AT HH
AT AR A € WA kit Ticerat sl Tie o uge &

Y hl Tfeurdl de Goig ol o Uk fRIshrderal HiAT I o 36 TSI 6 TROTHI hi
HOt SaredT § wegd fopan T AR | fedi 20.6.2002 1 HEEETE % A
ATATERT o e T T 319 |18 o 1T H T fohar @ o SwRieh forielt 3t o weei
o ST 8 ST JTell =fis; <o diferet oh Rt T 378, AT, 6.58/98 TSt i 115 3T gl
HheHT AT fohaT 1| yTelT fites; & <ifead ST huett oell <1ferd ol 318 HTHel | sried o
T I8 547h d BT RIehRIqehd | SUUh &<t o Ha&d| ol o1y &9 & 71 foran &, e

IU THT T o ToTT ShETT 9|

e HIAT HHRT G “Fore T 3 oRAT-2 T ST AT 36 Hi=l-EHS TG h1 SASTH
AT 3T, IY FEETEE oh 3T SIS T& T =ATATLIRT o XoaT H & a1 3ferd 81T |

The knots of the conspiracy started untying further with another complainant Miss
Meena Kumari realizing the results of the conspiracy to which she was made
instrumental from here within. Meena Kumari has focused and accepted in her
statement dated 20" June, 2002 before the Honorable Judge, Farrukhabad that she
has got registered a fake F.I.R with No. 58/98 at Kampil Police Station against
Spiritual Brother Virendra Deo Dixit at the behest of the referred members of the
"Opposition Group”. Expressing her grief and repentance for her blunder in
instigating false and fake complaint against Spiritual Brother Virendra Deo Dixit
and Kamla Devi Dixit, the complainant has detailed the names of the members of
the "Opposition Group" who have provoked and enticed her to do so.

Now in order to see as to how Meena Kumari was enticed to follow the directions
of the "Opposition Group™ in the background of the conspiracies and the resultant
outcome of their efforts, we prefer to focus the present episode relating to Meena
Kumari also in the words of the Upper District and Sessions Judge, Fast Track Court
No.1, Farrukhabad.

CIAT- 3T SYS U G I, IS Gl-1, BEETEIR|

3 W& g, 114/2000
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379U G&IT: 58/98 &RT: 376, 120 &1, 506, 114 w1.3.4.

T HiTed, ST wEETee |
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T W g, 234/2001

TS Yfd- F9e1 24 féra smfe

3T G&IT: 58/98 YT: 376, 376 77, 114 9 506 91.3.4.

ITT Hived, IS wE@ETee |
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c

SIEqd AT H o1 319 % Gierd SR 714 Sel a5 ad SHard, e Jilerd SR 31idl
& %1 1.5.9. %] 97 376, 3767, 1149 506 H1.5.9. & SHatid wifard a0 ST 8 3TRI9-
93 NfYd 13T 717 & 37K 78 #He 19-01-2000 T faieh 30-07-2001 & 1G9 € 6 o
g1 39 T A I FT R |
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c

Y&qd HTHcl H Hifedl HIHIFHRT % GR1 e forfigd Rule faie 28-04-98 1 941 iiel |
4 ST 1 1 T3 91 T AN N5 39 GRT STIH] @ |19 FcTIeohR 1631 T 7R S5
701 FHAT ST o Il 6 % FRT 9 seATcehR 4 G faa1 71)
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a1 S7fS7 IS E1eft . 1 Hi1 FHRY §RT e TIETT % SR 3199 T 13T 71T ST ] ST
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& 19418 T TeHSTEIE @ Tda HI9d, F@ETee § 377 3| 98] W 39 i 39 37N Facl
3ifard € 36eh! GATeTd 15| STEHTAIE @ HTH % a3 J8 HIYt 37154 H T il |
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fedieh 2/3-04-98 %1 HHdl FHHeA SHerd 9 ITdT 5Te 3 38 iz od & FAL d &g 7al fahar
3R 7 & Iz 79 7 39 G1Y TATcHR 1637 97 | 39 Gieft skl 3T 197671 ImGehia 37ferahr
ST 9e&TsIal Tifvd 1337 7137 8 37 9fd 9her 1 73 |

59 Gl = 78 ol F31 ¢ T 78 Rle 36+ 379 77 € 78] for@] off; dieeh 371l g,
<IqYSI AT, THIATY 148 FIeH, FeAT=1 =5, FT01 TGTel FH, ST1 3R a1 & ord 3
37 It TR for@Ts ol 38 379 7 € I8H o ol 781 Iorel o1 | 36 a8 36 @it 4 3o
G {12 o1 Gl 76l 1391 3R T8 &9 4 %e1 € 1o T8 RAIE 61+ 3= Al % slei
R for@rs ot |
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394 WE ®Y T Fgl & 19 T8 g1 7TcAd & 19 HHCAT ool d Il 78 St 37199 § &t off,
3% GeII G dR5 od & PR G 40 7Sl & (a9%g AR a1 81 | 39 a8 4 39 9169 7
Yo G=1 Raie 4 Sivfd qedl 1 Ge 1941 & d SIS HATh 1 Hi qHel Tl 1531
2 | ST ST SITeqT & Q18 @ ot TS 1 13 ae7 el fcqar 8l

37d: HElq H H STk 1= € 56 5B W UGl g 1o HAIIS 98 1 3R & 3794 qHf
H 521 & Gele] H, THHTA A& W1 FHART 1 U 1531 71 8; Ao 59 Giedi 3 Iaeqees
379 5 H TR R1e 1 qaef 761 a1 8 |
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3R 7 I8 FET 8 1o A dRZ 79 3G €19 TATHR 1991 8 3R 7 78 F81 ¢ T el
3fard & 17T 8 §RT SATCHR 13T ST 8 AR I T2 71 8 d FeATchR % o1g
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37: ST G AE T ARG 1.4, %1 4R7T 376, 376 7T, 114 9 506 & 3 <19
T &H A8 |
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In the Court of Upper District and Sessions Judge, Court No.1, Farrukhabad.

Cross Examination No. 114/2000

Crime No. 58/98 Sections 376,
120B, 506, 114 of the Indian
Penal Code, Police Station
Kampil. District Farrukhabad.

State vs. 1. Baba Virendra Deo Dixit and others

Cross Examination No. 234/2001

Crime No. 58/98 Sections 376,
376A, 114 and 506 of the Indian
Penal Code, Police Station
Kampil. District Farrukhabad.

State vs. Kamla Devi Dixit and others
Page- 1

A charge sheet has been filed by the Police Station, Kampil against the accused Baba
Virendra Deo Dixit , Kamla Devi Dixit and Shanta bahan under sections 376, 376 C
, 114 and 506 of I.P.C and this case has been transferred to this court from the
sessions court by order dated 19-01-2000 and 30-07-2001.

Page- 5:

A written complaint has been lodged by the victim Meena Kumari at the Police
Station, Kampil, wherein it has been stated that she was raped by accused Virendra
Dev and the accused Kamla Devi Dixit and Shanta bahan have given support in this
rape.

Page-6

| have gone through the statement under oath of the Prosecution witness Meena
kumari. P.W.1 Meena Kumari in her statement given on oath during the course of
cross examination having believed Navin Modi she has come to Kampil, Dt.



Farrukhabad. He has arranged meet with Virendra Deo Dixit and Kamla Devi Dixit
. She started living at Kampil Adhyatmik vidyalaya after having come from
Ahmedabad. Neither Smt Kamla Devi Dixit and Shanta Bahan have locked her in
the room nor Virendra Deo Dixit has raped her on 3/4-4-98. This witness was
declared hostile by the Upper Ditrict Public Prosecutor and a cross examination was
conducted.

She has also said that the report was not written at her own intention, but it was
written on the forced enticement of Ashok Pahuja, Chaturbhuj Agarwal, Rampratap
Singh Chauhan, Kailash Chandra, Pran Gopal VVerma, Jaya and Tara. She has written
nothing at her own intention. In this way this witness did not support the First
Information Report and made it quite clear that the report was written at the behest
of others.

Page-7

She had made it clear that it is wrong to say that Virendra Deo Dixit has raped me
against my will in the room with the help of Kamla Devi Dixit and Shanta Bahan,
the resident of the Adhyatmik vidyalaya. In this way, this witness has refuted the
contents of the F.I.R and she has not supported the story of the prosecution. The
evidence of Dr. Saroj Bala also does not give any strength to the Prosecution.

Hence, briefly, in view of the above arguments, | have reached the conclusion that
the prosecution could produce only one witness Meena Kumari in their support, but
this witness in her statement under oath did not support the F.I.R submitted as exhibit
No. 1.

Page-8

Neither had she said that the accused Baba Virendra Deo Dixit has raped her nor she
has said that Kamla Devi Dixit and Shanta Bahan had made any criminal conspiracy
to inspire rape. The group of the accused are eligible to be freed from the charges
framed under sections 376, 376 A, 114 and 506 against them.

The oral and documental evidence produced by the Prosecution do not prove the
allegations made against the accused. Hence the group of the accused are eligible to
get freed from the allegations made against the accused under sections 376, 376 ga,
114/376, 109/376, 120 B and 506 of 1.P.C.

ORDER:



The accused Virendra Deo Dixit, Kamala Dixit and Shanta Behan are discharged
from the charges made under sections 376, 376 C, 114/376, 109/376, 120 B and 506
of I.P.C.

04-02-2006 Upper District and Sessions Judge, Court No-1, Farrukhabad.

Al 36 W1 FHR 6 Fele H StsHe et ar | et fotret aor sht =ret gL alteh | wHe |
AT 21 o TR AT S5 <o Sifeq ot 31 1.3 f.for, afem r gt awe gt o foree o6
TG, TeRaT ST SO 1T BT | 3T ST SIST |Iei-HHei TSI | =R ShifehT 3T foaT ST
AT T B, =T8S W0[ehT, <ATe ST WRETS &1, <Te TR <ofl 2, =8 HiAT HHr o i 1 2,
Z- G AN o W Sfites; oo €ifare o e 3 3 3. for. far, afterm 3 o sroen-2 wfeemer
ferrer & foru forieft ger arat 3 w1 foram o S ot feam) shae odfe 16 @ & @
Fleh 28 TG o, 37 12-13 ol # I 7ot ot dre v &Y Wit =gt i anedi 3
-2 TR SETH BN 71T

fufoat e @ 3€ udr wrctar 2 T 98 foQeht e, arar it 2 e st e fafa
e shl gL lieh | HICATHE i deh TiE il &1 181 SN A Heeht 36 & hl ETeH o
1T h1g e BIT Wl 1| 36 &l | HelTerd shid STSHE o e HE&d W 3 |1 ST U
&

At this juncture, we wish to add some of our words:

When we closely observe the above judgment, we can well understand the
methodology of the conspiracy in clear terms as to how the "Opposition Group" with
determined intentions to defame and erase the entire "AVV family" along with
Spiritual Brother Virendra Deo Dixit were able to convince; may be it Pran Gopal
Varman, the father of Konica; may be it Renuka; Jaya Bharadwaj, Tara Devi and
Meenakumari into their traps. They have funded them also. Wonder, it could be;
they are able to mislead so many pawns in order to take unfounded revenge against
Spiritual Brother Virendra Deo Dixit and the Ishwariya Family. Wonder; within a
short span of 12 to 13 days, i.e., within April 16" to 28™ April of the black year 1998,
they could concentrate all their energies to their tunes to harm the "AVV family".
And of-course, the News media in turn has celebrated the festival of increased
circulation. When we see the circumstances in a nutshell, it comes out; the
"Opposition Group" does not even take their breath till they could eradicate the entire
"AVV family" along with Spiritual Brother Virendra Deo Dixit. Some important
extracts from the judgment are annexed in continuation. Other episodes to continue.
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FIR Hindi Typed Copy

xvi-(a)-212/9fera fgal g¢oR SiaIoT/gss HHE
WA . ¢
W YT WiadeT (URT tey gvs iwar wigar & aga)
FIRST INFORMATION REPORT (Under Sec. 154 Cr.P.C}
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ITEM NO. 44 Court No.10 SECTION ITa

SUPREME COURT OF INDIA 330970
RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Petition{s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl) No(s).6395/2P12

(From the judgement and order dated 12/04/2012 in MCRC

No.10923/2011, of The HIGH COURT OF M.P AT JABALPUR)

PAWAN KUMAR KUSHWAHA & ORS, ' Petitioner (s)
VERSUS

STATE OF M.P.& ORS. Respondent (s8)

(With appln(s) for exemption from filing O.7T.,stay and office
report ))

Date: 02/11/2012 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON'BLE. MR, JUSTICE T.S. THAKUR
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE FAKKIR MOHAMED IRRAHIM KALTIFULLA
For Petitioner(s) Mr. Shailendra Bhardwaj,Adv - e
Ms. Aroma S.Bhardwaj, Adv, Eamifted o e Wu3 00pY
| y Jecent
For Respondent (s) Ms. Vibha Datta Makhija,Adw Avsistant Humanss {5
For RR N 3,4 Mr. Vikas Upadha aAd 12 4
> o os. 3,4 . vay, v, b o oo _
Mr. K.K.Shukla, Adv. Suprens Seunef tndls

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
CRDER '
Leave granted.
The appeal is allowed and digposed of in terms of
the signed order.

55&(«”/' ‘%ﬁ((i
{(Shashi Sareen) {Madhu Sudan)
Court Master Court Master

(Signed order is placed on the file)



330974

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
CRIMINAL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

CRIMINAL APPEAL No. 1829 OF 2012
(Arising out of SLP(Crl.) No. 6395 of 2012)

PAWAN KUMAR XUSHWAHA & ORS. - Appellant (s)
Versus

STATE OF M,P., & ORS, _ Tr Respondent (s)

Assistant Repietrar Cddh)
. , 2‘- - IQ-- JJ)——rr‘ e}
Leave granted. Sopreme GSeun of ndic :

CRDER

This appeal arises out of an order passed ’hY: the High
Court of Madhya Pradesh at Jabalpur whereby Miscellanecous
Criminal Case No. 10923 of 2011 filed by the appellants
under Section 482, Cr.P.C. has bheen dismissed thereby
refusing to quash the proceedings pending against the
appellants in MJC No. 1 of 2011 pending before the JMEC,
Rewa.

On the basis of the report lodged by the mother,
Kusumkali Gupta w/o Shri Bhagwan Das Gupta and mother of Ms.
Neelima Gupta a case under sections 363 and 366 read with
Section 34, I.P.C. was registered at police Station,
Anandpur, District, Rewa. Investigation conducted into the
allegations made by the complainant culminaﬁed in the

Investigating officer filing a closure report before the



Judicial Magistrate, Ist Class at Rewa stating that no
offence was proved to have been committed by the persons
named in the report. ‘ The complainant however wasg
digsatisfied with the said report and appears to have filed
a protest petition before the Magistrate which was allowed
by the Magistrate who took cognizance of the offence
mentioned sbove and issued process against the appellants
herein.

Aggrieved by the order of the Magistrate, the appellants
filed a petition under Section 482, Cr.P.C. before the High
Court at Jabalpur. The case of the appellants in the said
petition as also before us is that they are tot&lly innocent
and that Ms. Neelima Gupta daughter of Smt. Kusumkali Gupta
is and was a major on the date she ocut of her w%L;.left'her
home and family to Jjoin the Adhyatmaik - Ishwanya
Vishvavidyalaya Ashram, Farrukhabad (U.P.). 'Re}-i_a_.ncé in
support of that contention was placed upon an affidavit
filed byﬁ Ms. Neelima Gupta before the High Court stating
that she had joined the above organisation on her own and
without any duress or inducement whatscever from any
quarter. The High Court notwithstanding the statement of
Ms. Neelima Gﬁpt-a declined to interfere with the ongoing
proceedings before the Magistrate and diémissed the petition
field by the appellants. The High Court all the same held
that the'seazch warrants issued by the Magistrate against
Ms. Neelima Gupta cannot be sustained and that a notice

ought to be ssued to her in the fist instance teo éppear



before the Magistrate as a witness to get her statement
recoxded. In case she failed to respond to the notice the
Magistrate could pass freﬁh orders for a search warrant for
her production. The present appeal assails the coxrectness
of the above order to the extent the same refused to quash
the proceedings notwithstanding the fact that the alleged
victim was a major and had made a2 statement that she had
joined the organisation mentioned earlier of her own free
will. |

When the matter came up before us on 16.08.2012 Ms.
Neelima Gupta also appeared in person and submitt.ed that she
is a major being around 24 years old and a studentfﬁeacher
in Adhyatmaik Ishwariya Vishvavidyalaya, Delhi. She further

stated that she was living in the Institute wit:

restraint oxr ¢oercion from any quartér ¥
statement summoned respondent nos, 3 and 4 who happen to be
the parents of Ms. Neelima Gupta t¢ appear in person. In
response to the said diréction, the complainant Ms,
Kusumkali_ Gupta has appeared in person who submits that her
daughter has been taken away from her by the appellantsg
without her consent and that no information regarding her
whereabouts was made available to her till search warrants
are issued for her production in the court. Mr, Shailender
Bhardwaj wh§ appears for the complainant Mrs. Kusumkali
Gupta however argued that while Ms. Neelima Gupta has made a
statement which has been separately recorded by us today to

the effect that she hag joined the organisation on her own



wi¥l and that while she wighes to continue with the
organisation, this court could pass appropriate orders
directing the Ashram to' provide wvisiting rights. to the
parents and siblings of Ms. Neelima Gupta so that they‘
remain reassured about her safety and gecurity.

Mr. Shailendra Gupta who appears for the appellants as.
also the Ashram though not a party in thase Q’:'\ch'eﬁi‘ngfsi.
submits on instructions that the Ashram authorities will at
all time facilitate a meeting between Neelima Gupta and hex
parents/siblings and also keep the parents informed about
her whereabouts. It is submitted by learned counsel that
while Ms. Neelima Gupta may be in Delhi Ashram for the

crasant. she can be transferred to some other Ashram for

services in whaich event her iztest =ddress

shall be duly pést d to the parents to enabl

her, if so advised at the said centre. That. submission

+

should in our opinion suffice especially when we have no
gaAnneE of doubt EHEE Ms. Neelima Gupta is a major and in
terms of the statement recorded by us today she has
unequivocally stated that she had left home to join the
Ashram aforementioned without any duress or inducement from
any quarter whatsoever.

In the circumstances set out above, continuance of the
crxocsecution against thé appellants who claim to be .wo_rke:-s
and devotees of the Ashram do not appear to be serv:i.‘ngf any

wseivl purpose. we are, therefore, inclined to quash the

mroceedings with appropriate directions.




In the result we allow this appeal set aside the order
passed by the High Court and allow the petition filed by the
appellants under Section 482, <Cr.P.C. and quash the
proceedings pending againét the appellants before JMC 1Ist
Class, Rewa, We however direct that in keeping with the
statement and assurance given to the ,court on its behalf
the Ashram authorities shall keep the parents of Ms, Neelima
Gupta inférmed about the place of her posting in different
centres and also facilitate a wmeeting between the
parents/siblings and Neelima Gupta as and when a reguest to
that efféet is made to the Ashram.

Ms. Neelima Gupta submits that shg will withdraw the case
filed by her against her parents which is presently pending
in the court zt Rohini court. Needful shall be done by terx

within six weeks from todey.

The appeal is allowed and disposed of

cbservations.
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