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Annexure - A
Accused ;
A-l Tr. S. Anjanakumar, age 57/2022, S/o0. Sathyamoorthy,
Formerly Sub Registrar, Chokkikulam Sub Registry,
Madurai North Registration District, Madurai District.
Now District Registrar (Audit), Pudukottai District.

A-2 Tr. S. Jawahar, age 54/2022, S/o0 R. Shanmugam,
Formerly Sub Registrar, Chokkikulam Sub Registry,
Madurai North Registration District, Madurai District.
Now Sub Registrar (Guideline value) Nagercoil, Kanyakumari

A-3 Tr.C.Sabari Rajan, S/o Chandran,
Door No.3, Muthamil Nagar, P&T Nagar Extension, Anaiyur, Madurai
(Private Individual)

A-4 Tr.V.Bilavadikaruppu, S/o Valagurunathan,
Door No0.4/392 B, Gangai Street, Sasi Nagar East, P&T Nagar Extension, Madurai
(Private Individual)

A-5 Tr.S.Aruljothi, S/o Sangili,
Door No0.60, Puthu Ramnad Road Vishalam, Jawahar Road, Munichalai, Madurai.
(Private Individual)

A-6 Tr. J. Joseph Sanjay Manoj, S/o. A. Joseph, Door No. 12, Thiruvalluvar 5th Street,
Anandha Nagar Extension, Keezha Panangadi, Madurai
(Private Individual)

A-7 Tmt. T. Sathya, W/0. Raman,
Plot No.4, RS No. 16/4, Sri Vinayaga Nagar, Bama Nagar, Madurai.
(Private Individual)

A-8 Tmt. P. Sreemathi, W/o. Prasanth, Plot No. 19,
RS No. 13/6, Maruthupandiar Street, Anandha Nagar, Bama Nagar, Madurai.
(Private Individual)

A-9 Tmt. A. Meena, W/0. Anbalagan, D.No.192-A, Anandagiri 3d Street,
Kodaikanal, Dindigul District.
(Private Individual)

A-10 Tmt. L. Sundaram, W/o. Raveendran,
Plot No. 13, RS No. 13/6, Bama Nagar, Keezhapanangadi, Madurai.
(Private Individual)

Vigilance and Anti - Corruption,
Madurai .



Annexure - B
Honoured Sir submitted ;

Tr. S. Anjanakumar (Al) is presently working as District Registrar (Audit) in
Pudukottai District. He had previously worked as Chokkikulam Sub Registrar, Madurai

North Registration District from 24.07.2018 to 19.07.2019.

2) Tr. S.Jawahar (A2) is presently working as Sub Registrar.(Guideline value),
Nagercoil in Kanyakumari District. He had previously worked as Chokkikulam Sub
Registrar, Madurai North Registration District from 24.07.2019 to 08.06.2021. As such
Al Tr. S. Anjanakumar and A2 Tr. S. Jawahar are public servants within the definition
of Section 2 (c) of the Prevention of Corruption Act 1988 as amended by the Prevention

of Corruption (Amendment) Act, 2018.

3 Tr.C.Sabari Rajan (A3), Tr.V.Bilavadikaruppu (A4) and Tr.S.Aruljothi (A5)
are small scale flat promoters. Tr.J.Joseph Sanjay Manoj (A6), Tmt. T.Sathiya (A7), Tmt.
P.Sreemathi (A8), Tmt.A.Meena (A9) and Tmt.L.Sundaram (A10) are flat buyers. A3 to
A10 are Private Individuals and they have intentionally aided the commission of offence.

4) Credible information has been received that during their tenure as
Sub-Registrars of Chokkikulam Sub Registry in Madurai North Registration District,
Al and A2 had, in collusion with Flat Promoters, and Flat buyers indulged in corrupt
activity in the registration of sale-deeds in respect of vacant sites with Flats constructed
therein, by way of registering the vacant site alone as if the property was only vacant site
without any building, and by way of omitting to collect fee towards stamp duty and
registration fee payable to the Government for the Flats which were existing over the
vacant sites, resulting in pecuniary gain to the Promoters of the Flats, and consequent
pecuniary loss to the Government to that extent. The details of credible information are
as follows:

5) On 03.08.2018, during the tenure of Tr. S. Anjanakumar (Al) as
Chokkikulam Sub Registrar, Madurai North Registration District, a sale-deed in respect
of Survey No0.34/4B (Plot No.12), Anandha Nagar Extn., Keezha Panangadi was
presented at Chokkikulam Sub Registry for registration. In the sale-deed, thus

presented, it had been mentioned that the property involved in the sale-deed'was only



vacant site. But, in reality, a Flat, measuring 106.84 Sq.Mt of Ground Floor and
77.11 Sg.Mt of First Floor, at the total value of Rs.16,60,719/- had been earlier
constructed and existing over the said vacant site on 03.08.2018 itself (i.e.,) the date on
which the sale-deed was presented for registration. It is pertinent to mention here that
the Inspector General of Registration, Chennai had, vide Circular No. 311/a 3/13,
Dt : 31.03.2017 issued instructions to all the Sub Registrars to take photographs of the
vacant site/building along with him, buyers and vendors, at the-time of their Field
Inspection and also to affix such photographs in the Field Inspection Report. In the
same Circular, the Sub Registrars were also instructed to make a record in the Field
Inspection Report, of details such as Document Number, Place, Date of Field Inspection
and Boundaries, and also to certify that no building had been constructed in the vacant
site, and also to endorse in the document that the property was only a vacant site, in
case there was no building. The aforesaid Circular aims at proper collection of fee
payable to Government without any omission from the concerned at the time of
registration of documents. Tr. S. Anjanakumar (Al) had, without actually inspecting the
site which fact is revealed by the non photographing of the property as per the above
Circular of the IG of Registration, prepared a false Inspection Report stating that the site
was inspected, that the property to be registered was only a vacant site and that no
building had been constructed over the vacant site. Tr. S. Anjanakumar (Al) had
registered sale-deed 4592/2018, Dt.03.08.2018, in respect of the vacant site alone in
favour of Tr.J.Joseph Sanjay Manoj (A6). In the instant case, it was the duty of
Tr. S. Anjanakumar (Al) to collect Rs. 1,82,679/-, being stamp duty and registration fee
payable to the GovernFr%ent a’IJthe rate of 11% (7% towards stamp duty) + (4% towards
registration fee) of the value of the building. Thus, abusing his official position,
Tr. S. Anjanakumar (Al) had omitted to collect Rs.1,82,679/-, resulting in undue
advantage of Rs.1,82,679/- to the Promoter Tr. C. Sabari Rajan (A3) and corresponding

pecuniary loss to the Government to that extent in the instant case.



6) Similarly, on 10.12.2018, during the tenure of Tr. S. Anjanakumar (Al) as
Chokkikulam Sub Registrar, Madurai North Registration District, a sale-deed in respect
of Survey No.1674A (Plot No.4), Sri Vinayaga Nagar, Keezha Panangadi was presented at
Chokkikulam Sub Registry, Madurai North Registration District for registration. In the
sale-deed, thus presented, it had been mentioned that the property involved in the sale-
deed was only vacant site. But, in reality, a Flat, measuring 72 Sq.Mt of Ground Floor at
the value of Rs.7,10,100/- had been earlier constructed and existing over the said
vacant site on 10.12.2018 itself (i.e.,) the date on which the sale-deed was presented for
registration. Tr. S. Anjanakumar (Al) had, without actually inspecting the site prepared
a false Inspection Report stating that the site was inspected, that the property to be
registered was only a vacant site and that no building had been constructed over the
vacant site. Tr. S. Anjanakumar (Al) had registered sale-deed 7001/2018,
Dt. 10.12.2018 in respect of the vacant site alone in favour of Tmt. T.Sathiya (A7). In the
instant case, it was the duty of Tr. S. Anjanakumar (Al) to collect Rs.78,111/-, being
stamp duty and registration fee payable to the Government at the rate of 11% ( 7%
towards stamp duty) + ( 4% towards registration fee) of the value of the building. Thus,
abusing his official position, Tr. S. Anjanakumar (Al) had omitted to collect Rs.78,111/-,
resulting in undue advantage of Rs.78,111/- to the Promoter Tr. C. Sabari Rajan (A3)

and corresponding pecuniary loss to the Government to that extent in the instant case.

7) Similarly, on 04.07.2019, during the tenure of Tr. S. Anjanakumar (Al) as
Chokkikulam Sub Registrar, Madurai North Registration District, a sale-deed in respect
of Survey.No. 13/6, (Plot No.19), Eastern side, Keezha Panangadi was presented at
Chokkikulam Sub Registry, Madurai North Registration District for registration. In the
sale-deed, thus presented, it had been mentioned that the property involved in the sale-
deed was only vacant site. But, in reality, a Flat, measuring 58.76Sq.Mt of Ground Floor,
and 59.02 Sq.Mt of First Floor at the total value of Rs. 10,76,900/- had been earlier
constructed and existing over the said vacant site on 04.07.2019 itself (i.e.,) the date on
which the sale-deed was presented for registration. Tr.S.Anjanakumar (Al) had, without
actually inspecting the site prepared a false Inspection Report stating that the site was

inspected, that the property to be registered was only a vacant site and that no building



had been constructed over the vacant site. Tr. S. Anjanakumar (Al) had registered sale-
deed 382872019, Dt.04.07.2019 in respect of the vacant site alone in favour of Tmt.
P.Sreemathi (A8). In the instant case, it was the duty of Tr. S. Anjanakumar (Al) to
collect Rs. 1,18,459/-, being stamp duty and registration fee payable to the Government
at the rate of 11% ( 7% towards stamp duty) + ( 4% towards registration fee ) of the value
of the building. Thus, abusing his official position, Tr. S. Anjanakumar (Al) had omitted
to collect Rsl,18,459/-, resulting in undue advantage of Rs.1,18,459;a—1ft(')”}c/he Promoter
Tr. V. Bilavadikaruppu (A4) and corresponding pecuniary loss to the Government to that

u O
extent in the instant case.

8) On 29.08.2019, during the tenure of Tr.S.Jawahar (A2) as Chokkikulam
Sub Registrar, Madurai North Registration District, a sale-deed in respect of Survey
No. 13/6, (Plot No. 14), Keezha Panangadi was presented at Chokkikulam Sub Registry,
Madurai North Registration District for registration. In the sale-deed, thus presented, it
had been mentioned that the property involved in the sale-deed was only vacant site.
But, in reality, a Flat, measuring 79 Sq.Mt of Ground Floor at the value of Rs.8,45,500/-
had been earlier constructed and existing over the said vacant site on 29.08.2019 itself
(i.e.,) the date on which the sale-deed was presented for registration. Tr.S.Jawahar (A2)
had, without actually inspecting the site, which fact is revealed by the non
photographing of the property as per the above Circular of the IG of Registration,
prepared a false Inspection Report stating that the site was inspected, that the property
to be registered was only a vacant site and that no building had been constructed over
the vacant site. Tr.S.Jawahar (A2) had registered sale-deed 4886/2019, Dt.29.08.2019
in respect of the vacant site alone in favour of Tmt. A.Meena (A9). In the instant case, it
was the duty of Tr.S.Jawahar (A2) to collect Rs.93,005/-, being stamp duty and
registration fee payable to the Government at the rate of 11% ( 7% towards stamp duty)
+ (4% towards registration fee) of the value of the building. Thus, abusing his official
position, Tr. S. Jawahar (A2) had omitted to collect Rs.93,005/-, resulting in undue
advantage of Rs.93,005/- to the Promoter Tr.S.Aruljothi (A5) and corresponding

pecuniary loss to the Government to that extent in the instant case.



9 Similarly, on 11.12.2019, during the tenure of Tr.S.Jawahar (A2) as
Chokkikulam Sub Registrar, Madurai North Registration District, a sale-deed in respect
of Survey No. 13/6, (Plot No. 13), Keezha Panangadi was presented at Chokkikulam Sub
Registry, Madurai North Registration District for registration. In the sale-deed, thus
presented, it had been mentioned that the property involved in the sale-deed was only
vacant site. But, in reality, a Flat, measuring 92 Sq.Mt of Ground Floor at the value of
Rs.9,74,700/- had been earlier constructed and existing over the said vacant site on
11.12.2019 itself (i.e.,) the date on which the sale-deed was presented for registration.
Tr.S.Jawahar (A2) had, without actually inspecting the site, which fact is revealed by the
non photographing of the property as per the above Circular of the IG of Registration,
prepared a false Inspection Report stating that the site was inspected, that the property
to be registered was only a vacant site and that no building had been constructed over
the vacant site. Tr.S.Jawahar (A2) had registered sale-deed 7238/2019, Dt.11.12.2019
in respect of the vacant site alone in favour of Tmt.L.Sundaram (A10). In the instant
case, it was the duty of Tr.S.Jawahar (A2) to collect Rs. 1,07,218 /-, being stamp duty
and registration fee payable to the Government at the rate of 11% (7% towards stamp
duty) + ( 4% towards registration fee ) of the value of the building. Thus, abusing his
official position, Tr. S. Jawahar (A2) had omitted to collect Rs. 1,07,218/-, resulting in
undue advantage of Rs.1,07,2018/- to the Promoter Tr.S.Aruljothi (A5) and

corresponding pecuniary loss to the Government to that extent in the instant case.

10) Necessary prior approval was accorded by the Government in Commercial
Taxes and Registration (H) Department, Chennai vide their Letter No. 11232 / H / 2021
- 2, Dt.18.03.2022 for Al Tr. S. Anjanakumar, and by the Inspector General of
Registration, Chennai, vide Proceedings No0.38456/VI/2020 Dt.02.03.2022 for A2
Tr.S.Jawahar to register a Regular Case as per the amendment made in the Prevention

of Corruption Act 1988.



11) Tlie acts of both Al and A2, as stated above, constitute offences
punishable under Section 167, 409, 418 and 465 IPC, and Section 7 (a) of the
Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988, as amended by the Prevention of Corruption
(Amendment) Act 2018. The acts of A3 to A10, constitute offences punishable under
Section 167, 409, 418, 465 r/w 109 IPC, and Section 12 of the Prevention of Corruption

Act, 1988, as amended by the Prevention of Corruption (Amendment) Act 2018.

Hence, |, N. Bharathipriya, Inspector of Police, Vi-gilance & Anti -
Corruption, Madurai registered a case in Cr. No. 08/2022 u/s 167, 409, 418 and
465 IPC, and Section 7 (a) of the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988, as amended by the
Prevention of Corruption (Amendment) Act 2018 against Al and A2 and u/s 167, 409,
418, 465 r/w 109 IPC, and Section 12 of the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988, as
amended by the Prevention of Corruption (Amendment) Act 2018 against A3 to A10 on
29.09.2022 at 17.00 hrs.

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

concerned.

Inspector of Police
Vigilance and Anti-Corruption
Madurai



