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Accused No.l was the Block Development Officer, Kottampatti Panchayat
Union during the year 2013-2014. Accused No.2 was the Overseer, Kottampatti
Panchayat Union between April 2013 and October 2014. Accused No.3 was the
Panchayat President, Sekkipatti Panchayat, Kottampatti Panchayat Union,
Madurai District between October 2011 and October 2016 and all the 3 Accused
are Public Servants as defined under Section 2 (c) of Prevention of Corruption

Act, 1988.

On credible information as to the commission of irregularities and
malpractices in the implementation of IAY Scheme 2012-13 at Seikkipatti
Panchayat, a Detailed Enquiry was conducted as per the order of DVAC, Chennai
in DE.75/2015/RDP/HQ. During the enquiry, the following facts were brought to
light.

As per the Indira Awaas Yojana scheme, the selection of beneficiaries are
to be made by the Panchayat President and to send the list of beneficiaries to
the Block Development Officer concerned. The Duty of Block Development
Officer in this scheme is to verify the genuineness of the beneficiaries through
Deputy Block Development Officer and to issue work order and then to pass the
bills. The duty of the Overseer concerned is to make field verification, make
entry in the KBooks and to submit bills to the Block Development Officer for
passing orders. Finally the amount is to be disbursed to the beneficiaries through

the Panchayat President.

a

The purpose of the IAY Scheme is to provide financial assistance to some
of the weakest sections of the society for them to upgrade or construct a house
of respectable quality for their personal living. The eligibility criteria is SC, ST
freed bonded labourers, minorities and non-SC/ST rural household in the BPL
category, widows and next-of-kin to defense personnel/paramilitary forces killed

inaction. It is a centrally sponsored scheme funded on a cost sharing basis



between the Central Government and the State Government in the 75% : 25%

ratio.

Based on the G.O.(MS) No.87 Rural Development and Panchayat Raj
(CGS.l) Department, dated 16.11.2011, the Collector of Madurai has issued
Proceedings in C.N0.232/2010 (RHS) dated 24.3.2012 and C.N0.91/201 ‘/iu 12,
dated 15.4.2013 in which fund was allotted to Seikkipalti Village Panchayat for
Ilie  construction of houses each worth Rs.1,00,000/- for poor people in
Seikkipal ti Village Panchayat. This scheme was implemented through the DRDA,

Madurai District.

Under the IAY Scheme 2012-2013, list of 9 beneficiaries was prepared by
A-3 and for that Seikkipatti Grama Sabha passed resolution and then the list was
sent to A-1 B.D.O. of Kottampatti Panchayat Union. A-I, without verifying the
genuineness of the beneficiaries, issued work orders to the said 9 beneficiaries.
A-2 the then Overseer of Kottampatti Panchayat Union, whose duty was to
report the progress of the construction stage by stage, gave false report that the
constructions were in progress but in fact most of the constructions were already
over.

In the year 2010-11, Rural Housing Scheme was implemented, but this
scheme could not be completed due to deficiency of fund and hence three
beneficiaries were selected under Indira Awaas Yojana Scheme 2012-20:13 to
construct theii; houses at the level of basement. Considering the hardships faced
by the beneficiaries, the District Collector in his proceedings in
C.N0.232./2010/RHS dated 24.3.2012 issued orders for 758 beneficiaries under
Rural Housing Scheme 2010-2011, was cancelled and are included in IAY
Scheme 2012-13 for completing the construction of house buildings. Necessary

fund was released to them under IAY Scheme. Most of the
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beneficiaries of Seikkipatti village under IAY Scheme had already constructed
their houses with their own resources. But they were selected as beneficiaries
under IAY Scheme under the head of A.0.3 Tr.V.Malaichamy, Panchayat
President, Seikkipatti.

The following are some of the instances showing the malpractices
committed by the Accused in the construction of houses to the ineligible

beneficiaries under Indira Awaas Yojana Scheme 2012-13.

As per the report of Tr.Ramalingam, formerly V.A.O. of Seikkipatti
Panchayat, the Beneficiaries Tr.M.Sevugaperumal, Tmt.N.Chinnapillai and
Tr.N.Sivasarni @ Allimuthukone are not eligible under this scheme as they are

having in possession of agricultural lands.

As per M.Books, nine houses were constructed under IAY Scheme
2012-13 at Seikkipatti village. But actually construction of the said 9 houses was
not completed fully as per the guidelines and that bogus bills were also created.
Accused-1 issued the work orders to the beneficiaries through Accused-3
Tr.Malaichamy, Panchayat President, Accused-1 arid 2 had not visited the spot
during the construction of houses at Seikkipatti village. Super Check Officer- has
reported that actual measurements of the above said 9 houses are not tallied
with M.Books and hence, the age of the building could not be assessed

accurately at this stage.

As per the super check report, out of 9 houses, 4 houses were
constructed between 6 and 10 years prior to 2016. Ineligible beneficiaries
Tr.Sevugaperumal, Tmt.Alagi, Tmt.Chinnapillai and Tr.Periyaiah constructed their
houses prior to 2012-2013. Their old houses were showed as if the houses were
constructed under this scheme in the year 2012-2013. M.Books were recorded
by Accused-2 as if to show that these houses were constructed in th« ysar 20.12-

13 itself. It is also established that non visiting of A.Os during :he construction
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of houses under this scheme and passing of amount to the beneficiaries were

done only after obtaining pecuniary advantages from the beneficiaries.

'H:2 sinmiture of one Tmt.Pandiamrnai was forged and recorded as if she
had received Rs.54,293/- for the construction of house under IAY scheme 2012-
2013, while she constructed a house at her own site up to basement level under
Rural Housing Scheme 2010-2011 and due to non allotment of fund, she
completed trie construction by borrowing money from others. She disowned the

signature round in the Disbursement Register of Sekkipatty Panchayat.

Tr.K.Pasuvananthan had constructed a house at his own site upto
basement level under Rural Housing Scheme 2010-11 and further fund was not
allotted, he completed the construction by borrowing money from others. He has
further stated that he had not received the fund for the construction of house
under JAY Scheme 2012-13. But at the request of the officers, he had put his

thump impression in the register.

The fund for the construction of house buildings each worth of
Rs.1,00,000/- under IAY Scheme should be released in four installments. But it
is seen that the full amount was released in one installment mostly. No
photograpri was taken stage by stage during the construction of above said 9

houses.

Tne commission of the above said irregularities caused a wrongful loss to
the Government. The role of other beneficiaries/Accused will be looked in to

during investigation.

On the basis of credible, reliable and substantial information that Accused-
1 to 3, while holding their posts of public servants, during the period between
2012-2.013, entered in to criminal conspiracy with each other, abused their

official position and connived with the ineligible beneficiaries by forging their



signatures and thereby misappropriated the Government fund and thereby
committed criminal breach of trust and seem to dishonestly, fraudulently,
criminally misappropriated the Government fund and thereby gained wrongfully
and also created the false and forged records as true by cheating the
Government and thereby the Government sustained wrongful loss and the
Accused gained the amount wrongfully, using the forged records as true for the
purpose of cheating, and as such, prima facie, there is sufficient material, both
oral and documentary to go for a Regular case under section 120-13, 167, 420,
467, 468, and 471 IRC and Sec. 13 (2) r/w 13 (I)(c)& (d) of PC Act 1983,
against the aforesaid Accused-1 to 3. The registration of FIR is necessary to
investigate and to unearth further facts and hence, 1 am registering a case in
Crime No0.06/2018 of Madurai V&AC Unit against the Accused under the above

sections of law for the purpose of conducting investigation.

The original FIR is submitted to the Special Judge, Trial of Cases
under Prevention of Corruption Act, Madurai and copies were sent to the officers

concerned. >

Vigilance and Anti Corruption,
Madurai,



