Mr Praveen Rao & my cases against the banks:
Why trusted him:
Mr Rao first met me as a client of my tax practice. He came as an employee of a computer firm claiming himself as engineer. He had a house with very little equity in 5 digits. In 8 months of becoming a client, he bought a second house under my guidance. In about less than 2 years of becoming a client he bought his third house. By these his equity went fairly high. I charged my fee for whatever I did. He was very happy with me (as at one point I had to convince his wife to agree for buying the second house). He requested me to perform house warming rituals in his second house, I did. Whenever I had trouble in my desktop computer, he would attend immediately visiting me for that purpose itself. Met his parents, visited him from India. His uncle is in Melbourne for long.

I wonder which school or university that he went to, if at all he went to one, and are these ‘back stabbing’ skill taught in his curriculum in such institution. 

In 2004, Praveen wanted to gift me a laptop. Since I don’t like gifts, I bought a laptop through him from his employer on 6 instalment payment. So we were more like family friends.

In 2006, when I sent emails to most of my clients regarding the banks charging compound interest, Praveen volunteered to give support to my cause. He helped in reviewing and re wording the documents I prepared to circulate to people (just to know if it means the same, to non accountants what I mean in my documents).

We went to Commonwealth Bank of Australia branch together to confirm that they charge compound interest on his loans. 

We went to ombudsman together for the same cause.

I have explained to him clearly that ANYONE who intervenes in my cause against this compound interest, not only get the sin of injustice to me, but the sins of trillions of people around globe (that suicided/ divorced/became bankrupt and lost their belongings, not being able to repay the loans, without knowing why they are unable to pay off, as they would not even guessed the gravity of impact of compound interest). He was well aware of the cause I went for.

What Transpired later?

When I first circulated my publication on compound interest, I issued the first copy to his uncle in October 2006. On 6th November 2006, I received a strange call from Mr Paul Mathews who left his mobile no 0405110416 to call him back. When I rang about 8 p.m. I realised he is a manager of Commonwealth Bank in Water gardens in Victoria, wanting to establish business partnership with me. But the conversation went into compound interest.

Around this time, Andrew rang to advice that he is ready to die with me in this case and he did not want me to go alone to the court. I replied that I don’t go for dying and as such I don’t want him to join me but if he meant about moral support certainly he can join (as I knew him since 1992, we were neighbours living in same flat building for some time).

Few days later, Andrew asked me if he can put me across to a lady living near his house, who is a retired Westpac employee to discuss this matter. I said, it is not in the hands of such people to do anything in this matter, it is necessary that the current board of directors who can do something, so we will waste our time in talking to the retired lady. 

In November 2006 edition of Indian Voice newspaper, there was photograph of Mr Uday and Dr Jayanthi Uday being awarded by CEO of Commonwealth Bank of Australia, Mr Ralph Norris, and a newly created award of $ 5000 worth to Mr Uday as first recipient of the award.

Around this time the secretary from the then Treasurer Mr Peter Costello’s office was in touch with Praveen seeking his surname and home address etc details (at least that is what he told me) and no further details were provided to me. It is possible that Mr Peter Costello’s secretary or some one directly got in touch with Praveen to turn him against me or has been given some incentive to do so.

I alerted Praveen & Andrew that someone has given my document to someone in Mr Paul Mathews branch, and that the message is already there to Mr Ralph Norris. As I thought the bank has already decided to ‘tackle me’ through an Indian, may be that is the reason for new trophy and award and first time itself given to an Indian!!

Praveen said it could be through his uncle’s contact, but he will check with him and get back to me. (Till date he did not let me know, if his uncle knew these Indians or Paul). I couldn’t suspect Praveen’s commitment and interest in the matter for the way he was proactive in creating awareness by sending emails.

I spoke to him many times when he called up, even from his mobile phone (while he drove his home, so that his family time is not wasted). We discussed through emails too. It was in December 2006 I decided to go to court regarding the interest. I advised Praveen not to go to court, as it could be stress for him and his family. But he was very firm in coming with me all the way. He too lodged his case with same details as I prepared and I was to present his case in court.

He used to ask more probing questions about how I would prove in the court the compound interest. I replied him without reservation all my trump cards.

1. On 19th Feb 2007, when I first received the fax from Westpac lawyers in my office fax number, in about 15 minutes Praveen rang to find if I got any response from bank on my case (scheduled hearing on 22nd Feb 2007). I told him about the fax. He said that sounds like the bank wants to settle out of court, my claim and claim for damages of $10 mil. He advised me to contact the lawyers and he said he believes even if they agree to give me $ 5 million, I should accept it. When I asked his reasons, he said, ‘if the bank gives you money to settle out of court, it will make the judges to think that the bank has something to hide and that would benefit when his case is presented in the court’. I told him, he lost his balance, as I never took the matter for the sake the money, I told him to go home and rest and gain balance, not get excited.

2. On 22nd Feb 2007, before going to court for directions hearing, I have advised my wife, Andrew and Praveen that if they want to be present in the court, they should remember NOT to come near to me or draw my attention while the proceeding is on. You can read from ‘what I did’ or ‘what Westpac did’ page of this site, at the crucial moment of me to choose the right date for the injunction hearing he intervened and influenced me to choose a later date than the injunction hearing in 2 days offered by Ms B Steele (while she was holding the phone waiting for my choice and to advise the reception to schedule in 2 days). Next day Praveen rang to apologise with me saying that I nearly won the case against the bank but for his intervention. I reminded him my advice not to come near me or to draw attention, but did not suspect he would have done this intentionally.

3. After this there were many simple contacts between us on phone and email. On 11th March 2007, we got together in Andrew’s place for a lunch and review our preparations for hearing on 19th March 2007. While at lunch, they had their few drinks. There were peanut burfi (sweet Indian item, Andrew said he bought from the shop), small square of about 1 inch in red colour, green colour etc (I never have seen such coloured peanut burfi before, I remarked.). Praveen asked me about the defence letter I received from the lawyers on 9th March. I said this is not a defence at all and it would not take even 10 minutes for me to walk over those. I went ahead and told him, this case I can win even without speaking a word in the court. I thought this will give the 2 guys the confidence as they were expecting me to plead their cases on 29th March. Praveen asked how is that I can win without speaking. I told him, it is simple. On 19th March I will go to my doctor and request a medical certificate for the stress condition, as it is my first appearance in the court and that I am nervous. 

Praveen asked further, what the medical certificate will do to make you win. I said, on 19th March 2007, I can present the certificate to the judge and seek adjournment, due to first time appearance and stress. Normally, it could be understandable for anyone and would accept to postpone.

So that can only postpone your case not win, Praveen said. I told him, that is where the strategy is. When the court postpones the hearing the next date would fall after 31st March 2007 and the bank has to prepare their financials for 31st March 2007 in which they have to disclose existence of my case for compound interest and the exemplary damage. This report the bank has to circulate to their shareholders, so bank would make people aware they are compounding the interest, and not me.

Instead of becoming confident of my skills, Praveen immediately said, oh Hari, this is worse than you winning the case, I have to tell this to the bank! I asked him, what did you say; you have to tell this to the bank?? On this Praveen became alert and left the area saying he goes to toilet. After a few minutes Andrew too left the area to leave his plate in sink, as we finished our lunch. I expected these people to come back to continue the discussion, but NO. After sometime, my wife came to the lounge and asked me what I was doing alone there, when the other two are in the garden. So I went to their garden to bring them back. I really believed that Praveen simply told like that due to intoxication and losing his balance as to whose side he was. So I advised him not even to think in those terms.

    4.
On 13th March 2007, I received new set of defence from Westpac (you can see these from ‘view documents’ page of this site). Praveen contacted me that night on phone. I pretended that I was very afraid of the defence, when in fact, I was least shaken up by that. I pretended I wanted withdraw, but Praveen and Andrew both took the day off from their work to visit me to give me confidence to go further. I pretended as afraid, because I thought that the banks have spied on what I discussed in Andrew’s house on 11th March with some hi-fi instruments (who can think that it is possible to use human instruments to spy, well now any one can, but at that time no one could suspect a long standing friend)

Same week another evening, Andrew demanded (some urgency he had in sharing the cost of clips and papers before I go for the case on 19th March) to meet and wanted to drop off some copies relating to his case. But when we met at my home, Andrew gave me a box of ‘black paper clips’ (sold in 100s in a transparent plastic), another box of ‘small size multi colour paper clips’ (sold in 100s), few highlighter pen as a set, and a bundle of A4 size (500 sheets) paper, (saying he wanted to give his share of papers and clips I used for preparing his case) from office works. I don’t think I ever mentioned about sharing clips and papers.

Since the letter on 13th March talked about costs, if I lose the case, I showed it to them and they promised they would share all the cost with me.

5 On 19th March 2007, I have been put straight in witness box and questioned, without giving opportunity for me to present the case. Coming to bar table from witness box, Mr Strong presented two lever arch folders of past cases (that he brought with him), one set to me and another to Justice Harbison. He went reading a few quotations from the same. I felt that all his readings were in my favour. So I quickly caught up with the pages he has been referring (in a disorderly manner) and put a book mark and circled the lines he read (so that I can go through at home again). On seeing that I caught up quick, Mr Strong stopped reading, after he read excerpts of some 7 or 8 cases. It was 4.15 p.m. then. The Judge had 15 minutes before closing for the day to ask me to present my case, but opted to adjourn for the next morning 10.a.m (whereas I sent my request weeks before 19th March that I wont be available to attend the court after 19th March until end of March). She obviously was aware of my strategy I told Praveen and Andrew on 11th March, that she adjourned for the very following day, though there was another case scheduled for her for 10.am. on 20th March)

6 Praveen and Andrew came to my home after the court on 19th March. They asked me about what I would do for 20th March. A few weeks before the court case I noticed a big UB Transmitter installed on the next street to where I live. Perhaps someone wanted to monitor my discussions with some Hi-fi instrument I thought. So we got into Praveen’s car and drive about 1.5 kilo meters and parked it. In the car they were wondering how I was not much shaken up from the court and what to be done for 20th March. I said my task is very simple. When the court commences on 20th March, I just have to tell the judge that (a) I accept whatever was read out by Mr Strong in my favour and (b) to put Mr Strong in witness box for me to ask 10 or 11 questions. By these the judge would know clearly that interest is compounding and my claims are right. Andrew asked me, at least twice, how can I be so sure that I would get a chance to speak the next day. I said, on fairness I should get my opportunity to ask questions as much as Westpac had their go today. As soon as I said this from the back seat of Praveen’s car, I noticed on the driver’s sun shade there was a camera. I looked into it, but did not want to show I suspected him. My strategies were not known to my family even, but only these guys knew.

7 Next morning we met at the court. I asked Praveen to sit next to me at bar bench. He switched on his laptop. As soon as the Judge arrived, Mr Strong apologised to her that he read the cases wrong the previous day and sought permission to read other pages. Immediately after he finished, I requested the Judge to put Mr Strong in witness box for me to cross examine. She refused saying I should have issued a subpoena for the same and immediately dismissed my case.

8 When Mr Strong claimed $ 50,000 from me for Westpac, the judge was looking into her computer and doing some thing (calculations?). Praveen’s laptop beeped twice with some gap and frequency (similar to when it beeps when a ‘file download’ or upload is completed. 

9 Immediately after the court decision that I should pay $10,000, Praveen said in front of all of us, he was ‘relieved only now’. He didn’t talk about sharing the cost (till date) but took us all for lunch. Though Andrew mentioned he would share the cost, I did not share the cost with anyone.

10 Next day Praveen rang to tell me that I don’t have to worry about the cost, he has some idea if I am prepared to compromise on my principle! I asked him what is that, he said he will tell me personally. He sent an email on 21st March 07  regarding the income tax system as to why it is like that (this is because I advised him that I will be taking on income tax commissioner to court on tax system, soon after bank case is over). Praveen’s email link
11 I stopped talking to him. He sent Andrew to enable talking terms again. So Andrew brought his wife and Praveen and his wife to my home on 27th March 2007.

12 I confronted Praveen, if (a) his mobile phone discussions of my strategies were forwarded (b) all my email communications with his has been forwarded to the bank or someone on bank’s side (c) that his camera in the car has transmitted my strategy for 20th March, the reason why Mr Strong would have got the wisdom on 19th March night that the cases he presented and read were wrong. We went to check his car, but on 27th March no camera in the car! (d) asked him; why his laptop was kept open in court when even mobile phone to be kept off. He said he wanted to help me if I needed to see any excel file for my arguments in the court. But then I would have brought mine, if I felt necessary. But he didn’t keep the screen for me to face! Asked him why his laptop beeped before I was ordered to pay $10,000. He said, may be it was out of battery!! (e) Asked him who wrote the email that he forwarded asking me to give it to my daughter, regarding the Australian Taxation system, that the level of writing was very high that it can not be Praveen’s skill to write such. He laughed and said, hari I don’t have that much skill to write one like that, I simply forwarded it. I asked him who sent to him, he declined to disclose!

13 That week end, he rang from home, put me on speaker for his wife to listen, I again confronted the same questions. He abruptly disconnected the call and said he will come back shortly on those. But rang next evening and said, Hari I agree whatever you suspect is possible to have happened, as my mobile phone is owned and paid by my employer, my car is owned and maintained by employer (though these are under his disposal for all 24 hours and that he had to take the car for service, but doesn’t know if there is any blue tooth technology installed on any of these). But did not say he was knowingly involved in back stabbing me.

14 Apparently (as per Andrew) on 23rd January 2008, he rang from VCAT to Andrew wanting my presence in the court for the judgement. Andrew believed Praveen was happy on that day of judgement. 
