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Sushovan Hussain was convicted with a conspiracy of committing securities fraud, and he served as chief financial officer of a corporation from the United Kingdom. The panel of judges has sufficient evidence that Hussain had committed the crime because he had given misleading financial information. He was also convicted of using domestic wires to make the offense effective, from the investigations that were done, Hussain was found guilty of the fraudulent scheme that was connected to United States of America securities. In the district court, he was found guilty, and this decision was upheld in the court of appeal. In the procedural law, Hussain was found guilty of the crime from their activities because of the fraudulent inflation of the revenue gained by Autonomy Corporation through the accounting systems that were the main avenue of committing this crime. He was charged with two criminal cases: wire fraud and fraud about the securities in the country exchange rates (Mintchik, & Riley, 2019). 
Hussain and his accomplices used a variety of sophisticated methods to commit the fraud. Each was centered on the idea of inflating Autonomy's revenue, which is one of the most critical indicators of a company's success because it communicates growth and provides a firm market valuation. Some of these purchases were backdated so that Autonomy could raise income for previous quarters. Autonomy also sold hardware at a loss to inflate its revenues, despite claiming to be a "pure software" company. According to extensive evidence given at trial, Hussain was centrally involved in inflating Autonomy's income and misrepresenting its claimed financial performance. The rule of law used in the trial was on the off chance that the lead pertinent to the resolution's center happened in the United States. At that point, the case includes an admissible homegrown application regardless of whether it happened abroad. However, assuming the direct pertinent to the center occurred in an outside country. The case comprises an impermissible extraterritorial application paying little heed to whatever happened in the U.S jurisdiction. The court decided as per the rule of law against crime, which was ideal in the solution to the fraud case. 
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