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Lontinuation Vo caloami 1o ) of FiR in Cr.lo.0 2/AC/2024/CC-11,
(24,000, 2004,
15 submiliesd that a4 per the order of Letter 10.414/H1/2021-5, Dated
200,200 prien pepmilssion v obtained from commercial Tarzes and Registration
(1) Departinent, taacretaniat, Chennai),

EHating thie connse of enquiry, it 15 tevealed that AG-1 Tr A Semhur pandian,
by Begistia, Futdeathun, hiad egistered Documents Ho,16868/2015, 16869/2015,
FOHZOL200%, 1GHZ11201%, 1736520104, 17572/2015 and AO-2 Tmt.l4eenakshi, Sub
fegistoar, Fundrathor Bad registered docaments Ho,5653/2015, 9142/2015 without
sending memo to the concerned Sub reglatrsr offio: vihere the parent document got
tegistered which inflicts susplclon on the act of AQ-1 and AQ-2 in registering false
documents conniving with clalmants vith malafide intention.

AO-L TeASembar pandian, formerly Sub-registrar, Fundrathur, Chennai
(Now workiog a5 Distrlat Registrar (Audit), Tiruppathur) and AO-2 Tmt.l4eenakshi,
formenly Sub-fegistrar, Kandrathur, (Movs working as Sub Registrar (Chits & Society)
Pattukottal Distnied Registrar Office are a public <ervants under the purvievr of
S6c.2(0) of the PC Act, 1988 a5 amended in 2018,

The enquiry was conducted to unearth the facts with regard to involvement
of officiale In Reglstration department in fabricating fake documents and registering
that forged documents with regard to the property in plot No’s.28, 29, 43, 44 with
total arei of 9600 sqft In*Yamatchi Amman Nagar of Madanandhapuram Village,
Survey No's.71/1, 7112, 73]3.

According to the Vigilance report, “the owner of the property as per Joint-I
SRO  Office Saldapet  doc.Nos.3807/1982 and  3808/1982 is one namely
H.K.Harayana Chettlyar who bought from one M/s.Devi Enterprises and promoters
In the year of 1982, The owner N.JK.Narayana Chettiyar settled in Malaysia. By
Knowing the facts the land hackers namely 1) D.Sudharshan, S/o.Deivanayagam 2)
AAmanulla, Managing Director of M/S.Seven Eleven Business service (P) Ltd.,
accompanied with the AO 1 & 2 and conspired with the intension to replace the
original documents already in the name of N.K.Narayana Chettiyar and registered
the: tame in the name of D.Sudharshan vide in Doc No.475/2004.

Later (A-3) Tr.D.Sudharshan, S/o.Delvanayagam cxecuted four sale deeds
viz, 16868/2015, 16869/2015, 16870/2015 and 16871/2015 in favour of M/s.Seven
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Eleven Business Enterprises Ltd represented by its Managing Director (A-4)
Tr.Fashith Abdul Khader, S/o.A.K.Mohammed Farook. The above said documents
were presented before the Sub-Registrar (AO-1)Tr.A.Senthur pandian, Kundrathur
on 20.10.2015 and was executed by registering the documents in favour of Seven
Eleven Enterprises. Seven Eleven Enterprises which purchased the above said
properties (i.e. 16868/2015, 16869/2015, 16870/2015 and 16871/2015), executed
a General Power of Attorney to one S.Ravichandran, S/o0.K.Subbaian, to act as an
agent in vide Doc.No.17365/2015, through its Director, Fashith Abdul Khader. The
said General Power of Attorney was registered at SRO, by the (AO-1) Tr.A.Senthur
pandian, Kundrathur.

Meanwhile, the said Seven Eleven enterprises represented by its Managing
Director (A-5) A.R.Amanulla, mortgaged the properties pertaining to plots No.28, 29
and other properties in favour of Indian Overseas Bank, Adyar Branch by executing
a Memorandum of Deposit of Title deeds and received loan amount to a tune of
Rs.3 crores. The said document was registered by SRO (AO-1) Tr.A.Senthur
pandian, as document No0.17572/2015 at SRO, Kundrathur on 02.11.2015.

It is pertinent to note that the said D.Sudharsan had already executed a
General Power of Attorney in favour of one P.Vigneshwaran, S/o.Pannerselvam in
doc.no.5652/2015 & 5653/2015 at SRO, Kundrathur, then was registered by (AO-2
Tmt.Meenakshi, Joint Sub Registrar) Kundrathur. Later the power of attorney in
favour of P.Vigneswaran was revoked vide doc.n0.9141/2015 & 9142/2015, and the
properties were sold to Seven Eleven enterprises.

The crux of issue raised here is that, the documents No0.3807/1982 and
document N0.3808/1982, through which D.Sudharsan, S/o.Deivanayagam claiming
the title are forged ones, was originally raised by one N.K.Narayana chettiar,
S/0.Nagappa chettiar and his legal heirs residing at Malaysia.

During the course of enquiry A letter was sent to Joint-I SRO Saidapet to
produce the volume of register in which the documents 3807/1982 and 3808/1982
which were filed. The thumb impression register was also sought from Joint-1 SRO,
Saidapet to compare the finger prints in the documents.

The Documents No.3807/1982 to 3808/1982 were perused for the compare
the signatures of the executants.

In the volume sent by the Joint-I SRO, Saidapet on 28.05.2017 the filing
exhibits of the sale deeds 3807/1982 and 3808/1982 were executed by
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~ K.Kamalanathan of Devi Emterprises In favour of Dr5uobasane ot the signatiees of
the Sub-Registers is varying in the preceding sl sobisoguent docornents of
3807/1982 and 3808/1982. The signatures of e szocutants Famalanathan al,
varles in documents In issue mumbers 3800/1982 and SO/ Dlet jry sburge
when it was compared to the docturments i issie (Le) 3802/ 1987 aned iOsf 1191/
The original documents 3809/1982 and SB10/1987 viete sy ubed o Tadutn Gf s
of Narayana chettiar, viz Doc.No.3809/1987 in favour of HHadggappa Chettian
S/o.N.K.Narayana chettiar and doc.No.3610/1982 I favour of H.Gubrafivnianm
S/o0.N.K.Narayana chettiar.

The finger prints, the signatures of the executants and thee SubyPegistrar
tally only with the documents 3807/1982 and 3808/ 1982 which arer it prssession of
Narayana Chettiar and his legal helrs.

District Registrar (Admin), Chennal South in his reply confirmed that the
vol.361, page N0.287 to 294 pertaining to documents No,360//1982 and 3808/10157
are tampered and forged.

Besides a person named T.S.Rajendran sent a complaint dated 05,11.201% 16
the Joint-1 SRO Chennai (Central) stating that entry related to document nurmber
475/2004 in favour of Sudharsan was missing in the encumbrance certificate, Basd
on the complaint an enquiry was made by the Joint-1 SRO, Chennal (Central) and it
was found to be a sale deed of property lying under the jurisdiction of SRO
Kundrathur which |s/none other than the property In issue, The doc.no.475/2004,
was a sale deed sald to be executed by D.Sudharsan in favour of T.5.Rajendran for
the property lying under'vtne jurisdiction of SRO, Kundrathur was wrongfully
registered at Joint-I SRO, Chennal, Central and subsequently Joint-I SRO, Central
made necessary entries and sent the memo on 06.11.2015 to the SRO, Kundrathur
and it was received on 11.11.2015. The memo was received and filed in the Indey
and entered in encumbrance certificate.

Mean while the purchaser Seven Eleven enterprises applied for encumbrance
certificate on 17.11.2015 relating to the documents 47572004, In addition to the
application a complaint was also filed before the IG of Registration through SRO,

Kundrathur on 25.11,2015, and the same was clarlfied with the Joint< SRO, Chennal
(Centrai).
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In the reply of the Joint-1 SRO, Chennai (Central) dated 26.11.2015, it is =

revealed that document no.475/2004 was also forged.

There Is a very big conspiracy made by land grabbers to grab the lands of
innocent public with the connivance of officials. Their main objective is to get loan

from banks with the forged registered documents and cheat the banks.

The original entries in volume-361, Book-1, 1982 were removed from page
no's 287 1o 294 and forged entries were placed, which will not be possible without

the support of officials of Joint-1 SRO office, Saidapet.

Based on the forged entries, sale deeds 16868/2012, 16869/2015,
16870/2015, 16871/2015 were executed and registered at
SRO, Kundrathur, Initially the property in dispute was under the jurisdiction of Joint-
1 SRO, Saidapet, later in the year 1986 Kundrathur SRO was established and after
that, this property was under the SRO Kundrathur jurisdiction.

The above said fraudulent transactions in manipulating the documents is
impossible without the support of officials/staff in joint-1 SRO Saidapet Joint-1 SRO
Central and SRO Kundrath'ur. The Registering Officers should have had strictly
followed the following circulars issued by the Inspector General of Registration to
prevent fraudulent registrations: 1) 14890/C1/2013 dated 05.04.2013, 2)
18223/C1/2013-3 dated 08.11.2013, 3) 18223/C1/2013-4 dated 08.11.2013. The
above said circulars were not followed by the officials of the Registration Department

for the reasons best known to them.

It is revealed that their main objective is to get loan from banks with the
forged registered documents by cheating the banks.

Due to the internal rivalry between the land grabbers, a fraudulent document
N0.475/2004 was created and falsely inserted by T.S.Rajendran on a later date to
create encumbrance, with an intention to create problem to another land grabber

D.Sudharsan over a dispute in sharing the booty.

The Registering Officers should have had strictly followed the following
circulars issued by The IG Registration to prevent fraudulent registrations:
1) 14890/C1/2013 dated 05.04.2013 i) 18223/C1/2013-3 dated 08.11.2013
ilf) 18223/C1/2013-4 dated 08.11.2013. The above said circulars were not followed
by the officials of the Registration Department.



Hence the registration of regular case is recommended against the above
accused and the officials of registration department to unearth the conspiracy
between the land grabbers and AQ's, swindled the public money‘ worth Rs.3 crores
and made fake entries and tampered the Government records and committed

irregularities there by causing loss to turn of Rs.10 crores to the original owners.

The above facts and circumstances of the case dis'closes the suspicion over
the government official regarding commission of offences and the availability of prima
facie material ensures the liability as per Sections 12, 13(2) r/w 13(1)(d) of
Prevention of Corruption Act 1988 and U/s. 409, 420, 465, 468, 471, r/w 1208 IPC.

According to the above facts and circumstances, The Director, DVAC ordered
Detailed Enquiry in Memorandum vide No. DE.15/2017/REGN/CSU-III, dated
20.10.2023, resulted in registering a case in V&AC crime no 0 4/AC/2024/CC-1],
under sections 12, 13(2) r/w 13(1)(d) of Prevention of Corruption Act 1988 and U/s.
409, 420, 465, 468, 471, r/w 120B IPC. The original FIR is submitted to the Hon’ble
Chief Judicial Magistrate cum Special Judge, Chengalpet Court and a copies sent to
respective officers in DVAC for investigation.
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