He has spent Rs.1,000/- for the advertisement. He

gave commercial advertisement to ‘DINA THANDI’. He

gave advertisement that NRI would like to purchase the

land on the larger scale and ask the agents and brokers at

the places where the land is cheap to approach him. His

native place is Ramapalayam village at Arcot Taluk. He

had noted the village name, soil color, depth of the water

approximate price at Thirunelveli. Pandiya Nesan and he

made a written agreement. In that agreement, he did not

write how land would be purchased, they wrote only the

details of commission. After seeing the advertisement in

Hindu, parties from Chennai contacted their relatives at

Kerala and told details. Approximately, Rs.1,300/- was

spent for Hindu Newspaper advertisement. Radhakrishnan

and third accused came and told that they were ready to

purchase. Along with him, Rajagopal, Radhakrishna,

Pandiya Nesan and accused No.3 went to Serakulam,

Meerankulam, Vellakulam, Vebankulam, Manur and

Kayatharu. When they first met, 5.53 acres of land was

not sold. The 5.53 acres of land mentioned in Ex.P323

was purchased in favour the company. It is registered for

Rs.16,600/-. In Ex.P323, it is mentioned that the sale

amount was received from Agro Products Company.

General Power of Attorney Documents are Exs.P.325 to

P.329. As a power of attorney holder, he had right to sell

to Riverway Agro Products Company and other persons.
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He has received the sale amount in respect of Exs.P330,

P339, P345, P350, P357, P363, P366, P377, P388, P396,

P408, P419, P431, P443, P450, P456, P467, P472, P477,

P488. In the month January, 1995, as a power of attorney

holder, he registered a document in the North Chennai

District. They made land dealings for lesser prices. During

investigation, he did not say any broker’s name Pandiya

Nesan. Krishnan was an accountant of Riverway Agro

Products Ltd. approached them regarding the lands or sale

at lesser prices at Thuthukudi District. Land owners did

not get any additional amount apart from the sale amount

mentioned in the sale deed documents which has been

done by him. He did not know PW.71 – Radhakrishnan

and Sudhakaran. He has got power of attorney and sale

agreement from different persons at Thuthukudi District.

Riverway Agro Products Pvt. Ltd. did not bear any

expenditure like stamp duty, registration fee except the

sale deed amount, which he did the sale transactions. On

7.9.1999, when he came to the Court as a witness police

officers connected with this case Nallamma Naidu and few

others put pressure on him to tell as they told. During his

chief-examination, they compelled him to tell the names of

the accused whom were not connected with the case

regarding the sale transaction, so he told.

PW.78  – Ganapathy, who speaks about sale of house

property.

PW.79– Rathinaraj, PW.80  – C.Kesavan are the

receptionists of the Hotel.
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PW.81 – S.Thirupathi, Manager of the Hotel Blue Star.

PW.82  – Gurdev Singh, Bus body building works-

Rs.25,41,100/-.

PW.83 – Devarajan, Special Director, Ashok Leyland.

PW.84  – Ayyadurai, Indo Doha Chemical Pharmaceutical

Pvt. Ltd. Speaks about the purchase of property for

Rs.1.05 Crores. Sudhakaran issued cheque for

Rs.30,45,000/-.

PW.85  –S.Sridhar, Worker in Ind Bank- purchase of

shares of Indo-Doha Chemicals and Pharmaceuticals sold

to A3; shares 2,50,000 at Rs.10/share.

PW.86– Vadde Ramesh, who speaks aboutthe immovable

property sold to Anjaneya Printers.

PW.87 –M.Subbiah, Superintendent of Engineer, PWD,

Tirunelveli. V Speaks about value of land, building and the

articles of Riverway Agro Products Pvt. Ltd., Serakulam

village- valuation- Rs.7,08,160; 1995-96 PWD price List.

Map Ex.P519.

PW.88– Radha Venkatachalam, PW.89– Peter Greg

Jones, Kodanadu Tea Estate made payment. Amount paid

Rs.7.50 Crores - Ex.P521.

PW.90 –Sheela Balakrishnan, Managing Director- TNIDC

speaks about management transferred to Indo Doha.
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Ex.P.534. A3- leasing firm to SPICE. Riverway Agro

Products, Sipcot.

PW.91–R.M.Veerappan, Regional Manager, Canfin Homes

– One Crore fixed deposit on 6.3.1992- Rs.31,05,444/-

Interest. 7.3.1992- Rs.25 Lakhs deposited by A2-

Rs.1,21,809/- -IT. Rs.10,03,191/- - Interest.

PW.92  –Ketan Gandhi, Executive Director of Interface

Capital Market(P) Ltd.

PW.93– James Fredricks, A3-issued cheque for Rs.20

Lakhs, 20 Lakhs, 10 Lakhs- Transfer of shares,

Rs.8,56,636/-. Rs.20 Lakhs from A3.

PW.94-R.Lakshminarayanan, PA to Company Registrar-

Lex Property, Riverway, Signora, Meadow, Ramraj, Super

Duper TV, Indo-Doha. Income Tax Return-Lex Property,

Riverway Agro Products, Signora, Meadow, Indo Doha.

PW.95– S.Balu, Senior Manager, Indian Hospital

Corporation Ltd. Upto March 1996 then gave Rs.3,27,250/-

as Rents.

PW.96 – Raghuram and PW.97– Anilkumar Reddy,

Starting partners of Riverway Agro Products Pvt. Ltd.- firm

was transferred to A3 and A4 Rs.2500/-. Transfer of

Meadow to A4.

PW.98–M.Velayudham.During the year 1996-97, he

worked as an Assistant Executive Engineer in Merina

Division, Chennai. Dheenadayalan, Assistant Executive
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Engineer, Shanmugam, Assistant Engineer,

K.Vijayakumar, Assistant Engineer, worked with him. As

per the request of Anti-Corruption Police and as per the

orders of his higher officers, he assessed the buildings on

15th and 16th October 1996. To assess the buildings at
L-

66, Annanagar, he took the measurements.

Dheenadayalan, Vijayakumar, Shanmugam, Animal

Husbandry Inspector, Mr.Gothandaraman, Balaji,

Accountant of Anjaneya Printers Pvt. Ltd. assisted him.

A.V.K.Reddy was residing in that building. To assess the

electrical equipments in that Company, Mr.Gandhi,

Assistant Executive Engineer, Mr.Udayasurian, Assistant

Engineer, made assessment and gave report. That report

is Ex.P.641. As per their assessment, the value of the

building is Rs.24,83,756/-. In that civil side is

Rs.22,45,014/-. As the permitted map was not found,

they prepared the map. In this building, ground floor and

first floor were there. The measurement of ground floor is

138.42 sq. meters. (1488.38 sq. ft.) The area of first floor

is 151.42 sq. meters (1628.17 sq. ft.) Hence, the total

extent is 289.84  sq. meters (3116.55 sq. ft.). The

building was constructed as per frame structure. The

building was surrounded by compound wall and one

ornamental gate. Entrance was decorated by broken

marbles. Entire pillars are made of granite stones. The

floor of the building is of marble stone. The steps,

staircase, wall portion of the building is decorated with

Dolpur stones. He has also mentioned the electrical

fittings. The Assistant Engineers, Gandhi, Udayasurian,
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have signed the report.

He assessed the building at Door No.5, Murugan

Street, T.Nagar, as per Ex.P.642, which is signed by him.

Their group inspected that building on 23.10.1996. During

their inspection, Inspector Krishna Rao, Tamilnadu

Housing Board Assistant Srinivasan were also with them.

The plan of that building was sanctioned by Corporation

and Metropolitan authorities. When they inspected the

building, underground concrete work has been completed.

In that ground floor, the column pillars were standing at

different levels. The steel required for building were

stored. As per their assessment, the value of the building

was Rs.10,92,828/-. In that the civil work is

Rs.10,62,975/- and electrical work is Rs.15,853/-.

On 24th, 25th  and 28th  of October 1996, they

inspected the building and took measurements to assess

the buildings at 3/178C, East Seashore Road,

Vettuvankeril. Ex.P.643 is the report. One building had

three floors. Each having 42 flats, one bedroom. Other

two buildings each had two floors, each having two

bedroom flats, ground floor, first floor and second floor.

The other building had ground floor and first floor. In that

one garage to park vehicles, one store room and few

rooms to stay for small employees. Garage construction

was completed and other buildings were not fully

completed. Few wooden things were fixed and the

remaining were stored. As the garage was closed, they

took the measurements from outside and calculated the

area. 305.36 meters compound was erected around the
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four buildings. The value of the compound wall, the

incomplete four buildings, the building materials and the

completed construction is Rs.1,47,83,375/-. Electrical

fittings were not included. That was assessed by the

Electrical Engineers. The value is Rs.4,75,701/-. Total

value is Rs.1,58,59,076/-. As the work was done during

the year 1995-96, the assessment was done as per the

year 1995-96. By enquiring the Security and nearby

people, they confirmed the construction was done during

the year 1995-96. He has given a report as per Ex.P.643.

That on 29.10.1996 and 30.10.1996, they took

measurements to assess the building at No.1, Murphy

Street, Akkarai Village, East Seashore Road. The building

was completely constructed. Plan was furnished to him by

Anti-Corruption Department Officers. They considered

that the building was constructed during the year 1994-95.

The building had two floors, ground floor and first floor.

Area of ground floor is 180.59 sq. meters. (1941.82 sq.

ft.) and first floor is 188.68 sq. meters (2028.81 sq. ft.).

Total area is 369.27  sq. meters (3970.64 sq.ft.). The

value of the building is Rs.20,38,959/-. The value of civil

work is Rs.18,93,361/- and electrical work is

Rs.1,45,598/-.

That on 8.12.1996 to 10.12.1996, the above group

went to Hyderabad to take measurements to assess the

buildings in the Grape Garden premises at Jedimetla and

Phapaseerabad, Rangareddy District, Andhra Pradesh. At

that time, PW.256-Kadiveshan-Deputy Superintendent of
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Police, Inspector Ebanesan, A.P.K.Rao from Andhra

Pradesh and Assistant Engineer-Vinod Kumar were with

them. After inspection, they gave report as per Ex.P.645.

In that place, a new building along with a compound was

constructed with an area of 986 sq. meters (10602.15 sq.

ft.). Three sheds were constructed in that place for

Securities and old house building. That was renovated

with granite and marbles. Apart from that, a garage for

parking vehicles, workers to stay and generator rooms

were constructed separately. Workers residences were

roofed with asbestos. Manager and Officers’ rooms were

also constructed separately. Surrounding the premises,

1112.65 meters of compound wall was also built. The

height of the compound was about 3 meters with

blackstone. Above that 1 to 5 meters were framed with

fence and iron angles. In one corner of the compound

wall
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