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HOTAd kAT - 10

ST &, AT (B.com.) 3T TSR (12th)

Ig Teh HIT TH0T & AT 1, FSTem Hemrsivist fS7et (.91 3t SfHar qeit a1oq uf
TSI, THTE ST o STcaT=IR Shl HEeTstl i AIgent, Tl g8 FH-Juieral ol &
Uehg L, ATeATicneh fagfaener, weateTe it 31T Wt el T€t et W S
Sifeat sht T | TS ot |1 o | O el 8t AR &ar SR HAT firRie |

Bhagawat Story-10

Urmila Devi, Sweta and Priyanka:

This episode again of Bhagawat is about Urmila Devi of district Mahrajganj,
U.P, running away from home behind the tunes of Murali towards Farrukhabad
breaking away the cuffs of tortures and harassment tightened by her husband
Rajendra Prasad Jaiswal. The situation of her daughters is not different that of
her. Miss Sweta and Miss Priyanka did not step back in supporting the Truth.

e aet @ g1 st st/ fuar Tes TR feRt STifeEh 9 aHfe &9 9 yarted
A o ST ITh! TIUAT §6 &S qeh Ul foh Iai= T ST ST ohl forell ST
Tk Rl g ARG H hl AT & S= o7 et o T foram 19 77 3 97 o formm
o a1 SToHT Sfeai T 7o it STz Y ehal § STaTeht &1 Teit| a8 T <ah off
39 AT 3R IS 2 ST SIS ht ST § S AT, At 9 T rerara & &
[T | A ST TUar it SISl o1 digst SHT Sfeat- AT 3R freht 7ot |t
1Y Uohe oL ITeATIcHeh fogfommaa 1§ gufda g 73| strsfied ufest & i 319+t g=a1
o1 ST L GU AT I fSRIehT 7 T 20-09-2010 3R 25-09-2010 i HATEATcHF
Toraferamaa & 1ot 97 it e J S U GiUT | Shadd 31k &Y 9T o, sfedh of S
off foh 3ok fOre =7 €T SIST | gEll RO SR SATeATicHeh fopaforanerd Jiam & A
S ¥ Ug B A T I Feedar i atehdl € s o foTg gt & T o6t At
L §T hlegs o H d1.14-09-2010 T T fereft oot grieret s famm om wmfda g
Y vgt € M e 3 d1.20-09-2010 i HdgTTg o Yot sreffersh & i qferd e
T erot wiT Tt off |

Rajendra, husband of Urmila Devi used to harass his wife and daughters
physically as well mentally and his cruelties have reached to the extent that has
entered into a deal to sell his daughters to some unknown persons against
ransom. Now the mother has decided; to save her daughters from the clutches of
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harassment caused by her husband Rajendra Prasad Jaiswal . She came to
understand; if at all there is anybody to rescue her and her daughters from the
demons, it is only Shiv Baba and none else. In result, the two daughters Sweta
and Priyanka reached Farrukhabad in hand with their mother and surrendered
themselves in the Adhyatmik Vishwa Vidfyalaya for the sake of Godly Service.
They have executed a stamped affidavit of surrender on 20-09-2010 and 25-09-
2010 respectively in the "AVV” expressing their wish to remain in and maintain
purity for lifelong. The mother of the girls stood witness. Not limited to
doubting, they know well that their father does not remain silent. That’s why
well before joining themselves with the "AVV family" , they have addressed a
letter to the Police Station, Kolhui on 14-09-2010 requesting for providing
protection from harassment of their father and other relatives. They have made a
similar submission before the S.P, Fategarh on 20-09-2010 requesting for Police
Protection well before their surrendering themselves for the cause of Godly
Service.

e ST HATSAT o S5 FT o fIC wnfid g o wire e A o qfvenct o7 ot
G T, T hAd-2 et Teurfr 311 75 R ufar Ttz SeTe SEeaTer sht et o gai
IR T fQT, 3T 39k | IS TEAT & el s o, Faw W o At A
freamen & | Sfiar AT o ufd % R H Bie o 4 ffad w Ay
reaTfcrsh faraformery, TRes: § deshicl TROT o g uger TE) 370 uf & 37 ared
WL Sl SIS 1 3d BT, SHAT AT A famieh 16-03-2011 3T 3191 &1 <l HiTT
TR TTES: o BTg hIC o o ATHA Teh 3111 T qTRaet L & | 3Te ITehT af =9 al

ST T |

After the surrender of her daughters, the atrocious, cruel and callous behavior of
her husband Rajendra Prasad Jaiswal crossed the human limits of bearability
and Urmila Devi was left with no alternate rescue except Shiv Baba. Inevitably,
she had to take temporary shelter with the AVV Family along with her younger
child Nikhil at Lucknow on 21-02-2011. In her anxiety and helplessness and the
expected risks from her husband, she has addressed a request letter to the High
Court, Lucknow Bench on 16-03-2011 requesting therein for arranging
protection from her husband. Now her husband would not keep quiet.

FreAl o T TNIS J8TE SgaTe ot Aretfeeh fagfaene ufEar ™ 9 & &
foTT 8 AT ek s TRA TRT fieT W 9 S B IR dedt 7 bl o fUdr Teig
1 ST I T ST ST ATk g fedn, I HEWISHisT shi eI Afsege
o TTHA 3O T, 0 3 WA F ST TREA o S 7T STt o STTE00
ST TG TC AT, 01-06-2011 T FFic ¥ SIS Tl TSE + STRIT T foh
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TR T o fAT 3T I 8 AR ST o 30e § ITeh! IodT 3T ST shr q9=t0r
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The father of the girls Rajendra Prasad Jaiswal could not get any helper to
implicate the "AVV family” until 8 months. When he could gather the help of
some miscreants with support of financial assistance, he has lodged a petition
before the Judicial Magistrate, District Maharajganj, U.P on 01-06-2011 against
"AVV family" members. The complaint flows in the same lines; her wife and
daughters were kidnapped for illegitimate deeds by father-in-law, three brothers
of Urmila Devi and the leaders of Adhyatmik Vishwa Vidfyalaya with an
intention to Kill them; the date of kidnap was mentioned to be 23-12-2007,
which dates back three and half years prior to the date of the petition. He
thought that a maximum possible punishment can be imposed by mentioning a
date much before.

HEIISHIS o STSIRIA HISRELE TTEs + ST shl 1T T T g U, 378,31, &1
U o 33T hiegs AT TWRT 1 fou 37 3o w1 o1 UTei it g shices 9 H
q1.05-06-2011 % T TH.3AT3.3TR. (F Fh15H "o 881/2011) TH AT & g
Tforeet L foqm, FSTw aedt A= qeaTeAT SreTe e, ST e S Jie ot e S

T HAR -2 SiE 3o S, e <ot Siferd TR 3171 7 4 TSiR o W9, 3 |9t 9
0 UNAR o 3 TeE 9| ARG TWHICHT % T 1 T8l TARA 410 g4

WI.E.H. T 9Ty 419, 420, 364, 342, 504, 506 31X 120 st TR I 7T, S {6 gedn
T o 3 U ToheAUT, giaeel, A9 Fed] I ST © AR hl g o o Ged |
AR S ST € | SAredfaehar @ 7€ off fob AT Sere frsm 9w e g s4th
reAticnes forgforane™ # or € €l o SU-qU g€ SR SO et
spreATicneh feraferamer | aTiu o o foeTT 13t & wed et it 17E oft

Seeing the seriousness of the allegations, the Judicial Magistrate of
Maharajganj, has passed an order on the Station House Officer, Kolhui Police
Station to register an F.I.LR and in obeisance of the order of the Judicial
Magistrate, an F.1.R has been registered at Kolhui Police station on 05-06-2011
under crime No. 881/2011 against 10 said to be culprits; the top most being
Paramatma Prasad Mishra who was stated to be the Guru of the entire Ishwariya
Family. The other names include Spiritual Brother Virendra Deo Dixit, Kamla
Devi Dixit followed by 7 other spiritual family members. Among the seven are;
the father in law of Rajendra, three brothers of Urmila Devi and other members.
Finally, mentioning the name of Paramatma (Supreme God Father) as the first
culprit the "AVV family" members were charged under sections 419,420,364,
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342 , 504, 506 and 120 B of Crpc. which are charged in the cases of kidnap,
cheating, illegal custody and threatening to kill . The fact is that no one by name
Paramatma Prasad Mishra exists in Adhyatmik Vishwa Vidfyalaya at all. A
story of lies bundled has been created to get back her daughters from
Adhyatmik Vishwa Vidfyalaya.

HY o TS H ST A hl &I H Tad g 39 hel § Grsiferd Hifear ara ot 372
EEE NN ERIR I

06-05-1 15T 3T shic - FTeaTicAe A fafaanery shitet o shivrd ditien
CRATCHT SETE [ G &) A1 o RaeiTs HeraT ast i
BT FTexT feam 2 |

10-09-111fr ST s forgforarmera O e € gi-afeat uSig sreare sh oo
37X a1 Sifeat a9 2007 § whETeTe fud 312 § e 2

11-09-11< R STrTor TETUSTTST <hY \T-sidt 3T | T faredi

Only a few items of the news published by the News media are appended for
the sake of brevity and to save time.

Amar Ujala 05-06-11

The court has ordered to file an F.I.R against 10 members of Adhyatmik
Ishwariya Vishwa Vidyalaya, Kampil along with the said witchcraft Paramatma
Prasad Mishra.

Dainik Jagaran 10-09-11

The mother and daughters are jailed in Ishwariya Vishwa Vidyalaya. The wife
and daughters of Rajendra Prasad Jaiswal stand jailed in the Farrukhabad
Ashram since 2007.

Dainik Jagaran  11-09-11

The mother and daughters not available in the Ashram.
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Urmila Devi, Sweta and Priyanka have filed a criminal writ petition in the
Allahabad High Court in support and rescue of "AVV family" and the brothers
of Urmila Devi; wherein they have made it clear that they preferred to stay at
the "Adhyatmik Vidfyalaya inability to bear the cruel harassment resorted to by
Rajendra Prasad Jaiswal and by virtue of their undeterred faith in the
Adhyatmik Vidfyalaya and to acquire the true spiritual knowledge.

e 8 shi NfSAT EEehlc o THeT IR € o STas(g el ST STRIAT bl Sfi=
i o I BTE 1< T SARIHR T B AT {eaT RO FqTd gL, SATEEE BTS HlS A
a1.11-07-2011 =1 3o fe fufeer ot wmt ofieh & gawr foarm |

Despite the presence of the victims themselves before the High Court, the High
Court of Allahabad disallowed the criminal petition on 11-07-2011 mainly on
the ground that the writ court is not competent to go into questions of facts and
on the allegations.

3T 39 ¥ ! G IS o of STHT & U |

Now this case had to travel to Supreme Court.

g o7eft ot Sfera o w1 ® fon wve 39 frfimer stdfiew (3. 1329 31t 1330/2012)
el | d1.12-03-2015 o GHA I 6 BIET SATSH o F© W T&T Teqd HL dlioh
H=aTs e B =GR S|

At this stage, we prefer to place a few extracts of the order of Supreme Court
dated 12-03-2015, in Criminal Appeal Nos. 1329 and 1330 of 2012, as are, S0
that the Truth can focus itself.
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TehfHeT STdicie RIGSHI :
TRt 3797eT 4. 1329/2012
SffeT aeft 7R 31: 3T teTehal
gfd
TG TS 3R 37 gfaarst
qgg:

forfaaer 37T 7. 1330/2012

Supreme Court of India
Criminal Appellate Jurisdiction

Criminal Appeal No. 1329/2012

Urmila Devi and Others Appellant
Vs

Uttar Pradesh State and Others Respondent

Along with

Criminal Appeal No. 1330/2012

ST :

STicTRdl 9.1 (e ad) 1 T I % G I8 FE 1% I HH Uld (65
THTE STIEETT) gRT &1 7 {81 H3R 11371 bt G&T 7 L U & HRIT AT WoaT 8
T BIGT 9T | FAAFAT 1@ 3 (et adfl, &ar 3R 1) 3 PIE & G- I8 Wy
T o1 o & G 2011 @ forerera 7 $791 T=a1 € 38 61 8 | 579 3¢ U1 7191 1 %a]

3% S TIETTT & I3 i<k 3 I91d ST I7 J1a470 &1 of, 1 361 39 <19 & o7
TP $h Toh3lT 3T e Teh 3 Tererierd | S7a+1 w=eT 4 Usi1-ge1 @ @i & |
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Order:

“Appellant No.1 (Urmila Devi) stated before Supreme court that she has left the
matrimonial home on her own volition on account of harassment and torture
meted out to her by her husband (Rajendra Prasad Jaiswal) . The appellants 1 to
3 (Urmila, Sweta and Priyanka) have made it before the Supreme Court very
clear that they have been residing in Vidyalaya right from 2011 on their own
volition. To the query as to whether they are under any pressure from any
person from the Vidyalaya, or any kind of torture or harassment in inflicted on
them, they categorically refuted the same and submitted that they are living at
the Vidyalaya happily.

FUTHAIG 2 SR 3 (41 3R RIH1) 4 GIH FIE & GHET 9 9 H F3a1 1% o a1
ST T % 1Y 9 TEewT @ TS-ge faena 7 @ @ 8, yiaard 7. 4 @§is
XTHTE STTEdTe) SR 91T 719 37960 GPRE &1 SR 1% & SR =RITEF 781 3 |

The appellants 2 and 3 (Sweta and Priyanka) have stated in their statement
before the Supreme Court that they have been residing in Vidyalaya along with
their mother on their own volition and that the allegations, kidnap etc., framed
by respondent No.4 (Rajendra Prasad Jaiswal) are not acceptable and illegal.

AR 35v9 H 39k FATT 71T HRU| § FI4dTe] 1 1€ - 1 &T3 FIS I 101 Hel Tel
8l

Therefore in our considered view the High Court is not right in quashing the
proceedings for the reasons stated supra.

39gh Pl IGd §U, §H HYIcH F HAR W & 8, d: HUlawalsil qid Fl T3
FrfaTel i T el ST & |

ST Tal. M9re et

= 12, 2015 STfeeq: 9. 9rregT

36 R4 § HeIT e STSTHE o %® T AT 38 61 SIS §U 3

In view of above, we allow the appeals and consequently quash the proceedings
against the appellants.

March 12 205 Justice V. Gopal Gowda

Some extracts of the judgment relating to this case are annexed.
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT ALLAHABAD
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CRIMINAL MISC. WRIT PETITION NO. - OF 2
(Under Article 226 of the Constitution of | ia)
Urmila Devi & Others oo Petidoners
VYERSUS
State of U.P. & Others _......Respondenis
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA :
CRIMINAI, APPELLATE JURISDICTION ™
179370

CRIMINAL APPEAL NO(S).1329 OF 2012

URMILA DEVI & ORS. ... APPELLANT(S)
VERSUS
STATE OF U.P. & ORS, . ...RESPONDENT (S)
WITH
CRIMINAL APPEAL NO. 1330 OF 2012
ORDER mmm/\
W —
o 4018
SUPRENZ COURT OF INDIA

Appellant No. 1 is the wife of complainant and
appellant nos. 2 and 3 are the daughters of the
complainant, who are present before this Court.
Appellant THNo. 4 is the Spiritual Father of
Radhyatmik Ishwariya Vishwa Vidyalaya, New Delhi,
for short 'the Vidyalaya' and the appellant no.5 1is

the Spiritual Mother of the Vidyalaya.

The appellants aggrieved of the judgment and
order dated 11.07.2011 passed in Criminal Writ

Petition WNo.12326 of 2011 by the High Court of

Judicature at Allahabad, whereby it declined to

gquash the proceedings initiated against them by



2
respondent No. 4 herein by filing first information
report in Crime No.881 of 2011 registered at Police
Station Kolhui, District Maharajganj, alleging that
the offences under Sections 419, 420, 364, 392, 504,
506 and 120B of the Indian Penal Code, for short
'the Code', have been committed by them, are before
this Court. The allegations made in the complaint
by the husband of appellant no. 1 is sgelf

explanatory.

The appellant nos. 1 to 3 are present in person

bafore this Court.

Since appellant nos, 1 to 3 understand Hindi
language only, questions put to them were translated
in Hindi by the Court Master. On being asked as to
why she left the matrimonial home of her husband
aleng with appellant nos. 2 and 3, the appellant no.
1 submitted that she has left the matrimonial home
on her own volition on account of harassment and
torture meted out to her by her hushand, respondent
ne. 4 herein. On our query to the appellant nos, 1
to 3 as to whether they are residing in the
Vidyalaya on their own wvolition and desire, they
have made it very clear that they have been residing
in the Vidyalaya right from the year 2011 on their

own own volition. To the query as to whether they
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are under any pressure from any person from the
Vidyalaya or any kind of torture or harassment is
inflicted on them, they categorically refuted the
same and submitted that they are living at the

Vidyalaya happily.

It is wvery fairly submitted by learned counsel
appearing for the State that appellant nos, 2 and 3

are major.

Learned counsel for respondent no. 4 submitted
that appellant no. 1 has filed a notorised affidavit
stating that they are residing on their own wvolition
and, therefore, the petition for maintenance by
appallant no. 1 ﬁgainst respondent no. 4 under
Section 125 of the Code of Criminal Procedure,
before the jurisdicticn magistrate is not
maintainable. We need not delve into this question
in the instant appeals for the simple zreason that
the marriage between appellant no. 1 and respondent
no. 4 still subsists and, therefore, appellant no. 1
is at liberty to file an application for
maintenance, The concerned jurisdictional
magistrate is required to adjudicate the same in

accordance with law and on its own merits.

Since appellant nos. 2 and 3 have made



4
categorical statement before this Court that they
are residing happily with their mother, appellant
no. 1, in the Vidyalaya, at their own volition and
desire, the question of their alleged kidnapping and
cther offences menticned in the complaint lodged by
respondent ne., 4 is wholly untenable and
unsustainable in law. Theraefore, in our considered
view, the High Court was not right in quashing the

proceedings for the reasons stated supra.

In view of the above, we allow the appeals and

consequently <quash the proceedings against the

appellants.
T — J.
(V. GOPALA GOWDA)
........... O
(C. NAGAPPAN)
NEW DELHI,

MARCH 12, 2015
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ITEM NO.4 COURT NO.10 SECTION IT
SUPREME COQURT OF INDTIA
RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS 1 'z 0 3 ? 1
Criminal Appeal WNo(s). 1329/2012
URMILA DEVI & ORS, Appellant (s)
VERSUS
Certi b trus COPY
STATE OF U.P.& CORS. Respondent {s)
WITH Asetetant '
*701 X"
Crl.A. No. 1330/2012 2018
{(With Office Report) . - o
SUPREWVZ COURT Of INDIA
Date : 12/03/2015 This appeal was called on for hearing today.
CORAM
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE V. GOPALA GOWDA
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE C. NAGAPPAN
For Appellant (s} Aroma S. Bhardwaj, Adv.

Mr. Shailendra Bhardwaj,aAdv.

For Respondent (s} Vivek Vishnoi, Adv.
. M. R. Shamshad,Adv.

Zaki Ahmad Khan, Adv.

Sanjay Mani Tripathi, Adv.
Kamal Kant Tripathi, Adwv.
. Anu Gupta,6 Adv.

FEE FER

UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following
ORDER

The appeals are allowed in terms of the signed order.

(VINCD -GHR) {MALA KUMARI SHARMA)
CQURT STER COURT MASTER

{Signed order is placed on the file)



