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G1-GATE ST o RT3 Hi-oidt bt Sreaticrsh forformera wherae § S o forg foe
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Bhagawat Story-4

Rupinder

Rupinder used to grasp spiritual knowledge along with her mother Inderjeet Kaur
since 1995 and when she was able to understand the depth of the spiritual
knowledge, she has reached a conclusion that she should surrender herself for the
cause of Godly Service.

She along with her mother made strenuous efforts to convince her father in vain ;
Based on the hearsays he started creating obstacles and restricted them from going
to Adhyatmik Vishwa Vidyalaya Farrukhabad.

In the circumstances, despite identifying the Spiritual Father and Mother on the
basis of spiritual knowledge, Rupinder was left with no alternative except to join
the AVV family on 29" March, 2005 with undeterred firm belief and decision to
maintain purity lifelong as also to fulfil her interest in the knowledge; direct with
the support of her mother.
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Having upset by their decision, and for the reason he could not bring his daughter
back, Rajkumar, the father of Rupinder has filed a case against Sukarma Bahan and
Spiritual Brother Virendra Deo Dixit on 15" March, 2007 in the court of Judicial
Magistrate, 1% Class, Amritsar, alleging that Sukarma Bahan and Spiritual Brother
Virendra Deo Dixit have illegally confined Rupinder and his wife Inderjeet in the
Adhyatmik Vishwa Vidyalaya , with threats to kill them.

The complaint No. 92/2007 was filed by Rajkumar and the case was registered
under sections 342, 343, 344, 346 and 347 IPC on 15-03-2007.

IFT FE H TEIRES GRRde, YR 7 9Tar I «F dfEa i fadiew 02-12-2011
T foRaT 3T 01-03-2012 T FH-sclad 3T ANH SIRT font| Sreeh S/ame § g
iz 29 diferd o germt a5 i =<img feua dea-giamm 6 i 7 SEifiee ifee
61 FIHATET T TE U o ToTT FererT 482 Ht. 3t &Y. 3 iavia wah forfret fie fufesm
(.9612/2012) TTiget st & uLl|

In result, the court of Judicial Magistrate has summoned Spiritual Brother Virendra
Deo Dixit on 02-12-2011 and also issued non-bailable arrest warrants on 1%
March, 2012. Now the traditions are inevitably to be maintained. In the
circumstances, Sukarma Bahan and Spiritual Brother Virendra Deo Dixit had to
file a criminal miscellaneous petition with N0.9612 of 2012 in the High Court of
Punjab and Hariyana at Chandigarh under section 482 Crpc in order to differ the
proceedings of the Magistrate.

eIt sl 3Ed §U BT IS o HTHA GoaTg ol HIfeld A o foTg wfu=at 1 A gt
FIT R BUET 7 I & I &6 01.03.2012 F 07.03.2012 =T 9L 9 U fhT,
e i ot g7 TR foram for ®itet 19T st ¥ Areanfedss forgfommaa 7 usi-
et ¥ T W 8 T T ufc/far ToEAR A 9T I oF dfed 3 geRnt 9 | $-
ST Icdied i & foru 3 Seht Sfa wue w1 & fow wfuet i 219y Ofa @ dus

ST Y sj_\cs“l J TS A Siae hL <l

Having observed the situation and in order to prove the truth, the mother of
Rupinder; Inderjeet Kaur has filed affidavits in the High court on 01-03-2012 and
07-03-2012; in which she had made it clear that Rupinder was staying in the
Adhyatmik Vishwa Vidyalaya at her own volition and with pleasure and her
husband Rajkumar has filed a made up and false complaint against Spiritual
Brother Virendra Deo Dixit and Sukarma Bahan that they have illegally detained
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his daughter Rupinder; The intention of the compliant is out of jealousy, hatred and
with an intention to harass them and thereby spoil their fame and dignity .

HUeL i AT 3r5siid T BU=L SHT 4 G o ERATOM 8T8 ohic o HMHA AT SaTel ot
aTRaet foram o Sew ot wrdr fiis 3o Slferd o YAt sTe o Raeis ®uet s 31dy dfd o
mmﬁ%aﬁwﬁfﬁmmwm@mqwqﬁm%w

el B SISl ST BRATOM =TS i< o 3 Fofar o 3o HA1ewT % o qeT iz e

N NN
HHA TGAT AT |

Rupinder and her mother Inderjeet Kaur have submitted their reply before the High
Court of Punjab and Hariyana wherein they have unearthed the false complaint
made by their father / husband against Spiritual Brother Virendra Deo Dixit and
Sukarma Bahan stating that they have detained Rupinder illegally. And we prefer
to append some extracts from the final order of the High Court of Punjab and
Hariyana before you.

forfiaer fafaafa3/@a 9. 614932012 3R
forfoaet fafacifdera 5. ©9-9612/2012 371697 : 22-01-2014

gFal 3R 37 fotesrTe
T
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“S8 IS 1 a1k 02-04-2012 T ST T8 FIIAT & Toh REqreed 3 37 4 379iq SR
3N 3Geh! Al -5511d HR = 56 HIS 1 SIS Sl 9 13T o6 371 TA19r7d 37erfa gepat
o8 3R TRz 39 Sifera 3 Ht ot ordey a8 T T T 97 39K 3=Sld FR A T8
o1 &gl o I8 Tl TIFHR A Fact &1 91 § I8 SR IR | SU=at = o 3791 71
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SHeRT 22, 2014 s fig

S

In the High Court of Punjab and Haryana at Chandigarh
Criminal Misc. N0.61493 of 2012 and
Criminal Misc. No.M-9612 of 2012
Date of decision:22.1.2014
Sukarma and another ...Petitioners
V.
State of Punjab and others...Respondents

Coram: Hon'ble Mr. Justice Inderjit Singh
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The order dated 2.4.2012 passed by this Court in this case shows that respondents
No.3 and 4 (i.e., Rupinder and her mother Inderjeet Kaur) appeared in this Court
and had submitted that they have never been illegally detained and confined by the
petitioners. It is also stated by respondent No.4 ( Inderjeet Kaur) that her husband
had filed complaint out of retaliation. Rupinder Kaur (respondent No.3) also made
submissions in the tune of her mother. Respondent No.3 (Rupinder Kaur) also
wished to live in the said Ashram with her own free will and consent. The
complaint has been filed by Raj Kumar (respondent

No.2) in the present petition against Virendra Deo Dixit and Sukarma (petitioners)
under Sections 342, 343, 344, 346 and 347 IPC with the main allegation regarding
confining respondent No.3 (Rupinder Kaur) illegally by the petitioners (Virendra
Deo Dixit and Sukarma).

As respondents No.3 and 4 (i.e., Rupinder and her mother Inderjeet Kaur) have
denied the allegations made in the complaint and stated by appearing in this Court
and also by filing affidavits and also denying the allegations of the complainant
through counsel for respondents No.3 and 4 (i.e., Rupinder and her mother
Inderjeet Kaur), I find that no ground is made out to continue with the complaint.
The filing of the complaint is misuse/abuse of the process of the law. When
respondents No.3 and 4 (i.e., Rupinder and her mother Inderjeet Kaur) themselves
have stated that they are residing in the Ashram with their own consent and they
being major have every right to act as per their own wish,

Therefore, from the above discussion, | find merit in the present petition and the
same is allowed. The criminal complaint N0.92/2007 dated 15.3.2007 filed for the
offences under Sections 342, 343, 344, 346 and 347 IPC as well as the summoning
order dated 2.12.2011 (Annexure-P.9) and the order dated 1.3.2012 (Annexure-
P.10), vide which non-bailable warrants has been issued against petitioner No.2,

passed by the learned Judicial Magistrate Ist Class, Amritsar and all other
subsequent proceedings arising therefrom are hereby quashed.

January 22, 2014. (Inderjit Singh)

Judge
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I FW U g BE HIE AT USTe IR g, =EhTe & AT il A=IAT od T,
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The orders by the High Court were disposed of by the lower court in obeisance on
05-04-2014.

TSR & U 1 oh TUdT TSR g T 7T WISl | SAreaticdsh GRem
STeT 3T | 2EH dl o, T off sheam SfU=at 31T 3Tehl AT Sgsiid hiT 3 W ohl
BASTAT H 36 ASTE W S UTg R ATt fergarferenerar aiam & wi $sai-gwgaeh Tt
TS Tt fowhet 81 TS | Rt Ue aTR ETferd g for 1 STt et SR STt shear-HTar w4t
afea B IE-IPR GETCHT ¥ e 79 1 foedt ud Tt & qeer St Uk e
STESE, I8 3 FeTeh! e FH-ANT THTCHT § et 7 2l

Considerable time has of-course lapsed for the "AVV family" to come out of the
conspiracy drawn by Rajkumar, the father of the girl, fuelled by the conspirators.
Still, the girl Rupinder and her mother Inderjeet Kaur have shown their victory
under the eternal shelter of Supreme God and the conspiracies planned in the
backdrop of jealousy and hatred against Spiritual Brother Virendra Deo Dixit and
"AVV family" members had once again faced an utter flap. And it is once again
got proved that despite creating hurdles by throwing the stones of derisions, the
rivers ( sisters and mothers carrying the water of knowledge ) break off through
them and celebrate their confluence with the Ocean of Knowledge , Supreme God
Father.

30 Y G 1 STSTHE % F T T 36 T TS gL |

A copy of the judgment is annexed.
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Annexure P-1

Shri Sanjay Agnihotri, Judicial Magistrate Firs' Class, Amritsar

Raj Kumar S/o Baldev Raj, Resident of 1053, Islamabad, Amritsar

................... coinplainant

VS

1. Virender Dev Dixit, P/o A-1351, Vijay Vihar, Rithala, Delh:-85.

2. Sukarma, Incharge Centre Adhyatmik Ishwariva Vishwa-Vidhalaya,

Resident House No.634, Kesho Ram Complex, Sector 45-C, Post

Office- Burail, Cnandigarh-106.

B T e Accused.
W : .
Complaint under section
\a 342/343/344/346/347/504/505/279 |.P.C.
Concerned Police Station: B. Division,
Amyritsar
Respected Sir,
The complainant requests as under:-
1. That complainant reside presently at the above mentionec| address,
~ and earlier used to live in a rented house at Chanan Singh Colony,
2 Shaheed Udham Singh Nagar, Opp. Chetak Pakhiwala, P.S.-

B Division, Amritsar and was working as a Propery dealer and is still
doing the same and | shift=d to the above stated address.

2. That the complainant has a daughter named Rupinder Kaur, whose
age is 25 years and complainant was marriec 10 Inderjeet Kaur D/o
Darbara Singh, R/o Islamabad, Amritsar in 1979 and out of this
wedlock gir' Rupinder Kaur was born at Lal Hospital, Amritsar in
1981 and out of this wedlock 4 Children were born in which, 2 are

boys and 2 are girls Rupinder Kaur is also included and is the eldest
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daughter, and they all were born and residing at sheheed Udham
Sing Nagar, Chaman Singh Colony, Amritsar.

That the complainant used to co out in relation to his work and had
opened his office at Chandigarh and Delhi also. Ir year 1994,
complainant was residing at Sector 16, Pocket F-8, Flat No.13-B and
behind his flat there was Brahma kumari Ashram and members of
Brahma Kumari Ashram used to come and use thc complainant’s
telephone and the complainant developed good relations with them.
The Complainant offered Brahma Kumari supporters put an
extension wire from his house to their Ashram so that they need not
to come to his house and can hear the phone trom their ashram.
Hence Brahma Kumari Ashram peoplz started visiting the
complainant's office and house. The complaint was working in Delhi

and in year 2000 closed his work and came to Mohali, Phase-ll,

ground Floor 141, Chandigarh and Brahm Kumar Ashram was in

Sector 45, Chandigarh and supporters of this Ashram started visiting

complainant's house and complainant's wife and children were living

in Mchali and supporters of the Ashram used to come there and

started misguiding the complainant's wife & daughiwer, Rupinder

Kaur. The complainant was not conversant about this fact. Virender

Dev Dixit, the accused, kept coming and misguidirg complaint’s wife

and daughtar and used to say that supreme soul Shiv Baba has

come on earth and he used to call himselt Shiv Baba and the

second girl Sukarma was the coordinator of his Chandigarh Ashram

and she used to say that Shiv Baba has come on earth ir. the form of

Virender Dev Dixit and that disaster is about t¢c ccme and this Shiv

Baba will save us. When | saw all this, then | left Mohali and along

with my family came to Amritsar and started living in a ranted house

at Shaheed Udham Singh Nagar, Opposite Chetak Pakhism Wala,
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and | started living here with my entire family. But still both the

accused did not Izave my wife and my daughter, and both the
accused provoked complainant's wife Inderjeet against the
complainant and caused a fight betweer them and they also
embezzled the money from complainant's wife earned by
complainant. Complainant's wife used to tell cornplainart that money
Is lost and the complainant's wife stopped talking with the
complainant and also stopped sleeping with the coraplainant and
whenever both the accused visit Amritsar_ they would meet
complainant's wife and daughter Rupinder because they had caused
conflict at complainant's house and complainant's wife was not
talking with the complainant. Whatever the accused \irender Dev

Dixit used to misguide my wife, the same was taught by my wife to
my daughter Rupinder. | thought that why not to marry my elder
daughter and | sold my plot which was at Amritsar and brought
money to home.

That around 3 years ago, on the day of Shivratri. | came home and
found that my daughter Rupinder Kaur was not at home and my wife
told me that She had gene to her maternal grandmother’s place and
would return within 1-2 days. My wife lied to whole family that
Rupinder had gone to her Maternal grandmother's place. | had to go
to Delhi on that day. When i had just reached station, my son
Navkaas called me over phone and told that Rupinder had gone
neither to her Nani's place nor her Massi's place, and then | returned
back home and enquired f-om my wife about my daughter and then |
began searching the where abouts of my daughier. Then | came to
know that in my absence, Virender Dev Dixit and Sukarma had

come to Amritsar and had {aken my daughter Rupinder with them by

misleading her and while going, my daughter took Rs.30,000/- along
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with her, which | had kept at home by Selling plot. Both the accused

are running shamp Ishwariya Vidhyalaya Brahma Kumari. They have
no link with the real Brahma Kumari Ashram, whose headquarter is

at Mt. Abu and to usurp money from the people, they use such

tactics & gimrnicks to mislead & misguide the people that Virender
Dev has come on earth in the form of Shiv Baba .

It is worth mentioning here that both the accused along with 45
other people, had been in jaii for 90 days, the document of which is
with the complainant, whose photocopy is being annexad hereto.
Then, along with Yashpal Sharma S/o Bihari Lal, R/o Ranjitpura,

Pullighar, Amritsar and Rajpal Singh S/o Kehar Singh R/o

Gurunankpura Street No.7, House No.584-D, | wernt to Chandigarh
Ashram and enquired ahout my daughter & accused Virender Dev
Dixit & Sukarma were Present there. They admitted/szid that they
have brought Rupinder from Amritsar but now she is not with then
and has gone to Delhi. and will send her back to Amritsar soon and |
should go back to Amritsar. Then we three went to Delhi and where |
came to know that my daughter was not there and the Ashram

people said that they wili send her to Amritsar as soon as ihey meet

her. | returned back home & found that my wife was also not at

home.

. That | kept on searching my wife and reached Chandigarh where |
found that my wife was a.so at Chandigarh Ashram where | again
met accused VDD and Sukarma. They asked me to write that my
wife Inderjit kaur & my daughter Rupinder Kaur have come to
Ashram on their own wish and VDD threatened me and said that he
Is a very dangerous man that he has a lot of weapons and he will get
me my children killed. Then | recsived calls from my daughter, and

on one day my daughter Rupinder called me over the phone said
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that VDD is very dangerous & that | should forget about her & | later

found that this call was made from Barabaki which is ahead of
Lucknow, the number is still saved with me.

. That VDD accused Sukarma have kept my daughter & my wife in

their illegal & forceful corfinement custody for extcrting money. The

accused take my daugrter sometimes to Lucknow, Delhi,

Chandigarh & do not allow me to meet her.
Then my daughter sent a letter on 14-11-2006 by post which my wife
had actually tidden from me and given to my scn, but my son gave it

to me to read in which it was written that my caughter Rupinder was

A in illegal forcefu! custody of accused VDD & Sukarma & she was not
even allowed tc talk over the phone or write # letter and threatened

w

® that whenever her father comes to center create ruckus, & they will

Kill me. Letter is still with me.

8. That now | have come to know that the accusad have kept my
daughter in illegal & forceful custody at Chandigzrh and |, along with
above mentioned Yashpal Sharma & Rachhpal Singh, reached
Chandigarh on Dt. 11.03.2007 to enquire about my daughter and

:f wife. Both the accused were present there. | \was not allowed to
A meet my wife or my elder daughter and | came to know that the

accused had kept my daughter in illegal & forceful custody since last

3 years and do not allow h=r to go outside or meet since around last

3 years. | told both the accused that i they do not allow me to meet

my daughter, then | will ‘ake actlion against you and file a case in the

court, but both the accused started threatening me that ! do like this,

then they will kil! me & ray chidrenand also abduct my younger

daughter and bring her tc Ashram and murder me and m

y family.
Both the accused have the weapons and called my names in front of
my witnesses ana used dirty words like ‘Kutta', ‘<anjai’, ‘Haramzada’
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and they told me that if | aven look at Ashrain then they would kill me
and my family. Eeing afraid and frightened, | came back to Amritsar

and also reported to Delhi Police but the Police also did not listen to

me.

All proofs are with me The accused should be summoned and be

severely punished and the complainant be given justice.

Complairant
Rajkumar S/o Baldev Raj,
Dt. 15-3-07 Presently R/o 1063, Islamabad, Amritsar

Certified to ba e translation
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Chandigarn

Present: Mr.Pardeep Goyal, Advocate,
for the petitioners.

The petitioners have been summoned to face trial for the
offences punishable under Secfions 342, 343, 544, 346 and 347, IPC
for having illegally detained/confined Rupinder Kaur and Inderjit Kaur,
the daughter and the wife respectively of the complainant-
respondent. The said Rupinder Kaur and Inderjeet Kaur have been
arrayed as respondent Nos.3 and 4 in the present petition. They are
present in Court with their counsel Sh.Jastej Singh. Inderjeet Kaur
submits that her husband-Raj Kumar was liquor addict and,
therefore, she diverted herself towards spiritual courses being run by
Brahmkumari AdhyatmikAlshwariya Vishva Vidyalaya while residing at
Amritsar. She further submits that her daughter, who is now aged
about 29 years, had also joined her in the spiritual courses with her
own free will and consent. She further submits that she was never
illegally detained/confined by the petitioners. She also states that her
husband had filed impugned complaint out of the retaliation.
Rupinder Kaur, the alleged victim, has also made submissions in the
tune of her mother. Rupinder Kaur also submits that her father wants
to solemnize her marriage against her wishes but she has joined
Brahmkumari Adhyatmik Ishwariya Vishva Vidyalaya, therefore, does =
not want to solemnize her marriage. She also states that she is living
with the said Ashram with her own free will and consent.

Respondent Nos.3 and 4 have produced their respective i
S, B R il i
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affidavits also, which are taken on record.

Notice of motion for 25.07.2012.

’ In the meantime, the operation of the impugned

summoning order dated 02.12.2011 shall remain stayed.

KUMAR SANGHI
_NARESH
sp/-N GE

02" April, 2012
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In the High Court of Punjab and Haryana at Chandigarh

Criminal Misc. No.61493 of 2012
and
Criminal Misc, No.M-9612 of 2012

Date of decision:22.1.2014

Sukarma and another
...Petitioners

State of Punjab and others
...Respondents

Coram:  Hon'ble Mr. Justice Inderjit Singh

Present: Mr. Pardeep Goyal. Advocate for the petitioners.

Mr. V.PS. Sidhu, Assistunt Advocate General, Punjab
for the respondent-State.

Ms. Rakhi Sharma, Advocate for respondent No.2.

Mr, Kokane A.V., Advocate for respondents No.3 and 4.

Inderiit Singb, J.

20
For the averments made in the criminal miscellancous
application, reply filed on behalf of respondent No.3 is taken on record. _

The criminal miscellaneous application stands disposed of.

Lr. Mise. No.M-96}2 of 2012:

Petitioners Sukarma and Virendra Deo Dinit have filed this
petition against the State of Punjab. Raj Kumar. PB.K. Rupinder Kaur and

Indrejeet Kaur respondents under Section 482 Cr.PC. praying for

Harpat S-ngr
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l;g:i

[l

Ch.

anthigart

10 Bt dccurmey

and

by of fup dncumant



For Privete Usa
Certll iy be true copy
IS

Ceatral Copring Agrmey
(Authorized ws 76 of Indian Evidence Act, 1875
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Cr. Mise, No.M-9612 of 2012

[2}

quashing the criminal proceedings in criminal complaint case No0.92/2007
dated 15.3.2007 filed for the offcnces under Sections 342. 343, 344, 346
and 347 IPC pending hefore the Court of Mrs. Amrita Singh. Judicial
Magistrate Ist Class, Amritsar being wrong, iliegal, misuse of process of
law in the interest of justice, also praying for quashing of summoning
order dated 2.12.2011 (Annexure-P.9) and order dated 1.3.2012
(Annexure-P.10) vide which non-bailable warrants has been issued against
petitioner No.2.

The brief facts of the case as stated in the petition are that on
13.3.2007. a case has been filed against the petitioners by respondent No.2
{complainant) alleging therein that the petitioners had illegally confined
Rupinder Kaur (respondent No.3) and also abused and threatened
respondent No.4 for her life. It is stated that petitioner No.1 is the senior
temale spiritual follower of Adhyatmik Ishwariva Vishva Vidyalaya
(hereinafter referred to as "AIVV") and petitioner No.2 is the spiritual
father of the said spiritual family. The activities are based on the
maintenance of purity through teaching and meditation. AIVV also
provides free boarding and lodging during their stay to attend the spiritual
programmes. Respondent No.3 is the elder daughter of respondent No.2
and respondent No.4 and was a major girl aged about 25 years at the time
of filing the complaint. Respondent No.4 is wife of respondent No.2. 1t is
stated that respondent No.4 is an active member of AIVV since 1995 and
used to visit and attend spiritual discourse in the spiritual centres at

Chandigarh and Delhi with her daughter On 29.3 2005, respondent No.3

Parmar Harzal Sugh

M1401.24 16:37

1 aresi b (ha Accuracy ang
wilegrity Df tris document

Chandigarh
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(3]
has voluntarily joined the AIVV for life long. Respondent No.4 had also
cxeeuted affidavit on 29.3.2005 showing her faith in the spiritual family.

Reply by respondent No4 has been filed in this case in
which, it is stated thar respondent No.2 has filed a false. concocted and
stage managed complaint case before the Judicial Magistrale Ist Class.
Amritsar. It is also stated in the reply that the petitioners are innocent
spiritual teachers and the entire story created by respondent No.2 in the
criminal complaint is frivolous and false to harass and defame the
petitioners.

Learned counsel for respondents No.3 and 4 also appeared
today i the Court denying the allegations in the complaint regarding any
illegal continement of respondents No.3 and ¢ by the petitioners ete. and
requested that this petition be allowed. The order dated 2.4.2012 passed
by this Court in this case shows that respondents No.3 and 4 appeared in
this Court and had submitted that they have never been illegally detained
and confined by the petitioners. It is also stated by Tespondent No.d that
her husband had filed complaint out of retaliat-ion. Rupinder Kaur
(respondent No.3) also made submissions in the fune of her mother.
Respondent No.3 also wished to live in the said Ashram with her own frec
will and consent. The complaint has been filed by Raj Kumar (respondent
No.2) in the present petition against Virendra Deo Dixit and Sukarma
(petitioners) under Sections 342. 343, 344. 346 and 347 [PC with the main
allegation regarding confining respondent No.3 illegally by the

petitioners. As respondents No.3 and 4 have denied the allegations made
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in the complaint and stated by appearing in this Court and also by filing
atﬁdavits and alse denying the allegations of the complainant through
counsel for respondents No.3 and 4, | find that no ground is made out to
continue with the complaint. The filing of the complaint is misuse/abuse
of the process of the law. When respondents Ne.3 and 4 themselves have
stated that they are residing in the Ashram with their own consent and
they being major have every right to act as per their own wish.

Therefore, from the above discussion, I find merit in the
present petition and the same is allowed. The criminal complaint
N0.92/2007 dated 15.3.2007 filed for the offences under Sections 342,
343, 344, 346 and 347 1PC as well as the summoning order dated
2.12.2011 (Annexure-P9) and the order dated 1.3 .2012_ {Annexure-P.10),
vide which non-bailable warrants has been issued against petitioner No.2,
passed by the learned Judicial Magistrate Ist Class, Amritsar and all other

subsequent proceedings arising therefrom are hereby quashed.

January 22, 2014, {Inderjit Singh)
Judge
*hsp*
v irioi T

| abowt o the ixurecy and
Intagrity of i documen]



