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GBC EFEINDINGS

INTRODUCTION

The following is & summary of the GBC deciasion on my
case. I had been pressuring the GBC to rectify Ham for
nearly aix montha before they finally realized I waa
aerious about going to the media for juatice. I apent
many hours on the phone with Rupanugs and he
generally sympathized with me but at the same time
continually admitted that there wasn‘t much the GBC
could do teo influence Ham since he was legally
independent from ISKCON. Therefore their paper falls
more in the catagory of moral and friendly advice to
Ham. In fact, because all of ISKCON will be implicated
in my exposs, Ham became very unpopular with the GBC for
causing m@ to take up this banner.

Findings of the Privilege Committee in the Matter of
Sulocana das Adhikari and Srila Kirtanananda Maharaja.

Compiled by Rupanuga Daa, acting secretary for the
Privilege committee.

Section II, Jurisdiction:

Herein the GBC Privilege committee states that as yet
ISKCON has no judicial committees to handle such
domastic affairs on the local level and so they will:
address the problem themselves:

“In the meantime, until auch a system is actually
implemented, as well as a2 body of general principlea
regarding the confuct, management, etc., of ISKCON, it’s
varioua branches and organizations and it’a individueal
members, the PC retains jurisdiction to address such
issues as presently before it, with the objective of
reaching fair decisions in the light of general
principles based upon sastra (acripture).”™

Section ITY, General principlesa:

Thia section is the philocsophical part and ia fully
covered in Appendix 22 of our book; The Guru Business.
Herein wae will only bring ocut the essence of it. In
reference to my argument, they state:

“The point that Srila Prabhupada waa saspecial, a nitya
asiddha, eternally liberated pure devotee and cannot be
imitatd by hia disciplea ia certainly true: but thia is
not an appropriate argument in thia case. It ia true

that no one can claim the infallibility or purity of
Srila Prabhupada, but asuch perfection or equality is not
required to perform the duties of diksha guru in
ISKCON."” (pg.4)

This is the most important statement in their
document. In our acriptures, Srila Prabhupada very
clearly atates, paraphrased:

“Unless one is on the level of the great liberated
devoteea such aa Haridas Thakur, Narada NMuni, or one who
is especially empowered to broadcast the glories of the
Lord all over the world (referring to himaelf), and is
thua completely beyond material sex deasire, no one can
imitate such devoteesa by either giving shelter to, or
accepting service from, women.' (Srimad Bhagavatanm,
7.7.14) .

In essence, what thia atatement meana, ia that unlesasa
one ia completely beyond sex deaire himaelf, he cannot
have any intimate connection with any women other than
ia own wife and family membera. For a sannyaai (celibate
monk) thare are hundreda of direct quotea atating they
cannot even look at, or talk to, women. Thia point ia
very clear in our philosophy which ie why the GBC was
not able to give any explanation aa to why they are
herein denying it. Their only rationalization ia that aa
long as ISKCON’s gurus are acting purely they can
imitata Prabhupadea. The problem with this logic is that
the GBC, and eapecially Rupanuga, knows perfectly well
that ISKCON’a gurus are not beyond sex desire.

Next the GBC goea on the describe the gualificationsa
for being an jdeal huaband and guru to one’as wife. This
neana he must strictly adhere to all of the rules and
regulations laid down for disciplea of Srila Prabhupada.
They state that unless a husband is such a pure devotee,
his wife can leave hinm:

“A husband who does not act as a bona fide grehastha
(householder) cannot expect his wife to continue to
respect him or be obediant to him. Such an unfortunate
wife is certainly justified in seeking protection from
her spiritual authorities (a temple president),
including her guru.* (pg. S)

In other words, if a husband is not completely
perfect in following the strict rules and regulations,
his wife need not reapect him. This is an outragous
travesty of our philocsophy which is8 made very clear in
our book. They do admit that firat some efforte musast be
made to rectify such a wayward husband:



“In other words, all gravity, caution, discretion,
compassion, good judgement, and patience must be
exercised by advanced Vaisnavas in all such
circumstances, so as to help strengthen and encourage
bona fide family life in ISKCON. In general, a husband
aust be consulted before a guru agreea to accept a
rarried woman as his disciple.*™ (pg.s

One of the main reasons Ham was found guilty of
wife-stealing by the GBC was because he made no attempt
whatsoever to councel either of us regarding the
difficulties we were having. That’s because the only
difficulty was his claim on ay wife’s aoul.

“The Godbrothers should be friends; even if the
husband ie the younger Godbrrother, he should not be
treatad as if he were another disciple.” (pg.6)

Ham directly told me that if I wanted mny wife back,
I would have to surrender to him.

"Even if an accusetion is substantiated, public
propaganda may not be justified if such propaganda will
destroy any hope of ractification for future spiritual
life of any individual. Special care must be exercised
when criticizing a aenior devotee in ISKCON since such
criticism, if not judicious, may undermine the faith of
the members and/or disciples. To criticize a guru, right
or wrong, in front of his disciples is an example of
creating havoc and must be shunned." (Pg.6)

This point ia valid except for one thing; The GBC
does not do it’s job of policing the Society. Therefore
these "gurus" had been getting away with all kinds of
corrupt behavior. For example, the "guru" who recently
confessaed to being engaged in homosex was never
rectified by the GBC despite overwhelming evidence that
he was sexually active. Now, the over 1000 "*disciples”
of that bogus guru are mad as hell that they had been
misled into devoting themsalves to that man. The GBC was
not saying or doing anything so as to not "undermine the
faith of the disciples."™ :

Section IV, Specific complaintas

“Srila Kirtananande Maharaja has formally requeated
the PC to investigate the widely distributed allegations
and blaasphemies against -him by Sulocana das Adhikari,
which are creating & apivitual disturbance in ISKCON.
Kirtanananda Maharaj wanted to be cleared by the PC of
the allegationa, or if not, he wanted the PC to make

recommendations againat him.* (pg.8)

Herein Ham is claiming that he will abide by the
decision of the PC but when they told him to apologize
to me and arrange that my sons are returned, he
completely ignored them. So natually I increased ny
propaganda against Ham.

Section V, Concenaus:

(Typed out in its entirety.)

“The following concensus has been raeached by applying
the general principles as cutlined above to the
aspecifica of the present complaint.

We find abhorent the blasphemous and insinuating
language; as well ae& the prematurely broadcasted and
unsubsatantiated allegations against Kirtanananda
Maharaja, Srila Bhaktipada (Ham), by Sriman Sulocana Das
Adhikari. Although not included in hia formal complaint
to thea GBC/PC, the allegations made by Sulocana das in
lettera and papera diatributed widely in ISKCON, have
merely served to demean, slander and blaspheme the
character of Srila Bhaktipada in a manner unprecedented
in the history of ISKCON. Such unsubstantiated
allegations, easpecially when accompanied with blashheny,
is clearly Vaianava (devotee) aparada (offense) to the
highest degree. Accordingly, such vengance againat a
Vaisnava can only be forgiven by the Vaisnava and no one
else, even if the offense ias committed by another
devotee whose complaint may have merit. Thus, any
complaint, legitimate or nt, becomes distasteful and
diasgusting to one’s brahminical (priestly) sense when
over-shadowed by blasphemy and invective. Sulocana daa
ashould, therefore, aeek forgiveness from Srila
Bhaktipada for his offenses.

Another serious breach of Vaisnava etiquette haa
occured. Although seemingly unimportant in extent when
compared to the above, it nevertheless touches upon the
very basic right of an individual member of ISKCON--the
volunteering of oneself and one’s family members in the
service of ISKCON, as well as the ideal relationahip
between husband and wife in the householder ashranm
(order), and even addresses the responeibilities of a
guru in ISKCON.

It was an injudicious mistake to initiate the wife of
Sulocana das without his knowledge or voluntary
acceptance. There is no evidence that he agreed with her
initiation or actualy recommended to anyone that she be



TTHE GURU BUSINESS®

HOW CONSPIRACY & DECEIT PARALYZED THE HARE KRISHNA MOVEMENT

Based on the peraonal letters of:
Hig Divine Grace .
A.C. BHAKTIVEDANTA SWAMI PRABHUPADA
by Sulocana das

CONTENTS

DEDICATICN TO SRILA PRABHUPADA
PREFACE
INDEX TO THE PERSONAL LETTERS . -

CH.1

CH.2

CH.3

CH.4

CH.S

CH.6

CH.7

“THEY WILL JUST BE SHOWBOTTLE"--Purity ia the
force behind a genuine spiritual movement.
Prabhupada predicted his *“leaders" would not
live up to the standards he personally set. p.6

“DO NOT DISHONOR ME"“--How the perascnal ambition
of the GBC has ruined the society, bringing
dishonor to Prabhupada’s name and legacy. p.i0

“CHEAP GURUS, CHEAP DISCIPLES“--The truth about
the spiritual master. How becoming a bona fide
guru is not by appointment, but by & lifetime of
sincere hard work and devotion. p.21

“WHAT IS YOUR PHILOSOPHY?"--The first step to
sanity! A logical and scriptural confrontation. p31

*“JUST TO CHASTIZE THE EVIL DOERS"--Srila Prabhupada
was not a sentimentalist. Rather he taught that
violence igs cften necessary to combat evil. All
else failing, it may be necessary to use force to
stop the *“guru' imposition in ISKCON. p.36

“LET THEM DIG THEIR OWN GRAVES"--This famous quote
by Sridhar Maharaja is one of hundreda of quotes
contradictory to Srila Prabhupada’s teachings,
that helped ISKCON’s appointed “gurus" to “dig
their own graves.” Unfortunately, ISKCON got
buried as well. p.41

“A VERY HUMAN STORY"--PLANTING THE WEED--How the
“authorized"™ biography of ISKCON’s founder
minimizes the qualifications of a true saint,
thereby giving full reign to charlatans eager to
profit from their *“guru business.™ p.48

CH.

CH.

CH.

14,
is.
1é6.
17.

i8.
i9.
20.
21.
22.
23.
24.
2S.

ANY
INT

212

8 “THE CONSPIRACY"--A running history showing the
most important events of the takeover and the
efforts made to thwart it, beginning in 1977.
(incomplete)

9 "ISKCON WOMEN: PROTECTED OR EXPLOITED?"--How
ISKCON leadera manipulate women for their own
selfish purposes resulting in the Society’s
incredibly high divorce rate. Also the reason
Prabhupada gave the sannyasa (celibate monk)
order or life to sexually immature men. p.S54

10 “A CRAZY MAN"--KIRTANANANDA *SWAMI'*: The first in
a series of exposes on corrupt ISKCON *“gurus.*
The story of his 1967-68 attempt to usurp the
Society. Includes the truth about hies “Palace
OF GOLD" tourist attraction in West Virginia. p.75

APPENDIXES:

RAMESVARA LETTER TO TRIVIKRAMA ON BOGUS GURUS.

RAMESVARA’S ADMISSIONS: HIS 1980 STATEMENT.

1980 & 1981 GBC REPORT--BLEEDING HEARTS DOCUMENT.

THE PANCHADRAVIDA CONFESSION.

LETTER OF RADHANATHA DAS TO HIS *"GURU," SATSVARUPA.

DETAILS THE PLIGHT OF THE EXPLOITED NEW DISCIPLES.

RECENT LETTERS EXPOSING THE INSANITY OF HARIKESHA.

THE RELIGION PEDDLERS: ARTICLE ON BRAINWASHING

ROHINI KUMAR SWAMI’S PAPER ON “REGULAR GURUS."

TAMAL KRSNA’S CONFESSION AT TOPANGA CANYON.

1978 GBC REPORT ON WOMEN SEXPLOITATION TECHNIQUES.
LETTERS ON BHAGAVAN DAS.

MAHARA DASI--ABORTION & ILLICIT SEX AT NEW VRINDABAN
ISKCON CLASS ACTION DOCUMENT

THE HANSADHUTTA STORY.

THE SATSVARUPA STORY.

SATSVAUPA LETTER TO SUKADEVA--EXCERPTS.

EXCERPTS FROM PURITY IS THE FORCE. GBC DOCUMENT
DESIGNED TO EXPOSE SRIDHAR MAHARAJA THAT BACKFIRED.
INTERVIEW ON THE SUBTLE SEX' LIFE OF HRYDAYANANDA.
EXCERPTS FROM PAPERS CIRCULATED AT NV, SEPT.16,1985.
THE REAL MAY & JUNE *“APPOINTMENT" TRANSCRIPTS.

GBC DOCUMENT THAT RATIONALIZES DESTROYING MARRIAGES.
REBUTTAL TO THE ABOVE. .

RUPANUGA’S LETTER TO SATSVARUPA ON BOGUS GURUS.
BHAVANANDA’S CONFESSION OF AUG. 21, 198S.
INTERVIEW--WOMEN’S SEXPLOITATION AT NEW VRINDABAN.
GLOSSARY

DEVOTEES WITH A STORY QR LETTER THAT MAY BE OF
EREST TO OUR READERS, PLEASE MAIL IT TO,
Devotee MAccess Services
4 KITTREDGE #32, BERKELEY, CA 94704



S

initiated. To the contrary, the evidence indicates that,
although he was considering it, in the light of
unfortunate experiences with the then initiating guru in
London, he wanted to wait until after he arrived in New
Vrindaban. :

It is a matter of honeat and judicious relations and
good faith between Godbrothera that an initiated
diaciple of Srila Prabhupada be consulted before hias
wife is initiated by ancther Godbrother. It is in the
cooperative spirit enunciated by Srila Prabhupada that
the guru have an established or at least cordial
relation with the husband of a prospective disciplae
(this, in our opinion, is a good gereral policy toward
all householders).

A husband and wife should be treated as one unit by
apiritual authorites, not separately, even though either
husband or wife may be having spiritual difficulties, in
which case patient preaching is first in order. We
question whether it is either practical or prudent to
take the resposibility for initiation of either husband
or wife without confirming the opinion of *“the other
half.*”

In thia particular incident, the wife was in NV only
a few waeks and the husband was already committed, in a
positive way, to come there ahortly. The evidence
indicates that he had in good faith and confidence
entrusted his wife to the care of the management in NV
and that he fully intended to try to settle there. Even
if Sulocana’s wife claimed that she had been following
the regulative principles and chanting sixteen rounds
(prescribed daily meditation for initiates) for aix
months, since she was virtually unknown to the apiritual
authorites at NV, most certainly the husband should have
personally vouchad for the qualifications of his wife.
Also, there was no attempt on the part of NV to consult
with any previous spiritual authorities, which was
certainly in order, especially since Sulocana had
himself not been in NV since 1975, at which time he was
unmarried.

For thease reasona, aa well as the principlea
explained in wmore datail in Section Three, we cannot
accept the argument that there ia no specific reference
in aaastra (scripture) requiring a guru to obtain the
approval from a husband to initiate hia wife, or that
such approval was not required in the specific case
herein discussed. Rather, we find that it would have
been far wiser to do 8o, both as a matter of practical
saatric purport or application and as a matter of

. 6

general management policy. The mistake or failure to do
a0 should be acknowledged by Kirtanananda Maharaja.
Sulocana das should at once deaist hia attack upon Srila
Bhaktipada and Srila Bhaktipada should in turn
immediately arrange for Sulocana’s association with his
two aona. That ia our opinion.

This concensus is not to be construed aa legal advice
to any party, but is formulated on the basias of
scriptural authority and the ecclesiaatical authority
reaiding in the PC as appointed by the GBC,"

The reason they didn’t recommend that Ham return my
wife as well is because he’d already alloted her to one
of his followera, Raghunatha. That was the reason Ham
couldn’t heed their advice. He knew Jane would not
tolerate loosing her sona and at the aama time, ashe was
already pregnant by her new paramour. So Ham’s reaponce
was to bury his’ face in the asand and hope I would just
go away.



