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MAJ LIS GURDWARA MALAYSIA
MALAYSIAN GURDWARAS COUNCIL

No.7A, Jalan Haji Salleh Sentul, 51100 Kuala Lumpur
Tel: 603-4050 2329 Fax: 603-4043 5028
Email : gurdwaracouncil@gmail.com (Reg, No: 777/88)

TO: President/Secretary
All Gurdwaras , Date : 8" Oct 2016

Waheguru Ji Ka Khalsa
Waheguru Ji Ki Fateh,

Re: Reply to the letter from SGGS Academy dated 1* Sep 2016

The Academy letter has relied on 8 attachments.

a)

There is only ONE attachment from Sri Akaal Takht (AT) dated 6-6-2008 (No
3/08/3143). This is the only one that can be relied on because it comes from a
Takht that is authorized to issue Mattas, Gurmattas, Hukamnamas and Adesh.

The other 4 Takhts (Sri Keshgarh Sahib , Sri Harmandir Patna Sahib, Sri Hazur
Abchalnagar Sahib and Sri Damdama Sahib) are regional and subservient to AT
and cannot issue any Hukamnama. Matta, Gurmatta or Adesh. Only AT can do so.

All the Hukamnamas, etc to date have only been issued by and from AT. The
websites of the other 4 Takhts show that there is not a single Hukamnama. etc
issued by them.

A recent example should suffice. Even though Baba Ram Rahim Sacha Sauda, who
had caused great transgression against the Sikh Faith including declaring himself as
Guru, creating own Amrit and appointing Seven Pyares and who came under
authority of Takht Damdama Sahib (as located only 5 KM from Takht), was
nevertheless called by AT to attend before it and a Hukamnama issued against

him. The letter granting “*Maafi” for Baba Ram Rahim was also issued by AT
(although it had to be withdrawn later due to widespread refusal by Sikhs to accept
this “*Maalfi” letter, due to Non-compliance with Maryada).

As explained above, only AT has the authority to issue Gurmattas, etc and thus the
other 7 attachments from the other 4 Takhts and other body’s are to be REJECTED

totally. At most they amount to testimonials only.




The said 4 Takhts are also bound by the PANTHIC ordained SRM. The PANTH to date
has not accepted Dasam Granth (earlier called “Bachittar Natak™, ie. Strange Dramas) as
being writings of Sri Guru Gobind Singh Ji. Only JAAP, 10 Sawayyeh & Benti Chaupai
(which are also found in DG) have been accepted as Nitnem Banis by the Panth.

By RESOLUTION No. 36672 dated 3-8-1973 passed by SGPC on the authority and
advice of Jathedar AT, “Chrithro Pakhyan™ that is inscribed in DG has been declared as
not Dashmesh Bani but ancient Hindu Mythology [ See Appendix-A] AND Sanggat Ji
“Chrithro Pakhyan forms more than 1/3 of DG amounting to 581 pages.

However Academy, in their letter dated 1-9-16 tried to confuse Sanggat by quoting part
only from “Gurmatta-1" dated 6-6-08 (see Appendix-C), in bold letters as follows:

* The whole Panth should be reminded that Sri Dasam Granth is an inseparable part
of Sikh History.....”

[ Note : the translation of relevant part should be *.....inseparable part of Sikh literature

and history”. the word “literature is omitted by Academy from their translation as
original Punjabi version reads *“ ATfa3 w3 fef3om e nifsuzet niar 37

Now., SANGGAT JI, surely the fact of DG being part of “Sikh literature and history” is
not same as declaring Dasam Granth (Bachittar Natak) Ji as Sri Guru Gobind Singh’s Bani
as was done in the opinions given in the attachments by the 4 Takhts. AT Gurmatta-1 (our
Appendix-C) quoted by Academy only says DG as “Sikh literature and history”. The
Gurmatta does not say DG is Dasmesh Bani but that it is part of Sikh Literature and
History. Thus DG is in same position as thousands of other Sikh Literature and Historical
Books.

In fact, * Chrithro Pakhyan™ which covers more than 1/3 of DG has been declared as
Hindu Mythology (Appendix A). Thus, the 4 Takhts have gone against this Resolution
and Panthic Sanctioned Sikh Reht Maryada which only incorporated JAAP, 10 Sawayyeh
and Benti Chaupai and thus are guilty of serious transgressions of the Sikh Faith.

EXTRACT From SRM (in Punjabi & English) attached as Appendix-B1,B2,B3 as to what
Bani to read.

Finally, the Gurmatta-1 (Appendix-C) clearly states :

“ iy wt 28 93T et Aew W3 AeH H A fE FArfon wt § et 9, fem a9 At
319 Jfg Arfog #t € g9v=9 99 fan 98 & Yo of di=3T Ar Axer |7

[ Translation :
Guruship has been bestowed only on SGGS Ji, due to this, no other Granth
“Parkash™ can be done in like manner with SGGS Ji |.

This Gurmatta is also in line with provision in SRM at No. # 8(7) ““ At ad g mrfog it |
TI ( 3® ) foai yAsR @ nimEUs Bt F96T |7

o



NOTE: (1) “Parkash™ of SGGS Ji will include reading the Gurbani from it, and where

there is such “Parkash”, it is then known as DARBAR of SGGS Ji (Living
Guru of the Sikhs).
When there is Parkash of SGGS Ji, then no “Parkash of any other Granth
can be done in the same Darbar, let alone next to it.

(2)  Gurmatta-1 (Appendix C) “nry #t F I3 et A=H M3 S At arg g
mfoa w3 et 3, fow aea 1t @ o Afow 7 @ sovES 9 ot afE
YaH &t dlIST 7T AdE |

[ Translation:
From Guru Ji Gurta Gaddi was bestowed only and only on SGGS Ji. Due to this, no
other Granth can be installed “Parkash™ like and par with SGGS Sahib Ji.]

(3)  Appendix-D shows, *“ Parkash of DG” next to Dhan Sri Guru Granth Sahib
Ji, although it is about 1 inch lower. This is the Greatest Beadbi by the
“Babas’ shown in the photograph. They have gone against the HUK AM of
Sri Guru Gobind Singh Ji “Sabh Sikhan Ko Hukam Hai Guru Manio
Granth™.

[ Sanggat should be alert to this. This appears to be the goal of the
promoters of DG.]

The balance 7 attachments (other than attachment from AT which has been dealt with at

(a) above) are considered briefly below:

(b)

(c)

(d)

One attachment is a letter dated 22-7-16 from Takht Sri Patna Sahib, Bihar.

This Takht has itself contravened the Gurmatta-1 of Akal Takht dated 6-6-08
(Appendix-C) and SRM [chapter [V at (e)] by installing the Dasam Granth
(Bachittar Natak — Strange Dramas) on par and beside the Sri Guru Granth Sahib Ji.

Takht Patna Sahib is run by a Board appointed by the State Government. This
may have something to do with its refusal to abide by the Gurmatta-1 and SRM.

One attachment is a letter dated 27-7-16 from Takht Sri Hazur Sahib, Maharastra.
This Takht has itself contravened the Gurmatta-1 of Akaal Takht dated 6-6-08
(Appendix C) and the SRM [chapter IV at ()] by installing the Dasam Granth
(Bachittar Natak) on par and beside the Sri Guru Granth Sahib Ji.

Takht Hazur Sahib is run by a Board and all the 15 members are appointed by the
Maharastra Government under the 1956 Maharastra Government Act. The
Hyderabad Government has full powers over the running of the Board. Thus, the
Jathedar is subservient to the State Government.

One attachment is a letter dated 5-8-16 from Takht Damdama Sahib. This letter is
addressed to the Academy and is in opinion form. The latter contains derogatory
remarks against the MGC using such words as * nindak’™ and “malesh”. Such
language is unbecoming of a Takht.

The opinion expressed in the letter goes against Gurmatta-1 (Appendix C) and the
SRM and is to be completely rejected.

(98]



(¢)  One attachment is an undated News Report of Sewadar Jagtar Singh allegedly
supporting the Dasam Granth. For every sewadar who supports the Dasam Granth,
there are equal number who reject it. This attachment is to be completely rejected
as contravening Gurmatta-1 (Appendix-C) and SRM.

() There are two attachments, both dated 21-7-2016 from Damdami Taksal. These
letters clearly contravene Gurmatta-1 (Appendix C), SRM and Appendix-A and are
to be completely rejected.

(g)  One attachment letter dated 29-7-16 is from Takht Sri Keshgarh Sahib. The opinion
expressed that there is a need to do katha and kirtan of Dasam Granth is
irreconcilable with Gurmatta-1 (Appendix-C, SRM and Appendix-A) and is to be
rejected.

Thus, the attachments referred to at (b) to (g) above are opinions of the Takhts
mentioned, the Damdami Taksal and of individuals. They are all to be rejected as going
against Panthic Parvanak SRM and being in contravention of Gurmatta-1 (Appendix-C)
and Appendix-A which states “Chrithro Pakhyan’ which forms more than 1/3 of Dasam
Granth is NOT Sri Guru Gobind Singh Ji’s Bani.

The MGC responsibility is to defend the Panthic Parvanak Sikh Reht Maryada which
is the result of 14 years of hard labour before it was approved and printed. The Panthic
discipline is the basis of the SRM.

[t is in accordance with SRM that Sikh ceremonies are being conducted world-wide. In
addition to SRM, the MGC is also guided by Appendix-A (ie. Resolution declaring
“Chrithro Pakhyan™ as NOT Sri Guru Gobind Singh’s Bani which forms more than 1/3 of
Dasam Granth, Appendix-C that is Gurmatta-1 dated 6-6-08 of Akaal Takht and Akaal
Takht directive letter dated 16-6-16 (Appendix-E) which amongst others, states that all are
required to stand guard and be vigilant to defend the SRM ( Note : Akaal Takht directive
letter has already been sent to Gurdwaras earlier).

The MGC re-iterates that it has no qualms above those who want to read the Dasam
Granth outside a Gurdwara as literature and history. In the Gurdwara, the SRM Ethics and
code of conduct must be followed which is sanctioned by the Panth and followed world-
wide.

Below. is now detailed para by para Response to Academy letter dated 1-9-16.

l. The MGC reiterates its position that the two Video Clips of sewadar Igbal Singh
recorded by the Academy DO NOT amount to a MATTA, GURMATTA or
ADESH. ONLY the Akaal Takht has the authority to do so. There is a proper
protocol for issuing Gurmattas that have not been followed.

MOST IMPORTANTLY, the advice of these videos CONTRAVENES the
provisions of the SRM with regard to the position of Dasam Granth. Equally
importantly, Sewadar Igbal Singh and the Takht of Patna are in VIOLATION of
the SRM themselves by doing Parkash of the DG. They are thus in NO position to
advise the Sikhs in general about Maryada. The MGC therefore rejects in total the



contents of both videos and calls upon the Gurdwaras to stick to the SRM
provisions.

The Sikh Societies (MGC, KDM, SNSM, Melaka Vidyala and Tatt Khalsa), at a
meeting held on 7-08-2016 had passed a unanimous resolution rejecting these 2
video clips as being in contravention of Protocol, Procedure and the SRM.

The position of the SRM on Nitnem banis is very clear. Three are from outside the
Sri Guru Granth Sahib Ji and accepted by the SRM namely Jaap, Sawayyeh and
Chaupai (as part of Rehras). The attempt by the Academy to include OTHER
RACHNAS such as Chaubees Avtar, Chrithro Pakhyaan, Akaal Ustat, and Chandi
Di Vaar IN BRACKETS is both devious and dubious. These rachnas are all
controversial and NOT accepted by the SRM. Only the THREE compositions are
accepted.

Academy has questioned Resolution 36672 dated 4-8-1973 that declares "Chrithro
Pakhyaan™ is NOT the composition of Sri Guru Gobind Singh Ji but is a copy of
old Hindu Methodology on the basis that it is signed by the Assistant Secretary of
SGPC. This is a dubious attempt on the Academy part. The opening paragraph
clearly says that this letter is being written "upon the agreement of the Singh
Sahiban of Sri Darbar Sahib AND the Jathedar of the Akaal Takht. This letter has
NEVER been retracted, corrected, rectified or changed by Akaal Takht. These
Resolution is therefore valid and to be followed.

The MGC agrees with the Academy that Sri Akaal Takht Gurmatta dated 6-6-08
is valid. From all the EIGHT Attachments that were enclosed in your 10 page long
letter, this is the ONLY one that can be relied on because it comes from a Takht
that is authorized to issue MATTAS, GURMATTAS, and HUKUMNAMAS.

This Gurmata says clearly in the last line: GURTA GADDI [S ONLY AND
ONLY ACCORDED TO SRI GURU GRANTH SAHIB JI. FOR THIS REASON,
THERE CANNOT BE A PARKASH OF ANY GRANTH BESIDE THE SRI
GURU GRANTH SAHIB JI.

The MGC does NOT partake in debates about the authenticity or otherwise of the
Dasam Granth. Your actions of going around the country and prodding Gurdwara
Parbandhaks to hold so called "Darbar Patshai 10" is regrettable because it is
splitting the Sikh community in Malaysia. There is only ONE DARBAR and that is
the DARBAR OF THE SRI GURU GRANTH SAHIB JI.

The MGC has been forwarded recordings in which Academy is using the language
of divisiveness, hatred and contempt towards those who do not agree with their
stand on the Dasam Granth. Academy has on Gurdwara stages, called their
distracters as being “those who were shot and killed by the arrows of Guru Gobind
Singh Ji, went to hell after that, and came back in this life form as Sikhs to be
critics of Dasam Granth." This is the language of those who cannot reason and have
no valid arguments. They use such mystic things to frighten simple folks.



In fact, you can be said to have gone against the hukam of Sri Guru Gobind Singh
Ji when Guru Ji after bowing before SGGS Ji and bestowing Guruship on this Holy
Granth, had declared * SABH SIKHAN KO HUKAM HAI GURU MANIO
GRANTH”.

Guru Ji had bowed and installed Guruship on SGGS Ji in presence of Sanggat, so
that there can be no doubt in the mind of Sanggat which Guru Granth was meant.

GURU GOBIND SINGH JI had not mentioned anything about BACHITTAR
NATAK which was earlier name of DG (Dasam Granth).

There is also a resolution No. 36672 (Appendix-A) from SGPC declaring “Chrithro
Pakhyan™ that is inscribed in Dasam Granth as not Dasmesh Bani and which forms
more than 1/3 of DG. There is also no Gurmatta or Matta from AT declaring DG
SO.

Despite the above, you and some other followers are declaring whole DG as
Dasmesh Bani. [s there a hidden agenda behind it. When Giani Igbal Singh
declared similar opinion in the 2 video clips, it was understandable. As without
declaring the whole of DG as Dasmesh bani, the DG could not be installed in Patna
Sahib.

Not only you have gone against SRM and the Resolution, but also against Dasam
Pita HUKAM itself.

We thus disagree with you, when you claim that you are "providing the meanings
of the wondrous compositions contained in the Dasam Granth". If such hatred filled
messages is what YOU mean to be "wondrous" then we shudder to think of the
consequences of your actions.

The MGC position on the Chrithro Pakhyan is as stated by Resolution 36672 dated
4-8-1973 that declares "Chrithro Pakyaan is NOT the composition of Sri Guru
Gobind Singh Ji but is a copy of old Hindu mythology". That the content of the
hundreds of Chirtrars is sexual, derogatory to woman and erotic is based on the
views of scholars who have studied and translated them.

The language that "No BOOK can be placed on par of the SGGS" is taken directly
from the SRM. The Punjabi word used in Para 4 (h) is "Pustak." A Pustak is a
book. Finding fault with MGC for using accurate language derived from the SRM
is deceptive.

The MGC maintains its position that Takht Sri Patna Sahib, Bihar stands in direct
and full violation of the Gurmatta of Akaal Takht dated 6.6.08 and of SRM Part
4(h) by installing the Dasam Granth beside the Sri Guru Granth Sahib Ji. Your
argument that the DG is placed LOWER than the Guru Granth Sahib is
mischievous and dubious. The KEY word in the Akaal Takht Gurmatta dated
6.6.08 is that "there can be NO PARKASH of any other book when there is already
a Parkash of SGGS Ji."
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10.

One wonders, if, by advocating such logic, you have actually given away your real
agenda - which is to do the parkash of the DG in Malaysian Gurdwaras on
platforms that are "lower" than that of the SGGS. If this indeed is your agenda, be
forewarned that you are on an extremely dangerous path.

The story of Prof Sarabjit Singh Dhunda that you have appended in para 8 is totally
irrelevant to the point that the Parkash of DG is in full contravention of the SRM.
The MGC therefore sees no need to comment.

The MGC congratulates you on the sewa of having taught the SGGS to many Sikhs
over the past decade. The MGC will stand with you and offer you any assistance
that is within its means to continue to do so. However, if it becomes clear that your
true and real agenda was / is in promoting the Dasam Granth in ways that are
contravening of the SRM, rest assured that the MGC will rally Sikhs in Malaysia
and Gurdwaras in the country to oppose your anti SRM efforts.

The MGC disagrees with your position in para 9. We maintain that anyone who
says the SGGS needs to be complemented by any other book, granth, rachna etc is
insulting the SGGS. The SGGS is 100% complete with ALL spiritual gems
contained within. VICH BANEE AMRIT SAREY.

The SRM allows the singing of the Vaars of Bhai Gurdas Ji and the Ghazals of
Bhai Nand Lal ji as kirtan. These two are specifically mentioned with the
EXCLUSION of ALL else. The word used in the SRM for the bani of these two
Sikhs is "VIAKHIYA SAROOP RACHNA" Their rachnas are NOT considered
GURBANI. They are thus NOT complementary but explanatory. Their
explanations come from within the parameters of the SGGS, and not OUTSIDE
TEXTS.

The MGC takes note of the attachments you enclosed. We have commented on
their validity in terms of SRM and Maryada above. We reiterate that NO
ORGANIZATION OR BODY (NOT EVEN THE AKAAL TAKHT) has the
authority to overrule, contravene or go against the SRM. The SRM is PANTH
PARVANIT and acts as the constitution of Sikh Maryada.

Similarly NO ORGANIZATION OR BODY has the authority to CHANGE or
ALTER the SRM. A letter from the Akaal Takht dated 16/8/16 states in clear
terms that "no one has the authority to change even ONE WORD of the SRM". The
same letter states that any change in the SRM must go through the SAME process
that was adopted when the SRM was made. [See Appendix-E)

All the Mattas (and the two videos) that you enclosed are from the two Takhts that
have contravened the SRM. If you take the position that they are not contravening
but CHANGING the SRM or ADDING NEW provisions (relating to DG) or
MODIFYING THE SRM; then they are still null and void because these changes
did not go through the procedure outlined in the Akaal Takht letter of 16/8/16 and
has not also been included in the SRM.



12.

The MGC has not and has no intention of defaming anyone including Dhuma. His
position that 1170 pages of the DG could not have been written by Guru Gobind
Singh Ji was reported in the press for the whole world to see and read. The MGC
rightly went by this report.

[f he has changed his position the onus is on him to set the record straight publicly
for the whole world to see and read. If he chooses to write to you personally and
explain his new or corrected position, the MGC cannot be blamed; let alone
accused of defaming him.

The SRM Translation of the provisions for Kirtan provided by you is wrong. We
believe you are able to read the Punjabi version that is put on the same SGPC
website and know that the ORIGINAL SRM was written in Punjabi. We further
believe you know the English translation is not accurate, but chose to use it because
it fits your agenda. Doing so is dishonest for an organization that purports to
champion the SGGS ji.

The Punjabi Version states:

Far3 feu o935 o= qouet At fen & fenrfimr AgU e It goum At 3 et
d€ & it & St ' J Ager I

The correct translation. In the sangat Kirtan ONLY of Gurbani and its explanatory
rachna of Bhai Gurdas Ji and Bhai Nand Lal Ji's bani is to be performed.

Your translation is: In the sangat Kirtan only of Gurbani (Guru Granth's or Guru
Gobind Singh's hymns) and its explanatory rachna of Bhai Gurdas Ji and Bhai
Nand Lal Ji’s bani is to be preformed.

You have obviously added the words in brackets and in bold on your own. Who
gave anybody the authority to add the bracket and the words in bold?

Anyway a sensible reading even of the English translation will be that “Guru
Gobind Singh’s hymns™ must be found from within the SRM, which has been
stated as JAAP, 10 Sawayyeh & Benti Chaupai. These are the only ** Guru Gobind
Singh’s hymns” stated in the SRM

The MGC reiterates that NO ORGANIZATION OR BODY has the authority to
change EVEN ONE WORD of the SRM without going through the due process
that is outlined in the Akaal Takht letter of 16/8/16.

You seem to be relying on the fact that the above provision on Kirtan in the SRM
has been violated in all the 5 Takhts, in the Harmandar Sahib and elsewhere. To
expect the MGC to sanction the violation of the SRM because others are violating
is an irresponsible expectation. A violation is a violation. Responsible Sikhs would
aspire to STOP such violations (even if they are committed at the Takhts) and not
JOIN the violators by emulating them or celebrating their violations.



14.

13.

[f such was the argument then someone accused of running a red light may as well
tell the judge "but five other committed the same violation." We know what the
outcome of such an argument will be.

[t is irresponsible to blame the MGC for what you term "unpleasant beginning to
the disruption" of your dubious Darbar Patshahi 10 programs. The MGC has no
intention of "disrupting" any function in the presence of the Sri Guru Granth Sahib
Ji.

In the event that the ugliness and disruptive actions relating to Dasam Granth that
in other countries including violence happen in Malaysia, the SGGS Academy
will be held solely responsible for it. The MGC's endeavor thus far has been to
advice Malaysian Gurdwaras to continue to support the SRM and enjoy the peace
and unity enjoyed thus far.

The ideas, arguments and views that you have presented in para 14 are absolutely
baseless and wild. An organization that claims to have taught thousands of Sikhs to
read the SGGS should have the decency to address Sikhs by their names in proper,
not ridicule a former Jathedar of the Akaal Takht, not make unfounded allegations,
not make defamatory statements against others simply because they disagree with
the stand taken by the Academy.

The views stated by you in para 15 are misguided. There is no question of MGC
usurping anyone's authority. The primary objective of the MGC, within the
purview of the issue at hand, is to abide by the SRM and extol Malaysian
Gurdwaras to do the same. The Takhts you mention are in contravention of the
SRM provisions and have thus lost their authority to advise Sikhs on matters of
Maryada. The MGC will maintain that NO ORGANIZATION OR BODY is above
the SRM under any condition whatsoever. The Baba Ram Rahim’s episode where
he was first issued a Hukamnama by Akaal Takht for transgressions against the
Sikh faith and later given a letter accepting “Maafi” and had to be withdrawn by the
Akaal Takht as being in contravention of Maryada and SRM proves that even
Takhts must follow Maryada and are bound by SRM.

The views stated by you in para 16 are defective. Please read Section V Article VI
of the SRM once again. The section defines Kirtan as the singing of Gurbani in
Rags. The MGC would like you to show us where is the word "PRESCRIBED
RAAGS" in the SRM. And where is the word "ONLY" as you have mentioned.
Please be advised that twisting and turning the SRM provisions to suit your
deceptive arguments reflects poorly on your integrity.

Where is the evidence when you say "NONE of the famous ragi jathas who visit
Malaysia adhere to this regulation." Such a statement is wild and derogatory to fine
ragis who endeavor to present their kirtan in raags.



17,

18.

19.

20.

The views stated in para 17 are based on your own interpretation of the said SRM
article, and your take on the parchar of various parcharaks, missionaries included.
The MGC hopes that in presenting such views, you are in no way suggesting that
the Academy is the only one with sole proprietorship to "correct" parchar. You are
free to rebut or counter them as much as they are free to counter and rebut your
views and positions. For the record MGC has received complaints that some
explanation on Gurbani given by yourself are invariably wrong, suggesting lack of
understanding of Gurbani.

The MGC is clear and aware of its roles and functions. We will continue to issue
circulars (and other forms of advice and action) to member Gurdwaras and the
Sikh sangat at large to help maintain the spiritual sanctity of the SGGS, the SRM
and to help ensure the peace and prosperity of our Gurdwaras in Malaysia. All
attempts to disrupt any or all of these by organizations within or outside will be
dealt with in accordance with the constitution of the MGC and with the support of
Gurdwaras.

The MGC is in full support of the slogan One Granth, One Panth. The basis of this
slogan is the Gurbani verse Eka Bani Ek Gur, Eko Shabad Vichar. To suggest that
this slogan is against the Bani of Bhai Gurdas ji and Bhai Nand Lal ji - as you have
done - is preposterous. No one has claimed that the bani of Bhai Gurdas Ji and Bhai
Nand Lal ji is Gurbani or is Guru.

The MGC is a member of the Global Sikh Council (GSC) and will continue to
remain so. The GSC has issued an official statement clarifying the allegations made
against it by sewadar Igbal Singh of Patna Sahib describing the allegations as
unfounded and baseless. MGC reiterates that sewadar Igbal Singh is himself in
violation of the SRM provisions relating to the Parkash of Dasam Granth and has
thus lost his moral authority to issue advice on Maryada matters to anyone.

The MGC acknowledges your efforts as outlined gloriously in para 20 of your
letter. However your attempt to describe members of the Dhram Parchaar
Committee of MGC as "troublemakers" and "who continuously churn and spew
offensive rhetoric" is mischievous and uncalled for and unethical. You can be
similarly labeled but we will not descend to your low.

As stated above a particular leader of the Academy is on tape for saying your
detractors were "shot and killed by the arrows of Guru Gobind Singh Ji, went to
hell after that, and came back in this life form as Sikhs to be critics of Dasam
Granth." Such rhetoric is offensive to the core and of the trouble making kind. The
MGC calls upon you to reign in your parcharaks and advise them not to spew such
venom in the sanggat in the presence of the Guru.

You are right in saying that Dasam Granth has never been an issue in Malaysia. For
hundreds of years that Sikhs and Gurdwaras have existed in Malaysia, Dasam
Granth was never raised as an issue. Gurdwaras in Malaysia have accepted the
SRM as their guiding light.



Your attempt to blame the Dasam Granth fiasco in Malaysia on others (who didn't
want to sing Deh Shiva etc) is entirely misguided. IF there is any one party to
blame for the split and disunity it will have to be the Academy. It is you who
brought this issue to our shores and are now bent on forcing it upon the sanggats of
this country. The MGC is at the moment acting and explaining through education.
There are already many calls received by MGC requesting MGC to act firmly in
the matter and at the moment MGC is restraining itself.

Your allegations that there "are serious concerns regarding the authenticity of
Amrit Sanchar etc" appear to be made up. There are no such concerns within the
sangat of any Gurdwara in Malaysia that MGC is aware of. [f there are concerns, it
is from sanggats who feel that some organizations in Malaysia are increasingly
beginning to actively undermine the SRM.

GENERAL

l.

The Gurdwaras are reminded to always follow and abide by the SRM which has
been accepted worldwide and to conduct their affairs in accordance with it. In
fact the Gurdwaras should be vigilant and stand guard to protect the SRM as
stated in the directive letter dated 16-06-2016 from Sri Akaal Takht (Appendix-
E)

The Gurdwaras should also take note of Appendix-A attached. This is from
SGPC and in accordance with the advice given by Akaal Takht Jathedar. By
Resolution No. 36672 dated 3/8/1973 ““chrithro Pakhyan™ has been declared as
not Guru Gobind Singh Bani but Hindu Methodology.

The Gurmata-1 dated 6-6-08 should also be noted (Appendix-C). Its effect is
that only Nitnem and Amrit Sanchar (ie JAAP, 10 Sawayyeh & Benti Chaupai)
Banis have been accepted and included in the SRM, which 3 Banis are also
found in Dasam Granth. No other part of DG has been accepted in SRM or by
any Hukamnama of Akaal Takht.

The testimonials given by the 4 Takht (other than AT) and referred to above are
to be completely rejected as going against Panthic Parvanak SRM & AT
directives.

The Academy is a Trust/Foundation. It is not a society and hardly has any
membership. Its full name is Sri Guru Granth Sahib Ji Academy but in the last
few months it has been actively preaching Dasam Granth in direct conflict with
its stated name and objective. The following Gurbani verses are quoted as
guidance on the matter.

(i) “Af39rg faer 99 a©t I FEt I ISt 3 SOt Af3Ag 5Y 99 et TSt SOR
9 AEE &9 a9l nrfy Turst |1 ofs of fo3 aafo areT afonr &g & Azt



(ii)

(iii)

fos firs a fog sfenr wifenr 886 UE Ieetl &9 soa AfSAY a75Y 99
ot TS ( THAB! HIBT 3 MEE — AST €20 SGGS Ji )

“uBdt 1| ofg fea 3T At 9 feq fimreat ofg fea &7 Moot va
fafenr ughitl 7 T7 UHZ Hattd 3 & HIEMIII (IR &t 79 How' 8
~ AT Yto SGGS Ji)

“ fear g5t fea a9 fea AgE S99 ( AET €8€ SGGS Ji)

5. The Gurdwaras should also note the following :

(1)

(ii)

(iii)

(iv)

Academy had produced 2 video clips which were recorded at
Gurdwara Lakhi Jungle showing Giani Igbal Singh speaking and
declaring whole DG as Guru Gobind Singh Ji Bani. This deception
was exposed by MGC as not coming from the recognised body of
Akal Thakht. The recording had also not followed procedure and
Maryada and were to be rejected.

In Academy letter dated 1-09-2016, it had attached 8 letters. This was
another purported deception on sanggat to make sanggat believe they
are bound by them. In fact these were only testimonials and they were
not Hukamnamas or Mattas. Thus the attachments rightfully to be
rejected. Hukamnamas can only be issued by AT.

Academy had also used English translation of SRM to say that Kirtan
of Gurbani (Guru Granth’s or Guru Gobind Singh’s Hymns), meant
Guru Gobind Singh’s Hymns can be sung. But the Guru Gobind
Singh’s Hymns that are accepted in SRM and stated at pages 8 & 9 of
the translation are “JAAP, 10 Sawayyeh and Benti Chaupai only.

The ORIGINAL PUNJABI version makes this very clear.

MGC vide letter dated 17-8-2016 had explained the Whatsapp
message regarding letter from Takht Damdama Sahib dated 5-8-2016
and addressed to Academy. An english translation was attached.
MGC had shown that the translation was Fraudulent and dishonest.
1) MGC name was not mentioned in the letter but in translation was
stated

2) Translation stated ™ a strict warning by Takht Damdama Sahib

to MGC ™ but no such thing was in letter

3) Translation stated MGC was requested to withdraw Fatwa but no
such thing was stated in the letter.

MGC letter had explained that Takht Damdama Sahib had no
authority to issue any Gurmatta or Matta. It must come from Akal
Takht and that too it must be in compliance with SRM.

From the above instances, the Academy writings as above have been shown to
be inaccurate and deceptive.
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Thus Gurdwaras should be weary of any such Academy claims in the future and
refer to MGC for Guidance.

6. The Academy should have followed Protocol and addressed their letter to MGC
only. This is because the Gurdwaras have a National Organization to represent
them. The Gurdwaras are therefore reminded that in future if any such
letter comes direct from Academy without going through MGC, it should
be ignored. The Academy should be advised to address their letter/request
to MGC.

dsee Afgs

agir Singh
President
Malaysian Gurdwaras Council
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APPENDIX-B2

Section Two

CHAPTER II

Sikh Living
Articles 1T

A Sikh’s life has two aspects : individual or personal and
corporate or Panthic. '

CHAPTER 111

A Sikh's Personal Life

Article ITT
A Sikh's personal life should comprehend —
(i) meditation on Nam (Divine Substance)® and the scriptures,
(ii) leading life according to the Gurus' teachings and
(iii)altruistic voluntary service.
Meditating on Nam (Divine Substance) and Scriptures
Article IV
(1) A Sikh should wake up in the ambrosial hours (threc hours
hefore the dawn), take bath and, concentrating his/her thoughts
on One Immortal Being, repeat the name Waheguru (Wondrous
Destroyer of darkness).
(2) He/she should recite the following scriptural compositons
every day ¢ .
{a) the Japu, the Jaapu and the Ten Sawayyas
~ (Quartets) - beginning “Sarawag sudh”~ in the morning.
(b) Sodar Rehras comprising the following compositions :
(i) nine hymns of the Guru Granth Sahib. occuring in rhe
holy book after the Japuji Sahib,”* the first of which begins

:' Also translated as God's auributed scll.
The phrase in italics has been interpolated by the tanslater w help lecate the ymns

FETTIII Lo



APPENDIX-B3

Meditating on Nam ([ivine Substance) and Scriptures

Pl with “Sodar” and the last of which ends with “saran pare ki
Lok rakho sarma ™. (ii) The Benti Chaupai of the tenth Guru
l‘ (beginning “hamri kard hath dai rachha” and ending with
i “dusht dokh te leho bachai”, (iii) the Sawayya beginning
| ~ with the words “pae gahe jab te tumre”, (iv) the Dohira
| beginning with the words “sagal duar kau chhad kai”, (v)
} the first five and the last pauris (stanzas) of Anand Sahib!
| and (vi) the Mundawani and the Slok Mahla 5 beginning
; it “terd kitd jato nahi” — in the evening after sunset.

(c) the Sohila - to be recited at night before going to bed.

The morning and evening recitations should be concluded
with the Ardas (formal supplication litany).
(3) (a) The text® of the Ardas :*
: One Absolute Manifest; victory belongeth to the Wondrous Destroyer
- of darkness. May the might of the All-powerful help!
| 2 Ode to his might by the tenth lord.
Having first thought of the Almighty’s prowess, let us think of Guru
“;'. Nanak. Then of Guru Angad, Amardas and Ramdas — may they be our
1 rescuers! Remember, then, Arjan, Harigobind and Harirai. Meditate then
£ on revered Hari Krishan on secing whom all suffering vanishes. Think
then of Tegh Bahadar. rememberance of whom brings all nine treasures.
;| He comes to rescue everywhere. Then of the tenth lord, revered Guru
‘ Gobind Singh, who comes to rescue everywhere. The embodiment of the
f- light of all ten sovereign lordships, the Guru Granth — think of the view
and reading of it and say. “Waheguru (Wondrous Destroyer of darkness)™.
Meditating on the achicvement of the dear and truthful ones, including
& the five beloved oncs. the four sons of the tenth Gury, forty liberated ones,
£ steadfast ones, constant repeaters of the Divine Name, those given to

more conveniently.

: . The object of reciting the Anand as part of Sodar Rehras or at the conclusion of the

:;?k" congregational gathening is just to express joy and gratitude for the communion with

the Guru.

b This 1s a model of the Ardas. It may be adapted to different occasions and for

;o ] difterent purposes Hcowever, the initial composition with “Pritham Bhagauti....... "

: and the concluding phrases commencing “Nanak Nam™ must not be altered.

* LIT. Supplication or prayer In reality, it is a litany comprehending very briefly the
whole gamut of Sikh history and enumerating all that sikhism holds sacred. Portions
of it are invocations and prayer for the grant of strength and virtue. It concludes

with : 0 Nanak, may the Nam (Holy) be ever in ascendance : in Thy will, may the

good of all prevail!
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