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INFORMATION TO THE PUBLIC.

_ Very recently a complaint with false allegations was ﬁled by one T.M ABDUL A
SALAM in the month of December, 2016 through Adv. T.U. SIYAD and the same was
published through Medias with ulterior motive. They used to file many complaints before '+
different authorities starting from 19" April 2012 on which day a crime was registered -
against Adv. T.U.SIYAD under Section 353 of L.P.C, T.M.Abdul Salam is a person who-ig'
not able to prepare, read or write those petitions and he is doing it for the sake of Adv. - o
T.U.SIYAD. Abdul Salam was a party in a proceeding (E.P.No.E4/2528/10) before the CEQ " ™
connected with the encroachment eviction and auction of a waqf building in his area .
(Padamugal of Ernakulam) which started in 2010. In that proceeding Adv.T.U. Siyad- ‘!
appeared before the CEO on 19/04/2012 for hearing and after hearing he went to the first
floor of the office of the Board, where he had abused and attacked Shri.K.K.M.Ashraf, the -
then Senior Superintendent of the Board. The complaint of the Senior Superintendent was =~
forwarded by the CEO to the Police and a criminal case was registered against Adv, T.U, - -
Siyad and his clerk Yahya as per F.LR No.696/2012 of North P.S. Ernakulam under Section -
353 LP.C.He approached the Honourable High Court for bail as per Bail Application = -

- No.3722/2012.Bail order by the High Court is attached herewith. After this incident, they
started to make complaints against the Board, CEO and other officers as a pressure tactics to *.© -

withdraw the criminal case and still they are continuing the same under the guise of an .

association which was formed in September 2012. All cases/complaints/writ petitions filed by .~ -

them were dismissed or reported as false by the Police/Vigilance authorities. The followmg .

are the details of the matters filed by them. '

hYA Number and name of Details. Results
No. complainant/counsel o
I. | CM.PNO.1001/2012 of This is a criminal complaint filed | Reported that the

allegations are FALSE | -
and Police requested the|
court to delete the FIR| -
Number from the register. | -
It is also reported that| =
Abdul salam was the |

unsuccessful bidder in the
auction supervised by the

before the Magistrate Court
comnected with proceedings
relating to Padamugal wagqf
building referred above which
was forwarded to Police under
Section 156(3) CrPC. Police
filed final report before the
Magistrate Court on 23.10.2012.

JFCM Court Aluva. (FIR
No0.945/2012),Complainant.
T.M.ABDUL SALAM as
complainant witness)

(For the same offence alleged

Vigilance. Department)
T.M.ABDUL SALAM. As

complainant

suppressing its pendency in
another court this complaint
was filed before the Vigilance

another complaini filed as serial Board
No.2 below) . |
2. | C.M.P No.542/2012 The allegation covered by this | The Vigilance Department | - -
' Vigilance Court, Thrissur complaint is the same covered | reported that ‘the |
(Q.V.No.12/20120f in_serial No.l1 above. By | allegations contained in the |-

complaint are false and not |-

sustainable in law. It was |
also mentioned in the report |

Court.  Vigilance  Court | that the petition was filed | =~
forwarded the same to|Wwith ill motive by the| - -
(For the same offence alleged Vigilance Department, for | Pelitioner as he was not

another complaint filed as serial
No. Iabove)

preliminary enquiry and the
report was filed before the
Court on 28.09.2013.

succeeded in bidding out a

Wagf building in the|
auctton supervised by the | -

Board.
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CMP.N0.4O6/2012, Vigilance

Court, Thrissur (Q.V.
No.6/2012 of  Vigilance
Department}

Complainant:-RASHEED
claiming as vice president of
the organization in which

T.M.ABDUL SALAM is the
| president.

This complaint was forwarded by
the  Vigilance Court for
preliminary enquiry. Allegation is
alienation of Wagqf properties of
Khadija Bai Trust and the officials
of the Board including the CEO
were implicated as respondents.
The complaint was forwarded to
the Vigilance Department, for

Report filed on 25/03/2014.

(One T.U.SADATH teacher and
brother of Adv. T.USIYAD was
suspended from the school run by

PULLEPADY). Four criminal cases
are pending between them as FIR
Nos.  997/2012, 998/2012,
10592012 and  1094/2012.
T.USADATH., RASHEED and
NASIR MANAYIL are accused in
those cases.

preliminary enquiry and report. |

this wagf muthavalli (BABU SAIT- |.

Final report filed on|
125/03/14 by Vigilance

'Court absolving officers |
of the Board and:
reported  that

‘baseless and false..

Writ Petition No.23430/2010.

(T.M.ABDUL SALAM filed
impleading Petition through
Adv. T.USIYAD)

This writ petition was filed by the
CEO to expunge the adverse
remarks of the Wagf Inquiry
Commission constituted under the
Commissions of Enquiry Act and
the same was pending before the
High Court in 2012, After the
incident in April, 2012, T.M.

Prayer of the CEO was|
allowed by the Hon’ble |

remarks in the Wakf |
Enquiry Commission were
expunged as per judgment
dated  04/07/2013.

ABDUL SALAM filed an

T.M.Abdul Salam.

impleading petition through
Adv. T.U.Sivad and he was
heard by the court.

Writ Petition No.26893/2012.
This is filed by T.M. ABDUL
SALAM through Adv.
T.U.SIYAD ‘

T.M. Abdul Salam was the petitioner
in this writ petition. This was also
filed by suppressing the disposal of
the writ petition covered by serial
No.4 above, In this writ petition, he
prayed for implementation of the
Wagf Inquiry Commission Report.
Actually the Government issued an
order of Action Taken Report. in
respect  of the Wagf Inquiry
Commission Report and the same
was filed before the Court as no
further action is to be taken in this

respect.

The Writ Petition was |
disposed by = the| -.
Hon’ble High Court.on.|

petitioners to approach’|
'if they are aggrieved-by

of the
‘Hence, in result the Writ | -
Petition disposed without | -
allowing __any _ relief | -

!claimed by them,

‘Department before “the ;

the |
allegations against “the ™ -
CEQ and officials aref~ -

High Court and the adverse | |

reliefs were granted to | -

24/11/2016 directing the | -
the appropriate authorities | -

‘the action Taken Report | H
Government, |.




6 F.I.R.No.1207/2012 False Criminal case filed against | Pending for trial in |-
two staffs (Abdul Jabbar and | court DU S

(Complainant Yahya clerk of | Yusuf) of the Board. f

Adv.T.U. SIYAD)

7 | F1IR. No.1208/2012 False Criminal case filed against six [:Pending for trialsSin:g::
(Complainant Adv. T.USIYAD) | staff (Abdul Jabbar, KK.M. |.court ;
Ashraf, PK. Jaleel, K.A.Yusuf, |
M.B.Shaheer and A Habeeb) of the |-
Board. '

8 | FileNo.12299/E2/2012/Vig. Dept | He forwarded false complaints to | Reports filed by the |
different authorities like district | Vigilance Department.| -+
Filed by NASIR MANAYIL | collectors, department heads and | and Chairman of ‘the | .
claiming as Secretry of the | Vigilance Dept. in Kerala against | Board that the'
organization in which TMLABDUL | the then CEO. The director | allegations are false and |
SALAM is the president. Vigilance forwarded the same to | baseless. o
chairman for report. Vigilance
Dept. also conducted enquiry.

The chairman of the Board |
conducted enquiry as per Wakf
rules. Four registered Notices
issued to Nasir Manayil to
appear and for his evidence. He
never  appeared.  Vigilance
Department = also  conducted |
enquiry as ordered by the| -
Vigilance Department.

Liw

9 |File No.28/2016/F1/RD of | This is a complaint with many | Filing of defamation |... "
Revenue Department, | defamatory allegations against the | case against Shri T.M. |
Government of  Kerala. | CEO, Staff and Board submitted | Abdul Salam by the
Complainant.  T.M.Abdul | before the Hon*ble Minister of Waqf | Board is under process. - | -
Salam claiming as President | In June, 2016. A clear report was .

of Wakf Samrakshana Vedi. | submitted by the Board to the |
Government in this respect and the
Government is convinced of the
facts of the matters covered by the
complaint. In this matter, the Board
in its meeting held on 27/09/2016
decided to file a criminal
prosecution for defamation under
Section 499 and 500 IPC and the
same Js under process now.

From the above, it can be seen that all those complaints were originated o
since 19/04/2012 after the registration of the Criminal Case No0.696/2012 against -~
Adv.T.U. SIYAD through whom the above unsuccessful criminal and other
complaints/writ petitions were filed. Their intention is to take revenge and to |



4

| defame the Board and its officers through Medias by publicizing the details of- s
the complaints filed before different authorities. The latest complaint is also e
filed with false allegations to create confusion among the pubhc s

Ernakulam | JUNIOR SPERINTENDANT
30-03-2017 |




IN THE HIGH. COURT OF KERALA AT ERNAKULAM
| PRESENT:
THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE N.K.BALAKRISHNAN
FRIDAY, THE 18T DAY OF JUNE 2012/11TH JYAISHTA 1934

Baif Appl..No. 3277 of 2012 ()

(CRIME ND.696/2012 OF ERNAKULAM TOWN NORTH POLICE STATION}

PETiTIONER(S)IACCUSED 1 AND 2:

1. ADV.T.U. ZIYAD, AGED 43 YEARS,
SIO.LATE T.K.UMMER THEKKEPPALLIKKAL HOUSE,
UDAYAKKUNNAM, CHERANELLOOR, ERNAKULAM.

2. YAHIYA T.S, AGED 43 YEARS,
S/0.SULAIMAN , ADIL APARTMENTS,
MYTHIRIPURAM ROAD, NEAR NGO QUARTERS,

KAKKANADU, ERNAKULAM.

BY SRI.K.RAMAKUMAR, SENIOR ADVOCATE
BY ADV. SRIL.SUNIL V.MOHAMMED

RESPONDENT(S)/STATE:

THE SUB INSPECTOR OF POLICE,

ERNAKULAM TOWN NORTH POLICE STATION,
ERNAKULAM THROUGH THE PUBLIC PROSECUTOR,
HIGH COURT OF KERALA, KOCHI 882 031.

BY PUBLIC PROSECUTOR SMT. JASEMINE V.H.

THIS BAIL APPLICATION HAVING COME UP FOR ADMISSION
ON 01-06-2012, THE COURT ON THE SAME DAY PASSED THE

FOLLOWING:

Kss




N.K.BALAKRISHNAN, J.

--------------------------------

 Dated this the 1* day of June 2012

ORDER

First petitioner is an Advocate. ovd petitioner is his
clerk. The incident allegedly took place at 4.15 PM on
19.4.2012. 1t is stated that they trespe;ssed into the office of
the Kerala State Wakf Board. There was | a wordy

altercation between the petitioners on the one hand and the

Senior Superintendent of that office on the other hand since - -

according to the petitioners, they were not furnished the
information based on the petition filed by them earlier. The
offence registered against them is under Sec.353 r/w 34.
IPC. |

2. Learned Senior Counsel submits that as an
.advocate', 1% petitioner has got every right to‘en{:ér into that
office to enquire about his petition and other matters. A2,

being his clerk has also every right to enter into the office



B.A. No.3277 of 2012

- 2
~ to enquire into such matters on behalf of the advocate.
There might have been wordy altercations between them
for one reason or other. The only objecti

according to the prosecution, is that one register (Register

No.21) was taken away from the hand of the comiplainant -

the Seniqr Superintendent and handed over by Al to A2

with a direction that the said register be burnt and'AZ took
away the Same.

3. Léarned counsel for. the petitioners submits that

the allegation is false. The following directions are issued :-

(i) The first petitioner wil surrender befofe

the learned Magistrate within 10 days from today. When

applied for bail by the accused, the learned Magistrate can,

conéi‘déring the nature of the case, grant bail to the |

petitioner but on the following conditions:

a. The accused shall execute a ‘bond for

Rs.50,000/- (Rupees Fifty thousand only) with two solvent )

sureties each for the like sum to the satisfaction of the



B.A, No0.3277 of 2012
- 3 -

concerned Court. If in case the Magistrate has any doubt
about the genuineness or correctness of the tax receipts
produced by the sureties, the learned Magistraté can insist
for production of the attested photo copies of the original
| title deeds of the sureties.

b. The accused shall make himself available for

interrogation by the Investigating Officer as and when

required.

c. The accused shall produce his original

passport before the learned jurisdictional Magisifrate. If he
is not having any valid passport, .he should file an affidavit
regarding the same before the Magistrate.
d. The accused will also file affidavit that he -
will abide by all the conditions as mentioned above and that
he will not commit any offence similar to the offence
involved in this case and that he shall not direc_tly or
indirectly make any inducement, threat or pron:lilse’ to any |

person acquainted with the facts of the ‘casé 's0 as to



B.A. No0.3277 of 2012

- 4 -
dissuade him from disclosing such facts to the court or to
any police officer or tamper with the evidence.

e. The accused shall not leave the‘ State of

Kerala without permission of the court.

_f. The learned Magistrate will also ensure the.
identity of the sureties by insistiﬁg production of electoral_ |
~ photo identity cards/Driving licence etc. |

(ii)y The 2™ petifioner shall surrendér before the
police within 10 days from today. After interrogation the
accused shall be'produced beforé the. learned Magistrate.
Wh_en applied for bail by the accused, the learned
Magistrate can, considering the nature of the case, grant
bail to the petitioner but on the following conditidﬁs:

- a. The accused shall execute a' bond for
Rs.50,000/- (Rupees Fifty thousand only) with two sohfent
sureties each for the like sum to the satisfaction of therl
concerned Court. If in case the Magistrate has any doubt

about the genuineness or correctness of the tax receipts



B.A. N0.3277 of 2012

: W5 _
produced by the sureties, the learned Magistrate can insist
for production of the attested photo copies of tflé original
title deeds of the sureties.

b, The accused shall make himself available for
interrogation by the Inv'estigating Officer as and when
required.

c. The accused shall produce his original
passport before the learned jurisdictional Magist'r'ate. If he
is not having any valid passport, he should file an affidavif
regarding the same before the Magistrate.

d. The accused .will also fiie affidavit that he
will abide by éll the conditions as mentioned above and that -

‘hc-a will not commit any offence similar to the .offence
involved in this case and that .he shall not dir-ectly or
indirectly make any inducement, threat or promise to any
person acquainted with the facts of the case S0 as to
dissuade him from disclosing such facts to.the court or to

any police officer or tamper with the evidence,



B.A. N0.3277 of 2012
- 8 -

e. The accused shall not leave the State of
Kerala without permi_ssion of the court.

f. The learned Magistrate will also ‘?ensure' the
identity of the sureties by insist'ing production of .eiectoral

photo identity cards/Driving licence etc.

N.K.BALAKRISHNAN,
~ JUDGE.

Jvt
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