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Continuation of Virudhunagar V&AC Cr.No.1/2021 Based upon the
Vigilance Report the government have accorded prior permission to register
a regular case against Tr.Murugan, AEE (Roads and Bridges)
Virudhunagar Sub-Division, Virudhunagar District and
Selvi.R.Vallimayil, = Assistant Engineer, Sattur Panchayat Union,
Virudhunagar District, as per section 17A of PC Act, 1988 as amended in
2018.

AO.l Tr.Murugan was working as Assistant Executive Engineei AEE
'(Roads and Bridges) Virudhunagar Sub- D|V|5|on from 15.09.2017 to t|||

sH

-date. \ » < |
AO.2 Selvi.R.Vallimayil, Assistant Engineer, Sattur. Panchayat Union,
from 26,07.2018 to till date. ‘ ¢ ">\ LV
an <K LS . . .

f_ . _ _ :

o A.S?/'Ir.Rajendran, No0.39, MariammanKovil Theru, Aahathapatti,
.I_ o® L J

v Sund?rapandiyam, Sattur Taluk, Virudhunagar District is the Contractor.

T()e accused 1 and 2 are Public Servants within the ambit and

purwew of- sgct|o<n 21 of the Indian Penal Code as well as sectlon 2(c) of

* L)

Preventlon of COFI’UptIOE’l Act 1988 \as amended in Act 16 of 2018) A3 is
the Private Individual who is working as the Contractor.

The 80% of capital grant fund was allocated to the District planning
‘committee’ for the' year 2018 for upgradation-strengthen of Village
Panchayat, Union Roads of Virudhunagar District. The District Collector of
Virudhunagar accorded the administrative sanction on 14.02.2019 through
Roc.No0.C6/647/19 for upgradation-strengthening of Madurai, Kanyakumari
Road to Periaodaipatti the total length of road is 0.995 Kilo metre. The total
estimated cost is Rs.24,95,000/-. The work consist of following description
i1.Picking the existing BT surface. 2.Providing laying and compacting red
gravel. 3.Providing and laying spreading and compacting graded stone
aggregate to wet mix macadam (WMM). 4.Providing and laying prim coat
using emulsion over the WMM surface. 5.Bituminous macadam. 6.Applying
tack coat over primed WBM surface. 7.Providing and laying pre mixed carpet

of 20mm thickness. 8.Laying hecta metre stone. 9. Laying sign board and
name board.
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Virudhunagar accorded the technical

E.E.(RD)N0.245/72018-19. After invitation of the tender the lower bidder of
in this case was selected as a

the work Tr.Rajendran, Accused No0.3
contractor of this work. The work order was given to him on 07.03.2019 by

the District Collector through his proceedings No.r}-&-&16/1083/2019.

As per the direction given by the work order, the above said work
should be done in perfect manner and adhering the standard as per the
estimates. But the Contractor Tr.Rajendran not executed the work as per
the estimate. For laying and compacting graded stone aggregate to wet mix
macadam for .902 kilo metre and he only spend Rs. 1,43,131.16/-. But the
estimate and the M.book shown that providing wet mix macadam for .932
kilo metres and claimed the amount of Rs.7,39,461.72/-. He only spend
Rs. 1,73,000/- for applying prime coat over WMM surface of SSI Bitumen
Emulsion. But he claimed for applying prime coat cost is around
Rs. 1,78,753/-. He only spend Rs.35,135/- for applying tack coat over

primed WMM surface at 2.5 kg of RSI Bitumen Emulsion. But he claimed
for applying tack coat cost is around Rs.36,304/-. He only spend
Rs. 1,42,566/- for providing and laying pre mix carpet. But he claimed for

providing pre mix carpet and the cost is around Rs.5,89,229/-. The accused
No.3 without erecting the hecta metre stone two name board and two sign

board. But he claimed the amount for such boards for Rs 4 490 +
The accused | and 2 were measured,' check

Rs.9,480/- ¢ Rs.9,480/-.
fi,,a. bi.l extra for the above

meaSured and prepare the completion report,
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a sc v entered the boosted measurements in the M.Book as if the work was
done as per the agreement.

During the year 2018 to 2019 the AO.l Tr.Murugan, AEE., and AO.2
lvi.Vallimayil, AE., had entered into criminal conspiracy with the accused
Tr.Rajendran, the contractor with the intention of misappropriate the fund
allotted for strengthening of Madurai - Kanyakumari Road to Periyaodaipatti
Road. The AO.2 created false and incorrect records i.e., entered the boosted
measurement in regard the work. The AO.l accepted the boosted
measurement and without the check measured the above said works. The
AO.l and AO.2 prepared the forged completion report and dishonestly using
such a fo!'ge(_:i doc_unlent as a genuine for the purpose of cheating and
misapprop-riztle theI _gO\)ernment funds of Rs.10,73,363/-. In pursuance of
the above said crin’:inal conspiracy in the contractor A.3 Tr.Rajendran
received the amount for the above said false measurement for illegal means
as if the work is done as per the estimate without actually done the work
valuing Rs.10,73,363/- and caused loss to the government. The AO.l and
AO.2 were the responsible officers to supervise the construction and inspect
the work. They submitting incorrect inspection report paved way to pass the
bill as if the above said works were executed as per administration sanction,
estimate, agreement, M.Book and completion report. The contractor had

committed the offence and not executed the work as per administration

sanction and estimate and thereby misappropriated the fund of

Rs.10,73,363/- allotted for the same. N mlsconduct by the

The above information discloses
+inn nf Corruption Act 1988 (as amended

Public Servant u/s 13(l)(a) Preventio
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in Act 16 of 2018) and u/s 120(B), 167, 409, 465, 467, 468, 471, 477(A)
IPC. The above said Contractor is connivance with the accused officers aided
and abetted the above said offences and thus committed offences u/s
120(B), 167, 409, 465, 467, 468, 471, 477(A) IPC and 13(l)(a) of Prevention
of Corruption Act 1988 (as amended in Act 16 of 2018) r/w 109 IPC.

Hence the case in Virudhunagar Vigilance and Anti Corruption in
Crime No0.1/2021 u/s 120(B), 167, 409, 465, 467, 468, 471, 477(A) IPC and
u/s 13(1)(@) of Prevention of Corruption 1988 (as amended in Act 16 of
2018) r/w 109 IPC was registered on 05.01.2021 at 10.00 hrs and order of
DVAC Chennai vide No.VR No. 1249/2020/HD/VN, Dt.18.12.2020.

The Original FIR is submitted to the 11011516 CIJM Court/Special Court
for Prevention of Corruption Act Cases, Virudhunagar and copies submitted

to the concerned officers.
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Vigilance & Anti-Corruption,
Virudhunagar.



