7. MR. DARCY O/BYRNE ALIAS
SWAMT YOGENDRA,
MEMBER, INNER CIRCLE
17, Koregaon Park,

pPune - 411 001. - . ..OPPONENTS

The Applicants hereinabove, do

hereby submit as under :-

1. The Applicants submit that the
Trust in question with the name “Osho
Tnternational Foundation” dis acreated as
a Socciety and _registered under the
provisions of Sgeieties Registration
Act, 1860 and being a deemed Public
Charitable Trust, it dis régistered as a
FPublic Charitable Trust under the
provisions of Bombay Public Trusts BAct,
1950. At the time of formation of the
said Society/Trust, a Constitution in

the form of Memorandum of Association




&

the Trust. During the course of time,
several Trusts were amalgamated with the
Trust in guestion and a gommon Scheme
for management and administration of the

Trust is settled.

2. The Applicants submit that the
Applicants herein are the beneficiaries
of the Trust being disciples of Shri
Osho and féllowers of Shri Osho and
have participated in the activities
carried out by Shri Osho durxring his
lifetime and with the activities
carried out by the Trustees aftex his -
death. The Applicants submit that the
Applicants herein have set out <the
details of their interest in the Trust
and their attachment with the Trust in
the Application at Exhibit “17 in
detail. The Applicants herein adopﬁ

the same as if part of this Application

\and confirm that the contents therein

~¢§re true and correct.

if
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3. The Applicanits submit that the
Applicants have filed Application underx
section 41-E of +the Bombay Public
crusts Act, 1950 for the purpose of
seeking reliefs against the present
opponents preventing them from wasting,
damaging, improperly ‘alienating the
immovable properties of the Trust and
set out the instances_of waste, damage,
improper alienation and their Thigh-

handed acts in respect of the Trust and

its activities in detail in Application

ot Exhibit “17. The Applicants submit
+hat +the Applicants hereby adopt the
said contents of Application at Exhibit
w17 as if part of this Application and

adopt the same to be true and correct.

4, The Applicants submit that
belnd peneficiaries of the Trust, the
Applicants are affected by the manner
in which the Opponents have dealt with
the Tzrust ﬁunds'and properties. The

Applicants submit that the Opponents

M TR




herein are creating liabilities against
the Trust by raising loan, the
Opponents are also trying to\alienate
the property. The Applicants submit
that the Opponents herein are creating
liabilities against the Trust ! by
raising loa#, the Opponents are also
trying to alienate the immovable
properties of the Trust by way of gift
to a so-called Public Charitable Trust
registered outside the +territorial
jurisdiction - of this Honourable
Authority. Hlence, ex-Trustee of the
Trust in question i1s the Trustee of the
said Trust. This indicates that the
persons p;ojecting themselves as
Trustees of the Trust in guestion are
trying to share the properties by their
amiéable settlement and/or arrangement.
Furtherﬁore, the Opponents have made an
attempt to remove the Board placed on
the structure which is known as “Osho
Samadhi” of Shri Osho. This has been

done deliberately and intentieonally so




as +to prevent the beneficiaries from
visiting the Samadhi because the
Oppenents hexein who happen to be the
Directors of some Companies want to
develop the property as a Five Star
Resort or Five Staxr Hotel. In the
event if the property is converted into
a Five Star Resort or Five Star Rotel,
+he basic purpose of creation of the
mrust would get defeated and the
properties will not be applied for
purposes of the Trust but will be
utilized . for commercial activities.
The books which were written by Shri
Osho during his lifetime which are
circulated amongst the beneficiaries at
large wexre published by the Trust

through a Company with the name Osho

Media International, a Section 25
Company earlier known  as Sadhna
Foundation. However, the said

arrangement is stopped arbitrarily and
a new Company in the name of Osho

Muzltimedia & Resorts Pvt. Ltd. is

ek BTN i ke RTINS




introduced whereby the Opponents herein
have substantial _interes£ who are
making gain therefrom when the Trustees
of the Trust in gquestion cannet make
any gain from out of the Trust funds
and properties. The entry fee for the
devotees entering the Ashram is also
raised heavily from Rs.40/- to Rs.480/-
for Indian Nationals and Rs.980/- to
Foreign Nationals, 3 The Applicants
submit that net only this but no
receipt for the said entry fee is ever
issued in the past many years. The
Applicants submit that on receiving the
amount of entry fee, only an entry card
is issued to the devotees. With the
result, the funds generated by way of

entry fee are not accounted for in the
accounts of the Trust but they are
miséppropriated by the Opponents. The

Applicants submit that the articles
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attached therewith, The Appiicants
submit that the Opponents herein who
are projecting themseives to be the
Trustees of the Trust and some of the
Opponents No.5, 6 and 7 who are foreign
nationals are making every Possible
effort to remove the said articles £rom
the Ashram and are circulating the same
in other countries illegally and
unauthorisedly . thereby causing
'hardships to the daevotees as the
devoteaes and disciples will not get
opportunity to take Darshan of these
articles. The Applicants submit that
the Opponents have also stopped various
ceremonies organized in the Ashram on
specific days of their own importancé.
This has been done deliberately and
\intentionally so as to reduce the flow
of devotees to the Ashiam in order to
make the Ashram preperty as private

property. The Applicants submit that

)arxthe Oppanents are acting high-handedly
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theirs is discriminatory. The
Applicanté submit that people of their
choice are Ionly‘ allowed to enter the
premises and the premises where the
Ashram is located. Whereas those who
question the activities of the
cpponents are not allowed to enter the
Ashram premises for the reasons best
known to the Opponents.

5. The Opponents, therefore,
submit that considering the said facts
mentioned hereinabove and considering
the ;cts of waste, damage, and improper
alienation of the immovable properties
of the Trust, high-handed acts on the
part of the Opponents in carrying out
+he administration of the Trust, the
Applicants being beneficiaries of the
Trust are compelled to move this
Application for the purpose of seeking
preventive orders restraining the
opponents from wasting, damaging and/ozx

improperly alienating the immovable




+
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properties of the Trust, from
preventing the devotees from entering
the Samadhi place, taking Darshan of
the articles of Shri Osho and further
directions are- sought for as against
the Opponents as prayed under the

original Application at Exhibit %“17.

6. The Applicants submit that
considering the said facts, preventive
orders are required to be passed so as
to protect the immovable properties
belonging to | the Trust from Dbeing
wasted, damaged and/or improperly
alienated and further, directions are
required to be issued to the Opponents
on top' priority to administer the
affairs of the Trust strictly in
accordance with the provisions of the

Constitution which governs the affairs

of the Trust and according to the

\ wishes of Shri Osho. In the event if
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but on the contrary, the basic purpese
of creation of the Trust would be
fulfilled and further, the beneficial
interest of the beneficiaries at large

would be protected at all the times.

7. The Applicants submit that the
Applicants have made out a2 prima facie
case to show that the immowvable
properties belonging to the Trust are
wasted, damaged and/or improperly
alienated. The Opponents have acted
high~-handedly and arbitrarily in
carrying out the administraﬁion of the
Trust. The Applicants submit that
the Applicants have come forward before
this Honourable Court with clean hands.
The Applicants submi t that  the
Applicants have not suppressed any
material information from this
Honocurable Authority. The balance of

convenlience is in favour of the

i
i
| Applicants. Therefore, the Applicants

are entitled for the reliefs claimed.

4ro
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modify,
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The Applicants, therefore,

leave to add, alter, amend ,

substitute and/or delete all or

any of the clauses of this Application,

if and when necessary.

9.

The Applicants, therefore,

Pray that

OTA
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(a)}

(b}

Application be allowed;

That pending ¢the hearing and
£final disposal of the
Application filed by the

Applicants under Section 41-E of

the Bombay Public Trusts Act,

1950, the praesent Opponents,

their agents, servants or

anybody else claiming through

them be restrained by an order
of injunction of this Honourable
from

Authority selling,




{c)

transferring, alienating any

immovable property of the Trust
and further creating any
transaction of gift, creating
any third party rights over the
immovable properties of the
Trust including mortg@ge,
thereby wasting, damaging .and
improperly alienating the
immovable property of the Trust
and furthexr alienating any
immovable property of the Trust
in violation of the directions
given by the Donors of the

immovable property:

That pending the hearing and
final disposal of the
Application filed by the

Applicants_under Section 41-E of
the Bombay Public Trusts Act,
1850, the present Opponents,
their agents, servants or

anybody else claiming through




(d)

them may be restrained by an

order of injunction from
preventing the disciples of Shri
Osho agﬁ the devotees from
offering their services foxr
maintaining the | properties
belonging to the Trust and
further may be prevented by an
order of injunction of this
Honourable Authority from
awarding any contract to the
firm called “Sodexho” and

thereby causing loss to the

Trust;

That pending the hearing and
final disposal of the
Application filed by the
Applicants under Section 41-E of
the Bombay Public Trusts Act,
1950, the present Opponents,
theizr agents, @ servants or
anybody else c¢laiming through

them may be restrained by an




(e)
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order of idinjunction of this

Honourable Authority from
raising the entry fee to the
Ashram from Rs.40/~ +to Rs.480/-
to Indian Nationals and to
Rs.980/- <for foreign nationals
arbitrarily and high-handedly
and further receiving revised
entrance fees from the

beneficiaries;

That pending the hearing and .
final disposgal of the
Application filed by the
Applicants under Section 41-E of
the Bombay Public Trusts Act,
1950, the prasent Opponents,
their agents, servants or
anybody else claiming through
them may be restrained by an

order of injunction of this

Honourable Authority from

preventing the disciples and/or

devotees from entering the
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gamadhi place of Shri  Osho
sjituated at Plot No .33, Koregaon

Park, FPune.

That pénding +he hearing and
final disposal of the
Application filed by the
Applicants under Section 41-E of
+he Bombay Public Trusts Act,
19850, the present opponents,
their agents, servants or
anybody else claiming through
them may Dbe restrained by an
order of injunction of this
Honourable Authority from moving
any of the'artici;s usgd by Shri

O0sho during his lifetime from

ont of the Ashram at Pune;

That ad-interim raliefs in terms
of prayer clauses (b) +to (£)

hereinabove, be granted;
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(h} Such other just and propexr oxder

in the interest of . the Trust:;

(i) Cost of +this Application be

allowed.

Mumbai, dated  this :fﬂ'\ day of

Decembexr, 2011.

15
P
2. >
Q— -
3. W
Applicants.
VERIFICATION
I, Yocgesh Thakkar, age 50
years, rasiding at Pune and the

Applicant No.l above named, dec hereby
on solemn affirmation state that what

is stated in the foregoing paragraphs
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is true to the best of .my own
knowledge, information and belief and

I bkelieve the same to ke Lrue.

Sclemnly affirmed at Mumbai, }

Cn this 3 day of Dec., 2011 }

Deponent.

I identify the Deponent,

(K.P. Jadhav)
Advocate. Before me.

PRAVIN G. SAWANT
B.COM.LLE
ADVOCATE HIGH COURT
NOTARY GCOYT. OF INDIA
603/A PRATEANERH CO-07 K3, 305 11D
© MMGS. MARR, MuiTACH,
DADAR; BB AL 400614

is document s noted a -~
o Nﬁ_,n,,;,;)__;ﬁmmfn o Z 7 DEC 20U

Notarial Register

o 3
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Before the office of the Charity Commissioner, Mumbszi

PLEADING TO STOP THEFT IN PUBLIC TRUST A &
AS SOON AS POSSIBLE

We the undersigred hereby pray for your urgent attention on the following
matter.

Applicants:  Yogesh Thakkar & others

Opponents:  Neo Sannyas Foundation - Application no. 4/ 2012

Osho International Foundation — Application no. 572012

Proceedings in the office of the Charity Commissioner, Mumbai
The apponent trusts are engaged in the management of Shree Rajneesh
Ashram now known as Shree Osho Ashram at Pune. The opponents are
present trustees along with some foreigners working as ‘benami trustees’
tisted in the said application, are looting resources and incorme of the trust
on daily basis. The Ex-parte orders are already passed by the Hor'hla Asgst,
Charity Commissioner dated (9.05.2012. TiHl date the responsible authorities
at the office of the Charity Commissioner office have failed to act and stop
such public theft taking place in broad day light in the said opponent trusts.
The opponents are continucusly managing proceedings by postponements

successfully,

The said opponents have banned applicants and thousands of peopie

entering Osho’s Samadhi and to do prayer mediations on the count that we
have exercised aur legal rights to go to the court of jawl
Due o prolonged hearing of ‘Interim Reliefs’ filed on 27.12.2011 the

2pplicants are suffering heavy losses seme of which bevond repairs and

public thefts are continuing.

Therefore we raquest you to make hearings of the said Intevim Relief and
Pass necessary orders and directions as soan as possible,

Submitted on this 14® day of January 2013

Thanking you

§ SV

‘i‘\_ Yogesh Thak:?(ar
\\\ \\L@M Kisnor Raval
{The applicants- on behalf of thousands of Osho disciples and

supporters spread all over Maharashtra, Indiz and abroad).
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19 January, 1990 Amrito Speech..starts at 3.1 minutes

We asked him how he wants to celebrate his death. He said “you just take me
to Buddha hall for ten minutes and then take me off to the burning ghats”. He
sald His Semrmadhi will be in Chuang Tzu, and many other things that He
said, fhat we will let vou know, but for now let me'just say to you that in
death he was as just as you would have expected......... INCREDIBLE.

When I started crying he looked at me and said “No No That's not the way”,
He looked at Jayesh's eyes and said, “ leave you my Dream”.,

St let’s give our beloved Master a send off in death that’s appropriate for
someone who has lived his life 25 fully as anv man ever has.

lanuary 20 1990 (Amrito’s Speech); At 16.42 seconds

As youknow, pver these last few days Osho’s body has been becoming
noticeably weaker. What you may not know is that he has also been in
considerable pain. By the night of the 18th, the pain in his legs was sa severe
that he was not able even to come out and stand on the podium with us.
Over that night, he became weaker and weaker, Every movement of the body
was obviously agonizing. Yesterday Zl'i()%’ili}’!‘g Inoticed that his pulse was also
weak and slightly irregular,

['said I thought he was dying. He nodded. I asked him if we could call in the
vardiologists and prepare for cardiac resuscitation. He said, "No, just let me
g0, Lxistence decides its timing.”

t was helping him to the hathroom when he said, “And vou put wall-to-wall
carpetin here, just like this bath mat.” Then he insisted on walking aver to
his chalr. He sat down and made arrangements for the few {tems that he has
in his room.

"Who should this go 107" He said, pointing to his small sterec, "It is audio?
Nirupa would like it7" He asked,

Nirupa has cleaned his room for so many years.

And then he went carefully around the room and left instructions for every
iem. “Thase you take out,” he said, pointing to the dehumidifiers, which he
had found too noisy recently. “And always make sure one air conditioner is
on,” he continued.

[t was incredible. Very simply, in a very matter-of-fact and precise way, he
looked at everything. He was so relaxed, as if he was just going for the
weekend.

3
[ sat on the bed, He sat on the bed and i asked what we should do for his :

Samadhi. “You just put my ashes in Chuang Tzu, under the bed. And then '
pecple tan come in and meditate there.” He said. 3
“And what about this room?” | asked. A

“This would be good for the Samadhi?” He asked.
"Ne,” I said, “Chuang Tzu will be heautifil”
I'said we would like to keep his present bedroom as it is.

"So you make it nice,” he said, And then he said he would fike it to he re-
marbled.

“And what about the celehration?” [ asked.




“just take me to Buddha Hall for ters minutes,” he said, “and then take me to
the burning ghats — and put my hat and sockx on me before you fake my
body”

Fasked him what I should say to youall. He said to tell you that since his days
in the Marshal’s cell In Charlotte, North Carolina, in America, his body has
been deteriorating, He said that in the Oklahoma jail they poisoned him with
thagium and exposed him to radiation, which we only came to know when
the medical experts were consulted.

He said they bad poisened Him tnn such a way that would leave no proof. “My
crippled body is the work of the Christian fundamentalists in the United
States government,”

He sald thathe had kept his pain to himself, but “living in this body has
hecome a hell”

He lay down and rested again. ! went and told Javesh what was happening
and that Osho was obviously leaving his body,

When Osho called again, | told him favesh was here and he said for Jayesh to
come in,

We sat on the bed and HE gave us his final words.
"Never speak ol me in the past tense,” he said. "My presence nere will he
many times greater without ihe burden of my tortured body, Remind my

W\p ¢ that they will feel much much more. They will know immediately.”

At one point I was holding his hand and | started o cry.

He looked at me, almost sternly, "Na, no.” he said, “that is not the way."

I immediately stopped and he just smiled beautifully.
Osha then spake to Jayesh and talked about how he wanted the expansion of
the work to continue. He said that now that he was iea 2ving his body, many
mare people would come; many more people's interest would show, and his
work would expand incredibly bevond our {deas.
And then He sald "I Leave vou my dream”
Then he whispered so quietly thar fayesh had to put his ear very close to him,
and Oshg said, “And remember, Anando is my messenger.” Then he paused,
and said, “No, Anande will be my medium.”

stthat point Jayesh moved 1o one side, and Osho said to me, “Medium will be
the rlght word?”

Phadn't heard what had preceded it so | didi’t understand,
"Meeting?" [ said.
“No/” he replied, “for Anando, medium - she wilt be my raediun.”
He lay back quietly and we sat with him while [ held his pulse. Slowly

faded. When | could hardty feel it, T said, “Osho, I think this is it.”
He just nodded gently, and closed his eyes for the last lime,
Osho has given some very specific gnidelines for his work and how it shoula
continue {770 dork..clock goes coo coo ... [, ong laughter), About nine months
ago Osho had formed the inner circle, the p proup of sannysins now numbering
200 Gsho said He would have no successor; the inner cire le would be His
successor. The function of the inner circle is; in Osho's words - ‘To reach
unanimous descions abouat the continued function and expansion of the
carunune and Osho's work.”
anando is preparing a full account of Osho’s guidance and working of this
group and who isin it [t wel be available for all of veur to read tomnrrow, We
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are preparing in the next Osho Time what all Osho has said that will happen
when He lives his body.

*have two of these beautiful pieces for you. Ten years ago inanswer to the
question "What happens when you leave your bady” He replicd..."l would be
dissolved tn my people just as you can taste the sea from any place and it is
salty, you will be able to taste any of my sannyasins and you will find the
same faste, the taste of the blessed one. I am preparing my peopte 1o live
joyously, ecstatically. When I am not in my body, it will make not make any
difference to them; they will live in the same way, and may be my death will
bring them more intensity.

About six months ago he responded to a question from [talian TV what would
nappen after His death. He replied by saying "I believe and trust existence
absolutely; If there is any truth in what | am saying it will survive. Penple
who remain interested in my work will be simply carrying the torch but not
imposing anything on any one; either by sward orbread, [ would remain 2
source of inspiration to my people and that is what most sannyasins will feel.
Fwant them to go on their own, qualities like love around which na church
ran be created, like awareness. Qualities which are no body’s manapoly, like
celebrating, rejoicing and maintaining child like fresh eyes. [ want people ta
know themselves, not accerding to sotneone else, and the way is in.

I Hope that conveys to you what throughout all these months severe health
and impending death has been the most has been mast striking about what
Osho has heen saying.

And that is that when His work rontinues that is without Hins having to be in
His body then this is the flowering of His dream. Let me repeat His exact
wards in reference to His leaving the body. “My presence here will be much
much greater, that my own people, they would feel much more, they will
xnow immediately”. He said "My work is going reaily well, the commune is
running beautifully and after iy death many many more people will be
coming here,

One thing Osho always said is “Always make room for sannhaysins Lo
contribute to my work”

[think you can take it that there ig going to be lot for all of us to do.

in some inexplicable way it feels that His work is not yetover, butit has just
begun. It feels His whole life has been a preparation for the moment when
His people can sit in silence and fee] Hig presence, without Hint having to do
the work of carrying His body. He always says He is 2 lazy man, Two minutes
ago, for the very first time, that ha ppened, tor the first time we all sat
together in silent communion without His physical presence. iv's already
gone 7 U cinck, He would be waiting for us now .. for that to happen again,




BEFORE THE CHARITY COMMISSIONER
MAHARASHTRA STATE, MUMBAY

APPLICATION NO. 4 OF 2012
UNDER SECTION 41E OF THE BOMBAY PUBLICTRUST ACT
' ST
| | BTGk
Yogesh Thakkar & Ors. «Applicants =1 “ @ ‘
Versus ' ’f ﬁ \\O\l 9«"‘% ;
. : i - 4 ’
Mukesh Kantilal Sarda @ ) \\pﬁ¥\\\1§ /\-3
SV
Swami Mukesh Bharti & Ors. --Opponents %}Q?f‘%éz‘{ Cj);/

AFFIDAVITIN REPLY ON BEHALF CEQPPONENTS NOS. 2 TO q:

I, Mukesh Kantija) Sarda @ Swami Mukesh Bharti, the Opponents no.1 above

named, do hereby state on solemn affirmation for myself and on behalf of Opponents

nos. 2 and 3 zs under:

1. I have gone through the application and I 4 conversant with the facts and
| therefore able to ang being a trustee entitled to submit the foIlbwiné for the
kind consideration of this Hon'ble Authority, This affidavitin reply is filed for
the purpose of Opposing grant of any reliefs either prayved or otherwisé anu
crave leave of this Hon'ble Authority to file any detailed affidavit, if ang as and

when required and necessary,

% At the outset, it is submitted that the application does not disclose any cause of
> action to initiate any ptoceedings under section 413 of the Bombay Public
Trusts Act and therefore neither the application is maintainable nor this
Hon;ble Authority can be approached for any reliefs as prayed or otherwise as

. the allepation do not disclose cause of action conferring jurisdietion of ti}is

Hon'hle Authority to entertain and try this application.

[ ]

Apart from the fact that there s 710 cause of action, the applicants were at no
point ever, directly or indirectly involved in any of the activities of the Neg
Sanyzs Foundation (hereafter it is referred as 'NSF) and have not produced any

documentary evidence as mandatorily preseribed under the Bombay Public

P
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Trust Act 1950 and the Bombay Public Trust Rules 19z1. Therefore the
application made by the applicants is alse beyond the jurisdiction dnd is liable
to be dismissed in limine with compensatory costsias;the trust is dragged into

litigation for purely selfish and self motivated interests of the applicants.

It is submitted that the contentions, statements and allegations and averments
i the application, which are contrary to what is stated herein after and unlass
specifically admitted, are denied and they be not kindly be treated to have been

'acdmitted even though there is no specific denial,

. I state that the other Opponents Nos.4,5 and 6 are not concerned at all with the

matter in.issue in above Application as they are not the Trustees or in any way

concerned with the matter in issue, 1state that Applicants have approached this
Honble Charity Commissioner in feigned ignorance with the tojtal disregard to
the non-facts by suppressing material with ffivolous, baseless, vexaticus and
malafide intentions to prevent these Opponénts from doing their duties and
performing its deeds and things in accordance w1th the proﬁsions of the Law in
the best interest of the Trust. From the prayers in the Application it is apparent
that the only chjective of.the above Applicants ;ap_pears to be rﬁisguide the
Hor'bie Forum and to sfa_!l every action proposed to be taken b)} this Opponent
with a vlcw to create discon_tent ahiongst the disci'_pllé_s and devotees of fh_e‘Tfust
and to lower the image of the Opponent in the eyes of the general public of Osho
philosophy and to create chaos and anarbhy, The a!Iega‘Eions and con’ceutior‘zs
are false, fabricated, untrue to the knowledge of the applicants. The appiicant
Yogesh Thalkar, Kishor Rawal and thin Phulpagar are not the members of tha
trust, Though they claim a to be the beneficiaries of the trust fr.om the contents
of the.application it is Ja‘mrious that they have not improved themselves by the
benefits which is expected to be from the activities of the trust in achievement of

the objects of the trust,

It is submitted that Applicap_t No. 1, M1, Yogesh Thakkar aling Swami Prem Geet

hails from Surat, That in late 1981 when the Osho sannyasins had Bone 1o Surat

for Osho books shifting, the said Applicant No. 1 had joined their troupe and

2
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‘came to Pune. Applicant No. 1, was basically a Real Estate Broker, who had
joined the Osho commune for convenience and with an ulterior mottve. His
joining of the commune was a front for conducting real estate work for people
visiting the Osho commune. He is a partner in real estate with both Applicants
Nes. 2 & 3. There are numercus complaints by people for having been conned /
cheated by Applicant No.1, It is also submitted that the Apphcant No.1, has
occasionally visited the Osho commune for meditation or any of its related
activities. His interest has always been of real estate for monetary gain at the
cost‘ of the Osho sannyasins. The Applicant No.1 is thus a persen whe iz a

habitual objector, interferer and professional litigator who has always resorted

to creating problems, obstacles and litigations for NSF, Although the Applicants
have no direct beneficial interest oy concern in the working of various trusts, the
Applicant No.1, along with his associates have made it their business to cause
applications to be filed in the form of objections / Intervener applications ete,,
knowing well that the xﬁatters take a long time to be decided upon in the office
of the Charity Commissioner. After filing these kind of applications and
objections, they are known o misuse the same by quoting these matters and by
Ppreducing the acknowledgements of such’épplicat_ions filed in other proceedings
to substantiate their false objections and/or claims, The Applicants are thus
misusing the provisions of law and using their fellow colleagues and associateg

to professionally submit applications and objections for monetary gain,

7. The Appiicant No.2 also known as Swami Prem Anadi, is from Mumbai who
came to Pune following his girl-friend, and ended up living in the Osho
commune. As he was unemployed, he worked as a shopper in the commune in
the gos, but was asked to leave as he was caught taking cuts from the suppliers.
Ever since he was thrown out of the Osho commune, he has been doing real
estate brokerage business in Koregaon Park, Pune. For the last few years, he
has been performing kirtans against cash payments at the houses of sannyasins
and some Osho centres, in order to Publicray and mislead the public, that he is

still attached to the Osho commune. The Applicant No.2 is neither a beneficiary
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ngr trustee of NSF or for that matter an interested person. His interest in being
|

part of this false and fictitious application is ¢ly to trouble and havass the

Opponents and to settle scores,

It is further submitted that Applicant No¢.3, Nitin Phulphagar alias Swami Nitin
Bharti is basically a business man who runs a tj:avel agency and conducts real
estate business alohg with Applicants 1 & 2. Iq;{e operates under the name of
High Fly Travel Agency at Koregaon Park, Pune. il‘-Ie has no clue of or connaction
with NSF., However, he is a close associate of A'pi)licants' 1 & 2 and his name has
been included for convenience and supPublic. 'lé‘he.l‘said Nitin Phulphagar alias
Swami Nizin Bharti is neither a beneficiary nor t{'iiétee of NS.F or for that matter
an .interested person. His interest in being part of this false and mf‘tltxous
appiication is only to trouble and harass the ‘Opponents in supPubhc of
Applicants 1 & 2. It is further submitted that Ag%pl_i'cant No.3, Nitin Phulphagar
alias Swami Nitin Bharti was raided by State C]l;D (Crime) in the year 2005-06
as l}& was involved along with otlhersl' in -forgi'i_-n;g visa documents of foreign
'nationhals without their knowledge and since ﬁ:hen he has been pfohibited 0

participate in the activities of the trust.

In these circumstances, it is submitted that none of the applicants are qualified
to claim even remotely interssted in the activities of the trust save and except
those activities carried on by themselves for their own interest taking undue
advantage of their vicinity to the Osho Commune Objects of the applicants are
in fact hostiie and s to cause hindrance and to cause obstacle.with the objects of

the trust being destroyed, They have their interest which are in conflier with the

aims and objects of the Trust and thersfore! the application filed by suck

persens is not maintainable and this Hon"blqi Autharity on this ground may

dismiss the application summardly,
It is submitted that the NSF is a [rust carrymg out various activities to spraad

and impart education through formal training:in the fields of art, science and

humanities o develop knowledge, skills, mind and character, conducting

courses in yoga, physiotherapy; disseminating knowledge of ancient ang
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contemporary philosophies, study of comparative religions etc., with a view to
educate on all aspects of mental, physical and spiritual development as per its _
objectives. The Trust Deed is restrictive in nature leaving no scope for any
outside interference much less applications and Objections filed by persons of

vested interests, which includes the present application under reply.

As regards internal pages 1 to 17, what is stated therein is a matter of record
which will speak for itself. However, as regards clause (e) the alleged nature of
the applicants interest in the trust it is denied that they have any interest. Their
tall claim that they being disciples, believers and followers of Osho is hallow and

false to their knowledge. Nane of the applicants is connected to the activities of

the trust.

As regards paragraph 2, the merger of the Sambodhi Foundation with Osho

International Foundation has nothing to do with the trust, namely, Neo Sanyas

Foundation. It is absoiutely incorrect that there is any Samadhi of Osho on the
property owned by the trust There was never any Samad}n Or any siructure as
Samadbl of Osho . OSho never believed and in fact was opposed to any kind of
pelsonal wo1sh1p or any one to be immortalized by any temporal or non
spiritual aspect like structure, idol ete, Itis denied that the applicant no. 1 being
the alleged followers of Osho. It is not known as to how the applicant claim to be
following the principles of Osho . Oshe  had enlightened people by different
technies, to meditate and therefore the claim of the applicants is absolutely vaglie
and at any rate by the very claim they cxpose themselves of their Dbeing
disconnected and not connected even remotely except their vocal claim to be
followers of Osho . Ttis denied that the applicants were directly connected with
the activities carried ou‘éf of the trust. They are not even indirectly connected. it is
again. denied that the applicants are benefictaries as alleged or otherwise, It is
further denied that they are the persons having interest as defined under section
2(10) of the Bombay Public Trust, 1950, The Applicants have not shown any real,

subsisting or existing interest in the said Trust and they are neither “interested

persons” nor “beneficlaries” within the mezning of of section 2(10) of the
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Bombay Public Trust Act; 1950, therefore the said application is not

maintainable,

As regards paragraph 3, it is submitted that the contentions relating to Blue

Lotus Trust have nothing ta do:with the Neo Sannyas Foundation.

.. As regards paragraph 4, what is stated about Sambodhi Foundation, the record

will speak for itself.

As regards paragraph 5, the claim of the applicants being discipies, believers and
followers of Osho , the contents of the said paragraph expose the claim of the
applicants. The contention th.at the applicants are‘}‘{ind'u by religion are entitled
for the services provided by the trust and are therefors entitled for the benefits of
the activities of the trust is an absolutely wrong claim. The activities of the trust
are not confined / restricted / limited to the persons belonging to Hindu religion.
The follh'owez's of Osho  are from practically severai’.re‘ligions practiced /followed
all over the world, The activities of ihe trust are open to all irrespective of the
religious belief, practice and following of any p_erson‘ who desires to enlighten

himself spiritually and philosophically ete. by the teachings of Osho . In fact

* this claifn disentitlas the applicants to call themselves as persons having interest

in the activities of the trust,

4s regards what is stated below the caption * Cause of action and nature of

reliefs sought for”, it is submitted as under;

As regards whatever is stated in paragraphs 1, 2,3+ 4, which is and could be a

matter of record will spedk. for itself \However, the contentions and the

submissions and the allegations which are the pervert and selfish Interpretation

of the applicants are denied, It is denjed that the rea_s_on. behind tha shifting the
office

. ; b g .
of the trust from Purne to Mumbai was allegedly with the uiterior motive




e e
. } =
Lot Skt

17,

and malafide intention that the opponents desires to alienate the property

without the knowledge of the beneficiaries and the disciples having only fear
that if the beneficiaries or disciples would learn about the alienation there
would be thousands of objections from the beneficiaries and the basic goal of
the applicants would not be achieved. It simply a pervert imagination of the
applicants. The contention that the audited statements of aﬁcounts for the'yéar

ending on 31t March 2005, 2006, 2007 and 2008, exposes the feigned

\ignorance of the applicants. The audited accounts upto the year March zoio

}were filed in Pune and for the year ending March 2011 is filed in Mumbai.

What is stated with regard to plot no, 24, Koregaon Park, it does not belong to
Nec Sanyas Foundation. The contentions, allegations therefore are not replied
to. 'Thefsaid property perhaps belongs to some private party. The wild
allegations made regarding the same property itself shows the frivolous and

vexctiousnesss of the present Applicants, .

As vegards paragraph 5, what is stated therein about the description of the

property being a matter of record will speak for itself. The further allegation

about the properties being not brought on record as no charge rePublics were
B 4

filed is either again out of sheer ignorance or a pervert feigned ignorance. The

relevant record regarding the properties will be relied upon, The record will

speak for itself, It is most emphatically dented that there is-any structure which

1s known as Osho Samadhi managed by either Osho International Foundation

and Neg Sanyas aé alleged. The Applicants are completely misinformed about
the philosophy and teachings of Osho. There was no structure as Samadhi. The
contention tﬁat the said structure was opened to devotes to reach there and
perform all religious rituals is ridiéulous to say the least, Inthe Osho Commune
no religious rituals of any religion were ever observed or performed. Osho
used to reside in a bed roo.m known as ‘Chang tazu’ where even during his
lifetime meditation used tp take place. After the demise of Osho, the said bed

room has remained in the same manner save and except that the place where

7
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Osho  used to sleep, on 2 marble platform, Is retained . As on today also the

said bed room is being used as a place for meditation as per Osho’s wish and

there has been no obstacle, obstruction or hindrance of whatsoever natire orto

the least possible manner in the continuous user of the said bed room asa

meditation hall called ‘Chang tazw’.  The allegation that the opponeunts are bent

upon to .convert the 'immoira'b;le properry into a five star resort and have
. deliberately and intentionally removed the board placed on' the property as
, Samadhi is denied. First of all there was never any Samadhl of (3sho  as he
,,/ Q?/}é f hirnself was opposed to any personal worship, The bo__'cird which wag mistakenly
2 put, was removed 12 long years ago as it was realized that it was'an error by the
management the Trust. Osho had never told:to create his lSamad.hi, and had
expressed his desire that people can come and meditate, The ailegation that this
action had allegediy resulted in hurting the feelings of disciples of Osho is highly
imaginative without there being any substance: The Opponents aiso submit that
if the removal of the sign board can shake the belief of a partii:ipan_t then he/she
is not it to participate in the activities of the Osho meditations. The further
allegation that‘ the action was initiated allegedly only because the Opponents
wanted to prevent the disciples of Oshio as well as beneficiaries of the trust from
oifering the prayer and dging meditation in the éaid "Chang tezn’ is utmest false
and wut of sheer pervert imagination. Anybody who visits or would like to wisit
would know that the said bed room is still in use for the pur‘pose of medita_tion
and no one is prevented or ohstructed from doing meditation. There is no
question of offering any prayers as is understood commonly, This Oppoenent

submits that never in the past prayer were offered or religious rituals performed

by any person on this premises. These contentions raised further confirm the

Applicants have had very little to do and eveh lesser idea of Osho’s specific

proposal for his wark and frther confirms;: thet the Applicants have Jittle

knowledge of Gsho and his teachings.  The further ailegation that to achieve

this alleged goal the apponents have raised the emury fee from mm.q0/- per day o

2s.480/- for Inaian hationals and Rs.gSo/ for forelgn naticral to meditate

between 6.00 a.m. 10 11.00 P, diring the day, is again out of deliberate,




tentional ill will and nothing to do even remotely with the interest or benefit of
the trust. The entry fee of Rs.40/~ was in the year 1987 or so and it has been
increased over a last over 25 years at the rate of 15% per annum considering the -
requirement ealnd the needs of maintaining the highest standard of hygiene,
cleanliness and a very peaceful and beautiful a_tmosphere and landscape and the
quality and the standard of service to the inmates and-the visitors. It is also in

_\ \‘ keeping in mind ph'ilosophy of Osho that the said Trust should be self sufficient.

1t is ridiculous to allege that the increase in the fees is high handed and arbitrary

S
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/,é" and initiated only with the sole intention to see that no beneficiaries would
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R reach to the place of Samadhi. At the cost of repetition, it is submitted that there
is no place and there was never any place as Samadhi of Oshg. The alleged basic
Purpose of maintaining the ‘Chang tazu’ called Samadhi is allegedly being
frustrated and that the beneficial interest of the beneficiaries at large is affected,
is some imaginary and wild and reckless allegation. The further contention that
the property belonging to the trust where the alleged Samadhi of Osho is
located is damaged and wasted and is not utilized for the purpose fo'r which it is
acquired and maintained by the trust is ridiculous, First of all the property was
acquired long before the demise of Osho . It was never acquired, used or with an
intention to use to be a place for Sarﬁadhi. Faétually there was uever and there is
no Samadhi and as stated earlier the place where Osho  resided during his stay
at the Osho Commiune, during his life time was used and is also now used as a
place for meditation. The continuous user of the 'Chang tazu’ as a place for
meditation continues. The applicants somehow or the. other have tried to allege
damage or waste to the property out of__their iaervert fertile Imagination without
any basis or reality. The property was never acquired to be utilized as Samadhi
and the ‘Chang tazu’ is maintained properly as a place for meditation from

morning 7.30 a.m. tll 11 pm for all 365 days.

18, As regards the allegation in paragraph 6 that the opponents are creating

different charitable trust oustside the State of Maharashtra and are transferring
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“the trust to such charitable trust located outside the State limits only with the

intention to provide benefits to the trustees of the trust in question only, it is
submitted that this allegation is again out of ill will and absclute malafide
motives. The opponents have not created any trust outside the State of

Maharashtra. No propertles are transfe/;\red to such public charitable trust

allegedly for the purpose as mentioned in paragraph 6 and therefore the

Ay

¢ 4 % contentions are denied in toto. The further allegation that some of the persoas

E ,.'_f*«f-ho were the trustees of the trust have deliberately and intentionally tendered

R

* their resignation from the trust followed by which they had created new trust at

Delhj or at different places to show that they are nobudy in the trust and they
are not éohnected to the trust and are getting immovable properties to the trust
transferred to their trust {s as vague as possible and as hollow as the thinking of
the applicants. As and when any details of creation of trusts outside
Maharashtra and transfer of properties for the reasons as mentioned in
paragraph are given, 1 crave leave to file additional affidavit. PFirstly there were
never any illegal or unconstitutional transfers. If at all as per the thinking of the
applicants any transfers which Iwere illegal or unconstitutional are made, of
whicii they have not given any details, they are ‘free to adopt such measures in
law and ought to be well advised to restrain themselves from hurling wild and
reckless allegations especlally as they claim to be the follawers c;r disciples of
Osho . The Ie‘gal position sought to be su'bmit_te'd is too well lknown even to be
mentioned and that too without any factual foundétion for the same. ;I‘he
contention that looking at the appreach, attitude and coln'duct of the opponents
the applicants-who hold a .ve_ry tall claim of being beneficiartes of the trust and
who allegedly have any direct and snbstarntial interest are allegedly compelied to
move this application for the purpase of\'seeking.relief in the forni of preventive
orders preventing the opponents from w__as‘_:ting,' damaging and improperly
alienating any immovabie property of the trﬁst' and further tranéferring any
immovable property from the trust to any other organization, association or
body in violation of the terms.iaid by the donors who have allegedly donated
the properties to the trust, is as vague as hollow and without any substance as

10
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possible. It is devoid of any facts, details and obviously any merits. As and
when the details and particulars about the allegations are furnished,
appropriate reply will be given. However, in view of the absolute vague
allegations, all the contentions in the application, the same is liable to be
dismissed summarily with compensatory costs. The contention about not to do

anything in violation of the terms laid down by the donors who had donated

properties to the trust, is again either out of sheer il will or hopeless ignorance,

.- As and when the applicants wouid give detalls about the alleged donors who had

allegedly donated properties to the trust on the terms laid by such alleged

donors, further reply wouid be given. Nfo reply can be given to such hollpw and

vague allegaiions.

As regards paragraph 7, it is stated that only dpponents 1, 2 and 3 are the

trustees of the trust.

As regards paragraph 8, the contention that during the life time 0f Osho he had
proclaimed the obje__ci of the trust as mentioned ftherein, the applicants are
called upon to sub;stanziate th’is contention. The trust in question was
established in the year 1969 by the then trustees, Osho  was not one of the
trustees and  had not proclaimed the objects of the trust as alleged. The
praceeds svere 1o be used only for the trust and not for the benefits of the
disciples of Osho as is alleged. The construction of the trust deed just cannot be
feft to the apphcants who have displayed enough and sufficient ignorance of the
teachings of Osho . The trustees are waraging and administering the trust as
per the sc}-zame, It is absolutely correct that the trust is also invoived in carrying

out primarily or otherwise the activities of spiritual nature such as Gyan, Dhyan,

_ Sadhana Cenire, Medltatlon Camps and is conducting lectures and seminats on

the subject of philosophy of Osho.

le"z reference to paragraph 9, the allegation that during the course of the time,
the opponents have allegedly started violating the directions issued by Qsho
during his lifetime in respect of the trust and that the opponents have allegadly

i1
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24.

bubached the objects and guidelines issued by Osho , is again as hollow and out
of pervert fertile imagination of the applicants as Dessmle No details of the
alleged violations of the directions issued by Osho ,‘-, are given, No detalls of the
alleged breaches of the objects or the guic__}eline_s'areégivgn. The allegation of the
alleged arbitrary acts is also without any details wha‘;t_soever. Therefore, .no reply

can be given to such vague and unfounded allegations. As and when such

. details and particulars are given reply could be 'posis_ibl_e but presently for want

of any details and particulars and on aceount of vagiie__al-leg_at’ions the allegations

are liable to be dismissed and so also the entire application.

As regards paragraph 10, the contents of the same@'are denied:as not true and
correct. The Applicants to prove by sufficlency of thie proof the relevancy of the
contents of para 10 of their Apphcatlon w1th the matter in issue, I state that it
has got nothing to do with the NSF and nothing | to do with the Apphcatlon
under the provision of sectlon 41E of the Bombay :Pubhc Trust Act, 195C. The
allegations simply made without there being any s;élbstance, merit, details and

particulars and the same are denied in toto

With reference to paragraph 11, the contents of the gs.éme are denied as not true

and correct. The Applicants to prove by sufficiency é}f the proof the relevancy of

tIm contents of para 11 of thelr Application with the matter in issue. I state that

it Has got nothing to do with the NSF and not! nng to do-with the Apphcatlon

under the provision of section 41E of the Bombay Public ’I‘rust Act, 1950, The
!

allegations simply made without there being any substance, merit, details and

particulars and the same are denied in toto.

With reference to paragraph 12, the contents of theisame are denied a8 not true
and co rrect. The Applicants to .'prové by sufficiency pf the proof the relevancy of
the contents of para.12 of their Application with th’é Imatter in issue, I state that
it has got nothing to do with: the NSF and nothing to do with the Application
under the provision of section 41X of the Bombay Public Trust Act, 1950, The

allegations simply made without there being any substance mer;t details and

4os
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particulars and the same are denied in toto.

The contentions raised in para 13 further confirm that the Applicants have had
very litile to do and even a lesser idea of Osho's specific proposals for his work.
Itis clarified that the name “Osho”is 2 fabrication to make Oshe into something

‘e has publicly declared that he was not. It is further submitted that the name

Osho had been accepted with certain reasons. Moreover, ‘Shri; is a part of a

tradition he had rejected. Also, Osho never “preached.” And lastly, (Ssho had no
followers,

The Contents of para 14 are not true or c¢orrect and are denied, and the
Applicants are put to strict proof thereof. The Opponents éubmit that Osho had
rejected the term “Ashram” in the autumn of 1989, and the same was
announced in the ‘Osho Times’ magazine of that time. Furthermore, Osho dig

not live in Pune for “most of his hfa and in fact resided at the present campus

for a total of 10 years ouz of 59 vears of his life, There is therefore and never was

a “Pune Ashram.”

The Applicants little knowledge of Oshe and his teachings or of their own
involvement in the activities of the Trust is bared by this poor display of
knowledge. Their contention that “Osho’s Ashram at Pune is considered and
belleved to be the main Ashram and place of worshlp of Osho in the entire’
is not only totally wrong and emoneous but is a shocking piece of
misinformatipn. Not only was Oshe completely uninterested in what people
“believe” he rejected the value of belief as such, and in particular the idea that
his work would include = “rr;ain Ashram” ‘is ludicrous as’ hierarchy was
something he spdke against during his entire lif¢. Likewise, “worship of Osho™ is

as gross a misunderstanding as one can imagine.

Similarly, the contention that “visitors to the Ashram come ¢0 pay tribute and
seek blessing from Osho’s Samadhi” is simply not true or correct. Any person or
people coming for that reason would be those who have not followed or

13
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understaod or listened to what Osho taught. Osho’s instructions for the use of

his bedroom, were simply that it would be “a place for people fo meditate”, and
nothing else. The idea that Osho would want peo‘pie 1o “pay tribute” or seek
“blessings” from his ashes is pure fantasy of the traditional spiritual mind
against which Osho spoke for 35 years, While ‘inner peace’ could be said to be
available for meditators, the followers wouid by Osho’s own d'éﬁr‘ﬁtion, not be
helped. In the same way the premises of the trust is being referred to as “the
most sacred place in the world for Osho’s devotees” is again a
misinterpretation, as Osho._\had sald “Except for this existence, you don't have
any sac'red place, This is the only holy, sacred temple. I-'Here is no other temple.
All other temples are Jfalse, sqbstfh,xr‘es R deceive and cheatr you.” It is
subrmaitted that Osho’s interest was only in awareness, and not at all in these
traditional substitutes presented under guise of “spirituality,” As Osho had put
it: “It does not ma:tter_ where dwareness happens, what matters is that it
hoppens. If it hdppens in « casin_o; then r?zc casing ftas become a temp:_fc, a

sacred place.”

The Opponents further submit that it ib worth reviewing Osho's own approach
to “sacred places” in relation to his own life. When his own family had asked
" Osho if they could tarn his birth place into a sacred place and a shrine, he had
declined. Then after he had spent some years in his flat in Bombay, his secietary
had asked if they should buy the flat as a memorial, to which he had again
-refused: It {s further submitted that when Osho was designing the old
meditation hall called Chuang Tzu so that it could becgme his new bedroom,
The exact $pot where he Had sat on and spoken from than any other place and
whiclrl was again the exact spot where he had given sanr‘xyés- to thousands for
meditarors was the spot he turned it intc: a cupbbard for cleaning rﬁatepieﬂs. He
did not preserve that spot for posterity as so many of his “followers” like these

" applicants, inight have wished.

14
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Similarly, the App}ican%s have no Idea what they: are talking about when they
have tried to elucidate the devotional aspect of Osha, Osho's view on devotion to
quote was “For e.fa'mpfe, devotion 1s far lower than love, because devotion
basically implies self-disrespect. I am against it because at the cost of self-
respect you are respecting somebody else. The cost is too much., My whole

effort is to teach you to Sfeel dignity as a human being, to feel séb"—respecf as

" part of this beautiful existence.”

Th§ Contents of para 15 are not true or correct and are denied, and the
Applicants are put to strict proof thereof., The Opponents state that from the'
said para it clearly brings to mind that the Applicants are completely

misinformed about the philosophy and teaching of Osho.

The Applicants have again mlsunderstood the sub_]ect they tmply they have
something of value to say. Their contention LhaL U&hos work as per the
direction of Osho was to be rmade avatfab!e fcn- hrs dzsczples is not true or
corTect. Osho s instructions were to make his work available, Period. The said

work was for everyone, not for any self-selected group.

The Applicants have made another unnecessary but shocking statement by
stating that “applicants and the disciples around the world have emoticns
attached towards Osho and his literature and worship the same.” This whole
concept of the understanding of Osho and his teachings have been put to naught
by the Applicant’s own interpretation and understanding as is being made
evident in this their application under reply, Everyone who was involved with
Osho was gnd is aware that emotions have nothing to do with Osho’s work, As
Osho himself said on several oécaéidﬁé: “Every religion should be looked into,

researched, and the public should be made Jully aware of what these people
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have done to humanity. And all this nonsense that their religious feelings 4

might be hurt should not be paid any attention to. You go on committing
crimes against ‘man and, when something is said about it, your “religious

feelings" are hurt,”

And further: "I cannot concetve how anydody’s refigious feelings can be hurt;
they must be very weak, they must not have déep foundations, And what 1

have satd he had not even understeod.”

\

And further: “In the first place, if you understand religion..it is in the

transcendence of thoughts and feelings, There are no religivus feelings at alll”

And further: “It is a very strange world in which we are living. If your
religious feeling is hurt, then it is your problem: get treated, or drop that
religion which ¢annot help you to be strong enough not to be hurt by a small
critieismn. from anybody. And if your heart, your religious feelings, are'
disturbed, that SEmpfy shows they are superficial. You need a new religion
which goes deep to your roofs and nobody calln'hu_lrr you. "Can any of my
people be hurt? None o_}' my people have gong to the courts, filing cases that
their religious féelings are hurt. I have been condemned all cuer the world, in
all the newspapers, in all fhe media, they have called me all kinds of names.
You could have easily gone to court, in every country you could have fought
that your religious feeling is hurt. But, none of rﬁy people has: even thought
about it: they simply laughed and ignored it. Filing a lau;suit means giving
atterition to idiots. And whatsoever they are saying, théy are saying without

any argument, they have no argument.”

The Opponents furthéer submit that the statement made by the Applicants’
abl-out "-wdrshij;..,.toward Osho” is ;Iso a gross misunderstanding, as Osho had
stated that “Guilt turns into worship., This is a‘.sz‘range psychology. The
moment you start feeling guilty, the only way to get rid of the guilt is to
worship the man whom you have crucified. The worship will help you to feel

good. Even though you crucified him, now you recognize that you committed
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something wrong, and you are ready to do everything. You will worship, you
will pray, you will read the Holy Bible\; you will follow him for centuries. You
will become a fonatic — just as Janotical as the contemporaries of Jesus who
crucified him were. They were JSanatically ag‘ainst him and their descendants
are fanotically for him. This is a very strange psychological change that

happens again and again.

“Remember: it is the same whether you cruégfg or you worship, Both are the
ways fiow to get rid of those people. One Is crucifivion, another is worship,
Worship is more cultured. We Say you are an Incarnation of God, we will
warship you, But we will not do what you say. How can we do? We are
ordinary J.wman beings. You were extraordinary ~ either Qou wére a prophet
sent by God, or a messenger, or the only begotten Son of God, or you were g
reincarnation of God — you could do mirlzc!es, We have created all kinds of
miracles, only for one reason. To create a distance between us and the people
who have been seeking the truth and the people who have ultimately found the

truth. We were not ready to go with thern.”

‘7 am here not to make you understand me, I am here to help you to
understand yourself. You have io watch Qour own octions, your relationships,
your moods more closely: how_you are when you are alone, how you are when
you are with people, how you behave, how you react, whether your reoctions
are past-oriented, fixed patiterns of thought or you are sponieneovus,
responsible. Watch all these things, go on watching your own mind, heart.
That's what has to be understood, that is the book to be opened, You are the

unopened book.” Osho

As regards paragraph 16, what is stated about constitution of a group of 21
disciples popularly known as inner circle is substantially correct, However, it is
absolutely incorrect to state that the said inner circle was constituted to manage

the day to day activities of Osho Commune and to take care of movable and
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lrrf'rfnovable properties and mteilectual property rights and assets of the Osho all
over the world, Oshe did not have any persona) assets at all, The properties
belong to the trust. It is empha_tically denied that the fnner circle is dissclved
and therefore the issue of it being done high handedly or arbitrarily does not
arise; The allegation. are-in respect of non ex1st1ng state of affairs, It is again
most empha‘aca]ly denied that Mr. Micheal O’'Byrne alias Swamj Jayesh, Mr,

George Merduth alias Swami Amrito and Mr. Darcy O'Byrne alias Swami
Yogendra are interfering in the affairs of the trust or that they are trying to
v exercise the powers. of the trustees as al]eged There 1s no delegation of any

powers by trustees to them or for that matter to anybody else,

With reference to para 17 Istate that it {5 true that Opponents No.1 to 3 are in
charge of the affairs of the said Trust, but deny that the trustees are converting
the properties of the sald Trust usged prlmanly for charitable activities for a
commercial venture, I_a so deny that .the trustees are'alienating the properties of
the said Trust or are trymg to. ptevent any person from participating in
*nedl*ation actmtaes within the said Trust pre*mses, I.deny that we are acting
tontrary to the teaching and directions of Osho, I'state that we are {nfact strictly
following. the teachmg of Osho I deny that we are usmg good offices for
commercial gams out of the trust funds and propertles and deny having
tarnished the image of Osho. I deny that we have apphed Lew policies and rylag
te properties of Osho, I deny that the truetees have done anything contrary to
the teaching of Osho and have strictly adhered to the phﬂosophy / principles of
Oshe and put the Applicants to strict proof thereof I deny such acts due to
which the growth of Osho has been seriously » hampered. I deny that such change
is against directions of Osho and deny that it is pregudmally affecting the
inherent nghts of the individual followers, I stats that an increasing number of
partiéipants frem over 120 countries visit the said Trust pre;nisee mchl yvear to
participate in the teac’hiﬁ'gs of Osho. 1 staze that the said para hke all others are
without any material. pamculars and are merely making false allegations

without any Procf of. the same. I submit that such public criticism are going
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against the teaching of Osho and are thus creating an interest hostile to the said

trust which incurs immediate disqualification;

The Opponents once again submit that the inner cu‘cle was not a body that had

been legally constituted to manage the day-to-day actmtles of the trust. Osho

publicly dropped the word “Ashram” at this tune It therefore seems that the

Applicants have almost no understanding or information even about Oshg’s
;

wishes or his work. Yet again, the comments about “commercialization” again

reveal that the Apglicants know nothing of the subject that they claim to be so
knowledgeable of,

The Opp-gnents submit that when Osho had been questioned as to “Why must
everybody who wants to do meditation or hear the lecture pay for this?” he
had answered “ Whi not? You pay j;or everything in life, why norfof' your
meditation? You pay for everything in your life, why not for God? Why do you
want. God for free? “n Jact, you don't want God. You are ready to pay for
whatsoever you want, You know that you have to pay. Meditation you don’r
want, If it is given free, and even with a prasad, then you will think about it,
You are ready to go to the movie and pay for it; why should you not pay for
Your meditation and the lecture if yoz,lj.r want to hear {t? “The question comes,
naturally, ﬁﬁm an Indian and g non-sannyasin who does not undersrénd me
at all, who must be a newcomer, T he Indians think they are the most rellgious
people in the world; all bullshit. They are the most irreligious people in the
world — they just have an egoistic idea that they are very religious. If you are
reaH Yy religious, you will be ready to pay Jor your meditation with everything,

even with your life,

“What is money? If you pay five rupees for something, and If you earn ten
‘Tupees a day, then you have paid-with half the day. Money is just a symbol

that you have devoted half your da y’s labor for it. You go to the movie and you
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pa'g; ten rupees for a ticket; you earn ten rupees per day. You are saying that
this movie is worth it ~ ‘T can stake one day’s labor for it.” But you.are not
ready to steke anything for your meditation, prayer, for religion. In fact,
religion is the last thing on your list, You warit it free; basically you don’t want
* it If there is a price to it you ét_ar't-fee!ing imea_sy; “You ask why you have to
pay fiere? The price that is asked is nothing; it is just the beginning of learning
a certain lesson: that one has to pay for everything, and certainly for prayer,
certainly. for meditation ~ because it is the highest thing in life. Those few
rupees that you have o pay are very symbolic, just symbolic, just token ~ they
indicate sbmething. If you are ready to pay sornething, then I know you will be
persuaded to pay more. By and by, one day you will be able to stake your
whole life for it. If you are not ready to even pay five rupees, it is impossible
Jor you to sfafce your whole life. “There are only two ways. One is: somebady
else should donate for you. But why should somebody else donate for you? You
will meditate and somebody else will donate Jor you? Why? If you want to
rr;edfrate, you pay for it. And if you really want to meditate you will be ready
to pay for it; there should be no hitch about it. If yau don’t have mone;y, go and
earn it. Jf it is absolutely impossible, then come and work in the ashram and

pay that way, workwise. But don't ask to come for free.

“The greatest greed is for money, so whenever you have to lose your money
you have to lose « little part of your greed. When you pay five %up‘eesfér entry,”
you are paying by dropping a little greed. The money is not the problem, the
problem is greed; you are dropping a little greed. And this is just q baginning
~ because meditation can happen only when all greed disappears. A slight
greed in.side you and meditation is not possible. For q greedy m;'nd there {5 no
medfrarfon; medfrah‘on happens only in a non-greedy mind. Jf you don’t have

money, then work. Fay by your work and show your sincerity.”

Thus it js revealed from public statements made above by Osho that everybody
pays for everything., And hence the money is then made available for the
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expansion of Osho’s work, just as he requested. The implication that this

process for “a few individnals for making gains by way of commercial benefits”
is totally untrue and therefore libelous ~ and again show a gross

misunderstanding of Osho’s specific guidance,

The Oppenents submit that Osho during his lifetime hag dlrected that the

activities of the Trust should be self sufficient. Accordmgly, NSF / OIF has been

charging daily entrance fees to visitors to meet the day to day expenses of the
Trusts. Since, over the past twenty five yiears, the cost of living and the cost of
goods and services has increased dramatically, the trusts were left with no
option but to increase the entrance fees from Rs.40/- to Rs.480/- for Indian
participants and to Rs.980/- for foreign pgrtlc;lpants over a period of twenty five

years,

The Opponents further submit that as per Osho's guidance anyons who went
public in the newspapers or magaanes “%cww his work were not weleome,
and that they would be welcome only if they 1'ée.1.1ized their mistake and
published an apology in the same newspaper or magazine where they had

publicly gone against his work.

The Trustees have not misused the funds or the properties of the trust for their

personal benefit or gain, nor are they gainiﬂg commercially from the trust, In
. .

fact the Trustees are acting according to the objects of the trust and the vision of

Osho and are not acting contrary to the teachings and principles of Osho. This

al]eglation of the Applicants is also untrue and contrary to facts that participants

from India and more than 120 countries from around the world visit the trust

premises every year for meditation, -

It is denied that the opponents 1 to 3 who are the trustees and are in charga of
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the affairs of the trust are converting the properties of the trust for any

commercial veniure as most mischievously alleged or otherwise. It is.again
emphatically denied that opporents are wrongfully alienating the properties of

the trust and are allegedly trying to prevent the devotees and discipies like the

‘:;\ " applicants from performing various religious and spirjtual activities within the

\:“?\\;’1 % trust premises as most dishonestly and mischievously alleged. It is however true

s - ff{;] : the applicants 1, 2 and 3 are not permitted entry on account of their criminal

'/‘Q“%} / activities and involvement in the crimes and ‘activities like taking cuts and
SF W

S ’ discounts from the suppliers. However, it isionce again clarified that oril}-'

spiritual and philcsophical are carried out in E.the commune and no religious
activities relating to any religion were or are ;?racticed in the Commune even
during the life time of Osho. The aﬁe’gati(.m that the opponents are acting
contrary to the teaching and directions of Osho are again as vague as possible to
which no reply can be given. It is also denied thé.‘t the opponents ’::mve used good
offices of Osho's Institution for making comm{arcial gain from out of the trust
funds and properties and have tarnished theé image of Osho are also vague,
therefore, no reply can be given except denying tﬁe same, The contention that
the spponents have applied new polices and- rulzes to the Ashram and profjerties
of Osho is again vague, The further aliegatiqnj{that the alleged all such zi;cts of
the opponents alre contrary to the teachings and principles of Osho is mentioned
only to reject the same and deny the same. The invention of the applicants that
due to alleged such acts the growth of Osho :conunun;it}f has bez;n serioﬁsly
hampered and that such change is directly agairist the directions issued by Osho
himself and are affecting prejudicially the ‘iellleged inherent rights of the
individual followers like the applicants is sheerly imaginative due to the

pervert Iimagination of the applicants. These allé’gatious are denied

emphatically.

i\ 20. With reference to paragraph 18, what is statéd? about Usho  applying for any
|
¥ patent or copy right again exposes the lack of appreciation and undesstanding

as to the nature of the two rights relating to the intellectual properties. There
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was never any question of any patent. The zziiegation of the 1o);:poncni:s
attempﬂng to have’ copy rlghis are agam vague , without any detaﬂs and
pamculars and therefore without prejudice, no reply can be gwen thereto, It is

well known pubhc knowledge the work and the booc of Osho were and are
printed and soid at the cost price. The allegatz.on insinuating anythmv contrary
to the factual realities is m1sch1evous and dishonest. It is denied that the
literature and other articles are made so expensive allegedly in order to make
profit and make commercial gains therefrom which allegedly are against the

object of the trust as zlleged or otherwise, This is one more allegation just made

for the sake of making without any substance in it

With reference to Paragraph 19, it is correct that the persons living in the Osho
COmane or visiting the same would offer their voluntary services for any kind
of work that would be available as per the request of such volunteers.
Considering the need of keeping the highest standards of h}'gienic living, and
creating an atmosphefe,most suitable for spiritual -activities, it was realized
that a large work force, of manﬁo_we_r was needed: All the time there was a need
of workmen being available at all material times and vight kind of efoﬁ(men
with neceseary skills or experience even in the most miner kind of ¢chores ar
work, It was found that the inmates of the Osho Commune though were willing
to work, and voluntteer their services in their desired field of activities, sgli
several aspects of maintenance needed work force which was not available and
therefore - there was a need to employ people. In addition thereto it was alsc
found that it was impossible to depend wholly and fully on the volunteers and it
was found to be uneconomical too as  the volunteers were reguired to be
accommodated, supplied the nzcessities like food ete, and therefore a conseious
decision was taken not to depend entirely. on the services volunteered by the
disciples. Even as on today the trust gratefully appreciates the services
volunteered by the disciples and depending on the availability of the work and
the request from the disciples to serve in a partic:‘u:lar work or field, even as on

today such work is done by the volunteers. It is denied all the work of the
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Commune was done by the diseiples. Approxirnate]y 300 persuns are required

for maintenance and upkeep of the Osho Commune. On an avera age the number

of inmates and the voluntt«:ers are in the range of 100 ‘{o 150 depending on the

-mﬂow of the persons in the Commune. It 15! ImebSIbie to depszmi on the

voluntenrs, to do a work, which requres 300 persons approximazely, The
comments made in the said p&ragmph regarding thc effect of such volunta

services are'the opinions of the applicants, tv which no reply can be given. Tt is

however most emphatically denied that any persen is restrained wrongfully or

otherwise from performing such service. - As submijtted earlier, in order to
maintain a proper hygienic and clean atmosphere conducive to the spiritual

activities attempts -are made 1o achieve the highest standards, A company

which is intcrnatmnally known and. expe't in. the ﬁexd is there{me engagad

e

Prior to tms rompany Sodexbo, another company ﬁamely, Kmshm was

usted wuh the work singe "{bout 1994 which worked il 2b sut 2002 and

created seve: al Irbom‘ v}t-oblems The present .orgamzatlon Soexhe ‘has been

wor Qi**g m the .f -ommune since zlxhouz 2002 and is not a recent development
The allcgation that the trust funds are spent unnecessanly and lavishly at an
exorbitant price ave either out of pervert mind e;s ne facts and figures are given
and purely imaginative or out of total ignorance, The praver for restraining
engaging services of any establishment, for the purﬁnbée of maintaining highest
standards of hygiene and cleanliness is clearly dxshonest and malafide to say t‘qe
least. At any rate this prayer is beyond the scope of the law in addition to the
tact that no particulars or details are given in supPublic’ of the prayer. .As
subrmitted earlier, the internationally known estabhshed was-engagzed in 2002,
It was bare minirurm for the applieants 1o get themselves acquainted with some

facts before hurling allegations,

I

With reference to paragraph 20, 1t iz denied that any dlsezples including the
applicants were ever dcprwed of their alleged legltlmate rights te carry out seva
as claimed.” Firstly, there is never such right. much less legitimate right as

claimed in insisting on the rrust 1o accept the voluntary service of amy one, The




acceptance or rendering of the service is an ought to be purely voluntary in
either way. It is denied that the alleged beneficial interest of the benefictaries is
affected but the alleged rights of devotees of providing seva are taken away high -
handedly and arbitrarily as alleged or otherwise. Osho had promoted ‘Work as

Meditation’ which he never referred as ‘Seva’.

With reference to paragraph 21, ‘relating to the entry fee increased from
RS.40/- to Rs.480-/ at present for the Indian nationals and Rs.98;'é/- for the
forei‘gners. The entry fee for the Indian Nationals is lower than the per day
‘Pparticipants actual expenses incurred by the trust and in fact Indian Nationals
are enjoying a subsidized charge on account of the foreign nationals who are
contributing more towards the same. It Is already submitted that the feeg of
Rs.q0/- were charged in the year 1987. Thereafter gradually each year the fee
was Increased by about 15% and the fees as on charged today are almost after
25 vears when the fees wers Rs.40/~ in the year 1987. It is denied that there is
any high handed or arbitrary action. The further allegation that no receipts of
the gaid :zrx%ount collected against the entry fee are issued to the dgvo:tees at any
time and only a card is issued to the devotee for its presentation atg the entry
gate and that the funds collected by way of entry fee are not accounted for in
the accounts of the trust but are totally misappropriated by the opponenis is
nothing but a vicious and venomous allegations and exposing a complete lack of
understanding. It only deng_pnstrates the applicants are bent upon making wild
and recldess allegations without bothering to know the facts. The card which is
given to person desiring to enter the Commune carries a sticker of that
particular date. The stickers are accounted for and whenever the card is
accepted to gaiﬁ entry, there is an automatic account for the same, The entries
are recorded and accounts are maintained. Further iﬁ addition to this if any
person desires to have any receipt, the same are also issued, The allegation that
the funds collected by way of entry fees are misappropriated totally er otherwise
by the opponents is a grossest d,ilshonest and malafide allegation suitir}g the

mindsets of the applicants. The trustees have been maintaining the accounts
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properly and need no advise, suggestion from and-especially the applicants who

have their criminal backgronnd. The allegation that the number of disciples

visiting the commune is reduced on account of raising the éntry fee and the
trust started losing its revenue substantially which is, also causing loss to the
trust is-one more reckless and. wild allegation, it is denied. The facts are
otherwise. The allegation that the oppo_nentl__s are practicing an act of
~ discrimination between the human beings to say. the least is ridiculous. No
details or particulars of any alleged act of discrimination on the part «of the
‘opponents. 33 g‘iven:and‘ there__fore no répl_y can bt;; gi?er:; to it save and except.a
most emphatic denial, The trustees are not charging any heavy entrance fee and
therefore the allegations are baseless, Whosoever has visited the Commune
knows, understands and appreciates the surroundings, the atmosphere and the
attempts and cfforts to keep the highest standards conducive to the spiritual
activities and the ;':ost that is and would be involved obviously there is a
complete lack of understanding, knowledge and appreciation on the part of the
applicants to these as;’iects, the costs involved. . The services of the vblunieers

are continued to be accepted and welcome as per the requirement of the trust.

With reference to paragraph 22, it is denied that the opponents are ca'rr%ying
their efforts to sell the manuyseript of the trust for making comm:ercial Igain
therefrom, The allegation is too vague and devold of any merits. The contention
of there being no sale or transfer any of the immovablé properties or. ete. aré
without- any foundation. The statements are without any reference or context

and therefore no reply can be given thereto.

With reference to paragraph 23, the contents of the same are denied as not true
and cotrect. The Applicants to prove by sufficiency of the proof the relevancy of
the confents of para 24 of their Application with the matter in issue. I state that
it has got nothing to do wn‘h the NSF and nothing to do with the Application
u-ndgr. the provision of section 41E of the Bombay Public Trust Act, 1950. The
allegations simply made m’t}iout-there being any é_ubstanee, merit, details and

particulars and the same are denied in toto.
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It is submitted that the Neo Sanyas Foundation is a separaie registered Trust
having its own iden_titj; and registration. It has absolutely no,concern with the
work and or activities of the Osho Multimedia'and Resort Pvi Lid. Hence, the
making of mere wild and or baseless allegations will therefore have no relevance

in the matter, and the scope of this Application has to be restricted to the

" functioning of the Trust only.

36.

With reference to Paragraph 24, the contents of the same are denied as not true
and correct. The Applicants to prove by sufficlency of the proof the relevancy of
the contents of para 24 of their \Ap plication with the matter in issue, I state that
it has got nothing to do with the NSF and nothing to do with the Application
under the provision of section 41E of the Bombay Public Trust Act, 1950. The
allegations simyply made without there being any substance, merit, details and

Particulars and the same are denied in toto,

As regards paragraph 25, the contention that it was the practice till recent times
that the personal belongings and other belongings of Oshe were allowed to be
seen on certain imPublicant days is a display of gross ‘ignorance. The
belongings of Osho aré never pl;t on diSpléy. 'The paintings, signatu res ete, are
pieces of art ete. are 21l over the Coinmune. The imagihativ’e descripltion since
being of the applicants no reply can be given thereto. It was Osho's insight that
every day ils a celebration and there was no need to celebrate any particular day
and hence the Trustees in turn permit celebration every day. The contentions
re-garding the visits of disciples being stopped etc. is denied as being false to the
knowledge. It is denied that any meditations or prayers are stopped by the
opponenis. The prayers, contentions made in this paragraph regarding any
directions to the opponents to start the alleged process and practices afresh and
to allow the disciples and beneficiaries to attend such functions are beyond the
scope not only of the law but beyon_d the scope of any application under section
41E of the BPT Act but also beyé.l.;d‘ the scope of the law in gereral. The

contention that the alleged attempt on the part of opponents is like closing the
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doo:# for all the devotees is mentioned herein only to be rejected being without

any substance. It is most denied that any personal articles of Osho, his library,
paintings, original manuscripts and that allegedly there is no account of the

same. The personal belongings; phote gallery, paintings and signatures are in

,\\\\\\ the Commune. The applicants in their nauseating h_abit have again hurled
f"f_ \1 _ allegations without any details and particulars and therefore no reply can be
:%é j;/] given. However, on account of .the vague allegations _tHe application itself is
34* 4 liable to be dismissed with costs. The contentions, statements ete. in the said

‘paragraph no. 25 are devoid of any merits and therefore are denied. It is
denied that all'egedly\in‘order to canvert the property into the own property the
. 6ppenents have made aﬁy atternpt to shift all these articles to some other place
in the world and started generating income therefrom from their personal gains
and therefore for that alleged purposé the opponents are directed to restore the
‘said articles in Pune Ashram by passing suitable orders. All these conteﬁtions

are out of poor taste.

It is furthe‘r subrnitted that the Applicant’s submission and interpretation that
you “get connected to Osho” only by locking at his belongings is therefore
pitiful, The Cpponents submit that Osho had spent 35 years explaining that
there was only one way to ge; ¢lose to him, and that 'w_as 10 by getting close to

yourself, to meditate, and 1o look inwards and not outwards,

The contention of the ;App]i_cants_thgt'-"-var'ious Sunctions were ;Jrganfzed by the
trust to celebrute Osho’s birthday, Oshos enlightenment day, and
“Mahaparanirvar; of Osho.. and the disciples... used offer their prayer” Is
totally misconcetved. Firstly the Applicants seem to be totally unaware of Osho’s
public staternents on what is '“r_:eleb:-azion days”. Itissubmitted thatin a public
talk in 1986 Osho had explained that there would be no more regular festival
days: "Now we will not be having arny celebrations; now the celebration will

continue ail the year round — three hundred and sixty-five days of celebration!
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And this is going to be the new order of the Buddhaﬁe!d. "

K
i

And yet in another public talk from that time, Osho bad said: 7 am going to
drop all the festivals so there is no need for twenty thousand, thirty thousand
people together, because then there is no mnmacy So the fesnva! will be every
day. And why have only one festival when you can have three hundred and
sixty-five!” and further “We wil} di’ssa!ife .;.‘hose Jour ceremonies and make t}n; '

whole year a festival - g three—hundred—and—sucn_; -five-day fesnva! - 80 now

the whole year will be the Jestival ”

On his return’'to India in the same year, Osho further spol‘;e in Mumbai; "As
your silence grows, your Jriendliness, your love gréws; your life becomes a
momenr-tq-;noment dance, a joy, a celebration, Do you hear the Jirecrackers
ouiside? Have you ever thought about why, all over the world, in every
cultire, 1’11 BUery society, there are a few days in the year for celebration?
These few days Jor celebration are Just a compensation — becquse these
socz‘er‘z‘gs have raken away all celebration of your Iffe,_ and if nothing is given to

you in compensation your life can become a danger to the culture”,

In contrast thereto, the Applicants have decided that these celebration days
were o that they could “offer their prayers.” And now, in spite of Osho’s clear
instructions about celebration days, the Applicants have alleged that “this
practice is arbitrériiy stopped.” It is further submitted that these celebrations
were not “arbitrarily stopped”, but were stopped in response to the explicit
wishes of Osho. Ironically, the Applicants are now asking the secular Indian
authorities to insist that those responsible for Osho's work reinsiate these
celebrgtion days — in effect, that they insist that Osho's wishes should be

ignored in favor of the wislies of these applican_ts who have already shown that
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o -
they have no understanding of Osho whatsoever,

If respecting Osho's wishes amounts to “closing the deots of all the temples to
the devotees” then clearly these people cannot be referring to any, door to any

ternple with Osho’s name on it

" In the past when these celebration dayé{. were still happening, Some of Osho’s

.';-persoi‘ial bélongi'ngs. that he ised were in the room as people visited, It is

submitted that none of these personal belongings have been removed from the
premises. By their iaci:k of knowledge of the activities the Applicants have only
further revealed.as to just how far away from Osho they really were or are when

they talk of “sentimental value.”

For these Applicants to be appealing for Osho’s.wishes to be ignored on the

basis of “sentiment” is extraordinarily disrespectful to his lifetime's work,

i

With reference to paragraph 26, the applicanits have again harped upon
Samadhi of Osho  which did not exist and that too allegedly as per the wish of
Osho and that the bedroom was converted into his Samadhi. The position of the

bed room where_ﬁ()sho used to reside during his stay at Pune is already

" explained above. Several followers of Osho did come and meditate in the said i

‘Chang tazu’during the life time of Osho and the meditation continues even as
on today in the said ‘Chang ‘tazu’. The said 'Chang tazu’ which was used by

Osho as his residential place and was used even during his life time as the place

. for meditaticn continues to be tsed so and therefore except the applicants who

are una;:.fare and ig_n.or;ant no one had their faith shaken. The ‘Chang tazu’ after
the demise of Osho has continued to be used as a meditation hall. The
allegation that the opponents have _recently removed the name plate, again is a
sheer dishonest allegation in as much as it was removed more than 12 years as

the place.was not a Samadhi. The submission that the Samadhi is the sacred
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place directly connected to the religious belief of Osho followers which binds the

spiritual nature is unintelligible statement displaying the grossest one more
igrorance of the applicants, Whatever the applicants have describad the
structure where QOsho resided during his life time is their choice. Hawever,

there is nothing arbitrary or high handed on the part of the opponents and the

w\%}_ alleged decisions recorded by them which are allegedly detrimental to the

HEe \'i . . ' -,

ugy ‘f‘ t interest of the trust and the devotees are basically against the interest of the

93 ‘_’ );::‘; trust, is again a confused display and that too of Ignorance of the teacbings of
‘/1/‘

i Osho. The content on that the opponents are manipulating Osho’s work and

vision thereby have got d.sgraced and have prejudiced the interest of the
appl cants and devotees all over the world thereby the applicants are
censtrained to file present application urllder the provisions of BPT for the
purpose of seeking necessary preventive orders against the opponents is as

vague and as hopelessly without merits as pqésible. Itis denied completely.

38. With reference to paragraph 27, thle rellefs as claimed by the applicants 1o
prevent the applicants from raising entry fee to tﬁe ashram and restraining from
removing the articles used by Osho froni the Ashram at Pune and shifting them
elsewhere in the world and if are already shifted seeking directions to bring
them back and thirdly for injunction restraining them from wasting, damaging
and imprgperly alienating_any immovable property of the trust and further
restraining the opponents alienating the properties of the trust in violation of
the cirections and mandate given by the donors who have donated immovable
property of the trust and zlso secking further directions to make available the
literature of Osho 1o the disciples at reasonable rate and prevent them from
making commercial use of the said literature whereby the opponents ure in a
nabit of making gains out of it and also seeking further order of injunction
against the opponents restraining them from preventing the disciples_ from
entering the Samadhi place of Osho and offering brayer therein are vaguest

possidle in nature Neither in this paragraph nor anywhere else any details or
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particulars are given. Repetitions of allegations and statements are made ad
natium. At some places some provisions are repeated just for the sake of them,
All these staterdents, do not justify ‘even in the remotest manner - any of the
reliefs as claimed or otherwise. All these reéiefs. as claimed to have been claimed

are beyond the provisions of law and or such grounds statements, averments

& , . . . .. o _
“'&f\w and contentions the applicants are not entitled to any relief whatsoever. Qn thé
fidia S?}-g 1} contrary, the application is liable to be dismissed summarily, The application is
A . i _ , L
s/ liable to be refected as it does not disclose any. cause of acticn under the

—

e

provisions of. Order VII Rule 11 of the CPC or pfo\dsidns ‘o1 principles of law

analegous thereto:

39. With reference to paragraph 28, the contention that if the pz%vent’ive orders as
most mischievously and dishenestly sought are granted, nobody could be said to
be affected or prejudiced but the on the contrary gllegedly the activities of the
trust would be carried out in a better and efficient fashion thereby the funds and
_properties of the trust would be protected is denied being hopelessly withont-any

‘\ meritsand foundation. It is also emphatically denied that if the preventive orders
are not passed and the opponents are not resiraj;ne_d by order of injunct;on and
are not lssued with the directions the opponents would continue with their
high,han&ezi and arbitrary acts, which are allege_diy de_trime_gta’l to the interest of
the trust and benéﬂciarie‘s and therefore in order to protect the interaest of the
trust and. to protect the interest of the beneficiaries and disciples the reliefs

‘. prayed by the applicants are reqnire& to be granted. These vague meritless

repeated submissions are denied once again.

40. With reference to paragraph 29, the applicants have not at avll made any case
ever. prima facie to'show that there is any threat to the immovable properties of
the trust of being wasted, damaged and /or improperly alienated. The mere
reproduction of t_he requirenient of law would not justify grant-of any relief, | The
applicants have neither made out any prima facie case ner the balance of
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convenience is in their favour. The claim that the applicants have come forward

with elean hands is a very over rated statement out of inflated €go. To claim that
the applicants are therefore entitled for the reliefs is contrary to even the basic
tenets and provistornis of law,
B
?-;\k\:;z. With reference to paragraph 30, it is denied that the opponents 4,5 and 6 are
i ', )} interfering into the affairs of the trust as alleged or otherwise. These opponents
!9:5///53;-,’1 are the members of the inner circle and are discharging their duties and
FE ‘fﬁfﬁ obligations and responsibilities as a members of the inner circle which was
formed conceptualized and brought into existence by Osho  Mimself with
respansibility to have over gl guidance, supervision on the éctivities of all who
continue or practice the teachmgs of Osho. The trustees have not delegated their
powers to the opponents 4, 5 and 6 as alleged
42. Under the cireumstances, it is most emphatically and humbly submitted that the
whole apphcanoa is devoid of any merits, It is full of allegations out of the
pervert imagination  of the applicants, It is devoid of facts and particulars. The
allegations are made only for the sake of making by merely repeating the
requirements of law without substantiating them. The reliefs claimed regarding
the mtemal management are absolutely beyond the scope of even the Bombay
Public Trusts Act including Section 41E thereof. The apphcatlon therefore

deserves to be rejected suminarily and that too with substantial costs to the trust.

Solemnly affirmed at Bombay ] /

ol
Dated this {6 day of July, 2012 ]

Before me, [
Identified by me: Jﬂ: ?f p
. PaY /QM RARR1 4,
B S. K. SHETT B.ALLLM
o ADVOCATE
S NOTARY GOVT. OF INDIA

8, “Prakash ", Bestant Sm:u,
- Santaeruz (W), Mumba: -

(bis doouymens f noted 45
— —--\._._‘\ C-»a’& fOI‘ t}le uDDQ“@f}ti 3 1 tO 3' SI NO ;ﬂ 111 noﬁatwiéwtum
g ™

/,/ /%ﬁ'l“{:}’\\\ Notarisl Register
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APPLICATION NQ, 5 OF 2012

UNDER SECTION 41E OF Ty BOMBAY PUBLIC TRUST ACT

Yogesh Thalkar & Ors. ~Applicants
Versug
”
Mukesh_KantiIaI Sarda @

Swami Mukesh Bharti & Ors,

A DAYy IN REPLY

L Mukesh Kantilal Sard, @ Swamj Mukesh Bharti, the Opponents N0.1 aboyg
lamea, do hereby state on solemn affirmation for myselr and gn behalf of Opponents
Nos. 2,3 ang 4 ds under:

. T have gope thfoﬁgh

At the Qulset, it s submitted thay the application deesg not disclose any cause of
action 1o injtigre any Proceedings unde; section 41F of e Bombay Publie

Trusts At and therefore neither application ig maintainable pop this

an be approached for any reliefs g Prayed or otheruigs as

the {uct that there is ng Cause of action, the applicants have n,
interest iy the trust. Therefore the app]

ication made by the applicants is glsq

beyond the Jurisdiction and is liable to be dismissed iy limine witp



compensatory costs as the rust iy dragged into litigation for purely sclfish and
self motivated interests of the applicants  as is ;apparent » the contentions and
Statements are not only without aﬁy metits or substance but are in the nature of
repetition of provisions of law. By mete repetitions of requirements of

provisians of law, the &ypfrcatlon dees not stand on a better footing.

* It is submitted that the contehtimzs, statements and allegations and averments
""_,'in the _ajiipﬁcatlon, which are cantrary to what is stated herein after and unless
specifically admitted, are denied and they be notékindly be treated to have been

admitted even though there is no specific denial,

The allegations and contentions are false, fabricated, untrue to the knowledgc
of the applicants. The applicant Yogesh Thak]lcar, Kishor Rawal and Nitin
Phulpagar are not the members of the trust: Tho'lfj_gh they claim adaotiam to be
the beneficiaries of the trust from the contents of the application it is obvious
that they have not improved themselves by the bénefits which ig expected to be

from the activitics of the usl i achivvement bf tt e objects of the trust

By way of preliminary cbjection I submit 1] that tl‘e aforesaid Applieants have no
locus to file the aforesaid Application at all, Apphcan*s, were at no pomt in
time ever, directly or indirectly involved in any of the activities of the Osho
International Foundation (hereafter to be referred to as the “said OIF") and -
have not produced any documentary ewdence as mandatorify prescribed under
the qubay Public Trusts Act, 1950 and the Bombay Publie Trusts Rules, 1951,
i submit that even if it i assumed m*hout admlttmg for the sake of argument
that the Applicants have any interest in the said 'I’rust from the players in the

aforesaid Applications and the submissions made thereln by the Applicants, it is

apparent that they have an interest which is hoStzIe to the objects of the said
Trust, I say that the objects of the said d Trust are ba‘sed on the teachings of Oshe,

The Applicant_s through this Application are txymg to seek orders /- directions

from this Hon'ble Forum to interfere in the znternal management of the Trust

which has been worklng effectively and most efﬁmently for last many years,

without any complaint or any grievance from any of the members of the public




or visitors, The audit report and audited accounts are also filed regularly before
- this office. OIF iy considered to be moyt visited place and revered all over the
world and visitors come here from all over the world. None of the properties are
1 glven or proposed to be given, transferred or distributed to any of the Trustees
| for their personal use and benefit a5 falsely alleged. The properties that ave
transterred or gifted to another Public Trust having similar objects are done

after complying with all the necessary formalities and after having obtained due

sanction under Section 36 (1) of the Bombay Public Trusts Act, 1950. Out of the

of Gift and the remaining six Properties are acquired and / or constructed by
the Trust itself in accordance with law, None of the properties are trapsferred
without complying with all the necessary formalities ang / or before obtaining
the prior permissjon of the Hon’hle Charity Commissioner undey Section 36 (1)

of the Bombay public Trusts Act, 1950, The Applicants have an interest which

Trust and therefore calls for outright disqualification, Applicants object appears
to be to see that the Trust is destroyed. T therefore submit that such
disqualification therefore does not entitle them Lo file these said Applications,
in an_{{ case, (2004(Supp.) Bom.C.R.292, 1 pray that the maintainability of the

aforesaid Application may first be decided as a preliminary issue on the ground

of locus of the Applicants.

I further say. that the Applicants 1, 2 and 3 are not members of the Ogho
Internationall:Foundation which is a Registered Society under the Societies
Registration Act, 1860 and also registered as a Trust under the Bombay Publjc
Trust Act, 1950, The above saia Applicants are not beneficiaries or Trustees or
members of the Society and hence have no right or authority or interest to file

this or any other kind of application bertaining to the Qsho International

Foundation,
Without prejudice to what is stated above, the Opponents submit ag under:

{a) It is humbly submitted that the Societies Act is a Central Act while the BPT

hap
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Act is a State Act. It is by virtue of the society registered in the State of

Maharashtra is the reason it was deemed to be registered under the Bombay

Public Trust Act as well The functioning and governmg of this Society and its

affa:rs was governed by the Memorandum of Asocm‘non and Rules and
Regulanon. under the ‘SOCletleS Registration Act, 1860. However, with the
amalgaﬁlation of OIF first with the-Blue Lotus Trust and then with 5 other
Trusts — :l'viz Satyain Foundation, Maneesha Trust, Sambogilhi Foundation,
Shivam Foundation and Sundaram Foundation, and further with the Abhilasha
Foundation and finally *;s-“ith Dhyan Foundation the Memorandum of
Association and Rules and Regulation of OIF came to be governec‘l by the

sanctioned and settled Scheme dated 24-05-2011.

.(b).It is submitted that the OIF is a Society carrying out various activities to

spread and impart education throngh formal training in the fields of art, sclence

" and humanities to develop knowledge, skills, mind and character, conductin
: 4 4

cgursgs in yoga, physiotherapy; disseminating knowledge of ancient. and
contemporary philosophies, study of comparative 1'eiigio£is ete., with a view to
éducate on all aspects of mental, physical and spiritual develdpment. as per its -
objectives.  The membership and criteria of the said Society is clearly defined
and is restrictive in nature leaving no scope for any outside izzterf_erer}ce much
less applications and Objections filed by persons of vested interests, which
includes the present application under r.eply. It is further submitt]ed that the
membership of the Society and the beneficiaries of OIF are specified in the
Scheme that was sanctioned and settled. The members and beneficiaries are
therefore the only ones who could qualify as persons having interest as per the

Sald rules recognised by the Registrar of Some’ucs and the Hon, Charity

Commissioner.

{c):As per the provisions laid down in the said Scheme of OIF, it is bnly those
persons who meet the requirements and such others related to its work can be

appomted as members or who would qualify as persons having interest. That as

per the membership clause governing OIF, there is absoiute]y no scope for any




other person or persons other than what is now defined in the Scheme.

(d) OIF therefore functions as Per its sanction and settled Scheme, ag per which

its membership is restricted 1o the subscribers of the Scheme and only to such
other persons who have been invited to become members of the Society by the
1 Governing Body. OIF has therefore, been functioning through the Trustees

whose names are. appearing on the PTR Schedule and which includes the

name of the Opponents 1 to 4.

It is submitted that Applicant No, *, Mr. Yogesh Thakkar alias Swami prem

Geet hails from Surat. That in late 1981 when the Osho Sannyasins had gone to

" Surat for Osho bogks shifting, the said Applicant No, 1 had Jjoined their troupe

Nos, 2 & 3. .’l‘h‘ere are numéroyls complaiuts by people Sy having been conned /
cheated by Appiic:;mt No.1. It is also submitted that .10 Applicant No.1, has
occasionally visited the Osho commune for meditatio or any of its related
activities. His interest has always been of real estate for monetary gain at the
cost of the Osho sannyasins, The Applicant No.1 is t.108 a person who is a
habitual Ohjeétor, interferer and professional litigator ho has always resorted
to creating brobiems, obstacles and litigations for OIF. 7 he Applicant No.1 has
either himself or through his associates i.c, Applicant Nos. 2 & 3 herein, filed
objections in other matters pertaining to OIF ranging fro1a applications u/s.22,
36(1), 41E, of the Bombay Public Trusts Act 1950. Although the Applicants
have no direct beneficial interest or concern in the working of all these various
trust, the Applicant No.1, along with his associates have made it their business
to cause applications 40 be filed in the form of objections / Intervener
applications ete,, knowing well thét the matters take g long time to be decided

upon in the office of the Charity Commissioner. After filing these kind of




4
applications and objections, they are known; to misuse the same by quoting
these matters and by producing the acknowledgements of such applications

filed in other proceedings to substantiate thexr false objections andXor claims.

The Applicants aré thus misusing the provxsmns of law and u‘smg their fellow -
_colleagues and associates to profesmonally su}amzt apphcatlons and objections

for monetary gain.

The Applicant No.2 also known as Swami Prem Anad; is a Gujarati from
Mumbai who came *o Pune following his gir1~f;%end, and ended up living in the
Osho commune. As he was unemployed, hé worked as a shopper in the
commune in the late 1990s, but was asked to leave as he was caught taking cuts
from the suppliers. Ev_ér since he was thrown dut of the Osho commune, he has
been doing real estate brokerage business in Kiﬁregaon Park Pune. Foz the last
few years he has been performmg kirtans agams’c cash payments at the houses
of sannyasins and some Osho r;entres, in _order to portray and mislead the
p'ublic, that he is still attached to the Osho cominune, The Applicant No.2 is not
a bencfc1a1y, trustee, member of OIF or :for that matter an interested person,
His 1n§er¢st in being part of.this: false and fictitious application is only to trouble

and harass the Opponents and to settle scores.

It is further submitted that Apﬁ]icant No.3, Nitin Phulphagar alias Swami Nitin

. . i .
Bharti s basically a business man who runs a {ravel agency and conduets real
- N ] ;
estate business along with Applicants 1 & 2, He operates under the name of

High Fly Travel Agency at Koregaon Park, :Pune He has no clue of or
connection with OIF. However, he is a close associate of Applicants 1 & 2 and
his name has been included for com*en;crme and support. The said Nitin
Phu]phagar alias Swami Nitin Bharti is not a benef iciary, trustee, member of

the OIF or for that matter an interested person His interest in being part of

this false and fictitious apphcat;on is only to t’“(}i{i‘.} e and harass the Opponents :

in support of Applicants 1 & 2. It is further submitted that Applicant No.3, Nitin_
Phulphagar alias Swami Nitin Bhart was I’md"ﬁ by State CID ¢ {Crime) in the

Year 2005-06 25 he wag mvolved along with ot%z&s in forging visa documents of

foreign nationals without their knowledge zz}xi since then he has beey

§
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4 prohibited to participate in the activities of the trust,

As none of the applicants at any poiat of time were direetly involved in the
spiritual and philosophical activities of the OIF, they are not beneficiaries or
persons having interest in the trust. As per the contentions of the appl{icants
themselves, it is clear that the applicant no.1 was the trustee in the erstwhile
Sambodhi Foundation and had admittedly resigned on 1.3.1992 and theveafter
bad no concern with the said Sambodhi Foundationor the OJF. Since both the
trusts are different entities, he cannot claim to have interest in th:é activities of
the other trust and €specially after his resignation. The Hon'b]_e Charity
Commi_ssioner has settled a Scheme under Application No.31 of 2001 and the

management of the trust is now under the said Scheme, None of the applicants

. has any real, subsisting or existing interest in the activities of the trust and also

had never such interest in the past. - They ave therefore neither “interested

bersons” or “ heneficiaries”, Assuming strietly without admitting and only for
A _

the sake of arpument that the applicants have some semblance of any claim in

the interest of the trust, it is apparent from the prayers and the submissions in
Support thereof that the interest of the applicants are hostile to the objects of
the trust. None of the prayers in the application ‘al_'e covered under the
provisions of section 41E of the BPT Act and clever drafting of making a show
or fagace of being covered under the provisions of section 41K of the BPT Act

1950, is a mere veneer which after peeling would expose the selfish and self

motivated interest of the applicants. The prayers are in the form of a direct

interference and obstruction and obstacles in the management, administration

and working of the trust which is not in accordance with any provisions of law,
The trustees have not done anything illegally and against or contrary to the

interest of the trust, Therefore, on this ground also the application is liable to be

dismissed.

The very applicants, claiming to be the beneficiaries of another trust known as
Neo Sanyas Foundation PTR E-625 Pune have claimed almost id.entical reliefs
and on identical allegations, The Opponents have filed a reply to the said
ﬁpplication no. 4 of 2012 and crave leave {o refer to and rely upon the same and

7




13.

14,

further crave leave to treat the same as part of this affidavit in case any of the
contentions raised in the application, have remained to be unanswered

inadvertently, this affidavit may cover the reply for the same and vice versa,

The Osho International Foundation, herein after referred t0 as “the said QIF”
for the brevity is a society 'reg-i_stered under the Societies Registration Act and
tas PTR No.F-14570(Bom). The saciety is governed and administered as per
the Memorandum of Assaciation and the Rules and Regulations. .However with
the amalgamation of the OIF firstly with Blue Lotus Trust and thereafter with
five other trusts, namely, Satyarn Foundation, Manishﬁ Trust, Sarnbodhi
Foundation, Shivarn Foundation, Sundaram Foundation and thereafter
AB.?ii‘i_‘aisH%‘i Foundation and Dhyan Foundation; the Memorandum of ?xésoéiation
and the Rules and Regﬁ]a'tions, of OIF are governed bythe Scheme sanctioned

and settled on 24.5.2011.

The said OIF carried on various activities to spread and impart education
through formal training in the field of Arts, Science and Humanities to develop
knowledge, skills, minds and character through 'conducting courses in Yoga,
Pszgh_éf_}ile-rapy and 'disseminating knowleg‘g_;c; of ancient and contemporary
philosophies and comparative study of the religions with a view to educate bn
all aspects of mental, physical, spiritial development. The applicants are not

the members of the Sociefy, namely OIF. They are therefore strangers and have

no rights vis-3-vis the managerment, administration and running of the said

society.

The Opponents submit that the contents of the entire application filed u/s 41E

from paras 1 to 36, unless specifically admitted are denjed as false, fietitious

A
_ ard not frue.

What is stated in internal pages 8 to 13 relate to the factual position which will

be borne out from the record and which will speal for itse]f.

As regards paragraph 1, what i< stated therein is a matter of record which wil]

speak for itself.
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15. & With reference to the averments i I para 2 of the said Applicat;on it is true that

Sambodhi Foundation was, during the course of time, merged with OII‘ I
however submit that the after dmalgamatxon the properties of Sambodhi
Foundation are owned by the said OF only as per the scheme approved by the
office of this Charity Commissicner, Applicant does notlse'em to be aware of the
fact that the Properties originally owned by the said Sambodhj Foundation are
rraqaged by OIF only and not by the Neo Sannyas Foundation, Applicant No.1 .
was never, nor is now directly or even indivectly associated with the said OIF at

any point of time. Applicant No. 1 had Jointly acquired Property situated at #4
at Koregaon Park, Pune 411001 out of the funds gifted by Foreign disciple of

Osho for only specific purpose of purchase of Property at the request of Osho

. and rone of the joint owners have used any personal funds of their own for

acqumnv the said property and therefore the Applicant No.1 can not clajm to
have any interest in the OIF at all. The Applicants also can not claim to be
‘beneficiaries’ or personb claim to have any interegy in the sazd OIF. 1state that
the property bearmg Unit No.2, Building No, 4 situate at Plot No 22 Koregaan
Park,"Pune- 411 001 was gifted to Sambodhi Foundation on 24% December
1997 when the Applicant No.1 was not the Trustee, neither a party to the Deed
of Endowment nor a signatory, as the Applicant No.1 had remgﬁed as a Trustee
on 01.63.1992 as admitted by him in Para 3 on page 17/18 of the Main
Application. Applicant therefore has no locus whatsoever for filing an
Application of this nature, | state that the pleadings of Applicants are also very
vague and baseless and therefore no cause of action has been made Iout, [ say
that as the said application filed by the Applicants is devoid of any cause of

action, the same should, therefore, be rejected under the provisions of Civil

Procedure Code, 1908.

The n;erger of the Sambodhi Foundation with Osho International Foundation
has nothing to do with the new trust, namely, New Sanyas, It s absolutely
meorrect that there is any Samadhi of Osho on the property owned by the trust.
There was never any Samadhi or any structure ag Samadhi of Osho . Osho

never belicved and in fact was cpposed to any kind of personal worship or




¢ “anyone to be immortalized by any temporal or non spizitual aspect like
s:ructure, idol ete. It is denied that the applicant no, 1 being the alleged
followers of Osho and applicant ‘no.1 in a distant past being marginaily
associated thh one Sambodhi Foundation, of which he himse}f claim to be the
o trustee tll 1.2.1992 are the followers as claimed or otherwise. Tt is not known

/ as to how the applicant claim to be following the principles of Osho .Osho had

-~ enlightened people by different technies, to meditate and therefore the claim of

the apphcqnts is abqolutcly vague and at any rate by the very claim they expoge
themselves of their being disconnected and not connected even remotely
except their vocal claim to be fdllpwers of Osho . Itis denled that the appliéants
were directly connected with the activities cérried out of the trust. They are not
even indirectly connected. It is again denied tha.. the apph(,ants are
beneﬁcxames as alege& or otherwise. It is further denied that they are the

persons having interest as defined under section 2(10) of the Bombay Public

Trust, 1950.

46, With reference .to para 3 of the said Application, 1 state that, 1 have no
| knowledge and deny that the Applicants are citizens of India or disciples or
believers and followers of Osho, | also have fo kqowlec‘!ge and deny that the
Applicants are connected to the éctivities carried out by Osho under the banner
of the said Trust and deny that they have c_iirectl}} pér_ticipated in activities
carried out by Osho. As a matter of fact Osho used to 'dbject bhim Being referred
as ‘Shri Osho’, 1 deny that after his demise the Applicants were in any manner

connected with the activities of OIF. I deny that thereby all the present

Applicants are beneficiaries of the said Trust and put them to strict proof

thereof, 1 state that the Apphcants have not produced any evidence to

_ substantlate their clalm. I state that as per the Applicants admission, the

Applicant No.1 resigned on 01.03.1992. and thereafter he disassociated himsels
from all the working of the said Trust and was not at all concerned with the said

Trust. 1t is true that the Change Report No.886 of 2001 was filed to bring on

record OTF, as the lawlul owner of the ; ‘mmovable property bearing Plot No. 4 of

10




7.

Koregaon Park, Pupe,

Itis not true or correct that the present Applicants are or were beneficiaries of
the trust. The Apphcants have deliberately misstated the facts that the OlFisa
trust when in actuality it is registered Somety which is governed by the Scheme
that was last sanctioned i in May 2011. Since OIF is a registered Society, it is only

a member of the Society who would qualify to be a person having interest as

defined under section 2(16) of the B, P.T.Act, 1950.

glonfy themselves Though the applicants claim to be connected with the
activities carried out by Osho all egedly under the banper of trust and had
participated in the activities carried out by him after hig demise it was in a
minuscule negligible ang Insignificant way, Anybody can claim to be a disciple,

heliever or follower of Osho without substantiating the same as has been done
by the applicants. 1t i denied that the applticants are the beneficiaries of the
trust. What ig stated about Sambodhi Foundation being a matter of fact, which
will speak for itself and so also the other statements regarding the proceedings
mentioned therein. It is not true that the Deed of Endowment dated 24.12.1997
is executed by Applicant Nos.1and o, Applzcant No.1 has resigned oy 1 March,
1992 ﬁom Sambodhi Foundation the:efoze he cannot be the signatory of the
Deed of Endowment dated 24,12, 1997. Secondly Apphcant No.2 has never been
a Trustee of the Sambodhi Foundation, so there is no question of his signing the
Deed of Endowment dated 24.12.1997. Hence the Applicant Nos.1 and 2 are not

the donors of this Deed of Endowment dated 24.12, 1997. Therefore the
Applicant Nos1 and 2 donot have any ‘locus standee’ to file the present

Application under Section 41E ofthe B.P.T.Act, 1950,

18, With reference to para 4 I state that the existence of the "Blue Lotus Trust’ and
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whether Applicant No.2 was its Trustee is a matter of record, ] say that it |s

substantially true that the said Blue Lotus Trust was merged with OiF which
was done as. per the scheme approved by the Office of the Charity
Commissioner. It is.true that Change Repart no. 4192 of 1996 was filed in the
matter of (Osho Interna-tionai Foundation for the addition of the property stated
_.the:‘_ei.n‘ It is £-;'Ufi that this preperty was purchased from Koregapn Park Hotels
Ltd. by OIF and that the said property was purchased jointly by OIF and Blue

Lotus Trust.

With reference to para 5 of the said Application, it is an admitted fact that the

Applicant Ne,1 was removed from the Sambodhi Foundation.

With reference to para 6 [ state that what'is stated therein is true.

With reference to para 7 of the said Application; it is true that Change Report
n0.778 of 2000 was effected for recording the addition of property as
mentioned in tie said para. it s also true that the pz‘Operty was, acquired by
Deed of Endowmenp-dated 241 December, 1997 by Sambodhi Foundation and
was transfetred to OIF by vivtue of the amalgamation of the 2 Ttusts. I however
deny that Applicant No.1 was 2 Trustee at the relevant time or a signatory to the
said Deed of Endowment dated 241 December, 1997 because admittedly the |
Appiicant No.1 had resigned frofn office of the Trustee of Sambodhi Foundation
on 15t March, 1992, 50, the Applicant No.1'could not have had any interest in
Sambaodhi medation_at the timie of merger or signing of the said Deed and
therefore could not have had any interest in the gaid Trust as admitted by him

in para 3 of the application. The Applicant No;1 is thus contradicting himself.

- With referénce to para B I state that what is stated therein as to'mergence of

several trusts to the said Trust is true. I deny that the Applfcant No.1and 2 are

signatories of various documents for acquiring the properties which finally

came to be i the custody and possession of Osho International Foundation, I

state that, as per the phifosophy of Osho, he had no “foliowers or disciples’, ete

but merely ‘participants’ who participated in his teachings. I deny that the

Applicants are disciples, believers and followe vs of Osho and deny that sinee the
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4 Applicants are Hindu by religion, the Applicants are entitled for services
provided by the Trust and also deny that they are further entitled for benefits
out of Lhe activities of the said Trust and deny that all the present Applicants are
beneficiaries of the said Trust and deny that they are thereby persons having
interest as defined under section 2(10) of the Bombay Public Trust Act, 1950. ©
deny that thé}- are entitled to file the present case seeking the reliefs as claimed

for. They have not shown any real, subsisting or existing interest in the saic

Trust and they are neither “interested persons” nor “benefieiaries” within the

meaning of 5.2(10) of the Bombay Public Trusts ACt1950 they are therefore not

entitled to maintain the said applications.

23. Asregards paragraph 9, what is stated about the acquisition of the properties at

Pune is a matter of record which will speak for itself. It is wrong to allege that
most of the properties acquired by the trust are under the deed of endowments
or are under the deed of gifts, The properties of the trust are utilized for the
purposes of achieving aims and objeets of the Itmst. The properties are not
under deed of endowments or deed of gifts. There are no donors of properties to
the trust. The allegation about some group of perscus claiming to be the
trusteés are in habit of alienating transferring the properties by way of gift
and/or transfer without consideration whereby the properties are likely to be
transferred against the wishes of the Boners and in viclation of the provisions
of the Instrument of Trust, is absolutely vague without any particulars and
details and no reply can be given to such vague allegations, The allegations are
denied. The guesswork that is the pronerties are transferred and gifted to some
other trust the properties would not be utilized for the purpese for which they
were gifted to the trust and thereby the beneficial interest of the beneficiaries at
large would be affected is out of sheer imagination to which no reply can be

given.
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24, “As vegurds paragrapl ro, the contention / allegation that the opponents are

L

25,

creating different charitable trusts outside M.aha'r?ashtra and are transferring
the immoveble properties of the trust to such charitable trust located outside
the ‘State limits allegedly only with an intention to provide benefit to the
trustecs either existing and/or then trustees of the trust in question only, is
without eny foundation and is -completely devoid of any facts, details o-

particulars and therefore except denying the same no reply can be given

Frevas. Tuis alsn denied some of the persons who Wwere trustees had

delibaratels and intor Henally tendered theiy résignations. Neither the details of
1

‘Tusiees nor their deliberme Intentions are detailed and therefore they are -

denied. It is denied that New trust were created at Delhi during their ‘enure as

trustees or thereafter or at different places. The contention that at time they

had projected as ir they were not connected to the trust and are frauduient}y

etting immovable reperties of the tryst transferred to thejr irust hut to be
g g Pro

utilized by them far use is also denied. The submission that such transfers are

iliegal and unconstitutipnal being against the alleged basie principle under the

law of tha trustee

cannot any direct benefit from out of the trust fund and

properties for himself, is too vague and general to which no reply ean be given

except denying the same. The submission of the applicants that looking at the

approach, attitude and corduct of the opponents, the applicants wig adnotium

claim to he beneficiaries of the trust and claim to have direct ang substantia]

nterest in the Hrust are compelled to move this application before the Hon'ble

Authority for the purpose of seeling relief in the form of Preventive orders for

preventing the opponents from_'w'astlng, damaging and Impraperly alisnatiy

or
[
any immiovalys preperty of the trust  apd further Preventing therm from

t’ransferr_in_g any immovable Property from the trust to any other organization,

assoriation, or body in viglation of the terms Jaiqd down by the donors who hag

donated the Properties to the tryst ig denied for the Sare reazon of the

ailegations being thrown at the whims znq fancies and are 100 general in

nature,

As regards paragraph 11, it ig sated that ONlY opponent L 2,3 and 4 are the

14
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that the trust is also involved in carrying out prima

27,

28,

trustees of the Trust,

With referenee to para 12 1 sigte that e stibmissions in the said para are a

matter of interpretation of the Trust Deed of the said Trust and therefore I shall

. ot comment on the same at this stage. I submit that the Trustees are waorking

as per the provisions of the said trust deed "‘andl scheme settled from time to

The contention that during the life time of Osho  he had proclaimed the object
of the trust as mentioned therein, the applicants are called upon té) substantiate
this contention. The content in para nothing to do with OIF, The trustees are
managing and administering the trust ag pe

r the schieme. It is abso] utely correcs

arily or otherwise the
activities of spiritual nature such

C

as Gyan, Dhyan, Sadhana Centre, Meditation

amps and is conducting lectures and seminars on the subject of philosophy of
Osho.

With reference to pafagraph 13, the allzgation that during the course of the
time, the opponents have allegedly started violating the directions issued by
Osho  during his lifetime in respect of the trust and that the opponents have
allegedly breached the objects and guidelines issued by Osho , is again as
hoilow and out of pervert fertile imagination of ;Iie applicants as possible. No
details of the alleged violations of the directions issued by Osho |, are given. No
details of the alleged breaches of the objects or the guidelines are givelrj. The
allegation of the alleged arbitrary acts is also withoﬁ.t any details whatsoever.
Therefore, no reply can be given to such vague arjd unfounded allegations, As
and when such details and pnﬁiculars are given reply could be possible but
presently for want of any details and partif:ulars and on account of vague

allegations the allegations are liable 1o be dismissed and so also the eatire

application.

As vegavds paragraph 14, the contents of the same nre denled as not true and




¢,
coftrect. The Applicants Lo prove by sufficiency of the proof the relevancy of the
contents of para 14 of their Applicatios with the matter in issue. I state that it
has got nothing to do with the OIF and nothing to do with thé Application

under the provision of section 41E of the Bombay Public Trust Act, 1950. The

o allegations stmply. made without there being any substance, merit, details and

particulars and the same are denied in toto.

With reference o paragraph 15; the contents of the same are denied as not true
and correct, The Applicants to prové by sufﬁ_cieln__cy.of the proof the relevancy
of f‘né contents of para 15 of their Application with the matte'r in fssue. 1 state
that it has got nothing to do with the OIF and nothing to do with the
Application under the provision of section 41E of the Bombay Public Trust Act,

1950. The allegations simply made without there being any substance, merit,

details and particulars and the same are denied in toto.

With reference to paragraph 16, the contents of the same are denied as not true
and correel, The Applicants 1o prove by sufficiency of the proof the relevaney

of the contents of para 16 of their Application with the matter in issue. | state

that it has got' nothing to do with the OIF and nothing to do with the
~ Application under the provision of seetion 41F of the Bombay Public Trust Act,
1950. The allegations simply made without there being any substance, merit,

[
details and particulars and the same aredenied in tote, -

The contentions raised in para 17,18 and 1g further confirm that the Applicanis

have had very Jittle to do and even a lesser idea of Oshe's specific proposals for

s work, 1Uis clariliod that the name "Osho”is a fabrication to malke Osha into

something he has publicly declared that he was not. It is further submitted that

the name Qsho had been accepted with certain reasons. Morecver, ‘Shri is a
part of a tradition he had rejected. Alsa, Osho never "preached.” And lastly,

Osho had no follgvers,
The Cohtents_nf pata 17 are not true or correct and are denied, and the

Applicants are put to strict proot thereof, The Opponents submit that Osho Lz

rjected e term A in e autamn of 1989, and the same was

16




x Annotineed in the 'Osho Times’ magnzine of that.time, Fux'thermore Oshe did
not live in Pune for “most of his life” and in fact resided at the present campus

for a total of 10 years out of 50 years of his life. Theve is therefore and never was

only a "Pune Ashram.”

The Applicants little knowledge of Osho and his teachings or of their own

involvement in the activities of the Trust is barved by this poo“ dispiay of

knowledge. Their contention that “Osha’s Aghram at Pune is considered and
believed to be the main Ashram and place of worship of Osho in the entire
world” is not only tota]ly wrong and erronecus but is a shockmg piece of

misinformation. Net only was Osho complete[y uninterested in what people

“believe” he rejected the value of beljef ag such, and in particular the idea that

his werk would include a “main Ashram” is ludicrous as hierarchy was

something he spoke against during his entn*e life. Likewise, ¢ ‘worship of Oshg”

1S as gross a mtsunderstandmg as one can-imagine.

Similarly, the contention that “visitors to the Ashram come to pay tribute and
seek blessing fram Osho’s Samadhi” is simply not true or correct, Any. person or
people coming for that reason would be those who have not followeci or
L.mders tood or listened to what Osho taught, Osho’s mstructzons for the use of
his bedioom were simply that it would be “a place for people to medlrate” and
nothing else. The idea that Osho would want people to * ‘pay tribute” or seek
‘ba’essmgs”ufrom his ashes is pure fantasy of the traditional spiritual mind
against which Osho spoke for 35 years. While ‘inner peace’ could be said to be
available for meditators, the followers would by Qshe’s own definition, not be
helpéd. In the same way the premises of the trust is being referred to as “the
most  sacred place in the world for Osho’s devotees” is again a
misinterpretation, as.Osho Ihad said “Except for this exfsrenc_e, you dont Have
any sacred place. This is the only holy, sacred temple. There is no other

temple, All other temples are false, subsnmtes to deceive and cheat You,” It is

17




32,

immovable PR og‘u ties and ntellectna) property ;

submitted that Oshur's interest wag oniy in awarencss, and not at all in tlieso
i _ _

traditional substitutes presented under guise of “splrltualmf " As Osho had put

‘It does not maffu where auwareness happens, what matters is that it

happens, If it happens in a casine, then the casino has.become o temple, a

sacred place.”

The O]}po;néﬁté ﬂlrther qubmit’ that it is W)rth rewemng Osho's own approach
to “see ecf p!ace _ m re]atlon to his own l1fc When his own farmly had asked
Osho if the} could turn his bm:h place into a sac;ed place and a shrine, he had
dechned Then after he had spent some years in his flat in Bombay, his
secrcta-ry had as <ed if they should buy the ﬂat as a memerial, to which he had
again refused. It is further submitted that When Osho was designing tha old
medatatlon hall called Chuang Tzu so that i+ - could become his new bedroom.
The exact spot where he had sat on and spoken from than any other place and
which was again the exact spot where he had given sannyas to thousands for
meditators was the spot he turned it into a cuphoard for cleaning materials. He

did not preservc that spot for. posterity as so many of his “fol 1ovve“s like t‘hese

applicants, might have wished.

Stmllar}y, the Applicants have no idea what they are talking about when they
have tr1cd to elucidate the devotional aspect of @sho Osho's view on devotion
to-quote was “For example, devotion {s Jar lower than love, because devotion
basically implies self-disrespect. I am against it because at the cost of self
respect you are respecting somebody else. The.cosr s too much. My whole

effort is to teach you to Jeel dignity as hu*nan being, fQJ@QZ self-respect as

part of this beautiful existence.”

As regards paragraph 2o, what is stated about constitution o{ groaw of 21

disciples popularly known 2s. ;nner circle is substantlally ccnrect Ho

absolutely Incorrect to stat(, that the saxd inner crrele was ConbtltLtEd to manage

wever, i i

the day to day activities of Osho Commune and to t'ﬁ{@ care of movable and

@ms ‘md assets o1 the Oshe alI
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v over the world, Osho did not have any personal assets at all. The properties:
belong to the trust, It is emphatically denjed that the inner circle is dissolved. I
am the member of the inner circle and therefore the issue of it being done high
handedly or arbitrarily does not arise. The allegation are in respect of non
existing state of affairs. It is again most emphatically denied that Mr. Micheal
O'Byrne alias Swami Jayesh, Mr. George Merdith alias Swami Amrito and Mr.

Darey O'Byrne alias Swami Yogendra are interfering in the affairs of the trust or

that they are trying to exercise the powers of the trustees as alleged. Thére is no

delegation of any powers by trustees to them or for that matter to anybody else,

33. With reference to para 21 | state that it is true that Opponents No.1 to 4 arein

charge of the affairs of the said Trust, but deny that the trustees are converting
" the properties of the said Trust used primarily for charitable activities for a

commereial venture, | also deny that the trustees are a.lenating the properties
of the said Trust or are trying to prevent any person from participating in
meditation activities within the said Trust premises. I deny that we are acting
contrary to the teaching aﬁd directions of Osho. I state that we are infact st'r'_ictly
following the teaching of Osho. I deny that we are using good offices for
carminercial gains out of the Itrust Jfunds and properties and deny having
tarnished the image of Osho. | deny that we have applied new policies and rules
to properties of Osho. [ deny that the trustees have done anything contrary to
the teaching of Osho and have strietly adhered to the philosophy / principles of
Osho and put the Applicants to strict proof thereof, I deny such acts due to
which the groﬁh of Osho has been seriously hampered. | deny that such
change is against directions of Osho and deny that it is prejudicially affecting
the inherent rights of the individual followers, I state that an ihcrea.sing number

ol purticipants from over 120 countries vistt the said Trust premises each yoeor

to participate in the teachings of Osho. 1 state that the said para like all others
are without any material particulars and are merely making false allegations

without any proof of the same. I submit that such public critieism are going

against the teaching of Osho.

The Opponents once again submit that the inner circle was not a body that had
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been lekally constituted to manage the day-to-day i‘_activities of the trust. Osho

TNEUN publiely dropped the word “Ashram” at this time. It therefore secms that the
oot : -

Moy 1 applicants have almost no understanding or fnformation even about Osho's
No. 819 - wishes ot his work, Yet again, the comments abouti “‘commercialization” again
reveal that the Applicants know nothing of the subject that they claim to be so
N ' :
e

knowledgeable of,

The Opponents submit that when Osho had been questioned as to “Why st
\ever'ybody who wants to do meditation or hear t}%e lecture pay for this?” he
had answered “ Why not? You pay for euerythinig in life, why not for your
meditation? You pay for everything in your life, w};y not for God? Why do you
urant Ged Jl"c;" free? “In fact, you don’t want Godf. You are ready to pay for
whatsoever you want. You krow that you have fcé pay. M'@dimﬁon you don’t
want. If it is given free, and even with a prasad, ti]zen you will think about it
You are ready to go to the mouie and pay for it; z%phy sﬁoufd yoi not pay for
your meditation and the lecture if you want to heé‘ar it? “The question cc;mes,
naturally, from an Indlan and a non*salnnyasfn who does not understand me
at all, who must be a newcomer. The Indians think they are the most religious -
people in the world; all bullshit. They are the most frreligious people in the
world ~ they just have an egoistic idea that they ape very religious. If you are

réa_Hy religious, you will be ready to pay for your meditation with everything,

even with your (ife.

“What is maoney? If you pay five rupees for Soiméthing, I,and if you earn ten
rupees a day, then you have paid with half the dézy. Money, is just a symbol
that you have deuvoted half-youf day’s labor for it. }%”ou goto rﬁe mom’é and you
pay ten rupees for a r:'cz’cet; you earn ten rupees pér' day. i"éu are saying that
this movie is worth it — “I can staz’cc one day's Zabor Jor it.” But you are not
ready to stake anything for your meditation, prayer, for religion. In fact,
religion is the lust thing on your list. You want itﬁée; basically you don’t want
it. If there is a price to it you start feeling unedsy._% “You ask why you have to
pay here? The price that is asked is nothing; it is;’u$r the beginniné oflearm’n’g
a cgr’lﬂfn lessan: that one has to puy for euery?z’u'ngi, and certainly for prayer,
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yeertamnly for meditation — because it is the highest thing in life. Those Sfew

2bay \g \ mdicate sumething. If you are ready to puy something, then I know you will be

rupees that yau have to pay are very symbolic, just symbolic, just token — they

!
No. 515 ff‘ ) persuaded to pay more, By and by, one day you will be able to stake your

whole life for it. If you are not ready fo even pay five rupees, it is impossible

by

g

Jor you to stake your whole life. “There are only two ways. One is: somebody
else should donate for you, But why should sémcbody ¢lse donate for you? You
will meditate and somebody else will donate Jor you? Why? If you want to
meditate, you pay for it. And if you really want to meditate yau will be ready
{o pay for ir_; there should be no hitch abaut ir: If you don’t have money, go and
earn . If it.is absolutely impossible, then come and work in the ashram and

. bay that way, workwise. But don't ask io come for free.

"The greatest greed is Jor money, so wherever you have to lose your money
you have to lose « little part of your greed. When you pay five rupees for
entry, you are paying by dropping a little greed. The money 1§ not the
problem, the problem is Qr-eea’; you are'droppz'ng a little greed. And this Is just
-a beginning - because meditation can happen only when all greed disappears.
A slight greed inside you and meditation is not possib_le. For a greedy mind

there is no meditation; meditation happens only in nen-greedy mind. If you

don’t have money, then work. Pay by your work and show your sincerity,”

Thus it is revealed from public statements made above by Osho that everybody
pays for everything. And hence the money is then made available for the
expansion of Osho's work, just as he requested. The implication that this
process for “a few individuals for making gains by way of commercial benefits”
is totally untrue and therefore libelous — and again show a gross

misunderstanding of Osho’s specific guidarnce.

The Opponents submit that Osho during his lifethne had directed that the
activities of the Trust should be self sufficient. Accordingly, NSF / OIF has been

charging daily entrance fees to visitors to meet the day to day expenses of the
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Trusts. Since, over the past twenty five years, the cost of iiving and the cost of
& _ .
goods and services has increased dramatically, the trusts were left with no

option but to increase the entrance fees from Rs.40/- to Re.480/- for Indian

participants and to Rs.980/- lur foreign participants over a period of twenty

five years.

‘The Opponents further submit that as per Osho's guidance anyone who went

public in the newspapers or magazines criticizing his work were not weleome,

~and that they would be welcome only if they realized their mistake and

published an apology in the same newspaper or magazine where they had

publicly gone against his work.

The Trustees have not misused the funds or the properties of the trust for their
personal benefit or gain, nor are they gaining commercially from the trust. In
fact the Trustees are acting according to the objects of the trust and the vision of
Osho and are not acting contrary to the teachings and principles of Ogho, This
allegation of the Applicants is also untrue and contrary to facts that participents
from India and mere than 120 countries from around the world visit the trust

premises every year for meditation.

It is denied that the opponents 1 to 4 who are the tmstees and are in charge of
the affair S of the trust are converting the proper‘{:es of the tlust for any
commercial venture as most mischievously a’Z}eged or otherwlsge. I is 'c*;gain
emphatieally dented that opponents are wrongfally alienating the propcrties of
the trust and are allegedly trying to prevent the devotees'and disciples like the
applicants from performing various religious and spiritlial activities within the
trust premises as most dishoﬁe_stly and mischievously alleged. The applicant 1
and 2 are not permitted entry on account of going against Osho’s work in public
media and filling of the litigation here and the Bombay High Court and the
applicant no 3 is not allowed because of his involvernent I criminal activities
like fake Visa for foreigner who were visiting trust premises are totally an aware
of the Applicant criminal behaviour However, it.is once agam clarified that anly
spi"ritua_l and philosophical are ¢

arried out in the commune and no religious
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34.

Yctivities relating to any religion were or are practiced in the Commune even
during the life time of Osho. The allegation that the opponents are acting

contrary to the teaching and directions of Osho are again as vague as possible to -

'~ which no reply can be given, It is also denied that the opponents have used good

offices of Osho's Institution for making commercial gain from out of the trust
funds and properties and have tarnished the image of Osho are also vague,
thevefore, no reply can be given except denying the same. The contention that
the opponents have applied new polices and riles to the Ashram and properties
of Osho is again vague. The further allegation that the alleged all sueh acts of
the opponents are contrary to the teachings and principles of Osho is

mentioned only to reject the same and deny the same. The invention of the

-applicants that due to dlleged such acts the growth of Osho community has

been seriously hampered and that such change is directly against the directions

issued by Osho himself and are af flecting prejudicially the a lleged inherent

rights of the individual followers like the applicants is sheerly imaginative due

to the pervert imagination of the applicants. These allegations are denied’

emphatically.

With reference to paragraph 22, what is stated about Osho  applying for any

patent or copy right again eﬁpoges the lack of appreciation and understanding
as to the nature of the two rights relating to the intellectual propemcs The

llegauon of the opponents attempiing to have copy rights, are again vague

mthout any cletails and partzculars and therefore without prej,udlce, ne reply
can be given thereto. It is well knq)@_ _pgbiig l_uj___qw_l_g_d_ggitbe work al_lé t}ie booi-i
of Qshe were and arel printed and sold at the cost price. The allegation
insinuating anything éoﬁtrary to the factual realities is mischievous and
dishonest. It'is denied that the titerature and other articles are made so
expensive ailegedly in order to make profit and make commerecial gains

thevefrom which allegedly arc against the cbject of the trust as alleged or

otherwise. This is one more allegation just made for the sake of making without

any substance in i,
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With reference to paragraph 23-, it is correct that the persons living in the Osho
Commune or visiting the same would offer their voluntary services for any kind
of work that would be available as per the request of such volunteers.
Considering the need of keeping the highest standards of hygienic living, and
creating an atmosphere most suitable for spiritual activities, it was realized
that a large work force of manpower was needed. All the time there was a need
of workmen being available at all material times and right kird of workmen
with necessary skills or experience even in the most minor. kind of chores or
work, It was found that the inmates of the Osho Commune thougI{ were willing
to work, and velunteer their services in their desired field of activities, still
several aspects of maintenance needed work 'Ifo-rce which waé not available and
thm‘cfm‘e there was a need to empley people. In ad_dition tHereto it was also
found that it was impossible to depend wholly and fully on the volunteers and
it was found Lo be uneconomical too as  the volunteers were required to be
accommodated, supplied the necessities like food ete, and therefore a consclous
decision was faken not to depend entirely on the services volunteered by the
disciples. Even as on today the trust Jgrat‘efully appreciates the éewiees
volunteered by the disciples and depending on the availability of the work even
as on'today such \for,k is done by the volunteers. It is denicd all the work of the
Commune was done by the di;sciples. Approximately 300 persens are required
for mainterance and upkeep of the Osho Commune. On an average the n:umbe'f
of inmates and the volunteers are in the range of 100 6 150 depending on the
inflow of the peréons in the Commune. It is imposéibie to depend on the
volunteers, to do a work, which requires 300 persons approximately. The
comifients m'ade in_\t'ne said paragraph regarding the effect of such voluntary
services are the opi'niozzs of the applicants, to which no reply can be given. It is
however most emphatically denied that any person Is restrained wrongfully or
.,otherwise from performing such service. f\s submitted eatlier, in order to
maintain a proper hygienic and clean atmosphere conducive fto’ the spiritual

activities attempts are mude to achieve the highest standards. A company
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\ x. which is Internationally known and expert in the field is therefore engaged.
3 .

Pricr to this company Sodexho, another company namely, Kinship was

entrusted with the wark since about 1994 which worked till about 2002 ang

_Cieated se\'exaf labour problems. The present. organization Soéxho has been

working in_ the Commune since about 2002 and is not a recent development.
The allegation that the trust funds are spent unneeessarily and lavishly at an
exorbitant price are either out of pervert mind a5 no facts and figures are given
and purely imaginative or out of total ignorance, The prayer for restraining
- engaging services of any establishment, for the purpose of maintaining highest

stand wds of hygiene and cleanliness is cloarly drqhnnvqr and malafide to say.tha

least, Atany rate this prayer is beyond the scope of the law in addition to the

fact that no particulars or details are given in suppert of the prayer As

submitted earlier, the mternatlonally Known established was engaged in 2002,

It was bare minimum for the applicants to get themselves acquainted with some

facts before hurling allegations.

36, With veference to paragraph 24, it is denjed tImt any disciples including the

applicants were ever deprived of their alleged legitimate vights to carry out seva
as claimed. Firstly, there is never such right much less legitimate right as
cIaamed ininsisting on the trust to aceept the voluntary service of any one, The
acceptance or rendering of the service is an ought to be purely ﬁoiuntary in

either way. Itis denied that the alleged beneficial interest of the beneficiaries is

-affected but the alleged rights of devotees of providing seva are taken away high

handedly and arbitrar ily as alleged or otherwise, Osho had promoted "Work as

Meditation which he never referred as ‘Seva’.

37. Wi_th reference to paragraph 2z, relati-ng:t_o the entry fee increased from

R3.40/+ to Rs.480-/ at present for the Indian nationals and Rs.980/~ for the
foreigners. The entry fee for the Indian Nationals is lower than the per day
participants actual expenses incurred by-the trust and in fact Indian Nationals

are enjoying a subsidized charge on account of the foreign nationals who are
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' opponen_ts Is given an

L N

contriguting more towards the same. It is already submitted that the fees of

Rs.40/- were charged in the year.1987. Thereafter gradually each vear the fee

was increased by about 15% and the fees as an charged today are almost after

-~ “zo }eazs when the fees were Rs.q40/- in the vear 1987, It is denied that there is

| any high handed or nr_bitrary actio.n The further allegation that no receipts of

the ‘Sald amount collected agamqt the entry fee are 1ssued :0 the devotees at any
time and only a card is issued to the devotee for its presentation at the entry
gate and that __the funds collected by way of entry fee are not accounted for in
.thé_ acaf.ouzjtﬁ of the trust but are totaily misappropriated by the opponents is
nothing buta yicio_us and venomous allegations and exposing a complete lack of

understanding, It on! demonstrates the applicants are bent upon making wild

_and recktess allegations without bothering to know the facts. The card which is

'gwen to person deﬁmng to enter the Commune carries a sticker of that

pa mcu.ar date. The stickers are accounted for and whenever the card is
accepted to gatn entry, there is an automatic account for the same. The entries
are vecorded and accounts are maintainec, Further in addition to this if any
person desxres to have any receipt, the same are also 1ssued ‘The allegation

that the funds collected by way of entry fees are mis’approp'riated totally or

- otherwise by the opponents is a grossest dishonest and inalafide allegation

suiting the mindsets of the applicants. The trustees have been maintaining the
accounts properly and nced no advise, suggestion from and espeualy the
applicants who have their eriminal background. The allegation that the number

of disciples visiting the commune is reduced on accour‘t of raising the entry fee

and the trust startedd Ic'sm;:, s revenue substantially which is alse causing loss

to the trust is one mere reckless and wild ailegation, it is denied, The fucts are

otherwise. The allegation that the Opponents are practzcmr' an act of

disc;i;nination betwesan. the numan beings to say uze least xs ridi culous No

details or pamculars of any alleged ct of dlscrzmmatwn on the part of the

d therefore no reply can be given o it save and except a

maost empliatic denial. The trusiees ave not charging any heavy entrance fee ang

therefore the allegations are baseless. Whosoever has visited- the Commune
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39.

40,

A knows, understands and appreciates the surroundings, the atmosphere and the
attempts and efforts to keep the highest standards conducive to the spiritual

'xcuunes and the cost that is and would be involved obvicusly there is a

~ complete lack of understanding, knowledge and appreciation on the part of the.

applicants ta these aspects, the costs involved. The services of the volunteers

are continued to be accepted and no one is denied his desire to offer voluntary

services,

With reference to paragraph 26, it is demed that the opponents are carrying

the r efforts to sel] the manuseript of the trust for making commercza} gain
therefrom, The al) legation is too vague and devoid of any merits, The contention
of there being no sale or transfer any of the immovable broperties or etc. are
L

without any foundation, The statements are without any reference or context

and therefore no reply can be given thereto,

With rei’erelb‘i ce to paragraph 27, the contents of the sanie are denied as not trye
and correct. The Appl 1cants to prove by sufficiency of the ploof the relevancy
of the contents of para 28 of their Apphcatzon with the matter in Issue { state
that it has got nothing to do with the OIF and nothmg to do with the
Appllcgtlon under the provlsmn of section 4:E of the Bombay Pubiic Trust Act,
1956. The allegations simply madelwithout there being any substance, merit,

details and particulars and the same are denied in toto

The Oshe Intefnational Foundation . has ne congern with the WOrk of Osho
Multimedia Resort and mere wild and baseless allegations have re1evance in the

matter s the scope of this Application has to be restricted to the functioning of

the Trust,

With reference to paragraph 28, the contents of the same are denied as rot true

and correct. The Applicants to prove by suff'zcierﬁcy of the proof the relevancy

7
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of the cimtents of para 28 of their Application with the matter in issue. I state

that it has got nothing to do with the OIF and nothing to do with the

~Application under the provision of section 41E of the Bombay Public Trust Act,

1950. The allegations simply made without there being anjf substance, merit,

details and particulars and the same are denied intoto.

As regards paragraph 2¢, the contention that it was the practice till recent
times that the personal belongings and other belongings of Osho were allowed
to be seen on certain important days is a display of gross ignorance. The
belongings of Osho are never put on display. The paintings, sign'aturcs ste, are
pieces of art ete, are all over the Commune. The imaginative description since
being of the applicants no reply can be given thereto. It was Osho’s insight that
every da-}; is a celebration and there was no need to celebrate any particular day
and hence the Trustees in turn perfait celebration every day. The contentions ‘
regarding the visits of disciples heing stqpped ete. is denied agbeing false to the
knowledge. It is denied that any medi'tationslor prayers are stoppad by the
opponents. The prayers, cententions made in this paragraph regarding any
directions to the opponents to start the alleged process and practices afresh and
to allow the disciples and beneficiaries to attend such functions are beyond the
scope not cnly of the law but beyond the scope of any application undgr section
41F of the BPT Act but also beyond the seope of the law in ‘general, The
contention that the alleged attempt on the part of O.p'ponents is like ¢losing the

doors foi all the devotees is mentioned herein only to be rejected being

without any substance. It is most denied that any personal articles of Osho, his

ibrary, paintings, original manuscripts and that allegedly there is no account of
the same, The perscnal belongings, photo gallery, paintings and signatures are
in the:Commune. The applicants in their nauseating habit have aéain hurled
allegations without any details and particulars and. therefore no reply can be
given. However; on account of the vague allegations the application itself is
lighle to be dismissed with closts. The contentions, statements ctc. in the sald

paragraph no. 29 are devoid of any merits and therefore are denied. It is

.
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i denied that allegedly in order to convert thg property into the own property the

opponents have mede any attempt to shill all these articles to some other place
‘_ in the world én d started generating income therefrom from their personal gains
and therefore for that alleged purpose the'opponents are directed to restore the

said articles in Pune Ashram by passing suitable orders. All these contentions

are out of poor taste,

it is further submitted that the Applicant’s submission and interpretation that
you “get connected to Oshe” only by looking at his belongings;" is therefore
pitiful. The Opponents submit that Osho had Speént 35 years explaining that
there was only éne way 10 get close to him, and that was to by getting close to

yourself, to meditate, and to look inwards and not outwards,

The contention of the Applicants that “various Junctions were organized by thel
trust to  celebrate Osho’s birthday, Osho’s enlightenment day, and
“Mahaparaniruan of Osho... and the disciples... used offer their prayer” Is
totally misconceived. Firstly the Applicants seem to be totally unaware of
Osho's public statements on what is “celebration days”. 1t is submitted that in
a public talk in 1986 Osho had explained that there would be no more regular
festival days: “"Now we will not be having any celebrations; now the
celebration will continue all the year round — three hundred and sixty-five

days of celebration! . And this is going to be the new order of the Buddhaﬁefd.”

And yet in another public talk from that time, Osho had said: “J am going to
drop all the festivals so there is no need for hwenty thousand, rhirty thousand
people together, because then there is no intimacy. So the festival 1ill be every
day. And why have only one Jestival when you can have three hundred and
sixty-five!” and furth_elr “We will dissolve those four ceremonies and make the
whole year a festival ~ a rhree—hundred~and~sixty-ﬁue-dayfesh’ual. v So now

the whole year will be the festivol,”

On his return to India in the same year, Osho further spoke in Mumbai: “As
your stlence grows, your friendliness, yowr love grows; your life becomes q

moment-io-moment dance, a joy, a celebration. Do you hear the firecrackers
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oulside? Have you ever thouyht about why, all over the world, in every
\ :

A culture, in every soclety, there are « few days in the year for celebration?

Thase few days for celebration are just a compensation - because these
societles have taken away all celebration of your life, and if nothing is given to

you in compensation your life can become a danger to the culture”.

in contrast thereto, the Applicants have decided that these celebration days

were so that they could "offer their prayers.” And now, in s_pife of Osho’s clear
instructions about celebration days, the Applicants have alleged that “this
practice is arbitrarily stopped.” It is further submitted that these celebrations
‘were not “arbitfarily stopped”, but were stopped in response to the explicit

wisties of Osho. Ironically, the Applicants are now asking the secular Indian

attthorities to insist that those responsible for Osho's work reinstate these

celebration days — in effect, that they insist that Osho's wishes should be
ignored in favor of the wishes of these applicants who have alreacdy shown that

they have no understanding of Osho whatsoever,

If respecting Osho's wishes amotnts to “closing the doors of all the temples to
the 'c_‘lé.votéés".; then clearly these people cannot be referring to any door to any

termnple with Osho’s name on it.

In the past when these celebration days were sti_.ll happening, Some of Osho's
pérspnal belongings that he used were in the room as people visited. It Is
submitted that none of these personal bel ongmgs Thave been removed from the
premises. By thew‘ lack of l(nowleéae of the activities the Applicants have only

further revealed as to Jjust how far away from Osho they really were or are when

they talk of “sentimental value.”

#

For thése Applicants to be appealing for Osho’s wishes to be ignored on the

basis of “sentiment” is extraordinarily disrespectful to his lifetime's work:

With reference to paragraph: 50, the applicants have again harped upon

Samadhi of Osho  which did not exist and that too allegedly as per the wish of
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+0sho and that the bedroom was converted into his Samadhi. The position of thé

bed room where Osho used to reside during his stay at Pune is already explained
?abo\-'e. Several followers of Osho did come and meditate in the said ‘Chang

- tazw'during the life time of Osho and the meditation continues even as on today

in the said ‘Cl}ang tazw’.  The said ‘Chang tazu’ which was used by Osho as his
residential ‘.place and was used even during his life time as the place for
meditation continues to be used so and therefore except the applicants who are
unaware and ignorant no one had their faith shaken, The ‘Chang tazu’ after the
demise of Osho has continued to be used as a meditation hall. The allegation
that the opponents have recently -removed_th_e name plate, again is a sheer

dishonest allegation in as much as it was removed more than 12 years as the

place was 1ot a Samadhi. The submission that the Samadhi is the sacred place

directly connected to the religious belief of Osho followers which binds the
spiritual nature is unintelligible statement displaying the grossest one more
ignorance of the applicants. Whatever the applicants have described the
structure where Osho resided during his life time is their choice. However,
there is nothing arbitrary or high handed on the part of the Qpp‘onentsl and the
alleged deeisions recorded by them which are allegedly detrimental to the
interest of the trust and the devotees are basically against the interest of the
trust, is again a confused display and that too of ignorance of the teachings of
Osho. The contention that the opponents are manipulating Osho’s work and
vision thereby have got disgraced and have prejudiced the interest of the
applicants and devotees all over the world thereby the applicants are constrained
to file present a;)-plicatioln under the provisions of BPT for the purpose of seeking
necessary preventive orders agaiﬁst the opponents is as vague and as hopelessly
without merits as possible. Tt is denied completely.
43. With reference to paragraph 31, the reliefs as claimed by the applicants to
prevent the applicants from raising entry fee to the ashram and restraining from
. removing the articles used by Osho from the Ashram at Pune and shifting them

elsewhere in the world and if are already shifted seeking directions to bring them

back and thirdly for injunction restraining them from wasting, damaging and «
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impropetly alienating any immovable property- of the trust and ferther
‘restraining the opponents a_liehating the properties of the trust in violation of the

_‘,éifecti@n’s and mandate given by the donors who Have donated immovable
£ -property of the trust and also seeking further directions to make available thé
literature of Osho to the disciples at reasonable rate and prevent them from
making commercial use of the said literature whereby the opponents are in a
habit of making gains out of it and also seeking ﬁ.;rtherl_ ox‘jder of injunction
against. the opponents restraining them from preventing the disciples from
entering the Samadhi place of Osho and offeringf prayer therein are vaguest
possible in nature Neither in this paragraph nor anywhere else any d'etgi‘zs or
particulars are given, Repetitions of allegations and statements are made ad
natium, At some places ‘some provisions are repea'_ted just for the s_ake of them.,
All these statements, do not justify even in the remotest rrfarmer anyl of the
reliefs as claimed or otherwise. All these reliefs as claimed to have been claimed
are beyond the provisions of law and on such grounds Statemems,. averments
aﬁc1 contentions the applicants are not entitied to any relief whatsoever. On the
contrary, the application is liable to be dismissed summarily. The application is
liable Y{; be rejected as it does not disclose any cause of action under the
provisions of Order VII Rule 11 of the CPC or provisions or principles of law

analogous thereto,

With reference.to pé_ragraph'gz, the contention that if the preventive orders as
most mischievously and dishonestly sought are granted, nobody could be said to
be affected or prejudiced but the on the contrary allegedly ti:le activities of the
trust would be cartied out in a better and efficient fashion thereby the funds and
properties of the trust wouid be protected is denied being hopelessly without any
merits and foundation. It is also emphatically denied that if the preventive
orders are not passed and the opponents are not restrained by order of
-injunction and are not issued with the directions the opponenis would continue

with thei = highhanded and arbitrary acts, which are allegedly detrimental to the
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meritiess repeated submissions are denied once again.

With reference to paragraph 33, the applicants have not at all made\ any case
even prima facie to show that there is any threat to the immovable properties of ':
the trust of being wasted, damaged and /or improperly alienated. The mere
reproduction of the requirement of law would not justify grant of any relief. The
applicants have- neither made out any prima facie case nor the balance of

convenience is in their favour. The claim that the applicants have come forward

. with clean hands is a very over rated statement out of inflated ego. To claim that

the applicants are therefore entitled for the reliefs is contrary to even the basic

tenets and provisions of law.

With reference to. paragraph 34, it is denied that the opponents 5, 6 and 7 are
interfering into the affairs of the trust as alleged or otherwise. These opponents

are the members of the inner cirele and are discharging their duties and

obligations and responsibilities as a members of the inner circle which was

formed conceptualized and brought into existence by Osho  himself with
responsibility to have over all guidance, supervision on the activities of all who .
continue or practice the teachings of Osho. The trustees have not delegated their

powers to the opponents 5, 6 and 7 as alleged.

Under the circumstances, it is most emphatically and humbly submitted that
the whole application is devoid of any metrits, It is full of alieg’a_t‘ipns out of the
pervert ima.lgination of the applicants. 1t is devold of facts and part'iculars;. The
allegations are made only for the sake of making by merely repeating the
requireménts of law without substantiating them. The reliefs claimed regarding

the internal management are absolutely beyond the scope of even the Bombay
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5\5 \ l) ~ deserves to be rejected summarily and that too with substantial costs to the
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Solemnly affirmed at Bombay ]

)
Dated this 1 day of July, 2012 ]

Identified by nie:

Advecate for the Opponents Nos. 1 to 4.

~ e
Y
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¢, Public Trusts Act including Section 41E thereof. The application therefore.

Before me,

- Py

M. Narmyarnan
Nagsers, & Kooy Unipn of India
Fat ke 043, 5 P g

This document is noted at
Sr No..»3.00...0ate.. (00 J o/l
In ihe Notarlai Reglster
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3 Cash Memo
- Customer Name SHOLA MARA CARLETTI, MASTER. CARD
Customer Address
5 OSHO
.| MULTIMEDIA &
\RESORTS PVT LT
%
Cash Memo Ng. QO62045-12/13 Date 03-Get-2012 |B COKS,AUDI
- i | &% VIDEOTAPE
: i i it Price . ! Amount/Rs.
Wi\ia Title B Quantity ; Unit Pric {ils _:. ount/ | BY OSHO
; 1 EVENING MEETING - 1 CD 4 15000 600.00
7 EVENING MEETING - 10 CD 6 140.00 | 840.00
3 EVENING MEETING - 2 CB 10 | 140.00 ¢ 1,400.00 |
4 EVENING MEETING - 3 CD 7 i40.00 980.00 |
5 EVENING MEETING - 4 CD & | 150.00 | 900.00 !
6 FVENING MEETING - 5 €D 8| 140.00 1,120.00
7
g

EVENING MEETING - & CD 71 150.00 | 1,050.00
EVENING MEETING - 7 €D 7 140.00 980.00
9 BVENING MEETING - 8 CD 6 . 150.00 900.00
10 EVENING MEETING - 9 CD 5 150.00 | 750.00
11 NEXT TO SILENCE CD (MUSIC TODAY } 5, 265.06 1,3725.00
17 YES TO THE RIVER CD 5 | 150.0¢ 750.00
| 13 HMEART MEDITATION CD 16 150.00 1,500.00
14 MARAMUDRA MEDITATION CD 10 | 150,00 1,500.00
15 OSHD DEVAVANT MEDITATION CD 10 150.00 1,500.00
14 0O5H0 LAIGHTER MEDITATION CD 5 150.00 750.00
i H
'%_ !
Total Quantity: i11 ; .
CBook: O Net Amount ; ; 16,345.00
DAaudin: 112 2
Cwideo: € Discount ! 0.00
f Qther: O ;
| Totad: 111 Amount Payable '; 16,845.00 |
|
_ Amount Payable (ln Words) %
i Rs. Sixtoer Thousan:d Sight Hundrea Forty Five And Zero %z‘:;ai,- ! ;
Net Amount Discount{%b Amount Sayable For QSHO MULTIMEDIA & RESORTS PVT LTD
16,845.00 0.06 16,845.00

tulhorised




INTERNATIONAL FOUNDATION

Osho International Foundation in Switzerland a non profit
foundation is the registered copyright owner of all the published
and unpublished Works by Osho and the ocwner of other
intellectual property including the trademark OSHO and ancillary
rights, music, photos, art, images related to Osho and/or Osho
International Foundation. .

Singe 1985 Osho International Foundation has been responsible
for licensing and sublicensing pubiication rights to the works in aif
media formats to reiated foundations, to publishing houses,
Television stations, magazines, newspapers and web pages
around the world..

Qsho International Foundation is represented to the international
pubiishing world through “OSHO International,” a licensing office
in Mew York. Qsho International Foundation also maintains the
original Osho Archive of 6,500 audio discourse recordings, 1,870
video recordings and approximately 600 original book
publications of Osho’s dally talks, as well as the large art and
music archive. .

More than 220 publishing houseas in more than 80 couniries
around the world have publishing licenses signed with the
foundation. Currently we have 2,537 active publishing contracis
in a total of 54 languages around the world, Each contract
reprasents one Osha bogk reaching thousand of readers. Total
annual sales are now close to 3 million copies — 10 to 15 times
the volume of sales during Osho’s lifetime. In 2004 zione QOsho
International signed 395 publishing agreements far Osho titles
woridwide - the equivalent of more than one new Osho title or
reprint per day..

The iist of internatonzl publishers include the warid's [argest and
maost influential publishing houses, such as Rardom House, New
Yori, St Marin’s Pregs, Barmes & Noble Publishers New York,
Mondadaor and Bormpiani in ITaly, Rendom House-Mondadori,
Grupo Pianeta and Editorial Norma in Spain and South America,
Random House in Germaeany, AST-Premiare 1n Russia, SONY-
Music, TIMES OF INDIA {musis division), BMG and Penguin
Publishing in India. All of these publishers arry Osho books in
publishing programs - many of them with 15-30 titles in one
program.

The foundation makes Osho’s work alse available through

this OQSHO website { 3, in 13 languages with the
Osho Archive availabie in digital format. The site has more than 7
Millions visitors per year..




Lisk of Hindi Books Registercd Under Copyright Act in india

S.No |Title Language Publisher First Pub. India Registration No Copyright Holder
1 jOshe Bodhisatva Times (Monthly tagl {English, Hindi, Punjzbi Rapreosh Foundation 1364 L-16442/97 Rajneesh Foundation
2 |Sembhog Se Samzdhi Kee Aur Hindi Rajnecsh Foundation 1969 L-7284/76 Rajneesh Foundation
3 [Smajvad Sc Savdan Hindi Rajneash Foundation 1971 L-7283/76 Rzjreesh Foundation
4 |Ishavasyopanishad Hind: Rajneash Foundation 1871 L-7281/76 Rajneesh Foundation
5 |Gyon Ki Tyon Dhari Dinkin Chadariya Hindi 7 ¥og Laxmi, Rajneesh Foundation 1971 L-7458/76 Rajneesh Foundation
6 |Sambhavanao Ki Aahat Hindi Sundarlal lain 1971 1.-7496/76 Rajrieesh Foundation
7 |Prem Hai Dwar Prabhoo Ka Hindi Sundarlal Jain 1871 L-75558/76 Rajneesh Foundation
8 |din Khoja Tin Paiya Hindi __|5wami Anand Sagar, Anand Shila Pub 1971 L-7654/77 Hajneesh Foundation
9 |Nirvanopanishad Hindi Rajneesh Foundation 1972 L-7203/75 Rajneesh Foundation
16 |Tao Upanishad Hind: Ma Yog Laxrni, Rajneesh Foundatlon 1972 L-8146/78 Rajneesh Foundation
11 [Mahavir vani Part -2 Hindi Rajreesh Foundation 1973 L-7298/56 Rzjneesh Foundation
12 [Geeta Darshan Part-3 Hireli Rajneesh Foundatian 1873 L-7205/75 Rajneesh Foundation
13 [Gandhivad : Ek Aur Samiksha Hindi Rajneesh Foundation 1974 L-B147/78 Rajneesh Foundation
14 |Patheya Hindi Swami Anand Sagar 1974 L-7652/77 Rajneesh Foundation
15 |Geeta Darshan Part-9 Hindt Ma Yog Laxrnl, Rajneesh Foundation 1874 L-6873/75 Rajneesh Foundation
16 ]Geeta Darshan Part 4 Hindi Rajneesh Foundation 1974 L-7204/75 Rajneesh Foundation
17 iTathats ) Hindi Swami Anand Sagar 1975 L-16441 /57 Om Bodhisatva Trust
18 |Tathwamasi Hingi bta Yog Laxmi, Rajneesh Foundation 1975 L-7456/76 Rajneesh Foundation
19 {leevan Kranti Ke Sutra Hindi Wia Yog Lakmi, Rajneesh Foundation 1975 L-7457/76 Rajneesh Foundation
20 |Mahavir Ya Mahavinash Hingi ] Ma Yog Laxmi, Rajneesh Foundation 1975 L-7458/ 16 Rajneesh Foundation
21 [Diyathale Andhera Hindj Ma Yog Laxmi, Rajneesh Faundation 1975 L-7434/76 Rajreesh Foundation
22 |Kasturi Kundal Basat Hindi Ma Yog Laxmi, Rajieesh Foundation 1975 \-7408/76 Rafnecsh Foundation
13 |Geeta DarshanPart 10 Hindi Wia Yog Laxmi, Rajneesh Foundatinn 1975 L-740%/76 Rajneesh Foundation
24 |Geeia Darshan Part 11 Hindi Rajneesh Foundation 1875 L7344/ 76 Rajneesh Foundation

_ 25 |Tao Uppishad Hindi Ma yop Laxmi, 1eesh Faundation ) 1975 L-7333/76 Rajessh Fourdation




26 [Tao Uptishad Part -3 Hind: . esh Foundation o 1975 L7290 Rojneesh Foundation |
| 27 lGurge KeriSaykara ~_iHingi ~ o Laxmi, Rajreesh Foundation 1975 L-7182/75 fajricesdi Foundation
28 sooira _ Hindi Ma Yog Laxmi, Raineesh Foundation 1975 L 7172775 Rejneesh Foundation
29 |Bhakti Sutra Hindi __a Yog Laxmt, Baincesh Foundation 1975 L-7435/7% _wm&_:gm: Foundatien
30 |Akazh Kghani Pram Ki (Farid Vari oo Hipet g Yoy Laxm, Rzineesh Foundation 1976 L-7421/75 Rajreesh Foundation
31 {ExOmkar Setnam e Hindi o Ma Yoy Laxmi, Raineesh Foundation 1976 L-7422/76 m&xmow%ﬂc%am:u:
32 |Bin Ghan Parat Phuhar Hindj Ma Yo Laxmi, Rajaeesh Fourdation 1976 L 74557745 Rajrwesh Foundation
33 l5ahaj sarmadhi Bhali Hindi Mz Yog Lawe, Rafncesh Foundation 1976 L-7576/76 Rajreesh Foundation
34 Piv Piv Lagi Pyas ___{Hingi Ma Yop Laxmi, Bajneesh Foundation 1976 L-7577/76 Rajneesh Fourdatiss
35 [hin-Sutra Hindi Ma Yeop Laxmi, Rajneesh Faundation 1976 L 7578775 Rajne=sh Foundation
36 |Sadhara -Sutra Hindi Ma Yog Laxmi, Rajreesh Foundation 1576 L-7572/76 Kajneesh Fourdatips
37 |Bhay Govindam Hingi Mg Yag Laxmi, Rafneesh Foundation 1876 L-7653/77 Rajnpash Foundation
38 |My Mrutyo Sikhatha Whom Hind: Ria Yoo Lawim, Rajneesh Faurdaiion 1546 L-7683/77 Rafreash Foundation
39 |EsDhammo Sanantanc Hindi s Yop Laxmi, Rajaeesh Foundatinn 1976 L-7684/77 Rajneesh Foundation
40 jhera Mujme Kuch Nahi Hindi _..iMa Yog Laxmi, Rajneesh foundation 1976 L-7650/77 Rajneesh Foundation
41 [Bhati Sutra - Volume 2 Hinedi s ¥og Laxmi, Rajneesh Foundation 1576 L-7082/77 Rajneeash Foundation
42 IMahagita -Part ill Hingt Ma Yo Laxmi. Refneesh Fourdation 1976 L 7792/77 Rajneesh Foundatisn
43 Sabai Sayane € Math Hire _IMa Yee Laxmi, Rajneesh Foundation 1376 w..ﬁmwb_.w. fajneesh Foundatian
44 [Mahavir Vani Part -3 Ma Yog Laxmi, Rajneash Foundation 1976 L-7768/77 Rajriesh Foundation
45 iAs Dhaminio Sanantand Mz Yog Laxmi, Rajnees Foundation 1976 L-7769/77 Rapwesh Foundation
46 ilin -Sutra Part - 2 . s Yop Laxivi, Raineesh Foundation 1876 L-FTI0f77 Rajneesh Fourdatian
47 [Mahageets N _|MaYoug Laxmy, Rajreesh Foundation 1896 L-7771f/7  |Rajneesh Faundatizn
48 [5uno Bhai Sadho Ma Yog Laxmi, Rajeesh Fourdation 4 1976 L-7753/77 fajnoesh Foundatior
49 |Geets Darshan - volume 10/ Chapters 15 Mia Yo Laxm:, Rajnessh Feundation 1376 L-7827/77 Rajnaesh Foundation
50 (tthaj Govindam Mz Yop Laxmi, Rajnorsh Faundation 1976 L-839377 Rajneash Foundatipn

51 IMahgvir Vani Part 3 . Hirge ta Yo Laxmi, Rijneesh Fourdation 1876 L83k 78 mﬂﬂm.m:lmﬁﬁam:apiz
52 Rajnaesh Dhyan Yop Hindi Seamti Easwar Samarpran 1977 L-8356/78 lefnepsh Foundation
53 [mahagita Part.5 Hirdi AMa ¥og Laxmi, Rzineash Foundation 1877 1-838R/VE Rainecsh Foundation




h Foundation 1977 L 8330/78 Rajnersh Foundation

....... 54 [Kan Thore Kankar Ghane Hingt Ma Yog Lasimi, Rajr

55 [Kaivalya Upanishad _ |Hirdi ___IMa Yog Laxmi, Rajneesh Foundation 1977 L-8391/78 ltapreesh Foundaticn |

56 IMahapita - Janak -Ashtavakra samwvad PiHindi hia Yag Laxmi, Rajneesh Faundation 1977 io7dans 7 Rajneesh Foundation .

537 [Mahagita - Janak -Ashtavakra samvad -PiHindi Wa You Laxiai, Rajneesh Foundation 1977 L-7851/77 Rajneesh Foundation
58 [Goeta Darshan Chapter 12 - Bhakti Yog {Hindi Ma Yag Laxmi, Rajneesh Foundation 1977 L-7934777 Rajneesh Foundation

59 Inahin Ram Bin Thany L Hind;i ) Ma Yogp Laxmi, Rajnessh Fourrdation 1977 LB022/77 Rajneesh Foundation

60 [lagat teriys Bhor Ki Hindi Mg Yre Laxmi, Rajneesh Foundation 1377 L-8623/77 Rajneesh Foundation

61 |5, Dhamo Sanatani {Dusra Bhagj Hindi Ma Yog Laxmi, Rajneesh Foundation 1977 L-BO49/77 Raineesh Foundatian

62 |Jin Sutra Part -3 Hindi Ma Yag Laxmi, Rajneesh Foundation 1977 L-8385/78 Rajneesh Foundation

63 iMyne Ramratan Dhar Payo Hirycit Iia ¥ou Laxmi, Raneesh Foundation 1977 L-2384/78 Rajneesh Foundation

64 iEs Dhammo Sanantsno Volume 1V Hindi Ma Yag Laxmi, Rajneesh Foundation - 1977 L-B3IR3/78 Rajneesh Foundation

65 |Sarvsar Upanishad Hirrci Ma Yog Laxmi, Rajneesh Foundation 1977 [-B3R2/VR fiajneesh Foundation

66 jlagat terlya Bhor Ki Hird; Ma Yoy taxmi, Raineesh Foundation 14977 L-8392/78 Raineesh Foundation

67 |Mahagita Part-ii Hindi Ma Yog Laxmi, Rajnecsh Foundation 1977 L-7816/77 Hajnoash Foundation

68 [Gecta Darshan - Chagger -18 Hingi Ma Yog Laxmi, Rajneesh Foundation 1577 L-7826/ 77 Rajneosh Foundation

69 |Raineesh Dhyan Yog Hindi Ma Yog Laxmi, Kajredésh Foundation 1380 £-9709/81 Rajneesh Foundation

70 |Rajnheesh Dhyan Darshan Hingi Ma Yog Laxmi, Rajneesh Foundatian 1880 1-5725/81 fiajnaesh Foundation




tist of English Books Registered Under Cagyright Act. In India

5.No |Tille Languags Publisher First Pub, India (AegistrationNo Copyright Holder
English,
1 {sho Bodhisatva Times (Monthly Mag) Hindi, Mniabi Rajnesh Foundation _losd L- 16442797 Rajnecsh Foundation
English ~jSundarlai taln | 1971 (L-7495/74 Rafneesh Foundation
English Rajneesh Foundation ) 1972 L-7282/76  |Rajneesh Foundation
The 5ilent Exglosion L English Sadb Arand Sagar 1873 r.ummpxuw..:_. Hapneesh Faundation

5 |Dynamics of Meditation English Ishwarlal Naranyg L 1973 L-7720/77  |Rajneesh Foundation |

& |Theinwa-g Revolution English Jeevan Jagriti Kendra 1873 L-7719/77 fajneesh Foundation

7 |Two Hundred Two English Ishwarlal N. Shah 1874 L-7718/77 Rajneech Foundgtion |

8  |The Ultimate Aichemy English Swami &nand Sagar. Anand Shila Pub, 1974 L-741%/76 Raincesh Foundation

g The Book of The Secrets- 1 English Ma Yog Laanti, Rajneesh Foundation 1974 L-7101/75

10 |The Ultimate Alchemy - Yolume 1 Enpiish Ma Yop Laxmi, Rajneesh Foundation 1974 1-7852/77 Hajngesl Foundation

11 |Suchness English Swami Anand Sapgar 1875 L-16£40/97 Om Bodhisatva Frust

12 |lust Like That English Ma Yap {asmi, Hajneesh Foundation 1975 1-7494/76 Rajrecsh Foundation
13 The Book of Secrets -Partii English ~ Mz Yog Laxmi, Rajneesh Foundation 1975 L-7439/76 Rajneesh Foundation

34 Diension Beyond The Known English Ma Yog Lasmi, Rajneesh Foundation 1975 _.-u\.ﬂ.ﬁuoail . mm__:mmm:..mmmmmmxoz N

15  |Roats and Wings L English Ma Yog Laxni, Rajneesh Foundation 1975 L-7355/76 fajnacsh Foundaticn

16  iTenira The Supreme tipderstanding Enghish Ma Yop Lawmi, Rajneesh Foundation . 1975 L-7330/76 Rajneesn Foundatiop

17 |NeitherThisNotThat [lEnglish _ |MaYorLawni, Raineesh Foundation | 1975 |L7331/76  |RajneeshFoundation

18 |English 1875 L-7332/76 . Rejruesh Foundation

13 Bmgish o iMa Yop Laxme Rajneesh Foundation Lo 19 L-7183/7¢% Rajnee: —

20 English 1976 1741876 |Rafneesh Foundation __

21 |The 8oock of Secrets -Partlil ) English Ma Yog Laxmi, Raineesh Foundation 1876 E-7420/ 35 __.Em“.ﬁmmrmcc:u..mw iy




5.No |Title Language Publisher First Pub. india {Registration No Chpyright Halder
__22|voga The Alpha and Tie Omege-Vol Ma Yo Laxmi, Rajneesh Foundation | |L7583/76  |Raineesh Foundation
22 |WhenThesheefits English Ma Yog Laxmi, Rajneesh Foundation L-7594/75
24 jHammer on The Rock English Ma Yop Laxmi, Rajneesh Founcatien 1 1976 -7585/76  |Rajneesh Foundation
........ 25 |Returning To The Source ) Enptish_ Ma Yog Laxmi, Rajneesh Foundation | 1376 L-7596/76 Rajneesh Foundation
26 |The Book of The Secrets Volume -V __iEnglish Ma Yog Laxmi, Rajneesh Foundation 1 1976 jL738B/6 Raineesh Foundation
27 [The Hidden Harmony English Ma Yog Laxmij, Rajneesh Foundation 1976 L-7581/76 Raineesh Foundation
..... 28 |The Uitimate alchemy Velume 2 English Rajneesh Foundation . 1976 i-7582/76 Rajneesh Foundation
29 |Tao- The three Treasures English Ma Yog Laxri, Rajheesh Foundation 1976 1-7583/76 Rajneash Foundation
30 [Vedanta - Seven Steps to Samadhi English Ma Yog Laxmi, Rajneash Foundation 1976 L.7790/77 Rajneesh Foundation
31 {The True Sage English Ma Yog Laxmi, Rajineesh Foundation 1975 L-7791/77 Raineesh Foundation
32 iTheEmptyBoat £nglish Ma Yog Laxmi, Rajneesh Foundation | 19746 L-7793/77 Raineesh Foundation
33 _ [YogaThe Algha and The Omegza - Vol.5 English Ma Yog Laxmi, Rajneesh Foundation 1976 L-7766/77 Rajneash Foundation
34 {Above Ali pon't Wobtle ) English Mz Yog Laxmi, Rajneesh Foundation 1975 L-7849/37 Rajneesh Foundation |
35  iNirvana The Last Nightmare English |Ma Yog Laxmi, Rajneesh Foundation | 1976 L-7762/77 Rajneesh Foundation
36 |Until You Cie Ma Yog Laxmi, Rajneesh Foundation . e7iss/a Rajneesh Foundation
......... 37 [The Book of The Secrets - Volume V English Ma Yog Laxmi, Rajneesh Foundation L-8162/78 Rajneesh Foundation
3B {The Grass Grows By Itself Er:glish Ma Yog Laxmi, Rajneesh Foundation L-B107/77 Rajnoesh Foundation
Englisn |Ma Yog Laximi, Rajneesh Feundation 1-7996/77 _  iRajneesh Foundation |
English Mz Yog Laxmi, Rajneesh Foundation 197G L-7933/77 Rajneash Foundation
English Ma Yog Laximi, Rajinecsh Foundation 1975 L-8397/78 Rdinaash Foundation
a7 English Ma Yog Laxmi, Rajneesh Foundation ..\mmmm\um Rajncesh Foundation |
|English JMa Yog Laxmi, Rajneesh Foundation | 1977 f.aﬁ_aq ___________




S.N& |Title Language Publisher First Pub. Indiz |Registration No Copyright Holder

a4 Engiish ; 1977 L-8125/77 Rejneesh Foundation
2 English 1977 L-8128/77 Rajneesh Foundation
46 |[Come Follow IVie - Valume 4 English Ma Yog Laxrf, Rajneech Foundation t 1977 L-8270/78 Ralneesh Foundation
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. 4 17. KORE ERLTTTERT,
OS‘ |O PUNE - 411 001. SD%

INTERNATIONAL TR - 0091 020 66019 999
FOUNDATION FAX 0091 020 66019 990

Ta F

psR Computers & Graphics Art Pvt. Ltd.,
{pnubhava Prakashana),
18/1, Ali Askar Road,
Bangatore-5600052
16 (ctober 2012

Subject: Publishing of books by Osho without license.

Dear Klran Mumar,

OSHO International Foundation, Pune, India {O1F) had licensed some hooks by Osho for
publishing in Kannada language to Anubhava Publication. The list of the titles licensed from
OIF is enclosed.

The agreements for these licensed titles were signed by you acknowledging the ownership
of copyrights of OSHO International Foundation. These agreements confirms the legal
relationship hetween OIF and Apubava Prakashan.

Ali the agreements for the listed titles have expired long hack as per details in attached list.
Sinte the agreements have expired, you don’thave 4 base anymore to publish and sell

those titles,

We know Anubhava Prakashan is still publishing those titles and many others which now
constitutes an infringement of OiFs rights.

As all these agreements were not renewed by you, we are Hcensing these tities to other
publishers.

We ask you to enier into new and valid agreements with us or to cease and desist any
publishing, printing, distribution and sales otherwise bear the consequences.

Thanks and expecting your cooperation.

For OSHO international Foundation

’

Trustee




é‘l'itles Licensed to PSR Compulers (Anubhava Prakashan} Bangaloreand agreemenls expired

18-Oct-12
Original Title Translated Title ﬁ;‘p;”‘" date
Bhaigovindam Moodhmaie Bhajgovindam Moodhmate 11-Aug-99
| Teach Refigiousnass Mot Religion ‘Manu Dharmikatheyananu Kalisuthene Dharmavannzalla 1 1-ALg-99
Meditation: The First and Last Freedom _Dhyana - Prathama Mathu Artima Mukti §‘1-Dec-00 '
From Sex Te Super Consciousnass ;Sambhogadinda Samadhioyavarage é‘;{)-Ju!—OO '
Nitti Ke Dive 'Mannina Hanathe ;10-De0m00
Priests & Peliticians: The Mafia of the Soul Pandita-Purohita Mathu Rafakargni Manay Atmada Shoshakary  110-Dec00
Shiv Sutra Shiv Sutra 111-Aug-00
Dhyan Sutrg ';Dhyan Sutra E‘=2f!i-:0\l,|g-0‘l
iThe MNew Child Vinootana Shishu 531-Dct-01
Hasiba Kheliba Dhariba Dhvanam !zNagutta Naliyulla Maduva Dhyana E1?31-‘Ju!—{)2
Kranti Beej EKra'nti Baeja 3-1d-02
A New Vision of Women's Libaration Stree Mukti: Hosadondu Drustikona 31-Jul-02 ]I
Antar Yatra {inner Journey) Antar Yatre :31—.iu1-03 |.
Sadhana Sutra Sadhana Sutra 3t-Jan-03
.Empty Boat Shunya Naave E31-..1an-03
Meoiud: The Man with Inexpiicable Life
{Wisdom Of The Sands. Vol 2. Ch 1} Vivaraantheeta Wakti: Mojud 31-Jul-03 :
india My Love Nanna Priya Bharatha 3i-san-02 1
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BOOK PUBLISHING AGREEMENT

This Agreemem is entered into on the 18T FEB 1998 between OOSHO INTERNATIONAL FOUMND ATION, 9
Koregmon park, Pune 417 001 (M.S.)india cnd P. 5. R. COMPUTERS & GRAPHICS ARYS PV, LTD, 18/1, Al
Asker Rood, Bonglore-560 052 lndic {“Publisher” ]

OSHO INTERNATIONAL FOUNDATION is avhorized to enter into this Agreement with he Publisher to permit
pubiicetion of the Work entiled -

SHUNYA NAAVE (IN KANNADA}

by Osho (here ofter colled "the Wk
the Publisher desires 1o tublish Fre Work

ol vong ko

Yelima rias
Mosaing Birzeegy,

Book Publiching Agreemeat O.LF Poge 1



S

la consideration of poyment by the Publisher of Rs. 100/- ond other valuoble consideration OSHO
INTERNATIONAL FCUNDATION ogrees with the Publisher s follows -

1. GRANT.  OSHO INTERNATIONAL FOUNSATION gronts to the Publisher a non-exclusive leense for
Eive Yeors from the dote of this ogreement to publish ond. seli the Work in book form in KANNADA longuoge
i POCKET BOOK/PAPERBACK/HARD BOUND/BGOKLET throughout INDIA and NEFRAL, published under
the Hile -

SHUNYA NAAYE [IN KANNADA]

and under the cuther nome Osha

”
2. WARRANTY. OSHO INTERNATIONAL FOUNDATION warronts thet it is fully entified 1o gront the
rights licensed to the Publisher under this Agreement. The Publisher agrees not lo make ony obridgements,
olterations, adoptations ar kronskotians of the erigingl Wark,

3. ROYALTIES. The Publisher will not pay ony royallies to OSHO INTERNATION AL FOUNDATION but he
will guorontee o Al advertising campaign of the Waork. The ameunt invested in this compaign will not be lass
thon 7% of the retoil price of sach ond every copy of the work here mentioned.

4. STATEMENTS. Alter publicotion of the Work the Publisher sholl moke sales statements as of Maorch 31
of every yeor, and shell send the stotements 1o GSHO INTERNATIONAL FOUNDATION. The statements sholl
centoin the following information :

Name of Publicotion

Sales periad coverad _
Number of copies in stock ot beginning of sale peried
Number of copies in new printing
Number of copies sold during soles periae!’
Number of copies remaining in stock

a7

5. COPYRIGHT NOTICES. The Publisher agrees 1o include the following copyright natice, ond whare

oppliccble in the nafice set aut in porogroph 6 belew, on the appraprigte copyright page of sach edirion of
the Work :

Copyright ® 1974 OSHO INFERNATIONAL FOUNDATION

Originally published under the fitle : THE EMPTY BOAT {IN ENGLISH )
ond under the outhor nome Bhagwon Shree Rojneesh,

6. TRANSLATION. In the event that QSHO INTERNATIONAL FOUNDATION hos agrecd that the Wark be
pebished in o longuage other than Hindi the Publisher undertukes to tronslate the Work, including the tide,
faithfully and accurately. Upon request the Publisher's proposed translotian shall be sent to OSHO
INTERNATIONAL FOUNDATION before printing for oppraval ond correction. No addition, deletions or
chonges moy be made to the translafion opproved by OSHO INTERNATIONAL FOUNDATION. Without
OSHO INTERNATIONAL FOUNDATION's priar writen consent, the copyright in the tronslation of the Work
supplied by the Publisher shall vest solely with OSHO INTERNATIONAL FOUNDATION. The Fublishar agress

o wnchoe the following copyright notice on the appropriote copyright page of eoch copy of its edition of the
Wark -

Originally published under the fitle :
THE EMPTY BOAT { IN ENGLISH |
ond undzr the author nome Bhogwan Shree Rojneesh:

Taa Pk, RIS

Tronsiation Copyright 203 998 OSHO BTERNATICE 14 EOUNDATION - : ;
- N R TR
Q t M !,/,gig"@f W F

%Q?;fmg / Muﬁﬁg{gg D‘Iii.‘ut\m

p
Book Publishing Agreement O.1.F

Page 2
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7. COST AND QUALITY OF PRODUCTION. The Fublisher sholl be respansibie for oll expenses of
production end advertising. The Publisher undertokes to use only top gquolity matencls end ermploy olf fue

professional skill to snsure that its publication of the Work s of @ high sordord oF excallance.

. UNDERLYING COPYRIGHT. The Puslisher shall be responsible for obtoining oll copyright permission
and for paying ony sermistion fees for te vee of any iluskative or quoted material in i publication which s
rot inchded e Wark, The Poblisher sholl hoid OSHO INTERMATIONAL FOUNDATION, its ogants ond
assgns narmaess from any cesulling infringement action.

9. NAME OF OSHO. The rome i Osho shol oppeer an the Jocket/cover/binding ond tisle noge of
every topy of the Work praduced and in ofl adveriisements for the Work. The name af the Publisher Moy
appear on the cover The nams of the editar and ranstotor {if cppropriate) shali oppear oniy an the
preliminary pages.

10 PHOTOGRAPH OF GSHO. A phor
FO

rapn of Csho selected ar approved Dy OSHO INTERNATIONAL
UMNDATION shell be provided fer the pumose of vse on the froat cover andl jackat fif anyl of the Work Na
ver maendl except o5 provided in poagroph ¥ moy aopear an the bont caver or iavket without written
srmissinn of OSHO INTERNATIONAL FOUMNDATION The charge e wiize rhotogragh/fonsparency shall
e Hs,

s

Y end ke Fhongroph/fronsporency must be returred ot soon 35 e cover of the baok is printed,

[ SRS

Pho OTHER MATERIAL. Prior io publication, the Publisher sholl submit 1o OIHO INTERNATIONAL
FOUNDATION far sppovel all material hexuel, shomgmphic and dlustreive 1o be included in in editien of
the Waoik, which is not part of the text photogrophs ond liss supphad by OSHO INTERMATIONAL
FOUMDANDN far the Pubbisher's adition of the Wark, This includes, b is pes timitad 2q, bisgraphica!
stotements or other moteriois on the frons and bock covers, The Pubsiisher ogrees not 1o include in the Work
any edverising ar announcements for publications by other puthars

12, PAGE PROOFS. “he publisher agrees ta send ;');Jge procts of me Work 1o OSHO INTERNATIONAL

FOUNDATION far checking pricr to publication. This shall include the fron cover or facket (it any), conyrigh:
page, somple of o chaster heading ond ypical poge.

13, SADHANA FOUNDAFION ADDRESS AND BOOKLISTS, The Pabiisher agrees o print Sadhang
Foundetion's larest baoklists and the Fallowing nate ot the back of sach vapy of the Wark -

"For furier information whout Crshe, please contoct - Oshe Camtaune Inarotena!, |17 Karegoon Park, Pune
ALY 601, ndia”

4. DISTRIBUTION. The Publisher unelerickes to disiribute its rapies of the Werk in such o WGV 05 10 ersue,
to the fullest extent possible, £1at they are on sale For the bis of the Agroemarny,
15. PUSUCATION DATE  The Publisher undertokes ord agrees io pubiish its edition of he ‘Werk on ar

betere or 180 doys from the signing of this ook Publishing Agreetnent. Barh oarties ogree that fima is of the
essence,

16,  COMPLIMENTARY COFIES. Fwenty 120) free coples of she Pubisher's Hest acdiron and tan (101 fee
copies of each subsaquent reprinting of the Work shall be sent fo OSHO INTERNATIONAL FOUNDATI M
immediately an publicetion, These cagies shofl be sent 1o OSHO INTERNATIONAL FOUNDATION &y
registered mail.

A H f\l’jﬁv Lo { LM
/3\%% L e [t
g\;}\’ P /’/ Blatiaging Tos orep
Book Publishing Agreemern G.LE Foge 3
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17, OBLIGATON UPON PUBLICATION AND REPRINTING, inmedictely unon gublzonen ond reprin
he publisher shcll inform QSHO INTERNATIONAL ECUNDATION 'n wiiting e number of conies

zad shell send QSHO INTERMATIONAL FOUNDAIIDMN fhe bee copies mentioned o clovsg 14 ong

18. ASSIGNMENT. OSHQO INTERNATIONAL FOUNDANON moy assign any ar ol of its sights under tis
Agreement. The Publisher may nat assign or subrlicense any of its rights hereunder withot
OSHO INTERMNATIONAL FOUNDATIONs piigr weilten consent,

19, PROGPERTY RIGHTS. Al rights nat specifically gronted in the Agreziment gre reserved by QSHO
INTERNGTIONAL FOUNDATION.

W TERMINATION,

A, should the Publisher breach any term of this Agreement, OSHO INTERNATIONAL FOUNDATICON may
ot its oplion terminote the Agreement by giving the publisher written notice to that effect,

B.  if the Publisher mokes any assignrment of assers or business for the benefit of creditors, or if o Trustes or
seceiver fs appeinied b administer or conduct its business or offairs, o if the Publisher s rationolized or in
ony other menner controlled, sither directly or indis e
Hy or invaluniprily

H
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parkeupt or f

T TRV T S

adiudged in any lego! proceadings fo be either voluns

ony infuncton, restnining order or other order of cour SHEGH T
Agreemant, then the rights gronted herein sholl immesiciely smeminste wis
QEHC IMIERNAHON AL FOUNDATION,

3 subject o

G OSHO INTERNATIONAL FOUNDATION shall hove the right to determine unilareraily whether the

conditions specified in sub-posagraph] bl chave have occurred and OSHO INTERNATIONAL
FOUNDATION's determination shall be final. o

D.  if the Publisher fails o issue an edition of the Waork within the fime period agresd upon herein, or i the
Publisher's edition of the work goos out of print, off the morket, or i the Pubfisher bsils 3o camply with gy of
the provisions of this Agreement, then oy aad aif rigl
trenstate the Waerk, granted, sholl revert o OSHO &

s or licenses herein gronded, including the right 1o
TERNATIONAL FOUNDATON

£ Termination of this Agreemens either pussuont to this porogroph or upon breoch shall be withoot
prejudics 1o ony cloims or rights that either porty may have under this Agreement or at equity ar law,

2% - WAIVER, All rights of bath parties hereunder arn seporate and cumulative. No rights sholl exclude ony
cher right or limit ary other fegal or equitable rignt either party may have. Shauld either poity woive any
cefoult by the otber, this will not be deemed o waiver of any subsequent defoult,

22 NOTICE. Any natices required or permited to be given under this Agreement shall be deemed
sufficiently given f mailed by regisiered or certifisd mail, postage prepoid, oddressed 10 the porty 1o b
sotifind af its address shown of the begirning of tis Agreament, or o such other address as may be fuenished
w writing to e sotifying party. Whare by pericd of notice is specified, thot pericd shall be deemed fo et
fram the dote of posiieg of such notice.

23, GOVERNING LAW. Al legal ospects of the relationship between QSHO INTERMNATIONAL
FUUNDATION ond the Publisher shail be governed 2xciusively by indion Law.

1\--_" . . )
2 _:rv_,.»-,’\‘. ol VR s & Crplix Ay vy "
AR 5\ I o fn .
*i"?““ﬁ”f:z:;a i g et
L/; / Managing Direcsyr,
Back Publishing Agreement O.1.F.

Poge 4



S,

24, PLACE OF JURISBICTION. Place of performance as well as the exchusive jurisdician of lowsuit and
ony other kind of legol proceedings shall be Pune [MS}, excepting only that OSHO INTERNATIONAL
FOUNDATION may sue the Publisher in any competent caurt at the domicile of the Publisher or any other
court having jurisdiction.

25.  ATTORNEY'S FEES AND COSTS. In the event lagal action is commenced fo enforce any provision of this
controct, the prevoiling porty shall be ensifled to its cHarey's tees ond costs.

26, ORAL MODIFICATION. This Agreement may ot be changed, modified or discharged orelly, ond shail
net be binding or effective unless signed by the appropricte representatives or officers of the purties,

27, SPECIAL CONDITIONS.

Signed for OSHO INTERNATIONAL FOUNDATION Signed for THE LICENSEE
A Y '\A:azf-.s,%_\;f:\‘ [CHR T
: : Y
by _ w;z;“&«éﬁmq e
Title:

Book Publishing Agreement G.I.F Poge 3



M Anvuv ! shoeoks

2k SR HRAL LALB, dRAL T ALy

i, Ha anand Shoslm, agring onder poeny of
Akvosnyy Irhs 43 cardiiy bhaly X
havs - omont slyosd by
gh - wad Joly 8. 1974, bo the orlylmel,
wad havs found 1% 90 B8 4 tyus BRd AN40% ooBy.

3 piso oertify that she lisdy of 3he pitien
g this Andumant ax® g ' o L4k e

349

mated ihis 4 dsy of May, 1965

zA AMREG

Feorn bo pud 5 wofors ne YBie & Gey of
May ., i80%,

Cerilas TV 17N

Mooy Duch Bakibe §




s

[ep———

o
R T A ¥ P

e . U PP

- g ™ g‘z PR #

3 N T .

N v _ e e s
5 . U e iy

5

#

¢

TG OALL 10 NYWOH THESE PRUSENIS SRALL ooMB.
I, DHATHAH SHAEY RASMARSH, Iadian inhabilany ineveiymitey

rofars o 48 Tthe Deols

HHREA

1} By Bn Indenturw of Trust dated ¢he 1iin day

af Juns 1069, # ehariiadbls Trusl wmp Lormad

dEgrutt Xand

{whioh nasma

Pon™ by

chEritable odiscts thereln mantioned

{Rereirafter yoferred 4o 88 *“the sals Peunt Ty,

i3 The sid Yrdenture of Trusy dsied the $han

RLends Iy L Pousdate
arlow Mo VT g Stweg Deel Fanoe o
1T A L EPI L h




Eay ef Fums 19080, inter »lila providesd Cxal

{sha

sl Pemam B0 s

fw Uwisentl

$hi Ldvensigns

2F Mrve #ilgo hwan

Witk the 214 of Yape Brsoenders ar ethew

#} il T ve raguestesd the
&E Lo

= o iw the

Suvmineeg saed

Fawth

i the wnid

HED AT w ST

wabve print

Ushe foonds Inf e Othe b0l Foundasion
g alzofn R, PTG g 4
Faiiod Offerod by 7yl

CEahibdr i

o' Fovmlinn n



e i

DAL

Newiarent ard the

B, Writings awd

B

<ther ¥arks o b hwmeenfier written or dellyered br the

Terdmgaunt (rwyeivmlve 5 “iha sadid Yorzs©l,

RS o i Teusnt. The Trusmt

brg oAy peshkds

fon mag
Lime 3o tlme

in n

arn il subliasak Lhe =aid Yes
3 The 3

. &4 thale awn cost.

delliver %o the Trust the nompletes
typosaciy? af ehe Morbs sngd $ho Trast ahels seind

PR SUSHN

el fah

L well bthe werks 8y its ¢

#ryd anpenges in

sk

*orid siyle . &% ruah prluew Be the Trusl wamy pr

ity discretiasn drem 1%,

ohma gleen Yo TR Tiuih B Lhot ol the

Mwalsarant

wpd itan, ar fury mpssnbes nre dxllvered, be

thaveol to the ¥

£

aforewsdda P __
B The Trust shall have the sole Tl exclunive riphy of
publlsiing, wepadllshing sod produeleg in omw pert i gnn

i Lo xii ¢
swientie i X 8 r ardior

lizerwer far the anld purpones

ETERY HOMTRMUH s Tramelallion

oy shridosmont sh

by mede szeent wiin The wrliten vonzind

she Deo ant on the %

imposed by him ang #81) suno
prants shall be subleed %o this Relaveliss. The Leolarant

sl net o puslliavm o ohmuse to S

Lubah baroAow cLonl o thy

snrid swy copy & W G ANy

detion, sbyidgepesnt
or #slectlen She

. The wnilre control

reght of

pubBlication, produstion, p®iioity and peles nomll vepoin

Sramgnde Tl b DL b LY ey R
Capmeralaon e ., L AR a7 g

i xﬁ%%%’*z"i 3Ffu b by

¢ Dlogl, Foobaibiad d

L et | Poundation

pent of the publlicstion of whe smid Works. The oublimbhovs

ko

5




wady Barks o oew

wmrt of wo g

g Bgrosd Bo dallwer ta the Deelmene

fran i atmtien soplon o Ll Horro

Lae Sovoody

T S BT L

EEEERRI: -V -

- raks of the T lAvent

Pore 1 due

-

Ry

Teord, Slabitut




Lan on sny apticie,

v abiset

Lrshe fungs
.

o B

Ct el




AL m GBS ([ I TR

S e o AL Ve - WS A

.

LR Ciendes PRA |

T




CERNTIPIONTION

7, Asha Yroysad. ormer Ly KnoWa o hoha Sipun, 8% Yian-
rresdeat pad R Auly au
Q%@

weds

gined reprosentacive of Dajneesh
o Iaterpational, farwerly | ag Chidvilus RaineRER
rion Ganbel.

i

v cartify that I ha

rralgnmoni of Copyxighi
padnasii W

ratdeon Cantol dnvad APEL
wieh tha CopyTight oEiiom, w0

fs el £hip ‘;}i’%{_ﬁ&aﬁ&g of Duuohal, 18R

soha FIGYTRY
vicn~Pruslident
s ingtal voundis

4w - - -

nys s TO CERTIFY

THAT THE ATTACISED .

DOCINMRNT WAl k- ‘
w LY.

CORDED
RGHT Om THE
DATYE
TLACH SHC
5 CLTTIFICATE £ o A
SOED URDER THEGUAL .
gg}‘c&m?wmrw& AR SRR

A
R ._\.,,,._f*;e
AT

et




s

@g&gg&g‘h$§§§%%xm? oy parTRIGHT

- GHEEMENT & mads tgbupey RAIHENIH {?Hﬁﬁk?}ﬁ*g

2] thﬁé&&@&@xgguaa; 1% Worspdhn Yark, Puns 4%% 801,'§ﬁ£;&
Ih%f%&ﬁ&ﬁmmx rafaprad ¥e &8 the wpaunde phonl 4l

CHRIDVILAS ﬁaaﬁazsu.%xz;nh?Iaﬁ_CaNTza, a non-nrolit cngpnration,
A%d Ymllay Rosd, %@§&a&§$gg Raw Safaeyy &«s,hl tharslinaftr?
raiooad tp RS e idwiias®l.

By wizmtuwe ol & PR PSS G IR AL anvee BRGS0
Anpwed tha Tk day of July,. 1978, ha roundsiion Ly uhe
sumiuaiue owaen ol the popyrights in 2l} poaky; hynioles.
spmnohs, wrinisgs ané eunher wowks wwplowen @F dglivared BY
vha said §n§gw&§ ghrec hajinoaesh. augeni in o fay Bw unm
fmw&@&%ian has ascionad any inkeres® in one nr wors of Hag
ETEETRTECHITT Del peio 0k oMot AADTNs e

. sath the Foundathan and chidvlling ave non-profht

srosslEationy whous waln purpess i 9 sprasd the vaachings
8¢ phagwan Shyee Zajnsssd wp fusther that gurpese the

#

rountiation iz execueing this YY1t & in cansidaranson of
cndnbdsilant s Q¥ srt bo sdhers 8 sHid purpREn.

-y

Ahagwan ARYAN ﬁagnéenh sqrean with tho Pouadantaon’s
ﬁ@ﬁgx&&fa sha moove mentianad asgignment of papyright apd Ba¥
gignad » Boclags n uta sifeat, § OUWY g whish du
stpsohad wnd marked af Byhinie HAY .

%%g‘ﬁ,&g‘{g—%‘i . e

he Ty Paundafiofl BEgigns § 2 Q%gﬁgilﬁg nll whe frandbeion’ §
righi, sivie, ané inserest La nii sxiablng snd futusw works

of Bhmgwen Lhras Rslnsesh any %zaval@§i§m&§ &éhri@g&m@%%ﬁé
seiantions, compllations, Anwivatlons, and ropraguariend i

sny forn wrnnasaver of %ald wornssnd tiiw nopyxights vhexaing
§$§é’fzmm

nrd air whe prolilTUE ST a&%&%%&é@ L

printing, usllablog aed crpvodueing rhe same bpe mavy (04

wf



IRk

anish popyvighs axisbs

entire pariod §Qg
ndt puthos bRy

pmawent, with LT D)
Swind anfl gxesn i L smproots

rwoever ot @w*
prwaY &

BHY xmﬁwwx%
and Deanlve e Ton

i yéx%éw@ agcae RRAT shids &g%&amang e bindan

&ﬁﬁiﬁigizn@wgg@ nelys, sod

H

ﬁfﬁiixﬁ%@ﬂw§i§@§%@ﬁw1bwﬁr
36 A

grom thab snould soy, dif
snt oapabla of wutual restlusion
ak tha option ol

Tha ygg&iah'a
nen Y which iw
tho pnstiams then juris
;§viiau, or its apaignd.

tiction whiall be

have Zabk ouy nandy thiz ist gay of

grimd Poe and N wahaid 2f fipnel fop and on bshaes

B e b - o ’ i I -

Ay i roundstion o Chideilias padunaean
e - ’ sadibagson Conisd ‘

FUUT e i
* W“?”?’Zwr\u—" . LR N : T
Y 2§§Lﬁﬁgdm&ﬁf~_
i

L
G “’F iri,{"v S

pute arlec ynder

M’?\JW"«
<% W
“%@. / /Wﬁ*f w—ﬁff ol A ’Iltlf& W’Z;%w'?{"--ww”

&%W«g% (M.’v‘
-

FE

Aeouprtion ;%ﬁﬁﬁ%kfﬁtx&ﬁ@i
s

%
K -

<34



Raineesh Foundation (Now Nfe Sannvyas Foundation}

... List of Trustees On Board in the effective period of Assignment dated 01.04.1881
iDate Inception Date Resignation  Name

18.3.1974 29.05.1981 ~ Ma Yoga Laxmi- Managing Trustee

21.3.1578 15.11.1381 Swami Yogendra Manu (Manikant Ratansi Khona) -~
20.8.1975 29.05.1581 Swami Satya Bohisatva {Mr. Jayantilal M Thakar)
03.6.1978 01.05.1%81 Ma Anand Sheela (Ms. Sheela Silverman)

03.6.1979 15.11.1981 Ma Yoga Darshan { Mrs. Darshan H Valia)
103.6.1979 16.11.1881 Ma Yoga Hansa (Mrs. Hansa Khona)

03.6.197% 29.05.1981 Swami Chaintanya Sagar {Mr. Laherchand Shah}
03.6.197% 29.05.15831 Swami Gyan Nirmal (Mr. Fali Chinoy}

03.6.1979 26.05.1981 Ma Yoga Taru {Mrs. Taru L Mehta}

03.6.1879 15.11.1881 Swami Ajit Saraswati {Dr. Hemant Narayan Phadnis}
03.6.197% 29.05.1981 Swami Anand Swabhava (Mr, Harish ¥ Mathotra)
15.11.1581 Swami Anand Maitreys

15.11.1%81 Ma Amrit Mukti

15.11.1981 Swami Mukesh Bharti

15.11.1981 Swami Narendra Bodhisatva

15111981 Swami Amrit Siddhartha



s. no. 132, plot ne.8, Samata Housing Society, Near Telephone Exchange, Warje, Pune 411 052
”

Maobile: +9128055602777, emall: sunita.eriewad @gmait.com

SEARCH REPORT

Date: 18" December 2012

At the instance of Osho Friends Foundation having its office at 1, Anand
Park, 348-A, Koregaon park Pune 411 001, | have searched the records
issued by the office of the Charity Commissioner, Mumbai dated
13.12.2012. Herein refer to as the “Certified Reports”. These reports
consist of Schedule- 1 and ‘Change Reports u/s 22 of the Bombay Public
Trust Act, 1950, filled by M/S Rajneesh Foundation now known as Neo
Sanmyas Foundation bearing registration no. £-625 having its registered
office at 17, Koregaon Park, Pune 411 001, being recently transferred to
Mumbai by transfer reference no. 2121/12 dated 18.05.2012.

During my search it is found that:

1. A public charitable trust known as "Jeevan Jagruti Kendra” (1K)
bearing registration no. E 4057 {Bombay) was registered at
Mumbai on the basis of a trust dated 11.6.1969 executed by (i}
Shri Himmatlal Haribhai Joshi and {ii} Shri Ishwarlal Naranji Shah.
The said 3K trust was registered under Bombay Public Trust Act,
1950. This trust is having one of the primary objectives to spread
teaching of Bhagwan Shri Rajneesh now known as Osho.

2. The said MK trust was transferred to the Office of the Charity
Commissioner, Pune hearing registration no. £- 625 bearing

Change report nio. 966/76 dated 12.03.1976.

ey amd



3. Itis observed that as per the change report dated 27.03.1979 the
name of said Jeevan Jagruti Kendra trust was changed to
"Rajneesh Foundation (RF)” having its registered office at 17,

? oregaon Park, Pune 411 001. tis observed that by change
report no. 1025/92 dated 29.08.1992, the name of Rajneesh
Foundation was changed to “Neo Sannyas Foundation”.

4. During my saarch it is found that as per the letter issued by
public Trust Registration Office Poona region, Poona bearing, ref.
1. J/WS/10/imp/4-79/4554, dated 24.5.1979, has pointed out
directives to the said trust on various issues such as appointment
of trustees as per the deed of trust, failing on filling change
reports, management of accounts and reports on the properties
hold by the trust.

A detailed inspection report was carried out dated 11.4.1879 aéd

12.4.1979 by the Asst. Charity Commissianer, Poona Region. In:this

report para 23 serial no. 1 & 2, itis spacifically mentioned by the

Asst. Charity Commissioner that Acharya Shri Rajneeshiji {Now bsho)

is to remain as Advisor for the trust for life. He is empowered to

nominate five persons as Trustees at a time or from time to time.

The committes so constituted is to co-opt siX persons {maximum)

and the committee so constituted shall work as Board of Trustees.

At the end of the vear 50% of the trustees shall retire by the

rotations.

Further itis stated in this inspection report that No such procedure

seems to have been followed. Na vacancies are filled in.

Further, it is stated that the change reports ufs 22 of the B.P.T Act
1950 were not filled by the trust. Specifically the change report of
Swami Yogendra Manu {alias Shri Manikant Ratnasi Khona) as being

trustea dated 21.3.1978 of the trust was not filled by the trust at the

2
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office of the Charity commissioner within three months from the
date of the change. However the same was accepted by the Asst,
Charity Commissioner on 22.8.1979.

5. During my search | have noticed change reports for the period
, from 1974 till date 15.11.1981, whereby, many trustees had
been appointed and had resigned on the board of trust, The fist

of trustees and their respective duration of serving the trust,

specifically for the period from 1974 ¥l date 15.11.1981 js

annexed herewith.

This is to declare hereby that the list of trustees annexed herewith is
based on the change reports filled by the trust at the office of the

Charity Cammission_er, Pune over the years which were available for

my inspection.




Annexure: Raineesh Foundation {Now Neo Sannyas Foundation)

List of Trustees On Board in the effective period of Assignment dated 01.04..

Date

F 4
Inception
18.3.1974
{fited on
11.6.1879)
18.3.1974

18.3.1574
18.3.1974
18.3.1974
i8.3.1974
18.3.1974
21.3.1978
filed on
11.6.1979
20.8.1975
filed on
11.6.1979
28.6.1979
28.6,1979
28.6.1979
28.6.1979
28.6.1679
28.6.1979
28.6.1979
28.6.1979
15.11.1981
15.11.1981
15111981
15.311.1981
15.11.1981

Change
report no.
Admited as
frustee
£96/1979

696/1879

696/1979
696/1979
696/1979
695/1979
696/1979
699/79

698/79

74579
745/79
745/79
745/75
745/79
745/79
745/79
745/79
776/82
776/82
776/82
776/82
776/82

Date Of

Resignation
26.05.1981

14.07.15974

14.07.1574
14.07.1974
14.07.1974
14.67.1974
14.67.1974
15.11.1981

29.05.1931

01.05.1981
15.11.1981
15.11.1981
29.05.1981
29.05.1981
29.05.1981
15.11.1981
29.05.1981

Change
report no.
Resigned
as trustee
1045/81

£97/79
{filed on
1.6.1979)
697/79
697/79
697/79
£§97/79
697/79
776/82

1045/81

1044/81
776/82
776/82
1045/81
1045/81
1045/81
776/32
1045/81

Name

Ma Yoga Laxmi (Ms. Laxmi T Hiraji} Managing
Shri Hari Prasad Lohia

Shri Dhanpatri Karnani

Shri layendra D Lashkari

Shri Pravinbhai D Desai

Shri Kishan G Chainani

Smt. Sushila Tapuria

Swami Yogendra Manu {Manikant Ratansi Kh

Swami Satya Bohisatva (Mr. layantiial M Thal

Ma Anang Sheelg {Ms. Sheela Silverman)

Ma Yoga Darshan { Mrs. Darshan H Valia)
Ma Yoga Hansa {Mrs. Hansa Khona)

Swami Chaintanya Sagar (Mr. Laherchand Sh.
Swami Gyan Nirmal (Mr. Fali Chinoy)

Ma Yoga Taru {Mrs. Taru | Mehta)

Swami Ajit Saraswati {Qr. Hemant Narayan P
Swami Anand Swabhava (Mr. Harish K Malhc
Swami Anand Maitreya

Ma Amrit Mukti

Swami Mukash Bharti

Swami Narendra Bodhisatva

Swami Amrit Siddhartha
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IN THE HIG}&I COURT OF JUDICATUI{E OF BOMBAY

CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

1
WRIT PETITION NO. % QF 2012

DISTRICT: PUNL

In the matter of Article 226 read
with Articles 14 and 19 of the
Constitution of India of the

Constitution of India;
AND

In the matter of the Order
passed By Appellate Tribunal for
elelctricity on 20.11.2011passed
in Case No 82 of 2010 aud Order
_passeél in Case Na. 19 of 2012 by

the State Commission.

QOsho Intefﬁational Foundation )

17, Koregadn Park, Pune — 411 001 } Petitioner
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Versus
1. Maharashtra Electricity Regulatory Commission)
World Trade Centre, Centre No. 1, 13" Floor, )
’Cuffe Parade, Musnbai - 400 003 )
2. Maharashtra State Electricity Distribution }
Company Limited )
plot No.?G—Q, Prakashgad, Bandra (E), )
Mumbai - 400 051 ) ... Respondents
TO
THE. HONOURABLE CHIEF
JUSTICE AND THE OTHER
HONOURABLE PUISNE
JUDGES OF Ti{IS
HONOURABLE HIGH COURT
OF JUDICATURE AT

BOMBAY.

THIS HUMBLE PETITION

OF  THE PETITIONER

NAMED HEREINABOVE

MOST RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:

1. The Petitioner begs to approach this Honorable Court against

improper iraplementation by the Respondent No 2, of the tariff
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nareation of facts leading to the filing of the present Petition is as
under: \

2. The Pctiti’oner is & Public Charitable Trust registered under
the Bombay Public Trust Act 1950. The Petitioner Trust has been
established to i'mpart education in Yoga and meditation and iﬁ;er
alia has been established to spread and‘impaﬂ: education by formal
training in the field of Arts, Science and humanities with a view to
develop knowledge, skills and mind; to spread and impart education
by conducting courses in Yoga, Physiotherapy, Physic healing and
various forms of ancient medicine; to disseminate knowledge of
ancient and éontemporary philosopher, study of comparative
religions thinking of philosopher through libraries, audio and video
tapes, lecturers and seminars; to devise and spread modern methods
of education with a view to enable students to discover their own
inclinations and aptitudes and to develop in the area most suited to
them to achieve the highest forms of creativity in thewr respedtivc
felds; to spread cducation and to make available ideal condition in
the {field of learning and developifzg of fine Arts; to grant
scholarships and other educational assistance to deserving students
for study of ancient and contemporary philosophers and other fields;
to sprgad and impart education in all the above fields by formal

training and by conducting courses in Yoga, Me

other forms through qualified and competent personnel restrictions

£ e i

TN as to casle, creed, colour, religion or social staws for the full
(P %

\ development of mind, body and soul. The Petiticner does not run
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any commercial activity and operates on No-Profit-No-Loss basis.
The students Who are admitted in the Mediation Courses and
Training are charged only such fees as fo cover the expenses %*
towards the same. The Petitioner Tmst,'ﬂaerefere, is neither running
an industry no£ is running a commercial estabhshment A copy of
the Certificate of Reglstration is snnexed hereto and marked a8
“Exhibit A" to. this petition,
3. The Respondent No, 1 isl the Maharashtra Electricity
Regulatory Cémmission {(hereinafter referred to as the “;State
Commission” for the sake of brevity). The State Commission has
been set.up under the provisions of Se"ction 82(1) of the Elec;ricity
Act, 2003. The State Commission performs statutory duties and
functions as enumerated in Section 86 of the said Act. One of the
priiﬁe functions of the State Commission is to determine the tariff
for the generation, transmission and distribution of electricity ivithin
the State. The Respondent No. 2 is the Distribution Company,
which supplies electricity at the rgtes approved by the Respondent
No. 1. The generation, transmission, distribution, trading and use of
electricity, is regulated by the Electricity Act, 2003 which was
enacted by the Parliament. The said Act consolidated the provisions
of three enactments which were earlier occupying the field that is
Indian E.lectricity Act 1910, The Electricity (Supply) Act I§48 and

the Electricity Regulatory Commission Act 1998. The Electricity

pply Act mandated the creation of a State Electricity Board,

[ " adl Gver tndia \\,.i\‘\; ch had the responsibility of arranging the supply of electricity in
© Ree. 195 *)}
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the State. Over a period of time, the performance of State

Electricity Boards had deteriorated sﬁbstantially and ‘in arder to
provide for discerning of the Government from the determination of
tariffs, the Electricity Act 2003 was enacted. With the policy of
encouraging private sector participation in generation, transmission
and distribution of electricity, it was felt that the new self-contained
comprehensi\re; logistation was necessary and hence the Elcctrigity

Act 2003 was enacted. The Distribution Licencees under the said
Act have duties enumerated in the said Act. The said duties are
duties of a public nature. The business, affairs and the ﬁmctioqing
of the distribu{ion licensees are absolutely regulated by and under
the said Act. The tariffs to be charged by the Distribution licesees as
Well’as the cxéenditure, the plans for dev&iopment of infrastructure
and the maintlenance thereof are all regulated by the. Authorities
established an(:,I constituted by the said Act. The Respondent Nos. 1
and 2 are therefore, performing pﬁbiic duties and are thus

“STATE” within the meaning of Article 12 of the Constitution of
India.
4. Under Section 3 of the Blectricity Act 2003, the _CentraE
Government is duty bound to prepare a National Electricity Policy
and tariff Policy as also a Natienal Electricity Plan in accordance
with the Ii\Ia'tional Electricity Policy. Accordingly, the National

Electricity Policy 2005 has been formulated by the Ceintrai

Government and the same has been duly notified vide Resolunon

G
\No 23/40/2004-R & R (Vol. I1) dated 12" February 2005 published
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in the Gazette of India. Clause 5,5 deals with the recovery of cost
of services and targeted subsidies. Clause 5.5.3 stipulates that there
is an urgent need to correct imbalance in respect of cross-subsidies
without giving tariff shock to consumers, The Respondent No. 1 is
expected to determine the tariff in accordance with Ithe provisi;)ns of
the Act, and n'iore particularly, in acco’rdancé with Section 61 and
62 of the said Act. Sub-Section (3) of Section 62 permits the State
Commission to differentiate between consumers of electricity while
determining the tariff with special regard to the nature of supply and
the purpose folr which the supply is required. The procedure for
determination of tariff under Section 62 has been preseribed by
Section 64 of the said Act, which requires that the generating
company or licensee or the distribution company shall make an
application for determination of tariff under Section 62. 3ub~
Section (2) of Section 64 requires that every a}:;piicamt. shall publish
the application, in such form and manner, as may be specified by
the Appropriate Commission, The Commission is thereafter duty
bound to consider all suggestions and ‘objections received from the
public and issue a tariff order either accepting the application in toto
or with modiﬁ;cations or rejecting the application for reasons to be
recorded in writing. The manner of publication of the application is
prescribed by .the Regulations made by the Respondent No. | in
exercise of the powers conferred by Clause (h), (i), (3}, (1), (m), {0),

(¥). (zd), (ze), (zD, (zg), (zh) and (zp) of sub-Section (2) of Section

h .the provise to Section 36, sub-clause (ii) of clause {d)
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of sub-Section '(23 of Section 39, second proviso to sub-clause (i1) of
clause (d) of sub-section (2) of Section 39, sub-clause {ii) of clause
(¢) of Section 40, first proviso to Section 41.-, first proviso o S‘ection
51, Section 61, sub-gections {2) and {5) of Séction 62, su.basections
(1) and (3) of Section 64, Section 65 and clause (b) of sub«sectiénn
(1) of Section 86 of the Electricity Act 2003. The said Regulations
are known as the Maharashtra Electricity Regulatory Commission
(Terms and Conditions of Tariff) Reg:ulations, 2005. Clause 8 of
the said Regulations deals’ with determination of tariff. The text of
Regulation 8 is extracted herein below for ready reference:

8.  Determination of tariff for transmission, wheeling and retail

sale of electricity:

8.1 The Commisgion shall determine the tariff for aanmnisshm
wheeling and retail sale of electricity based on an application made
by the Licensé;e in accordance with the procedure contained in this
Regulation 8.

8.2 The Commission shall determine the tariff for-

(@) Transmission of electricity, in accordance with the terms and
conditions contained in part F of these Regulations;

(b)  Wheeling of electricity, in accordance with the terms and
conditions contained in Part G of these Regulations; and

(¢)  Retail sale of electricity, in accordance with the terms and

conditions contained in Part H of these Reguiations,

8.3  The applicant shall provide, as part of his application to the

n such form as may be stipulated by the Commission
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from time to time, full details of his calculation of the aggregate
revenue requirement and expected revenue from tariff and charges
pursuant to the terms of his license, and thereafter he shall fiirnlish
such further information or particulars or documents a3z the
Commission or the Secretary or any Officer designated for Eihe:

purpose by the Commission may reasonably require to assess such

calculation:

~ Provided that, the application shall be accompanied where

relevant, by a detailed tariff revision proposal showing how such

revision would meet the gap, if any, in aggregate reveinae
requirement:

Provided further that, the Commission may specify additional

/ alternative formats for details to be submitted by the applicant,

from time to time, as it may reasonably require for assessing the

aggregate ravenue requirement and for determining the tariff, as the

case may be.

8.4 Upon fe’ceipt of a complepe application aécompanied by all
requisite information, particulars and documents in compliance with
all the _rcquircﬁzentg specified In these Regulations, the application
shall be deemed to be received and the Commission or the Secretary
or the .designated Officer shall intimate to the applicant th‘at the
application is ready for publication.

8.5  The applicant shall, within three (3) days of an intimation

provided to him in accordance with Regulation 8.4, publish a notice,

in at least two (2) English and two (2} Marathi language daily




, TBR

newspapers widely circulated in the area to which the application
pertains, outlining the proposed tariff, and such other matters as
may be stipulat'ed by the Commission, and inviting objections from
the public:

Provided that, the applicant shall make available a hard copy
of the complete application, to any interested party, at suich
locations and at such rates as may be stipulated by the Commission:

Provided further that, the applicant shall alse put up on his
internet website, in downloadable spreadsheet format showing
detailed computations, the application made to the Commission -

along with all regulatory filings, information, particulars and

doc'u ments submitted to the Commissian along with the appiicétien:
Provided further that, web-link to the information mentioned
in the second proviso to Regulation 8.5 above shall be easj‘;i!y
accessible, archived for downloading and shall be prominerﬁt’ly
displayed on his intemet website:
Pravided however that, the applicant may not pravide or put
up any such information, par;ictilal's or dqcumems, whic_h' are

confidential in nature, - with the previous approval of the

[3

Cormmission.

Explanation- For the purpose of this Regulation, the term
“downloadable spreadsheet format shall mean one (or multiple,

linked) spreadsheet software files comtaining all assumptions,

formulae, caldulations, software macros and outputs forming the

basis of the application.




8.6  The applicant shall furnish to the Commission all such books

and records {or certified true copies thereof), including the
Accounting Statements, operational and cost data, as méy be
required by the Commission for determination of tariff.

8.7 The Comnussion may, if it deems necessary, make or caise
o be m__ade available 10 any person, at any time, such information as
has been provided by the applicant to the Commission including
abstracts of such books and records (or cettified frue copics thereof)

on such terms and conditions as may be specified in the Conduclj of

Business Regulations:

Provided that, the Commission may, by order, direct that any
information, 'documcnts and papers/materials maintained by ithe
Commission, shall be confidential or privileged and shall not be
available for inspection or supply of certified copies, and the
Commission may also direct that such document, papers, or
materials shall not be used in any manmer except.zzs specifically

authorized by the Commission,

8.8  The procedural aspects pertaining to applications contained in
this Regulation 8 shall apply, only to such extent as may be required
by the Commission having regard fo the circumstances of an

individual case, to-

(a)  an application made by a Licensee under the Proviso to

stub-gection (1) of Section 36 of the Act;
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5. 1t can thus be seen that under Regulation 8.5 , the Applicant is
expected to publish a copy of the application in atleast 2 English
and 2 Marathi ’language daily newspaﬁers widely circulated-in the
area to which ti_ae application pertains, oﬁtliniug the proposed tariff
and inviling objections from the public. The Iapplicant is also
required to make’ available a hard copy of the complete application
to any interested party and is also expelcted to put up on an Iitternet
website of the applicant, the application made to the Commission

along with all particulars and documents that have been submitted
to the Commission.

6. Under purported compliance of procedure enumerated herein

above, the Respondent No. 2 made an application to the Respondent
No. 1 for revision of tariff for electricity. Along with the said
application, an affidavit sworn by the eompetent officer of the
Respondent No. 2 Company is also anpexéd. The Respondent No.
2 published a public notice inviting corﬁments and suggestions.

7. On 31% May 2008, the Respondent No. 1 passed an operative
Order on the application submitted by the R.&Spondem No. 2
whereby the tariff was fixed by the Résponden’t No. 1 in purported
exercise of Se;:tions 61 and 62 of the Electricity Aer, 2003 for the
year 2008-2009. While fixing tariff, the Respondent No. 1 had
given an electric tariff shock to the Educational Institutions and
Hospitals in the State of Maharashira. The Institutions were earlier

categorized under the HT-I (N on-continuous) category. The S:tate

Commission had classified and categorized the Institutions in a
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newly created category that is HT-1I. In the financial year 2007-08,
Malls and Maltiplexes were classified as LX IX. Thereafter the
Appellate Tribunal by an order again shifted Malls and Multiplexes
to LT_IE Category. The State Commission Suoc Motte created a
new category of HT-II commercial and such establishments, whigh
were earlier in HT-I category, were shifted into HT-II Commercial
category. The educational Institutions administered by charita}jalc
trust had been clubbed in the category along with the pre-existing
HT-I industrial consumers that is industries as also multiplexes and
shopping mail;a in the said Tariff Order, No rational basis for
clubbing nen-profit making organizations rendering medical service
to the I:r;_embersl of the public at large aibng with the multiplexes and
shopping malls had been given by the Respondent No. 1. The
Respondent No, | under the guise of ;'educing cross-subsidies had
ordered such tlariff change and the change in category. Clubbing
unequals as equals and charging them the same rate of electricity is
violative of Alilticle 14 of the Constitution of India. By clubbing the
In,stitutiqns in- the said category, the increase in tariff for ihe
Institutions We}S by a whopping 106%. The National Elec.tricity
Policy as framed under the Blectricity Act, 2603 1S to th;e effect that
the actual increase in tariff should not be more than 6.76% on an
average. In th;e éaid tariff order, the Respondent No, 1 had noticed

in para 27 that the net revenue gap for the financial year 2008-2009

works out to Rs. 1510 crores resulting in an avcrage increase in a

total revenue requirement by approximately 6,76%. The operating

<%
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cost for the Institution registercd a phenomenal increase due to such
tariff revision which was totally unjustified and which had no
rational basis.

8.  Being aggrieved and dissatisfied by the Order dated 31% May
2008 passed in Case No, 72 of 2007 by the State Commission,
Corrigendum dated 05.06,2008 and detailed or_der dated 20.06.2008
the Petitioner approached this Honorable Court under Article 226
read with Articles 14 and 19 of the Constitution of India. However,
the said Petition was disposed off in view of altemate.efﬁcaciﬁ}us
remedy of filing statutory Appeal to the Appellate Tribunal for
Electricity (AP'TL?L for brevity). The Petiicners, therefore filed, an

Appeal in APTEL and the same was numbered as Appeal Ne, 81 of

2010, and after hearing parties, the said Appeal was admitted by the
Learne_dlAptel.‘ The respondents appeared in the said Appeal and the
Appeal was ;'esisted. Several other charitable frusts running
Hospitals and educational institutions also filed Appeals ﬁei_iher
through their a:ssocia‘iions or independéntly and the same were also
admitted and were clubbed together for Hearing and all these
appeals were heard together by the Alptel. Replies were filed.and
after Hearing i:;oth stdes, the Learned Aptel was pleased to allow the
Appeal filed %3}" the Petitioners alongwith all other companion
Appeals. The ‘said appeals were disposed of by a Judgment and
Order dated 20™ October, 2011 Whereli.)y the appeals were alloﬁed.
The said Judgment and Order i3 bindiné on the Respoﬁden‘i

Commission as well as Respondent Distribution Company. In para

Ht‘g_Nu_ 195 ,’; * .Ji‘
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11 of the said judgment, the Aptel has recorded that *We have o
deal with the issue of the categorizaﬁon in the appeals of this
category as the appeliants have claimed that they cannot be charged
for comn erciai tariff as they are institutions which are service-
oriented and charitable, as such day shall be put in a different
category." The Aptel in paragraph 15 of the said Judgment has
framed the points for determination and the question which needs to

be dealt with in the said appeal as: "whether the hospitals,

educational institutions, dispensaries and other service-oriented
organizations etc., have to be treated differently under section 62 [3]
of the: Act under the head 'purpose for which the supply is
required’?"” Thus, a specific issue has been framed as to whether the
appellant before the Aptel- that is the. petitioner herein- has to be
placed in a different category alongwith Hospitals, educational
institutions and other service-oriented organizations. Para 57 of the
said judgment ‘records the summary of the findings arrived at by the
Appellate Tribunal for Electricity, The findings recorded by the
Triblunal, inter, alia, are that the Statt? Commission (MERC) has
wrongly placed all the consumners including the appellants who were
neither domestic nonindustrial nor falling under any of the
categories under the commercial category; the pﬁrpose for ﬁdﬁch
the supply is tequired by the appellants cannot be equated at par
with other consumers in the commercial category; the real meaning

of expression "purpose for which the supply is required” as used in

fo Ny
1
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section 62 [3] bf the does not merely relate to the nature of aetivity
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carried out by the consumer but has to be necessarily determined
from the objects sought to be achieved through sﬁch gctivity; and
the State Commission may classify the hospitals, educational
institutions and spiritual organizationsl which are service-oriented
and put them in a separate category for the purpose of determinatjon
of tariff. In parla 58 of the said judgment, the Tribunal has directed
the Commission (MERC) to take note of ‘he observations and pass
conscquential orders, The appeals were thus allowed. Annexed
hereto and marked Exhibit “B” is a copy of the Judgment and
Order passed by Leamed Aptel in the said Appeals.

9. . For determination of the taniff for the financial year 2012 -
13, the Respondent distribution company MSEDCL had filed a
petition. The commission had numbered the case as Case No. 1%9 of
2012. The MERC passed a Tariff Order in the said Case No. 19 of
2012 to be made effective from 1st of August 2012, Pursuant t§ the
divections of the Hon. Appellate Tribunal for Electricity a separate

category was created, for LT as well as HT consumers. The newly

created category “HT 1X — Public Services” has been created

pursuant to such directions issued by the Appellate Tribunal for
Electricity and the applicability has beer: thus defined: “this tariff
shall be appli{:'.abie to Education Institutes, Hospitals, Dlspcnsﬁries,
Primary Health Care Centers, Pathology Laboratories,...” The

peiitoner falls within the definition of Education Institutes, and it

L

should be so construed so that there can be said to be no contempt

__‘.,,‘.—-'-—'_'_“'-_-‘
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Tribunal for Eléctricity.

10. The Petitioner received the electricity bills for the months of
Augusl, September and October 2012. Tt is sh o.'ckin.g to note that the
Respoendent No 2 Distribution Company pérsisted in placing the

Petitioner in the commereial category, thus flouting the orders of the

Aptel as well as the Respondent No. 1 Commission. Annexed

hereto and marked Exhibit “C Collectively” are copies of the

electricity biiis\received by the Petitioner for the months of Aug,;usl;,
Sepl‘.ember and, October, 2012, In this view of the matter, the bills
issued to the petitioner are nnlawful. Tﬁe petitioner has been placed
in the Commereial category once more and this is gross violation of
the orders passed by the Hon, Appellate Tribunal for Electrieity, es
also improper and incorrect interpretation and implementation of
the Tariff Order passed by the commission in Case No. 19 of 2012.
11.  The Petitioner, immediately made a representalion toi the
Respondent!s and sought redressal of its grievance: Annexed hdztreto
and marked Exhibit “D” is a copy of the Representation of the
Petitioner. However, Justice was denied to the Petitioner and hence
the Petitioner is constrained to file the present Petition

12, Being aggrieved and dissatisfied by the action of the
Respondent No 2 of isswance of impugned Bills for consumption of
electricity for the months of August, Séptembcr, and Octob;r, 2012,

Exhibit C Celly., the Petitioner begs to approach this Honourahle

ORATY
_,,:;7»:\;«% \js

H i . %
.’T -:.f'»g.f A” Ovcr _f”d"ﬂ\\%\\

Court under Article 226 of the Constitution of India oh the

following amongst other grounds which are taken without prejudice:
v‘;g ‘ _ Jl
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to each other:
a,  The impugned Bills are bad in law;
b, The frapugned Bills have been issued in gross violation of the

Judgment and Order of the Aptel in Case No 82 of 2010 which is
rendered in a dispute between the Petitioner and the Respondents
herein, and whith is, therefore binding on the parties to the Petition.
¢.  The Respondent No, 2 has flouted the Tariff Order passed by
the Respondent No 1 1 Case No 19 of 2012; -

d.  The impugned Bills have been issued upon an 'incgrrect
interpretation of the Orders of the Aptel and the Taritf Order of the
Commission referred to hereinabove and hence the same are bad in
Law and deserve to be set aside;

e. The '_Res'pondenis have completely overlooked the fact that
the elducatioﬁ-é:I Institutions render public utility services for the
benefit of the society at large and are organized on a non-profil

making basis ‘whereas multiplexes and malls are profit making

¢stablishments catering to tuxury of the elite class. Clubbing such

two establishments together for the purposes of determination of

tariff reflects absolute non-application of mind on the part of the

Respondents.

f By 1ssu1ng the impugned Bills, the Respondent No 2 has

treated unequals as equals, This is clear VlOldthIl of Article 14 of

the Constitution of India. Consumers who utilize electricity to

generate profits are in a class apart from the consumiers, such as

\
= Chantable Institutions wtilizing electricity to advance the cause of

s

b




Charity and.wedlio'étion,

g, The impugned Bills on the assumption of levying commersial
tariff are shockingly havsh, dispmportidnat_c, uncalled for and has
no nexus with the purpose sought to be achieved and hence the
same’is arbitrgx.y.

h.  The impugned Bills issued by Respondent No 2 is on such a
basis of assumption of tariff category that it would shock the
judic;ial conscience and hence it deserv'cs interference at the haljxds
of this Honoiab’rle Court in exercise of extra-ordinary writ

jurisdiction of this Honorable Court.

i.  The impugned Bills are otherwise bad in law and deserve to

be set aside.

13. The impugned Order were served in October and November

2012. The Petition, therefore as filed today, does not suffer from
inordinate delay or laches,
, 14. The Petitioners state that they have no other alternt:ttiveE and
| equal eff_ic_acidus remedy in Law save and except filing of the
present Writ Petition.
15. Balance of convenience Hes in the favour of the Petitioner
‘inasmuch as the Petitioner has been :reg{llar n payment of their
.3 bills._ In case the Petitioner does not succeed in the Petition, it will
not be inconvenient or difficult for the Respondent No. 2 to recaver
the excess amount. However, the Petitioner has’ aﬁ excellent case

on merits and hope to succeed and in that eventuality it would be

o
¥

-
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such an excessive burden. A chart showing the calculations of
amount legally due and payable as against the e?ccessive amount
charged by Respondent No. 2 and the amount of difference between
the two is annexed hereto and marked Exhibit “E” to this Petition.
16, The Petitioner states that the rélief as prayed for ‘0? the
Petitioncf, if gfaﬁted, w:auldbe qugplie'té and lsulfﬁcie_:nt.
17.  The Petitioner has not filed any other proceedings in respect
of the subject maﬁer of the present Pétition either in the Supteme
Court pf India or in any other High Court.
18. . Proper court fees are paid on the memo.of the Petition.
19, 7 hc"?et‘iticiner has not received any Notice of caveat having
been filed in respect of the present Pefition from the Rcsp01'1den£s.
20. . The P&_:t_itl-ioner, thergfore, prays that:
| a. Rule be issued gnd a writ of ccrtior-ari or any
o other suitable writ, order or direction in the
nature of a Wl‘lt Qf_ certiorari be issued tliereby
' quashing and s_etﬁnlg aside the Impugned Bills
for the electricity cpnsumption of the Petitioner
for the months of August, September and
O_Ctob_er, 2012, Exhibit-C hereto;
A writ of mandamus or any other suitable writ,
order or- direction in the nature of a writ of
mandamus be issued therebly directing the
Respondent No, 2 to foz:thwith, withdraw and

cancel the Impugned Bills for the electricity

SGeg
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consurnption of the Petitioner for the months of

e

August, S@_ptémber and October, 2012, Exhibit-

-, € hereto;

e A wrif of Mandaﬁxus or any other suitable writ
order or ﬁirectidn, ‘in the nature c:;f a writ ?of
Mandamus be issued ‘to the Respondents
directing the Respondents w

T ——

category HT IX - Public Services to the

—— i T

m- and the Respondents be further

directed to issue 1o the Petitioner ail further Bills

for consumpti_o'n of électricit_y, duriﬁg the period
wﬁen the Tariff Order issued in Case No.19 of
2012 by Respondeﬁt No 1 is in folrce,‘on;the
basis of category HT IX — Publ?c Servicas;.

d.  Pending hearing and final disposal of this Writ
Petition, the Impugned Bills for the electricity
consumption of the'i’ctitioner for the monfhs of
August, 'Sépte:_mbcr and Octaber, 2012, Exhibit-
C herd_:t_o,'be stayed and the Respondent No 2 be
directed by a suitable injgncﬁon or order of this
Honourable Court t::) apply the tariff in category
HT IX — Public Services to the Petitioner and the

3 %&\ Respondents be f‘urlther divected to issue tcu the

g\ Petitioner all further Bills for consumption of
IR ,{ ; :
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electricity, during the period when the Tariff
Order issued in Case No.19 of 2012 by
Respondent No 1 is in force, on the basis of

category HT IX — Public Services;

e, Ad-interim relief in terms of prayer clause (c)

above be granted;

f. Costs of this Petition be provided for in favéur

of the Petitioner;

g.  Such other and further orders, as are deemed fit

in the interests of justice be granted in favour of

the Petitioner,

AND TOR THIS ACT OF KINDNESS AND JUSTICE, THE
PETITIONER ABOVENAMED AS IN DUTY BOUND SHALL
EVER PRAY,

Mumbal ' cgﬂ —
Dated: Advocate for the Petitioner

VERIFICATION

v sl tehlol P30 41 s
5% Koregdon  Poyle, Pupe ulioaf
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take oath on behalf of the Petitioner that the conterits of the Petition
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= ) above are true and correct and that the contents of paras 1 to 11 and gs ’
13 to 19 are sta:tements of fact which I believe 1o be true on the
basis of record maintained by the office and the contents of para 12
are the legal grounds on which the petiltion is based and I believe
the same to be tirue and correct upon legal advice and the conte.nts

of para 20 are the prayers in the Petition and I believe the same to

be true and cotrect.

[
SOLEMNLY AFFIRMED AT MUMBAI ) (M
THISES DAY OF NOVEMBER, 2012

2o }H il
S. K. SHETTY S

e
DAL
ADVOCAT) ! 4

?n) TARY Gy
4 TOF
4 "Fertond 7 g, kit gﬁfﬁ‘m
e‘e SR W Mo 41’0351'

JJZX AL Over Ty &\ s 365‘11}1@32 Is teit 31 ”f\fmw‘i‘“""‘-
Il i P SI )‘0 Dﬁ[ﬂ, rireE ff

\| . e, Fis | K% ' ﬁm
A Yl Notaria) Rcms:e:




177 wpl1764.1 §765-12

IN'THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CIVIL, APPELLATE JURISDICTION

WRIT PETITION NO.11764 OF 2012

Osho International Foundation ... Petiioner
Versus

Maharashira Electricty Regulatory
Commission & Aur. ... Respondents

AL ONGWITH
WRIT PETITION NO.11765 OF 2012

Neo Sanyas Foundaiion ... Petinoner
Versus

Maharashira Electricty Regulatory
Commmission & Anr, ... Respondents

Mr. S.R. Nargolkar, Advocate for ‘tli.le Petinoner.

Ms. Shilpa Kapil, Advocate for Respondent No. 1.
Mr. Kiran Gandhi v/b. M/s. Little & Co. for Respondent No.2.

CORAM: MOHIT S, SHAH C.1.&
ANOOPV. MOHTA, J.

DATED : MARCH 13, 2013,
PC.

Rule, remirnable forthwith.

1 Dewmioaded on - 12/04/2G13 16:45:36
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2 Heara finally by consent of the parties.
3 The Petitioners herein claim t© be Educational

Institudon and/or Spirimal Insttstions. Both the Petitioners had

approached the Appellate Trihuna] by ﬁlingﬂIAppea} Nos. 81 ana 82
of 2016;““6...810{1;},'2&4{}1 the .{Jther Iustitutions like Iospitals and
Educational Instzruuons contending that the respective _E_g_z_sgtitution;
shoidd not bea(’awd ~as “Commercial” for the purpose of the

electricity tariil in thelr Judgment dated 20 Ocwober, 2011 the

Appetiant Tribunal held as under

“57 Summary of Our Findings :

(i)  The State Commission in the present case wrongly
placed all the consumers including the Appellant who .
were neither domestic nor indusirial nor filling under
any of the categories under the Commercial Category.
The purpose for which the supply is required by the
Appellants can not be equated at par with otheré
consumers in the Commercial Category. The Appellants
are seeking separate categorization on the basis of
purpose for which the supply is required by the

Appellants i.e. rendering essentiol services.

(if) The real meaning of expression “purpose for
which the supply is required” us used in Section 62¢3) of

the Act does not merely relate io the nature of the

i Downloaded on - 12/04/20F3 16:45:36 -2
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activity carried out by a consumer but has to be
necessarily determined from the objects sought to be
achieved thorugh such activity. The Railways and Delhi
Mertro Rail Corporation have been differentiated s
separate category as they are providing essential
services. The same would apply to the Appellaris as

well,

(itiy The application of mind should be on identifying
the categories of the consumers who should be subjected
to bear the excess tariff recaverable based on 4 valid

reasonn and justification. The re-categorisation of

-t

Charitable Hospitals and Charitable Organisations and 1"
gmzipmg them” wtth f.?zf;. consumers bf the szi.'s%g}('er sitech
as ‘Sv‘.hopping Malls, Multiptexes, Cinema Theatres,
Hotels and other like commercial entities is pateritly

wrong.

(iv) By the impugned order, the Stale Commission
classified the members of the Appellants into
‘Commercial'  category  following ¢ mechanical
approach.  This has been done only because the
Appellants cannot fall under either in the industrial or
agricultural or residential category and therefore, the
Appellant would automatically falt in the Commercial

Category. This is not a proper approach. In case the

o Boewnloaded en - TRO4A01 16:45:38 1o
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State Commission felt that the Appellants are not
falling under any particular existing category, then the
State Commission ought to have applied its mind and |
provided for a new category and given them a
competiﬁvé tariff having regard to the purpose for
which the electricity is used by them.

(v} The State Commission may classify the
hospitals, educational institutions and spiritual
organisations which are service oriented and put them

in a separate category for the purpose of determination

of tariff.

(vi} We feel that the re-categorisation should be
implemented by the State Commission in the next Tariff |
Order which is yet to be passed for the following

reasons’

(i) FY 2008-09 and FY 2009-10 are already
over and tariff has been collected by the

Distribution Licensees as per the respective Tariff
Orders.

(ii} The Hon'ble Supréme Court has granted
stay on some of the Judgments issued by this

Tribunal for the FY 2008-09 in similar matters.

s Downloaded on - 1200472013 16:45:36
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(itiy The tariff shock and increase in cross
subsidy for FY 2009-10 for the above customer
categories will depend on the outcome of the
above Appeals pending before the FHon'ble
Supreme Court for Tariff for FY 2008-09.

58.  Inview of our findings, we direct the Commission
to take note of our observations in the above paragraphs

and pass consequential orders in these matters.”

4 The learned counsel appearing for the Respondeits
subrmitted that the Petitioners have alternate remedy of approaching
the forum for redressal of grievance set our under Section eé.';%{f‘"}).of
the Elecwicity Act 2003. The learned counsel also relied Hpon a

decision of Supreme Court in the case of Maharashtra State

Electricity Distribution Co, Ltd, V. Liovds Steel Industries Ltd.’.

5 However, the aforesaid preliminary contestion cannot
be upheld. The forumn for redressal can only redress a grievance in
accordance with the category specified hy the State Commission and
the forum for redressal of grievance cannot direct the Siate
Commission to amend the definition of “Public Setvices”, which is a

newly created category.

AR ZOUE SUPREME COURT 1904

S
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6 It is necessary to note that direction was that the State

Comiumission may classify the Hospitals, Educational Institutions and

&& Spiritual Organisations which are service oriented and put them in a

separate category for the purpose ¢ gf determination of ariff. In view
of the fact that these very Petiﬁmiefs were before the Appellate
Tribupal and the Tribunal held that the State Commmissipn
Respondent No.1 herein erred in classifving them into commercial
category following mechanical approach and that the Tribusal
further directed the State Commission to classity Hospitals,
Edacatonal Imsticutions and Spiritual Organizations which are
service oriented separately and to put them in a separate category for
determination of tariff, it necessarily required the State Commission
to classify Spiritual Organizations alse in a separate categnry along
with the Hospitals and FEducational Institutions. However, the
category of “Public Service™ provided for by Maharashira Electricity
Regulatory Cormmission Respondent No.1 herein reads as, “HT 1X-
Public Services” and has included the following Institutions in the
definition “this tariff shall be applicable to the Educationia_]
Institutions, Hospitals, Dispensaries, Primary Health Care (.lenteés,

Pathology Lahoratories,....”

7 In view of the order of the Appellate Tribunal requiring
the State Cominission to classify Spiritual Organizations which are
service oriented also in a special Ccategory along with Hospitals and
Educadonal Institutions as “Public Services”, these Writ Petitions

are allowed and Respondent No.1 is directed to include Spiritual

0 Downioaded on . 12/04/2013 16:45:36 -
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Organisations which are service oriented as falling within the
definition of the newly created category “HT IX-Public Servicos”,
Thereatter, Respondent No.2 shall take the necessary steps in light of
the amended definition of the public services. Since the Tariff order
creates the new category of HT IX — Public Services with effé*::t
from 1 August, 2012, the amendment of the definition shall also be

given effect from 1 August 2012.

& Once the tariff is amended in compliance with the
direction of the Appellate Tribunal for Electricity, thereafter
Respondent No.2 will consider the anplicability of the tariff to the
case of each of the Petitioners herein.

9 The Writ Petitions are disposed of in the ahove terms.

(CHIEF JUSTICE)

(ANOOP V. MOHTA, J.)

N Downboaded on . 12/04/2013 HASIRE -




IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY,
APPELLATE SIDE, '
AT BOMBAY

WRIT PETITION NO. OF 2013
FROM DISTRICT - PUNE

Shri. Yogesh Thakkar
PETITIONER
VERSUS
The Charity Commissioner
And others
' RESPONDENTS

MEMO OF WRIT PETITION

ADVOCATE FOR THE PETITIONER
PLACE: BOMBAY
DATED:

96/8816/Pratima
Shyam.7-5-2013
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