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IN THE COURT OF SUBORDINATE JUDGE - CUDDALORE
0.59%2018
1.M.Mohamed Shahid
2. M.Meganathan
Representing Anugragaha Satellite
Township owners at Periyakattupalayam ---Plaintiffs
Vs
1.Dr.Jegan Mohan
2. L Aruna
3. The Manager,
Syndicate Bank, Reddichavadi ---Defendants

PLAINT FILED UNDER ORDER VII RULE I C.P.C.

|.PLAINTIFFS : 1) M.Mohamed Shahid S/O Mohammed Issac, Muslim,

aged about 38 years and residing at No. 28-AVIth cross, Anugraha
Satellite Township,  Periyakattupalayam, Madhalapet Panchayat,
Cuddalore taluk — 605 007 [—!presented by Owners of Anugraha

Satellite Township, Periyakattupalayam.

2. M.Meganathan S/O Muthukumaran, Hindu, aged about 57 years and
residing at No. 80, XlIth cross, Anugraha Satellite Township,
Periyakattupalayam, Madhalapet Panchayat, Cuddalore taluk -

605 007. (Representing Anugragaha Satellite Township owners at

Periyakattupalayam)

Address for Service: B.Sivasubramanian,

Advocate, Cuddalore.

II.DEFENDANTS : 1.Dr.Jegan Mohan S/O Rajaram, Hindu aged about 45



Jagan
Note
Mohamed Shahid is represented by owners of Anugraha Satellite Township!



The whole township is owned by somebody mysterious and they are representing Mr. Shahid.



Understood!


a)

T e T

years and residing at No. 225, llndrcross street, Anugraha Satelhte

Township, Periyakattupalayam, M%dhalapet Panchayat, Cuddalore
taluk — 605 007. |

2. LAruna W/0O Lakshaminarayan, Hindu aged about 45 years and
residing at No.320, 9™ Cross, Anugraha Satellite Township,
Periyakattupalayam, Madhalapet Panchayat, Cuddalore taluk- 605 007.

3. The Managér, Syndicate Bank, Reddichavadi.

1. E=3e plaintiffs owns house at Anugraha Satellite Township situated
at Periyakattupalayam, Madhalapet Vgillage Panchayat, Cuddalore taluk
and =ley are members of Anugrara Satellite Township. The 1%
defendant is residing at Anugraha Saté@llite Township. The 2™ defendant
owns a house at Anugraha Satellite Township refered above which is

within the jurisdiction of this honbl'e c’()urt.

4. The Anugraha Satellite Township Residents Welfare Association has
been formed on 20-4-2014, registered in No.71/2014 under Tamil Nadu
Society Registration Act. The bye law was framed and the members to
the aforesaid Association were also then —lected as per provisions of
the Tamil Nadu Society Registration Act. The qualification in the bye law
specified in column 10 that all the owners of the Anugraha Satellite
Township members are eligible to beccg)me as such on payment of fees
can become a member of the Association. The certified copy of the
bye-law is filed herewith and it may be read as part and parcel of this
plaint. The name of defendants 1 &2 are not found in the latest bye-law

copy obtained by the plaintiffs on 8-5-2018 which is filed herewith. =)

2. The Tamil Nadu Society Registration Act says that the Association

which is registered s to be renewed once in a year. The Anugraha

_,___..__._..._
.
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Jagan
Note
By-laws (Not Bye-law, [sic]) do not have the list of office bearers. 



You can't get a By-law of some society and lament that you can't find the way to Timbaktu or the formula for the Philosopher's stone in it. 



By-laws contain rules and regulations by which the society/association or company and its members are governed. 

Jagan
Note
Ha Ha, Nope. The TN Societies Registration Act lays down the law for RETURNS to be filled annually. 

Not for the registration to be renewed. 



And even in case of non-compliance by non-filing of returns, Art. 46 - Penalty for non-complaince with Act applies and it have no provision for de-recognition, rather a fine.

Jagan
Note
Falsehood: While Mr. Meganathan owns several houses, Mr. Shahid owns a shell of an unfinished construction which does not qualify to be called a 'house' until it is finished and completion/occupation certificate obtained from the Panchayat. At best, it is a construction or 'structure'. 

Jagan
Note
Association can have members, Township can have only houses and other structures. 



Note how deceptively they call themselves 'members of the Anugraha Satellite Township'. 



Fact: Mr. Shahid is not a Member of the Association. He has never ever paid any maintenance fee even though he resides in a rented house in the township for years.

Jagan
Note
Note, members were 'SELECTED' not elected.



Also, members get together and form an association and later admit other members. 



The narrative is factually wrong. 


=
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Satellite Township Residents Welfare Association even though
registered in the year 2014, it was =t renewed as contemplated in the
Act. The Anugraha Satellite Township Residents Welfare Association
has become funct. The 1% defendant herein who is not the owner of
the house of Anugraha Satellite Township is acting as the Secretary of
the Anugraha Satellite Township Residents Welfare Association illegally
its bye-law and without any renewal of the Anugraha Satellite Township
Residents Welfare Association along with 2" defendant and doing the

following acts against law. They are as follows:

_ @)The Satellite Township Plant herein after refered as STP is not

renovated and it is the =ty bound by Madhalapet Village Panchayat
and the Panchayat Union and Commissioner of Panchayat District
Council to see the STP renovated and restored by the local bodies of
the State Government at their cost. The 1% defendant rather has
chosen to inauguration of Anugraha Satellite Plant scheduled to held on
16" March 2018 from 9.00 A.M. onwards by the Collector of Cuddalore
Disrict at the =llawful loss made to be sustained by the residents of the
Township of the 1% defendant =)led himself as Secretary of the
Association whereas the fact remained that STP renovation works was
%compl’éte as if the renovation of SfP has been completed even
though it was not completed. The Act of the 1% defendant is nothing
but one to make the =trict Collector to become an abettor to the
misdeeds (act which is opposed fo Tamil Nadu Village Panchayat Rules
1977) forgetting the fact that is the statutory bounden duty of District
Collector in capacity of Inspector of Village Panchayats in Cuddalore

District, ~his immediate Subordinate officers of Village Panchayats,



Jagan
Note
False, the Association has filed its returns and its registration continues. 

Jagan
Note
There is no word such as 'defunct' in the entire TN Societies Registration Act. 



Such a word has no meaning. Either an Association is registered or its registration revoked. There is no such thing as 'defu''

Jagan
Note
Misleading falsehood that the STP is not renovated. Fact: STP is completely rebuilt and functionalised.

Jagan
Note
Completely wrong. As per TN Panchayats Act, 1994, under CHAPTER VIII



FUNCTIONS, POWERS AND PROPERTY OF VILLAGE PANCHAYATS, PANCHAYAT UNION COUNCILS AND DISTRICT PANCHAYATS, it says: it shall be the duty of Village Panchayat, within the limits of its funds, to make reasonable provision for... (NOTE, within the limits of its funds), 



110: Duty of Village Panchayat to provide for certain matters: 

  (c) the construction of drains and the disposal of drainage water and sullage not including sewage;



VERY CLEARLY, SEWAGE IS NOT INCLUDED IN THE DUTIES OF THE VILLAGE PANCHAYAT. NOT Including sewage. Read that five times. 



Also, even if it was the duty, it is subject to availability of funds and budget.



See: https://www.tnrd.gov.in/pract/chapter_VII.htm

Jagan
Note
The Contribution to the STP project was voluntary and the alternative of building one's own septic tank was always available to every house. 



Nobody was forced to contribute involuntarily to the corpus fund for reconstruction of the STP. 

Jagan
Note
Mr. Shahid is not even a primary member of the Association and has no locus standi to comment on its internal matters. 



Also, the election was as per our by-laws and suffers no infirmity. 

Jagan
Note
The STP is complete. Period. 

Jagan
Note
Ha Ha Ha. 



Collector is an abettor in a crime. 



Scandalous allegation that is both absurd as well as baseless.
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Panchayat Union and Commissioner of Panchayat District Council, to
see that STP is renovated and restored of the local bodies of the State

=bvernment at their cost. The Inagural =litation is filed herewith and it
may be read as part and parcel of thi# plaint.

b) The 1** defendant again invited tjhe residents of Anugraha Satellite
Township on 31-5-2018 as “AT LAST THE PIPELINE IS READY” and the
said invitation is also filed herewith along with the plaint. The second
S=vitation shows that the sewage water from all the houses of
Anugraha Satellite Township has to be connected to the STP which is
found after the 13™ and 14" cross of the Anugraha Satellite Township
has not been by the ft defendant even during the inviting of the
Collector on 16™ March 2018 and that the act of the 1 defendant
shows that =2 has cheated the iresidents of Anugraha Satellite
Township as well the representative of State of Tamil Nadu, the
Collector. It is pertinent mention that even after the 2™ invitation the
sewage water is not connected after the 13" and 14™ cross of
Anugraha Satellite Township. The defendants 1 & 2 rather engaging
lorry and=king sewage water and it was cleared elsewhere outside the
Township. The rent to the lorry is an utter waste and that the residents
of Township cannot be bounded to bear the cost at any cost. The
defendants without making appropriate arrangements with the local
statutory bodies by representations ;50 as to STP plant function even
after said to be inaugural function on !16th March 2018. The defendants
are collecting funds illegally and they %re Esmanaging the residents of

Anugraha Satellite Township for said to be performing work for the

welfare of the residents.
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Jagan
Note
Mr. Shahid or Mr. Meganathan have not paid any property tax or house tax to the Panchayat. They cannot demand the Government to bear the cost of disposing their sewage. 



The principle of 'Polluter Pays' has been adopted universally. All house owners have been polluting the river, but unknowingly. When we discovered that fact, we immediately took remedial measures and that matters.



See: M. C. Mehta vs Kamal Nath & Ors (1997)1SCC388

The Court held that pollution is a civil wrong and is a tort committed against the community as a whole. Thus, any person guilty of causing pollution has to pay damages (compensation) for restoration of the environment and ecology. Under the Polluter Pays Principle, it is not the role of Government to meet the costs involved in either prevention of such damage, or in carrying out remedial action, because the effect of this would be to shift the financial burden of the pollution incident to the taxpayer.

Jagan
Note
The invitation clearly mentions:



SELF SUFFICIENT AMENITIES DEVELOPMENT MODEL



That means, we being educated, sociall conscious upper middle class socio-economic group adopt a model to be self-sufficient in development of amenities while asking for Govt funds for projects beyond us, namely, Roads

Jagan
Note
Nope it does not. 



The Invitation simply says that the connecting pipelines that were re-laid are being connected. 

Jagan
Note
The pipeline works and it flows.



The allegation that the Secretary 'cheated' has to be proved with proofs. Mere wild allegations are useless. 



Although the burden of proof is always on the person claiming something, here is the evidence to the contrary:

https://astrwa.com/the-pipeline-is-complete-it-flows/



Jagan
Note
False. 

Jagan
Note
Ha Ha. It is not our mandate to manage the residents. 



Of course, we manage some affairs of the township, but sorry, we did not mismanage the residents. 


c) The plaintiffs owns house severally in their names in Anugraha
Satellite Township and that thé}y have been=embers of it ever since
their respective purchase of tfle building in the Township. The 1%
plaintiff and other house owners went for having a look at the so-called
completion of renovation of STP, the 1% defendant have protested to
their Cordial visit to STP courteously made by them ignorant of the fact
that 1% plaintiff and others are the owners of houses severally iﬁ their
names.in the said Township. When the 1* defendant are =t eligible to
be a member of the Anugraha Satellite Township Residents’ Welfare
Association, which was a registered Association in No. 71/2014,
because the owners of the house in the Township alone can be
admitted to be a member. The?lSt defendant being a person of non-
owning any house in Anugraha‘* Satellite Township Ebse to lodge a
complaint on 18.03.2018 with SHO, Reddichavadi, against the 1%
plaintiﬁf and two other women by name Mrs.Amudha and Mrs.Sujatha
@ Jegadeeswari, who are owners of houses in their respective names
severally in the said Township, Fleging that they have committed
criminal trespass into the STP of .the Township, since the Collector did
not attend to the so-called inaugural function as he was appraised of
the fact by the plaintiff for the incomplete STP renovation. It is a public
place as per layout of the Towri:shi'p unmindful of the fact that they
being the house owner and members of the welfare Association are
&Jitled to visit or go over any placement for public use inclusive of
spaces for STP. The plaintiffs states that they are the owner of house
bearing Door No. 269A, 8" Cross street and 255, 4™ cross street and
that the afore said two women are the owners of houses in the

Anugraﬁa Township. The question of criminal trespass does not arise,

o meacTT Y


Jagan
Note
Again, Members of WHAT EXACTLY?

Jagan
Note
No Public Site with a compound and gate is open for visitors in ALL OF INDIA at 10:30 PM. 



Especially for people to enter it uninvited and unannounced wearing a Lungi which is a dangerous apparel to wear to a Sewage Treatment Plant with >6 feet deep tanks with water.



The visit was neither cordial or courteous. It definitely was highly suspicious and motives were unclear. 



Being an owner does not  give any right to visit any facility in the darkness of the night. There are reasonable rules and timings to follow. 



The Association runs the STP and administers it for the welfare of the township. It is not a free for all area, but a controlled facility akin to an industrial operation (note the word PLANT in STP). 

Jagan
Note
The Secretary is a member of a Hindu Undivided Family where all the property is held as common property and every member of the HUF is a joint owner of all the properties and all the rights, interest in all properties belongs to each and every member equally. 



The house of the secretary is in his own brother's name and they belong to the HUF of their father. It is joint property. 



See: https://www.livelaw.in/huf-assets-taken-joint-property-unless-proven-otherwise-sc-read-judgment/



The Supreme Court recently reiterated the principle that all assets in a Hindu Undivided Family would be presumed to be joint property belonging to all its members 





Jagan
Note
The Three: Mr. Shahid, Mrs. Amutha and Mrs. Sujatha accepted their guilt in the Police Station that they had entered the property at 10:35 PM at night on 15 March 2018 and gave a written statement saying that they will not enter the property without prior permission. 

Jagan
Note
The decision was taken by the Executive Committee and it is completely proper to prefer a Police Complaint. 



The STP was built at a huge cost and its safety is paramount. It has to be protected.



Any attempt to enter into it under the darkness of the night is a serious matter and must be reported to the Police.



All trespassers will be prosecuted. - This is clearly written on the board outside the STP gates. 

Jagan
Note
No, there is no entitlement. 


since it is not a private place under illegal domain of 1° defendant. The
1% plaintiff being an Engineer and the 2™ plaintiff and two female
members hailing from respectable families of good repute amidst the
society were unnecessarily thus made to go over to the Reddichavady
Police Station and have an ordeal of an enquiry before the Police
Authority for no fault on their part on a false and baseless complaint
given by the 1% defendant WIthout any authority or right what so ever
to do so. Thus, they have been SUebjECtEd to suffer humiliation and
mental anguish. After the said incident the plaintiff and the said two
women foll:s have been looked down by the residents of Anugraha, as
that their image and repute has been lowered amidst the residents of

the Township and the public as well.

d) The 1* defendants participation purportedly as a member much less
an executive member of the Anugraha Satellite Township Resident’s
Welfare Association (No. 71/2014), \Afhich has already become defunct
as not renewed, is much@ainst the étatutory provisions of Tamil Nadu
Village Panchayat Act, 1994 and that of the Tamil Nadu Village
Panchayat Building Rules, 1997.

e) Je plaintiff is given to learn that the 1% defendant having been
employed as a doctor in Mahatma Gandhi Medical College and
Research Institute Pillaiyarkuppam, Puducherry, along with another
having been =perating an current account No.63242200040014 in
Syndicate Bank, Reddichavadi with thg 3" defendant bank with a fund
of about Rs.55,00,000/- (Rupees Fifty'i Five Lakhs) and another savings
account No.63242200018604 which has been collected by the

defendants 1 & 2 and their allies from the house owners of the said

Lty R SRR S e s


Jagan
Note
The TN Panchayat Act or Panchayat Building Rules do not govern the Association nor its membership. 



The Secretary's membership in the Association is not governed by these two Act and Rule. 



The allegation is so vague that it does not specify which article or provision or rule has been broken or contravened. 

Jagan
Note
None of Mr. Shahid/Meganathan's business. 



The Secretary's employment and the terms of his employment are his and his employee's affairs. 



Mr. Shahid/Meganathan does not have any locus standi to comment on the Secretary's employment rules. 

Jagan
Note
The Account belongs to the Association and is operated by the officials of the Association.



The Account is operated not by individuals in their own names, but under the designation of the President, Secretary and Treasurer. 


|
|

Township during the month of Nov‘lember, 2017, without any legal
sanction or authority to do so and much against the conditions of 1%
defendant service as a=bctor in MGMC & Rl, Puducherry by
administering minal intimidation within the meaning of Section 503
I.P.C. under threat through pamphlets and mobile SMS so as to make
unlawful gain out of it at the costs of the house owners of the said
Township. The acts of defendants and their allies nothing but a criminal
misappropriation besides being an a¢t of cheating the house owners of
the said Anugraha Satellite Townibhip, which are cognizable and

punishable under sections =34, 403, 423 and 503 r/w Sec. 34/149 IPC.

4) The plaintiffs states that the 1% defendant is not entitled to convene
any meeting either executive or general body and to péfrticipate
therein. The 2" defendant is acting as Joint Secretary of the self styled
in Regd. Association, have been aiding and siding with all illegal acts of
the 1% defendant with respect to the affairs and business of the said
Welfare Association much against the registered bye-laws of the then
Association and to the detriment to t:;ﬁe welfare of the house owners of

Township its members and hence thge 2" defendant have been added

in the suit.

5. The 1 plaintiff has issued a legal notice to the defendants 1 & 2 on
16-5-2018 call upon them to refrain from being hand-in-gloves with
people of Karikkan Nagar so as to create an =Jmical animosity against
of the residents of the Anugraha Satellite Township under the ;[%itious
theory of pollufion of water (rivér), forgetting the factual report given
by the (=gional Officer, Pollution antrol Board of Cuddalore Region

permits that clean water after treathnt of Sewage in vthe‘ STP can be



Jagan
Note
Ha Ha Ha. 

My service conditions are NONE OF THEIR BUSINESS. Simple as that.



Also, the Bank Accounts belong to the Association and the President, Secretary and Treasurer operate it, not individuals in our name. 



Of course this nuance is lost on them. They don't understand simple things like personal bank accounts operated by individuals in personal capacity and official bank accounts operated in official capacity. 



The Association's right to operate Bank Accounts is given to it by our Constitution. 

Jagan
Note
Criminal Intimidation? In a Civil Suit? 



Also, utterly failed to reproduce the so called threats. 



Did they forget that everybody had a choice to build their own Septic Tanks?

Jagan
Note
Joke again. 



A list of IPC sections that have no relevance and without any basis only shows the bankruptcy of the complaint. 

Jagan
Note
Blah Blah Blah

Jagan
Note
Yes, Fictitious theory of pollution of river. 



The Pollution Control Board must be mad.

Jagan
Note
There simply is no post called Regional Officer and of course, no such report. 


v ‘ e o L I L a b R o
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let into the river/stream near lI:>y permitted by the Pollution Control of
the Board, that the 1** defendant have neither competency nor any
authérity to represent the said their regisfered Welfare Association of
the said Township at any capacity taking undue advantage of meetings
of members on 28.09.2017 before the Sub Collector, Cuddalore and
assuming of the defendants and their allies on 05.10.2017 as office
bearers of the self- styled Secfetaryship and other of the said Welfare
Association in CSI Chruch, Cuddalore unmindful of the fact that 1%
defendant is not at all eligible!to become a member of the said Regd.
Association at all. The acts o"r deeds and their erstwhile registefed
Association of the Township No.71/2014 as already become defunct as
not renewed that might be taken or done by 1° defendant and his allies
will not bind the hduse owners of the said Anugraha Township or the
members of the erstwhile association, that the defendants and their
aIIies_‘; further informed to refrain from sending anymore SMS over cell
phone or by through pamphlets or undated notice or notification
whatsoever it might be to the Anugraha house owners of Township
alleged as the Secretary or fuoiht Secretary of Anugragaha Satellite
Township residents’ Welfare /i,ssociation (71/2014) which has already
become defunct thereby admihistering any more criminal intimidation
against them severally or jointly under the guise of getting individual
E:}ou»t plan or building approval or on the ground of doing renovation
of STP, etc., thereby causing further unlawful loss to them such of the
acts of the defendants 1 & 2 and their allies which are not at all
contemplated under the provincial Tamil Nadu Village Panchayat Act,

1994. and Tamil Nadu Village Panchayat Building Rules, 1997 are

oppdsed to statutory ob‘ligatior}‘ts and administration of local bodies by
| |



Jagan
Note
Aha. Here is the crux of the suit.



To prevent the Association from pursuing Plot Regularisation for its plot owners.


the Government of Tamil Nadu. The acts of defendants 1 & 2 and their
allies are C-lique motivated and appear to propped up by the Inspector

of Village Panachayats and Block Development Officer of Panchayat

Union and or by Commissioner qf District Panchayat so as to exonerate
the letters of their statutory liability of the concerned Village
Panchayat, Panchayat Union and Inspector of Municipalities by making
an illegal attempts to the cosiis and shoulder on the residents of
Township thereby to cause unla‘wful loss to the house owners. The 1%
defendant was further called upbn to express within a we=k from the
date of receipt of the notice which is here With filed, to tender his
unconditional apology repenting for his having lodged on a illicit
complaint with SHO, Reddichavadi (stated supra) against 1" plaintiff
and two other women folks as stated above failing which the 1%
plaintiff will be left with no other option except to take out approbriate
proceedings against 1% defendant and another in the courts of law both

civil and criminal holding them for responsible for consequences and

costs. The copy of the notice and the acknowledgement card of the 1%

defendant and the returned cover of the 2™ defendant are filed

herewith and it may be read as part and parcel of this plaint.

ﬁ 6) The defendants received the notice issued by the 1% plaintiff and
they did not send any reply to the notice and rather they continue their
iIIe'gaI acts inspite of the notice. The 1% defendant send notices to the

‘ residents of all owners of Anugragaha Satellite Township through SMS,

Whatsapp etc., as he is going to éonvene Special General Body Meeting

on 9-6-2018 for conclusion of Sev&age Treatment plant project, new



Jagan
Note
Ha Ha Ha. 



No Comments.


Al

projects, Maintenance fees, Unpaid Dues and its Recovery agenda etc.,

7) The registered bye laws of thb erstwhlle Anugragaha Satellite
Township Welfare Assocnatlon is megant for development of Township,
to promote-civic sense, Health.Ser\iices, Social and cultural Activities,
welfare of the Resident in General. The said Welfare Association is not
at all meant for maintenance or upkeep of STP or any other places or
superstructures, vacant places and parks etc., for public purposes which
has to be maintained only by local village Panchayat of Madhalapet
Village under the direct supervision and immediate control by the
Inspector of Village Panchayat of 'éhe District and under immediate
control of Cuddalore District Cudc‘alore BDO, Cuddalore Panchayat
Union. The act of the defendants |s =hinst the provisions of Village
Panchayat Act, 1993 and that of Tamil Nadu Village Panchayat Building
Rules 1997 and much against the bye laws of the erstwhile Welfare
Association No.71/2014 as well. Even if the defendants would claim
that they have got any provision of for the maintenance of STP or other
public places of the unregistered body of the defendants and their
allies, it is illegal, invalid, ultravires and unenforceable because no
subordinate legislation or rules, G.O.f, bye law can be made contrary to

the provisions of statute. z

|
8) The proceedings as such of the défendants 1 & 2 and their allies as

General Body or Executive Committee are unauthorized one without
the authority or sanction of law. By-the illegal acts of the defendants
and their hench men, the local bodiés of Panchayat, Panchayat Union,
District Panchayat Union council and the Inspector of Village Panchayat

who are statutorily bound to carry out their statutory obligations under



Jagan
Note
What provisions?



The By-laws of the Association are clear - The Association will take care of the common amenities and areas for the welfare of all homeowners.


Tamil Nadu Panchayat Village Act , 1993 and Tamil Nadu Panhayat
Buildings Rules 1997, have been encoUra.ged to neglect their bounded
and duties under the said Acts ahd the rules thereon. In the result the
authorities under the said Acts f;have become emboldened enough to
deprivé the residents of the T{Pwnship of their civic amenities and
sanitary conditions by =ruptly ¢,Iosing the drainage channel from STP
of the Township.

9) The illegal acts of the defendants 1 & 2 continues even after receipt
of 1% plaintiff notice stated above and hence the suit is filed that the 1°
defendant should be restrained by an order of permanent injunction on
the ground that he have neither competency nor any authority to
represent the said registered We\lfare Association of the said Township
at any capacity by making misu#e of its registration which is defunct
taking undue advantage of méeﬁngs of members, to restrain the
defendants 1 & 2 and their allies from sending anymore SMS ove'r cell
phone or by through pamphlets or undated notice or notification and
collectiélg any amount under the guise of renovation of STP or other
works ‘whatsoever it might be to the Anugraha house owners of
Township alleged as the Secretary or Joint Secretary of Anugragaha
Satellite Township Residents’ Welfare Association (71/2014) which has

already become defunct by way Qf permanent injunction.

9) The plaintiffs represent the aners of the Satellite Township and
that they are filing this suit 'm!mwdual capacity as illegal acts of

defendants 1-& 2 are taking placé continuously as well the Anugragaha

satellite Township Presidents’ Welfare Association (71/2014) has not

been renewed.


Jagan
Note
THe Revenue Authorities sealed the Outlet because of the Sewage being let out into the River. 



Not because they became bold, because they have the authority. 

Jagan
Note
The text is full of contradictions like this. 

Mohammad Shahid and Meganathan represent the owners and filing in individual capacity?



Also, nobody wants to be represented by these two. 



Again, the Association is renewed and legally valid. 


10) B> 1% plaintiff being an Engineer and the two female members
hailing from respectable families of good repute amidst the society
Were unnecessarily thus made to go over to the Reddichavady Police
Statnon and have an ordeal of an enqu:ry before the Police Authority for
no fault on their par on a false an? baseless complaint given by you
without any authority to do so. Thus, they have been subjected to
suffer humiliation and mental angwsh After the said incident the 1°
plaintiff and the said two women folks have been looked down by the
residents of Anugraha and that their image and repute has been
lowered amidst the residents of the Township and the public as well.
The 1% plaintiff is claiming compensation for defamation as against the
1% defendant and the said female folks reserve their right to proceed
against the 1* defendant for (ngligi»ol;:s prosecution and defamation and
for recovery of damages besidés ihit:;iatioh' (i)‘fzéﬁﬁ‘}:éf)riate departmental
proceedings against the 1 defendanﬁt though the 1% plaintiff estimated
damages for loss of repute and image at Rs 10,00,000/- , he has
restricted the claim for Rs 1,00,000/-.

11) Fkre is no Anugragaha Satellite Township Residents Welfare
Assdciati‘on (71/2014) and so the plaintiffs are filing this suit on behalf
of Owners of Anugragaha Satellite Township Residents = owners of
Anugragaha Satellite Township repreTenting the owners of Anugragaha
Satellite Township. The plaintiffs ar? taking separate steps a§ against
the Panchayat separately as the r'eliéf sdught for as against them is a

different one.

IV. The cause of action for this arose on when the defendants are acting

illegally under the unregistered Satellite Township resident Welfare
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Association, as against the provisions of Tamil Nadu Village Panchyat
Act 1997, Tamil Nadu Village P%,mchaytat Rules1998, on the date when
the 1St plaintiff and other residénts of Satellite Township visited STP and
it was prevented by defendants, on 16-3-2018 when the defendants
invited the Collector for inagural function OF STP, on 18-03-2018 when

the defendants gave police complaint at Reddichavadi Police Station,
on several dates when subsequent invitations by defendants made , on
16-5-2018 when notice was issued by 1* plaintiff and it was received by
1% defendant and returned by 2" defendant, on several days when the
defendants act continues illegglly as against the residents of Satellite
Township based on unregistered Welfare Association, acting against
the Tamil adu Village Panchavait Act and Rules and the plaintiffs and "
defendant . are owners ‘of Anugraha  Satellite TownShip,
Periyakattupalayam, Madhalapef Panchayat, Cuddalore taluk — 605 007

which is within the jurisdiction of this honb’le court.

~,
¥

V. Déetails of Valuation:

a)Fof Permanent Injunction not to conduct meeting:

Relief Valued -Rs1000/-
Court fees paid under section ﬁ7(c) of

Tamil Nadu Court Fees Act - Rs 75.50/-

b) For Permanent Injunction not to act under unregistered Welfare

Association in any manner for alleged renevotion and residents of STP

Relief Valued -Rs1000/-

Court fees paid under section 27(c) of

Tam‘il Nadu Court Fees Act - Rs 75.50/-



Relief Valued -Rs1000/-
Court fees paid under section 27(c) of
Tamil Nadu Court Fees Act - Rs 75.504/-

;
d) Claim of damages by the 1* plainti:

Relief Valued -Rs1,00,000/-
Court fees paid under section 22 of

Tamil Nadu Court Fees Act - Rs 3,000/-

Total Value -Rs 3,3000/-
o L
Total court fees paid - Rs 3, 2¥8.50/-

VI. The plaintiff therefore prays that %7 decree may be passed in favour
i

of plaintiff ‘

a) restraining the defendants hercin their men and agents from

conducting meeting or collecting funds under unregistered illegal

association by way of Permanent injunction under the label of erstwhile

- defunct Anugraha Satellite Township residents Welfare Association in

No.71/2014

b) restraining the defendants 1, 2 hérein their men and agents from

doing illegal acts under Panchayat Act|for sanctioning lay out by way of
!

i
!

Permanent injunction,
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c) restraining the 1% defenda;nt and another herein from operating the

accqunts'at Syndicate Bank, Reddichavadi by way of permanent

injunction,

d) directing the defendants 1,2 to Pay compensation of Rs 1,00,000/- as

com"pensation to the plaintiffs

e) directing the defendants 1, 2 herein to pay the cost of this suit,
- f) granting all other necessaryireliefs.

& |

Advocate for plaintiffs. Plaintiffs.

We, the plaintiffs herein do hereby declare that facts stated above are

true to the best of my knowledge, belief and information.

: Plaintiffs.
|

|

1. 8-5-2018 - Certified Copy of Bye law.

List of documents

2.22-9-2015 — Sale deed in the name of 1% plaintiff (Xerox)
3. 19-4-2012 - Sale deed in the name of 2™ plaintiff wife Tamilarasi
(Xerox)

4. E.B.Bill not in the name of 1** defendant. (Plot No.225)

5.16-3-2018 - Invitation by 1" defendant under unregistered

Association. '
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I
6. 18-3-2018 ~ C.S.R.receipt with complaint. .
7.16-5-2018 ~ Notice issued by 1% plaintiff.

8. Ackowledgement card of 1% defendant.

9. Returned cover of 2™ defendant

10. 31-5-2018 - Invitation by 1% defendant under unreglstered
Association.

11. 9-6-2018- Notice issued by 1% defendant for General Body Meeting.
N |

< \
5
Advocate for plaintiffs. ‘l

Plaintiffs

We, the plaintiff herein do hereby declare that facts stated above are

true to the best of my knowledge, belief and information.

Plaintiffs.

Address for service of Parties:

I.PLAINTIFES : 1) M.Mohamed Shahid S/O Mohammed Issac, Muslim,
aged about 38 years and residing ét No. 28-A,Vith cross, Anugraha
Satellite Township, Periyakattupafilayam, Madhalapet Panchayat,
Cuddalore taluk - 605 007.

2. M.Meganathan S/O Muthukumaran, residing at No. 80, Xlith cross,
Anugraha Satellite Township, Periyakattupalayam, Madhalapet
Panchayat, Cuddalore taluk — 605 007. | §

(Representing Anugragaha Satellite Township owners at
Periyakattupalayam)




II.DEFENDANTS : 1.Dr.Jegan Mohan S/O Rajaram, residing at No.225,

lind cross street, Anugraha Satellite Township, Periyakattupalayam,

Madhalapet Panchayat, Cuddalore taluk — 605 007.

2. LAruna WJ/O Lakshamanérayan, _résiding at No.320, o' cross,
Anugraha Satellite Township,?{ Periyakattupalayam, Madhalapet

Panchayat, Cuddalore taluk — 60}@ 007.

: |
3. The Manager, Syndicate Bank; Reddichavadi. X\J\DN

%o~

Advocate.

: PRSI
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IN THE COURT OF SUBORDINATE JUDGE - CUDDALORE

LANA /2018 in 0.599%2018

M.Mohamed Shahid & another --Petitioners/Plaintiffs
Vs
Dr.Jegan Mohan & others ---Respondents/Defendants

Affidavit filed by the Petitioner

[, M.Mohamed Shahid S/O Mohammed Issac, Muslim, aged about 38
years and residing at No. 28-A,VIth cross, Anugraha Satellite Township,
Periyakattupalayam, Madhalapet Panchayat, Cuddalore taluk— 605 007

do hereby solemnly affirm and state on oath as follows:

1.1 am the 1 petitioner herein and the 1% plaintiff in the above suit.
The 2™ petitioner herein are the resident of Anugraha Satellite
Township situated in  Periyakattupalayam, ‘Madhalapet Panchayat,

“ Cuddalore taluk — 605 007 and | am lboking after the case for him also.

2) We own a " house at Anugraha Satellite Township,
Periyakattupalayam, Madhalapet Panchayat, Cuddalore taluk. We had
Anugraha Satellite Township Residents Welfare Association registered
in No.71/2014 under Tamil Nadu Societies registration Act and now it
became defunct as it was renewed as per Act. The 1 respondent is
herein is not the owner of Anugraf'la Satellite Township, which is the
foremost condition of the Anugraha Satellite Township. The 1%
respondent is acting as Secretary under unregistered Anugraha Satellite
Township Resident Welfare Association. Since we are owners at
Anugraha Satellite Township and to protect the interest of owners of

our Township we should be permitted to represent the owners of

o;/\\ NW‘LA
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3. Itis therefore prayed that we may be permitted to represent the
owners of Anugraha Satellite Township to conduct the above case as

against the defendants the above case and thus justice be rendered.

Mnaldladle o

14-6-2018 that the contents Before me

Solemnly affirm as on

are true and signed in my

Présence at Cuddalore, - - Advocate



IN THE COURT OF SUBORDINATE JUDGE - CUDDALORE
LA, /2018 in O.. /2018
1.M.Mohamed Shahid
2. M.Meganathan --- Petitioners/Plaintiffs
Vs |
1.Dr.Jegan Mohan
2. L.Aruna ---Respondents/Defendants 1,2

Petition filed under Order 1 Rule 8 & Section 151 C.p.C.

For the reasons stated in the accompanying affidavit, it is therefore
prayed that we may be permitted to represent the owners of Anugraha
Satellite Township to conduct the above case as against the defendaﬁnts

. N
the above case and thus justice be rendered. Ry%

Advocate for Petitioners,
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“IN THE COURT OF SUBORDINATE JUDGE - CUDDALORE
1LA\® /2018 in 0.5.% J2018

M.Mohamed Shahid & another --Petitioners/Plaintiffs
Vs
Dr.Jegah Mohan & another ---Respondents/Defendants1,2

Affidavit filed by the Petitioner

|, M.Mohamed Shahid S/O Mohammed Issac, Muslim, aged about 38
years and residing at No. 28-A,VIth cross, Anugraha Satellite Township,
. Periyakattupalayam, Madhalapet Panchayat, Cuddalore taluk— 605 007

do hereby solemnly affirm and state on oath as follows:

|

1.1 am the 1% petitioner herein and the 1% plaintiff in the above suit.
The 2“9 petitioner herein are the resident of Anugraha Satellite
Township situated in Periyakattupalayam, Madhalapet Panchayat,

Cuddalore taluk — 605 007 and | am looking after the case for him also.

2) We owh av house at Anugraha Satellite Township,
Periyakgttupalayam, Madhalapet Panchayat, Cuddalore taluk. We had
Anugral*?a Satellite Township Residents Welfare Association registered
in No0.71/2014 under Tamil Nadu Societies registration Act and now it
becamé defunct as it was renewed as per Act. The 1% respondent is
herein i$ not the owner of Anugraha Satellite Township, which is the
foremost condition of the Anugraha Satellite Township. The 1%
respondent is acting as Secretary under unregistered Anugraha Satellite
Township Resident Welfare Association. The 2" respondent is sailing
with the 1% respondént. The respondents together are acting as against
Tamil Nadu Panchayats Act and Rules of 1997 and 1998 respectively

and | set forth in detailed in the plaint. Moreso, they are convening a

N



meetmg to collect amount etc., from residents of Anugraha Satelhte

Townshlp illegally as they previously collect and deposit a sum of
T555.00,000/- in Syndicate Bank Reddichavadi in two accounts and the
said meeting is after the legal notice issued by me. They.are endlessly
doing against the residents of Anugraha Satellite Township. The notice
issued by them for meeting of the residents of Anugraha Satelh’te
Township is to collect maintenance fees, unpaid dues, Recovery agenda
etc., as per document No.11. The-respondent.s unregistered body is
acting unauthorisedly and illegally and have show by convening
meetings as if they are for the welfare of the residents of Anugraha
Satellite Township and for monetary benefits accrue to them. The
respondents herein are acting ronarchy without any bye-laws,’
registered Asssociations, contrary to Panchayat Act and Rules as stated
in detail in the plaint. So intef-gst of justice requires that the
respondents herein and their allies should be restrained by an order of
ad-interim injunction from conducting any meeting or collecting
amounts from the residents of Anugraha Satellite Township till the
disposal of the above suit as otherwise the residents of Anugraha

Satellite Township will suffer irreparably.

3. It is therefore prayed that the respondents herein and their allies
may be restrained by an order of ad-interim injunction from conducting
any meeting or collecting amounts from the residents of Anugraha

Satellite Township till the disposal of the above suit and thus justice be

rendered. W
" ‘

Solemnly affirm as on

14-6-2018 that the contents Before me

are true and signed in my

presence at Cuddalore. Advocate




IN THE COURT OF SUBORDINATE JUDGE - CUDDALORE
LA. /2018 in 0.S. ;2018
1.M.Mohamed Shahid |
2. M.Meganathan --- Petitioners/Plaintiffs
VS |
1.Dr.Jegan Mohan

2. L.Aruna ---Respondents/Defendants 1, 2

Petition filed under Order 39 Rule 1,2 C.P.C.

For the reasons stated in the accompanying affidavit, it is therefore
prayed that the respondents herein and their allies r;lay be restrained
by an order of ad-interim injunction from conducting any meeting or
collecting amounts from the residents of Anugraha Satellite Township

.till the disposal of the éb‘Q_ve suit and thus justice be rendered.

Advocate for Petitioners.
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IN THE COURT OF SUBORDINATE JUDGE - CUDDALORE

LA\ /2018 in 0.5237/2018

M.Mohamed Shahid & another --Petitioners/Plaintiffs
Vs
Dr.Jegan Mohan & others: ---Respondents/Defendants

Affidavit filed by the Petitioner

|, M.Mohamed Shahid S/O Mohamined Issac, Muslim, aged about 38
years and residing at No. 28-A,VIth cross, Anugraha Satellite Township,
Periyakattupalayam, Madhalapet Panchayat, Cuddalore taluk- 605 007

do hereby solemnly affirm and state.on oath as follows:

1.1 am the 1% petitioner herein and the 1% plaintiff in the above suit.
The 2™ petitioner herein are the resident of Anugraha Satellite
Township situated in  Periyakattupaiayam, Madhalapet Panchayat,

Cuddalore taluk — 605 007 and | am looking after the case for him also.

2) We own a house at Anugraha Satellite  Township,
Periyakattupalayam, Madhalapet Panchayét, Cuddalore taluk. We had
Anugraha Satellite Township Residents Welfare Association registered
in No.71/2014 under Tamil Nadu Societies registration Act and now it
became defunct as it was renewed as per Act. The 1** respondent is
herein is not the owner of Anugraha Satellite Township, which is the
foremost condition of the Anugraha Satellite Township. The 1%
respondent is acting as Secretary under unregistered Anugraha Satellite
Township Resident Welfare Association. The 2™ respondent is sailing

with the 1° respondent. The respondents together are acting as against

Tamil Nadu Panchayats Act and Rules of 1997 and 1998 respectively

MTW




and | set forth in detailed in the plaint. Moreso, they are convening a
meeting to collect amount etc., from residents of Anugraha Satellite
Township illegally as they previously collect and -deposit a sum of
Ts55.00,000/- in Syndicate Bank Reddichavadi in two accounts and the
said meeting is after the legal notice issued by me. | came to know that
the 1°' respondent having been e_mployed é_zs a doctor in Mahatma
Gandhi Medical College and Reéearch Institute  Pillaiyarkuppam,
Puducherry, along with another having been operating an current
account No.63242200040014 in Syndicate Bank, Reddichavadi with the
3" defendant bank with a fund of about Rs.55,00,000/- (Rupees Fifty
Five Lakhs) and another savings account No.63242200018604x which
has been collected by the defendants 1 & 2 and their allies from the
house owners of the said Township during the month of November,
2017, without any legal sanction or authority to do so and much against
the conditions of 1° defendant service as a doctor in MGMC & RI,
Puducherry by administering criminal intimidation They are endlessly
doing against the residents of Anugraha Satellite Township. The notice
issued by them for meeting of the residents of Anugraha Satellite
Township is to collect maintenance fees, unpaid dues, Recovery agenda
etc., as per document No.11. and it may be read as part and parcel of
this affidavit. The unregistered body is acting unauthorisedly for
monetary benefits accrue to them. The respondents herein are acting
monarchy without any bye-laws, registered Asssociations, contrary to
Panchayat Act and Rules as stated in detail in the plaint. The
respondents are not utilizing the funds collected for the residents and
there is possibility that the respondents 1 & 2 will swindle the amount

lying in 3" respondent bank. So interest of justice requires that t‘he

M\




respondents 1 & 2 herein and their allies should be restrained by an

order of ad-interim injunction from’ operating the accounts lying with
rd . . o

the 3™ respondent till the disposal of the above suit as otherwise the

residents of Anugraha Satellite Townshi p will suffer irreparably.

3. It is therefore prayed that the reépondents herein and their allies
may be restrained by an order of ad-interim injunction from operating

the accounts lying with the 3" respondent till the disposal of the above

suit and thus justice be rendered. W
‘ A~

Solemnly affirm as on

14-6-2018 that the contents Before me

are true and signed in my

presence at Cuddalore. Advocate




IN THE COURT OF SUBORDINATE JUDGE - CUDDALORE
LA, /2018 in O.S. /2018

1.M.Mohamed Shahid

2. M.Meganathan _--- Petitioners/Plaintiffs

VS

1.Dr.Jegan Mohan
2. L.Aruna

3. The Managetr,
Syndicate Bank,

Reddichavadi. ---Respondents/Defendants

Petition filed under Order 39 Rule 1,2 C.P.C.

For the reasons stated in the accompanying affidavit, it is therefore
prayed that the respondents herein and their allies may be restrained
by an order of ad-interim injunction from operating the accounts lying
with the 3" respondent till the disposal of the above suit and thus
justice bé rendered.

Advocate for Petitioners.









