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Veast District, exacuted on the -
tne Agreement ravesls that oo e
resmant with & budder o~ oo
Farty/owner s the lezse o
tuilder/second party underiakos
cost, to procure  the requisite pori
competent authority, to develop 1
to be personally responsile for ai-
‘
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recgreed 3t Lo
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Yo By this srsvument, e

re rules ang regulatiens. The -
passession of the said prope-s
development/reconstruction. The
e floors and space in the reccic 5 bulding, ris CeRmetd Lo
i @ cwner.of the entire re~constructed property including she hasement,
laars and  terrace alongwith the indivisible rights in the lard, uriderneath,
Azcording to werms, the gwnsr =

tailding Is entitled for one flat alon
l=nd underneath.  The owner also g
crores from the builder, out of  which Rs.3.55 crave is peid i advance.
Jthe owner dees not have any raspansioility for viclation of any rules &
tavis and which apply during the course of reconstruction. e has no-say in
the re-construction plan, or sale of the fioors and space onwards, Thus the
fgreemert is nothing but & sale of the said property by the awner ta the
builder by cemouflaging the desl in the carefully worded  “Collaboratior
rareement”. The intention of both the parties is to defraud the State of its
ravenue Dy evading the stamp duty on it

the puldsr or Q5

aled empowers the bulder to sall

the completion of the re-constructed
it proportio indwisibie right on
an liefty cansigeralion of Rs6.8,
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such “collaboration agreement’ or sometimes called ‘emalgamation deed’
of the company has been carefully censidered  ard it has been  decided
that such agreement(s) are clesrly covered under he siction 17 (5 (by o’
e Hegistration Act, (1908).  Thiz instiument crezies, declares, asmgne,
Init or gxtinguish a right, title o inte v & mmoveablz property. [ i
reiterated thal -an instrument covered under the definiticn of section 17
t1) {8} has Lo be compulscrily reqistersd by paying the comect armount
stamp duty. Thus it can be seon thar name of ef instrument inay be
many 2 tmes misleading  and nay nos SpECY  Gie Wrue noluce of
Msrument. Itis duty of all-the vegistering authoritios to be vieibant oo L
parl. Al simitar instruments wheneve presented w
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should Be examined Lo ensure that i s properly slamped as instrament of
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sale deed raargeable o sfamp Guty roan s
ndian Stamo Act 1899 and if he fings imze
Pe whall impaund the 5ame uis 3: ¢ .
should Torward with Nig .com\ment oo

for

prosecution for \'ntentf'o_nal evasion of sinme o

registeing authorities, concerried SR(57 are v
similar documents registered with them in the oot
Proper examination of the same; they s v 7
for prosecution ana realization of deficient aia,
B2, a4 read with section 27 of Indian Sta T
refoveres from the builaer/construction compe
land revenue urs 48 of Indian Stamp Act
snalt be sent by 15* May 2006,

realization of  deficient. stamp
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Copy for necessary action:-
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Al Dy. Commissioners {Revenue).

i Collectar of Stamps.

A Sub Registrars.

AL %I (H0).) 4
SUNCLTEITE (-0, '
B3t Division al Commissionear,

Frgrammer (S, Murtigan).




