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IN THE COURT OF SPECIAL ADDITIONAL CHIEF JUDICIAL
MAGISTRATE, THRISSUR.

Present: Smt. Alpha Mamai K., Additional Chief Judicial Magistrate.
Dated this, the 30" day of March, 2026.

CMP : 7081/2024 in CC 7/2019

(Cr. No. 988/2011 Thrissur East Police Station)
(CBCID Cr. 320/CR/EOW-II/KTM/11)

Petitioner/Accused : Jayan P.G., Aged 39/2011, S/o. Gopalan

no.17. P.R,, Perukunnel House, Chelakkodu P.O.,
Nattianchira, Venganoor Village, Thrissur
District.

(By Adv. Sri. Pramod K.)

Respondent/ : State represented by the Deputy
Complainant Superintendent of Police, Crime Branch,
Ernakulam.

(Crime no. 988/2011 Thrissur East Police
Station).

(CBCID Cr. 320/CR/EOW-II/KTM/11).
(By Sri. Ananthakrishnan P.A., Assistant

Public Prosecutor, Court of Additional
Chief Judicial Magistrate, Thrissur.)

Petition : U/s.239 Cr.P.C.
Order : Dismissed.
ORDER

1. This is a petition filed u/s. 239 Cr.P.C., by the accused no.17, in CC
7/2019 on the file of this court, seeking discharge, in the case.
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2. Petition averments are, as follows:-

Petitioner is the accused no.17, in the above case. The offences alleged
against the accused/petitioner are under sections 120B, 420 r/w 34 of the Indian
Penal Code and sections 3, 4, 5 and 6 of the Prize Chits and Money Circulation
Schemes (Banning) Act, 1978. The petitioner/accused has nothing to do with the
deposit, made by the defacto complainant and deposits taken by the company and
the other accused. The petitioner was not even arrayed as an accused, in the First
Information Report. It is clear from the charge sheet that, no deposit received by the
accused/petitioner directly or indirectly. It is pertinent to note that, the defacto
complainant paid the amount to the company directly and received the products
from the company. The prosecution has not produced any document to show that,
the petitioner had collected or utilised the deposit, paid by the defacto complainant
to the company. It is also relevant to note that, nowhere in the First Information
Statement/First Information Report, charge sheet, it is mentioned that, the company
worked under a binary system. There is no evidence to show the involvement of the
petitioner, in this crime. The petitioner is unnecessarily indulged in this crime. The
petitioner is not even having any acquaintance with the defacto complainant, so far.
The prosecution records does not reveal the specific role played by the petitioner, in
the above case. The Honourable Supreme Court of India in Sharif Ahmed and
Another v. State of Uttar Pradesh and Another, reported in 2024 INSC 363 has held
that, the role played by the accused in crime should be separately and clearly
mentioned in the charge regarding each of the accused. It is pertinent to note that,
nowhere in the First Information Statement/First Information Report and charge
sheet, there is not even a single whisper regarding the involvement of the petitioner.
No document produced by the defacto complainant to connect the
accused/petitioner with the offences alleged. The petitioner not instigated, nor
canvassed, nor collected any money from the defacto complainant. The petitioner is

neither a director of the companies involved in this case, nor involved in any
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promotional activities of the companies. There is no single document produced in
the prosecution records, to show the involvement of the petitioner, in the business of
the company. The Honourable Supreme Court of India, in Vishnu Kumar Shukla v.
State of Uttar Pradesh, reported in 2023 KHC 1006 has held that, “an application of
judicial mind is necessary to determine whether a case has been made out by the
prosecution for proceeding with trial and it would not be necessary to dwell into the
pros and cons of the matter by examining the defence of the accused, when an
application for discharge is filed.” The Honourable Supreme Court of India, in the
above said case, further observed that, “It cannot be expected even at the initial
stage to accept all that the prosecution states as gospel truth even if it is opposed to
common sense or broad probabilities of the case- If a view gives rise to suspicion,
as opposed to grave suspicion, Court concerned is empowered to discharge the
accused.” It is settled principle of law that, no one should be punished for the
offence which is not committed by him. Hence, the protection provided under
sections 227 and 239 Cr.P.C., are essential provisions of law, for safeguarding a
person from false allegations. The purpose of sections 227 and 239 Cr.P.C,, is to
ensure that, the court should be satisfied that, the accusation is not frivolous and
there is some material for proceeding against the accused. The Honourable High
Court of Kerala in Rajesh Kumar J., v. Central Bureau of Investigation, Ekm and
Another, reported in 2021 KHC 692 has held that, “At the stage of considering an
application for discharge, Court must proceed on the assumption that material
which has been brought on record by prosecution is true and evaluate material in
order to determine whether the facts emerging from the material, taken on their face
value, disclose the existence of the ingredients necessary to constitute the offence”.
The prosecution records does not reveal the involvement of the petitioner, in the

offences alleged. Hence, seeks to discharge the petitioner, in the above case.

3. Heard both sides.
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4. CC 7/2019 on the file of this court, is a case based on the final report
filed by the Deputy Superintendent of Police, Crime Branch, Ernakulam, against
accused 17 in numbers, alleging offences punishable, under sections 120B, 406, 420
r/'w 34 of the Indian Penal Code, sections 4, 5 and 6 of the Prize Chits and Money
Circulation Schemes (Banning) Act, 1978, and sections 7 and 9 of the Drugs and
Magic Remedies (Objectionable Advertisements) Act, 1954.

5. Case of the prosecution, is as follows:-

Accused with intend to commit cheating, by conducting money circulation
business, banned as per section 3 of The Prize Chits and Money Circulation
Schemes (Banning) Act, 1978, in furtherance of their common intention, and by
committing criminal conspiracy, with intend to cheat public, and to obtain wrongful
gain, in the month of June 2007, accused nos. 4 and 5 as the Directors, registered
accused no.1 company named Nano Excel Enterprises Private Limited on
12/07/2007, and created a website with the help of CW9 Amandeep Singh, the
Director of a software company named Roots Info comm at Ludhiyana, Punjab for
network marketing, and conducted money circulation business through the website,
and appointed accused no.6 as the Manager of the accused no.1 company and later
on 06/06/2009, appointed him as its Director Board Member, and thereafter, with
the same intention to commit cheating, accused no.s 4 to 10 created accused no.2
company named Nano Excel Power Corporation Limited on 01/01/2010 and
appointed accused no.s 4 to 6 as its Directors, and changed its name to Nano Excel
Corporation Limited on 26/02/2010, and thereafter with the same intention to
commit cheating, accused nos. 4, 8 to 13, formed accused no. 3 company named
Nano Power Corporation Limited on 13/05/2010 and appointed accused no.s 4, 6
and 10 as its Directors, and later on 01/07/2010, entered into an agreement with
Arunachal Pradesh Government for starting a Hydro Electric Project in the name of

company named Nano Excel Power Corporation Limited, which was not in
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existence at that time, and accused nos. 14 to 17, who were knowing the illegal
money circulation business of the accused companies, promoted illegal money
circulation business with other accused, approached the public directly, and
promoted illegal products and conducted illegal money circulation business through
the website, and through brochures and advertisements, and through classes, and by
making false promise of returning ten times more income within a short span of
time, by promising nano technology based products, which the accused knows to be
that of low quality, and by promising income on members enrolling in the company,
and also by promising specific unit of power and income, on depositing money in
the power package, fraudulently and dishonestly induced CW1 Sulaiman P. to
deliver Rs. 6,000/- on 07/12/2009, Rs. 6,000/- on 04/01/2010, Rs. 6,000/- on
18/01/2010, Rs. 6,000/- on 09/02/2010, Rs. 24,000/-, Rs. 12,000/- on 03/03/2010,
Rs. 36,000/- on 03/04/2010 and Rs. 24,000/- on 11/05/2010, totalling Rs. 96,000/-,
CW2 Subair A.S. to deliver Rs. 1,50,000/- on 15/05/2010, CW3 Sabira Sulaiman to
deliver Rs.24,000/- on 27/06/2009 and Rs. 12,000/- on 24/08/2009, totalling Rs.
24,000/-, and thereafter, neither gave profits as promised, nor returned the amount
obtained and thereby committed cheating on general public including CW1 to CW3,
misappropriated the money obtained and thereby committed criminal breach of trust
and conducted illegal money circulation business, and thereby committed the
offences punishable under sections 120B, 406, 420 r/w 34 of the Indian Penal Code,
sections 4 and 5 of the Prize Chits and Money Circulation Schemes (Banning) Act,
1978 and sections 7 and 9 of the Drugs and Magic Remedies (Objectionable
Advertisements) Act, 1954.

6. The prosecution in this case was initiated by CW1/defacto complainant
P. Sulaiman, by preferring a complaint u/s. 190(1)(a) Cr.P.C., before the Honourable
Chief Judicial Magistrate Court, Thrissur, against accused 4 in numbers, accused

no.1 Madadineni Harish Babu Managing Director and Chief Executive Officer of
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Nano Excel Enterprises Pvt. Limited, accused no.2 Patric Thomas, accused no.3 G.
Murugan and accused no.4 Reneesh, alleging offence punishable under section 420

r/w 34 of the Indian Penal Code.

7. The said complaint was forwarded to the Station House
Officer, Thrissur Town East Police Station, u/s. 156 (3) Cr.P.C., for registration of
First Information Report and accordingly the First Information Report in this crime,

crime no. 988/2011 of Thrissur East Police Station, was registered on 22/06/2011.

8. After investigation, the Investigating Officer, Deputy Superintendent of
Police, Crime Branch, Ernakulam, filed final report, against accused 17 in numbers,
accused no.1 Nano Excel Enterprises Pvt. Ltd. represented by Harish Babu
Maddineni, accused no.2 Nano Excel Power Corporation Limited/Nano Excel
Corporation Limited represented by Harish Babu Maddineni, accused no.3 Nano
Power Corporation Ltd. represented by Harish Babu Maddineni, accused no.4
Harish Babu Maddineni, accused no. 5 Chinna Rao Swayamvarapu, accused no.6
Patric Thomas, accused no.7 P.P. Renga Reddy, accused no.8 Meera Harish K.,
accused no.9 Radha Sundara Rajah, accused no. 10 Prasanthu Sundar Rajah,
accused no.11 Kumari Rajah, accused no.12 Sarath Babu Lagadapati, accused no.13
Chedella Subhashini, accused no.14 Muhammed Asharaf, accused no.15 Sajeev K.
@ Sajeev Karun, accused no.16 Radhakrishnan P.N. and accused no. 17 Jayan P.G.,
alleging offences punishable under sections 120B, 406, 420 r/w 34 of the Indian
Penal Code, sections 4 and 5 of the Prize Chits and Money Circulation Schemes
(Banning) Act, 1978 and sections 7 and 9 of the Drugs and Magic Remedies
(Objectionable Advertisements) Act, 1954. In the final report, there are, 40
witnesses cited by the Investigating Officer, and CW1 to CW4 are the persons, who

are alleged to be cheated by the accused.

9. CWI1 to CW4 are the witnesses who are stated to have deposited



7

money in the accused companies. The statements under section 161 Cr.P.C. of CW1
to CW4, and the statements under section 161 Cr.P.C. of CW5 and CW6, who are
stated to be the employees of the accused companies, and the statements under
section 161 Cr.P.C. of CW9 Amandeep Singh, who is stated to have created the
website for the accused companies and CW13 Shinoy, would clearly reveal the
illegal money circulation business conducted by the accused companies and the
cheating committed by the accused in the guise of illegal money circulation
business. The statements under section 161 Cr.P.C. of the witnesses and the
documents produced would clearly go to show that, pivotal role done by the
petitioner in conducting the illegal money circulation business, in the name of
accused companies. The statements of witnesses under section 161 Cr.P.C. produced
along with the final report would clearly go to show that, the accused and the
accused companies deviated from the object and purpose stated in the Memorandum
Of Association and Articles of Association of the accused companies, and engaged
in illegal money circulation scheme, and committed cheating on several persons,
and obtained crores of rupees, by engaging in illegal money circulation business, in
the name of accused companies, and also committed cheating by giving false
promises. Various documents, including the bank account statements of the accused
companies, seized and produced along with the final report, to prove the offences

alleged against the accused.

10. The documents produced and the statement under section 161 Cr.P.C.
of CW7 Ramadas, who is stated to be the Manager at Casino Cultural Auditorium,
Thrissur and CW8 Jose Sebastian, who is stated to be the General Manager at Lulu
International Convention Centre, would go to show that, the accused companies
conducted promotional classes and meetings in those places, for promoting the

illegal money circulation business of the accused companies.

11. Regarding this petitioner, it is relevant to note the statements under
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section 161 Cr.P.C. of following witnesses.

12. CWI1 P. Sulaiman, in his statement under section 161 Cr.P.C. stated
that, “2009-@ 2>@mmE@ o888 P. N. @WIRH M af)MM@IWD AlOETMIEN 6D MIGM)
DKM HNTOWF @RAIO®.  HMUTIDI@R alemo  MleoHalla] @RoMIWIG
HNAS@  @lawe MIGMI OSEHISE] (0o MlBdla] I (JDIEOIWUBNQSS
cs@awce%daaub oeﬂ%@mmoo, &HSIOO BROSHOB GolAHBHWINEMEBITD BalB@HHMN BROBHBOS
af)LROBIM V@l 2] ALl ©HHWB Hllau@ @R  LlElenondo, HMIMIHW &Ola]
S5O0 @GR HTUM DPElaj DQo MSEOM enflanSlnay’ (Je@IUM
AldleaEled A 1OEBHFOMI@ ATIOWMo, oJWEHEIQ dIlo OBDIENE ML abBo AIElHBN
enflrlmay’ @ReEM Mo Al HMUMIO@SRO] ] @RAIQIM@IMIW] M ©IWIR)H O
&6S QPR 8Ja) HENdEUMDHD OMMOA@ Qo] HMIM MsEmI® promotion meeting-@d
alesso. 2009 ablqvesnid@ mTVe @REYAIEM Meeting-@d Al Som@.  &OLNIW
@] M BRIl @R KHIXMI@  MIGM) HNUTIQOS AWQOHD aldS|d:
GONAMY, YanmE @Rau0ad, quElal Haed, P.N. @wigaym, Ro®d P.G. gsasklo
promoter-m>@ (@MoWleBHQo KIMHUWB af)SHRHQoe H2IPI@BAD.  @RAIOOLD. @AY
(@JMetiloj@ Nano  Excel &miml 6a08@MHEI08 Afl@dejsd00 0=IMd 6.21Qlsss
HMIM] @YOEMMoo, HMUMIDI@ 6000/- @l MedHalla] B AlICHOE ag)SOMICD
MEM OSCHIBK] (@JHI00 MBI HBM  BOOBIGJo BPWE HFODMo, &HSIO®
DQBHW Gal@INEIM @RAMVAla] &HaUM H15l0EeITEIdER0 af)o, @REBOHM P
QUAHOT MBS  YSHIM OHQYeS 10 Dogl O dSHEl  Hlgeamo, WWIHGIT
@RWIHMOJo H2IYNOD QUBOO af)Ba|OIT aléMo TVMDAEILEIM HFIQM  enilmilmay’
@REEMMDo, BHMUMI (JWIMMQo Laundry Ball, Energised feet card, Healing Heart
Card, bracelet, water bottle, menstrual relief card ©sedlo 4 asec%g)ggﬂ (@JBI0o
Mldadl o) product-agrem’ allmoemo ©21QIMOO Mo, @ DaleIUIl @ heart attack
©sQ#, BP Mlo@ead, meuaon10] 9063308 muIWlead:, &:SIoQISS8e weLle:0eaH
©S6EEIQ @RAVIWICEMMAIW YWEMEBRUY DENMBIGENMVo @Y BRAUA (JMVoUI].a@. &MU
alom Qflelesgom 8@ product ANERIQ@IM GUdaHo GO ©NZ Gald® OBHIENE

agoo®lejo  product-étd  ADEEllEBHQo  O21QI@ @@  anean  product-6m
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ofleidl@d dmlawe e@m dluaile wE?IMe Dd BRYBIOOD @RHSIM MTBHODTo, BRAURO
GO0 OMZGAINE QflMoe GoI3BSREMUW BRAIOD GoIAOD QUBDIBWRHS Tluile @
2IElBRM@IEMINSInjo BRBOOD @RYSIMe MW O LIElBBOATMo, BREBOHM adIw
OIQ @SB Cal@BINDIM @MTVE]] HFOM AUGBDIMo LIEloOBITEIClSE0 agf)o
@M @RAIA (Mol oj@. Product-#uW Qllesma gsiem &auml Nano Technology
DaledUfla] alleig) Hoeom Al eeus@l  oapdlafesm 8@ alrLE)
@R@EMI.2I@(JBRUTIM SEBRIM BaldQYBHQINEMMMo, GR@IM @RMEMIIM (JERUIIeAl
OAIMOMQRIY B ag)WOAMO 639:|'1§']g6)6n§mo @OR® HMIMIWOS HAUNIBOHTVGIGD
066IMEMo, BRHWGIOM QeIbm  AVAIANEEMOTIMIWS] SHaUM) U QD
Q@ EBMo6NBMM, @RBIMOO HAHWA QDERMAUARS ©SB.o]@IX] 50 AURHCOHS
DIMVeB®IQo 2NERANASIMo &3151000I6MEldlese ag)o, 12000/- @al @RSoP@ 50 @l
alloo gelaileies 240 Hau@QHW GREENS 0.2IQOAMo O6Ng HaU@AIM 1 KW agam
con@I@ 1 KW @ gan’ @l Bloselad 12000/- @algy’ 360/- @al @20V G@IQo
eneailablomcl allesnno, &SIO® OMBEAIOD OBINE al@®ereIPoe (@al aflmo
MesUalloloaHIeemslcd  80186S MleHaleN@ Mlae 1500/- @al ais 3000/-
@l 3 @0Vo &HIEMNR AIElEBOAMMo, BREREOM 4 @UMBHSIV @RSs] Od @IdlO®
2IEl 66000, @EROM AT BRHBHW Gal@GMMMIM @eMIVAls] 10 o5l ®E: e
HeU® @R  Idlaeado, @BHOOQe HAUBIDI@  caldoBlogislale DQIBHUWD
Coal@MEIM @MIVAls] QIO@I@ GRWIDMOJe &HSIO® M QUMMIMo  LIElHR
enflmiimay’ @ReEMMoe @RAIA al0sr AlluolMlaflol@@ Qlsl 7-12-2009 Gl emdm
6000/~ @l ©@WIBHHOW OOBAUD  HBIFOTO) SHnIlQes product package-@d
dledtalls] @RoM. @sdan’ 04-01-2010, 18-01-2010 agam @@ s8lejo 6000/-
@l fleaje, 09-02-2010 @@ 6000/- @alQo @RV H@IOCmo 24000/- @HBal HMUMIQOS
product package-gjo, 03-03-2010 @ 12000/- @3alio, 03-04-2010 @@ 36000/- @GBalWQo,
11-05-2010 @@ 24000/- @alQo @O emO™mo 72000/- @al HUDIQOS power

package-gjo m’]csueasanj]_gd. aléMo ag)o @IWIHHHOM OO HBISOD BaUMI DG

@RSl 88HIDma0”.

13. CW4 Basil K. Eliyas, in his statement under section 161 Cr.P.C. stated
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that, “2008-@ ¢olLIEOOEOIMI® PaOE BRAUOAFo, BROMo &Sl ag)@e0 aflSlad aian’
A0 (@0 EMIM MIGM af) @ SHMIMIVI@ alal rivoyad] 139000/~ @G@al
Mleddailaf@mo.  @ROT &0af alfMo 8606 GO HISISI@BMD.  aleHY SHMUT
QDWIMo  OLIQPIWBAN  (@BHIOYBS  aléMo  TAOD:  HIFHOMD@  OEHIEFo,  WIOHTIT

WEMMIaINNOjo HENED O (Mo N 2l HIQD HHDENFo MM GHMUMIOLOTIO®

BHISOIWDI@D CHMY HBISODI@BT”.

14. CW5 Nidhun, in his statement under section 161 Cr.P.C., stated
that, “&auml  enlmimay’ eEheadgoa1GM@IMI]  Owdlajgs Gl dlrml,
BMIBMI GnaNIS®, OUBA SAUUIB BaNIS®, &Je) EOMRA@MIAHUEM @D HH6MOQUMUM OTVARA,
oeimje, emell@loald], GHIZWe @SB alel quoelEsglaje W80 AGloWdHWd
MSODIVIFETE. (@JWIM (JEDIFARIOIW GaO2AE @RAHUOAD, all.=l. M, cvLlal so;er,
©s6arl 29  aleido gslodem’ Training programme &®@ MSOBID@BM@.  alel
dllowdnglajo HMUMIQHS WROHANIOIW a0Blad’ enden] AGleMl, oSl oMy’
)R a168580IQNRITIRM. HMUTIDIM Tledallasm ©@e 6 MM OHINo,
aflarls’ 3 AUBato OBI6ME 10 esldlaillde @d @UMBGBIQo BITlos: cldleannmm’
2Qa8s WOOHRAM@BOSWQo, (JEDIFAMMOSQo ANWIMEEBRUW QllvolMila] dmimlaiic

aléMo  MleHUaNLBMMAURLS MICM)  OSEHIBEl  (JH00  WlANA gjIIOEMAN’

@DOUBI VSN BlafI WD MBI DlaBamn".

15. CW9 Amandeep Singh, in his statement under section 161 Cr.P.C.
stated that, “I am working as director in Roots Infocomm Ltd., a company
registered with Registrar of Companies, Jalandhar, Punjab in the year 2003. The
company is in the business of software development, web hosting and SMS
services. 1 have completed Diploma in Computer Engineering from Thapar
University, Punjab in 1999. In March 2008 Harish Babu Maddineni contacted me
to develop a website for his business on the name of Nano Excel Enterprises Pvt.

Ltd. for selling various products through network marketing system, which was
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later on also used for Nano Excel Corporation Ltd. As per the requirements of
Harish Babu Maddineni, MD Nano Excel, for his business I have developed the
website and hosted the same in data center located on US in April 2008. We have
provided the services of software development, web hosting and SMS services to
his company till June 2011. For the above provided services, there was no formal
written agreement between us. The domain name registered for the website is
www.Nanoexcel.net by me on the behalf of Nano Excel company with registrar
www.onlinenic.com, this Nano Excel website was hosted on a dedicated server with
IP address 75.126.101.3 with username 'administrator' and password xgbhir90n' and
database IP address is 75.126.101.3 with wusername 'sa and password
‘NANOwsp00998’. The website started functioning in April 2008. It consists four
sections, (1) admin section (2) branch section (3) member section (4) public section.
For login in admin section separate username ‘'adminindia’ and password
'drharish27' is there. Admin section is operated by the Nano Excel company people
and having the facility to manage packages, branches, users, website content and for
pin issuance Branch section is operated by Nano Excel branch people and having
the facility for pin issuance. Member section is operated by the Nano Excel
registered members and having the facility of to view binary tree, downline list,
weekly income, member's profile, royalty club and change password Public section
is being used by Nano Excel members and other non registered persons and general
public to view the company profile, business activities, business plan, bank
accounts for money deposit, contact information, products and branch information.
When Harish Babu Maddineni contacted for the above website I was told that he is
in the business of selling products with network marketing system The method of
joining in the Nano Excel is as follows: When a new member deposits money in
company's bank account or with any branch, the company Issues a unique PIN
number in his sponsor's member panel, By using that PIN, a member can fill up

registration form and select the desired package. After that unique ID number and
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password is allotted to that member by the system. With the help of this ID number
and password, that member can login into his personalized member area to view his
downline business later on. In the member area there is no facility to view upline
information. Every week commission is generated by the system on date specified
by the company people and commission list is downloaded from the website by
company people for distribution of commission. The business plan is as follows:
There are four types of income (1) Direct Referral Bonus: is given to direct referral
sponsor of a new sales. (2) Binary Referral Bonus: is given on the basis of business
volume generated by the member on his left and right downline team. Ceiling limit
of 1,30,000 is applicable on this binary referral bonus per week. (3) Royalty Bonus
is given to the leaders on qualification of the status as star, ruby, pearl, diamond etc.
(4) Royalty Club Bonus. The member who purchased the royalty club bonus
package is allotted a different ID number in this club. This is a universal club
having 4 level board system which splits on completion of all the 15 positions and
members of that specific board will get the Royalty Club Bonus and they are further
promoted to the next level in the board. In this way he can get the benefit 10 times
as per the sales of the company. As per the record of website database, the company
has made a sales turnover of Rs. 3,58,60,51,841 (three hundred fifty eight crore
sixty lakh fifty one thousand eight hundred forty one) by selling 414274 ID units to
206194 different persons across India, UAE and Philippines. The total commission
generated by the system is 3,02,17,32,403 (Three hundred two crore, seventeen
lakh, thirty two thousand and four hundred three). The different members Joined the
Nano Excel are 1,99,848 in India, 4,087 in UAE, 2,259 in Philippines and total
2,06,194 persons have joined from all these three countries. The members Joined
from specific states in India are: 257 from Andaman & Nicobar Islands, 1968 from
Arunachal Pradesh, 181 from Assam, 66 from Bihar, 4 from Chandigarh,231 from
Chhattisgarh, 5 from Dadra & Nagar Havell, 11 from Daman & Diu, 406 from
Della, 243 from Goa, 5680 from Gujarat, 68 from Haryana, 9 from Himachal
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Pradesh, 15 from Janemu & Kashmir, 389 from Jharkhand, 4469 from Karnataka,
160827 from Kerala, 52 from Lakshadweep, 67 from Madhya Pradesh, 9337 from
Maharashtra, 38 from Manipur, 48 from Meghalaya, 375 from Nagaland, 46 from
Orissa, 547 from Pondicherry, 99 from Punjab, 99 from Rajasthan, 34 from Sikkim,
13598 from Tamil Nadu, 1 from Tripura, 412 from Uttar Pradesh, 9 from
Uttaranchal, 159 from West Bengal, 98 from Other states and the total members
joined in India are 199848. The Persons who have earned the commission more

than 1 Crore are from Nano Excel are,

(1) ID No0.3984 on the name of MUHAMMAD ASHARAF K.S
PRAMOD KUMAR K. earned Rs. 1,63,26,236

(2) ID No. 3987 on the name of SASINDRAN P.R./SAJEEV K.
earned Rs. 1,42,51,236

(3) ID No.3623 on the name of UNIVERSAL ASSOCIATE earned
Rs.1,40,34,753

(1) (4) ID No 4006 on the name JAYAN P.G. THRISSUR earned Rs.
1,31,32,386

(4) ID No0.4922 on the name of BIJESH V.S. earned Rs. 1,18,17,609

(5) ID No0.318625 on the name of RAMESAN P. KANNUR earned
Rs.1,13,97,994

(6) ID No.5325 on the name of MUHAMMAD ASHARAF earned
Rs. 1,10,56,803

(7) ID No. 3985 on the name of FAISAL U earned Rs. 1,09,71,744

(8) ID No0.5349 on the name of MUHAMMAD ASHARAF earned
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Rs. 1,06,36,082”.

16. The bank account statements of the accused/petitioner also, seized by
the investigating officer, as per mahazar dated 05/09/2016, and produced along with
the prosecution records, to prove that, the accused has obtained commission from
the accused companies, in the money circulation business conducted by the accused
companies. In the said mahazar, it is stated that, “S) 30757475299 -)o mau@® account
statement al@leuworw oj@l@d Nano Excel Enterprises Private Limited &:quallQes @aldlod
SBI Thrissur Town Branch-gjgs 30649625773 -)o mmud @RHoMErEImd 0o 621863850
QEEUM alLIGaPPIT] IBHUBHEMBESIM @Bl S| BRHODEEIGRISE AUMISBBEIQL @RV

g ]

al8IGa P9I nj]abmeﬂ_y?g@@@mgo mtgoe@mamﬂgggcmm )

17. Hence, the contention of the petitioner in the discharge petition that,
There is no evidence to show the involvement of the petitioner in this crime, is not
at all true. The statements of witnesses and the documents produced along with the
final report would clearly go to show that, the accused conducted illegal money
circulation business with intend to commit cheating and this petitioner worked as a
promoter, promoting the illegal money circulation business of the accused
companies and took an active role in committing cheating, and earned more than
Rupees one crore, i.e., an amount of Rs.1,31,32,386/- as commission, by conducting

illegal money circulation business, in the name of the accused companies.

18. It is settled position of law that, at the stage of hearing on charges, the
entire evidence produced by the prosecution is to be believed. In case, no offence is
made out, then only, accused can be discharged. Truthfulness, sufficiency and
acceptability of the material produced can be done only at the stage of trial. At the
stage of framing charges, the Court has to satisfy, whether a primafacie case is made

out against the accused, or not.

19. In this case, as per the final report, a strong primafacie case is made out
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against this petitioner to connect him with the offences alleged. Hence, after
considering the police report, and documents sent along with the police report,
under section 173 Cr.P.C., and after hearing both sides, I am of the finding that,
there is sufficient ground for proceeding against the accused no.17/petitioner, for

the offences alleged against him, in the above case.
20. Hence, this discharge petition filed by accused no.17, stands dismissed.

(Dictated to the Confidential Assistant, typed by her directly to the computer,
corrected and pronounced by me in the open court this, the 30" day of March,
2026.)

Sd/-
Additional Chief Judicial Magistrate,
Thrissur.



