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IN THE HON’BLE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT
ALLAHABAD LUCKNOW BENCH LUCKNOW

" Other Original Suit No. 4/1989

Sunni Centr_al.. Board of Waqgf U.P.

and others | B Plaintiffs
Versu“s. :

Gopal Singh Visharad (deceased)

and Others IR Defendants .

Clubbed together

Other Original Suit No. — 1/1989
Other Original Suit No. — 3/1989
Other Original Suit No. — 5/1989

EXAMINATION IN CHIEF BY WAY OF AFFIDAVIT OF
SHRI MAHANT DHARMDAS UNDER ORDER 18 RULE 4

OF CODE OF CIVIL PROCEDURE

|, Mahant Dharamdas, aged about 59 years, disciple of

Baba‘Abhiram Dass, resident of Hanuf"mangarhi, Ayodhya,

Distt.-Faizabad, do solemnly affirm and state on oath as

under:-

1. '_That, I, deponent, am a Mahant of All India Sri Panch

~Nirvani Anni Akhara and a Mahant of my seat at

Hanumangarhi, Ayodhya. !

2. _3 That, | was born in village — Dumri, P.O.-Dumri,

Distt.- Baksar, Bihar. My father's name is Shri

Prabhu Kunwar.
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~That, | came to Ayodhya in the ‘year 1962 with the
" purpose of adoration of God and became a disciple

of Baba Abhiram Dass of Hanumangarhi

~That, there was a main gate call;ed Hanumath Dwar
“in the eastern side'of_RamJanam Bhoomi Premises.
There were two pillars of Kale-Kasouti engraved with
idols of Jai—Vijay,} Flowers — Ieax)es and pitcher etc.
‘atlthe each side of Hanumath Dwar. There was
. stone, fixed in the land, in the! east of Hanumath
- Dwar No.- '1" and "Ja’nam Bhoomi déily pilgrimage"
was written upon it.
: !
That, there was a Ram-Chabutra (Platform), at the
southern side of Hanumanth Dwar where adoration of :
"_God Ram Lalla was held continuously and a Neem
_"-ancl a Peepal Tree at South-east corner, under
~which, on the platfdrm, idols of Shiv-ling, Kartikeyaiji,

- Ganeshji, Parvatiji and Nandiji were kept.

That, on entering from Hanumath Dwar there was a
"Store-ro}"om and sant residence in the northern side
~where sadhus-sa‘ints used to live in and utensils
~foodgrains was ke'pt, and prasad was prepared.
.Th‘ere was a wall with gfill in front of building with
‘three domes, wherein twb doors' were fixed, one in
| f'rolnt of Hanumath Dwar and other was at a distance

| ih the north.

" That, -there was a dwar (door) called Singh Dwar in
‘the northern side of the Ram Janam Bhoomi
~ premises. There was an idol of Garurji in the middle,
above the Singh Dwar. There were idols of Lions on
,éac:h side, one in the left side ahd other in the right

X
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~Janam Bhoomi premisés through which pilgrims used

Hindu Community).
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side of Garurji. On entering from Singh dwar, there

. was Sita Kitchen/Kaushaliya Kitéhen, where Chula,
.Choka, Belan and foot print made of marble were .

fixed.

. That, a building with three dome was in the western

-~ side of the wall with grill. Whére, under the mid

dome, Birth/incarnation of God Shri Ram Lalla was

. taken place. One can get sa|v‘étion, by taking its
';Vievv., Birthplace of God Shri Ram Lalla, is reverent
-and divine itself. He is worshiped by all Sanatan

- Dharmi Hindu Samudaya, (all Sanatan religious'

‘That, there were Samadhies of great sages of Sanat,

Sanandan, Sanatan, Sanatkumar; Garg Gautam and

Sandilyas, and one Narad Chab;tljtra in the north of

Ram Janam  Bhoomi premises.  There were

i“
Samadhiies of Markandaya and Angira Sage and

Lomesh Chaura was in the south of

- RamJanambhoomi premises. Sita-koop is in the

~southeast side of Ram Janam Bhoomi premises. The

water of this Sita-koop is regarded as a holy one and

“all Hindu Sanatan Dharmi people use this water in all

'-r.eligious performances. In thejeast of Hanumath

Dwar, there was a Shankar Chabutra and in its east,

" there was a Baba Abhiram Dass Katha Mandap.

That there was a P.-arikkarma Marg, around the Ram

~to take parikkarma of Shri Ram Janam Bhoomi
premises. From Hanumath Dwar, on the way of
~ parikarma, towards south, there was an idol of God

: \/ar'ah at the eastern wall.
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1Th'at, there Were 12 pillars malde of Kale Kasouti

‘stones engraved with idols of Hi?rjdu's God-Goddess,

i
pitchers, tender leaf, flowers, Ieaf\/es etc., fixed .in the

‘building with three domes. A beam made of

sandalwood was on the top c¢f the door (dwar)

, Opposite to middle dome i.e. Grahh Grih.

‘,
That, there were only two gates (Dwars) for going to

'Shri Ram Janam Bhoomi premises, one was Singh
‘Dwar in the north and other was Hanumath Dwar in

“the east and entry into building with three dome was

possible only through these gates. There was no

~ other entrance gate because of which followers of
-."a‘n'y other sact or religion other than the Saint,

- Vairagi and Hindu pilgrims, devotees, could not get

|

i

~That, Babar was never the 'kiﬁg of this country
- Neither he was ever recognized as Badshah (King) in
'_.’chi‘s country nor Babar ruled over this country as a
Badshah. Babar was only a robbrer, who after
'vloc.).‘ting, went-back. to. his ceuntry, Afganistan.
"I\/Iekerbaki, a Siya Muslim and Army Chief of Babar,
~had on the advise of a Faqueer (Muslim mendicant)
tried to convert Ram Janam Bho‘ﬁomi Mandir situated
" at the disputed si'te; which was renovated during the
. ‘r'egime of King Vikramaditya, into a mosque by
~demolishing it and used the debris of Temple for the

~construction of this building.

i

" That, Meerbaki had constructed the building with
,thrée dome by ‘demolis_hing Shri Ram Janam

_Bh'oomi Mandir, 'for'causing insult to an idol

worshippers and not to use it as a Mosque and
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“with three domes situated at Shri Ram Janam

16. - That, religious celebration were heing organised from

17.

18.

19.
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‘neither that place was ever used as a Mosque nor

“namaz was never read there.

That, neither any tower there was on the building

- Bhoomi nor there was any place for storage of water

to perform waju.

- time to time, on various holy dates, at Shri Ram

~Janam Bhoomi site. Programrﬁves were organised

under the supervision of my Guru Late Shri Baba

'A,bhiram Dassji. = Electricity connection was in the
'..name of Shri Ram Janam Bhoomi site and payment
"Qf electricity bill was being made by my Guru, Late

-Baba Abhiram Dass;ji.

{
|

That, Deponent, after coming to Ayodhya, had been

visiting Janambhoomi regularly at the religious

occassions for Darshan, Woréhip etc. - and had been
doing darshan and parikarma of disputed site as a

birth place of Rama.

That, Hindu Community, from eternal time has been

worshiping this place as a birth-place of Shri Ram

) Ch'anderji, with traditional faith and belief .

That, prior to demolition of disputed structure, main-
~gate for entrance was on the eastern side, known as

" Hanumath dwar. There were two pillars of Kale

Kasouti at both the side of main-gate. 12 similar

pillars of Kale Kasouti, engravéd with  Ghat,

tender leaves, Amrit pitcher; i Swastik, Leaf and

fIQ'Wers peacock and deities were also fixed at the

“inner portion.
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-was born at the place under the mid-dome in the

21.

22

‘religious places of Hindus around. Ram Janam

23.
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Thént, Hindu population believe that God Shri Rama

main premises and on the basisv of this faith

innumerable Hindu devotees of Rama from native

“and alien’ Land, have been worshiping the disputed

site re'cognising it as a birth place of Shri Rama.

.'That, neither any Muslim had ever visited Ram

Janam Bhoomi premises nor Namaz was ever read

~there by any Muslim. Cdmmdnal disturbances in

between Hindus and Muslims occurred in Ayodhya

du.king 1934 due to Cow-slaughtér in which Muslims

. were beaten by Hindus. Terrified by this incident,
- Muslims did not go towards Shri Ram Janam Bhoomi
| premises since 1934. No member of Muslim

community has ever visited to the inner portion of the

disputed site, since 1934.

That, there are a number of consecrated temples and

- Bhoomi premises. ‘Prominent among them are Sita
-kitchen, Kanak Bhawan, Vishwamitra-Ashram, Mat-

- Gazendra,’ Koteéhwar.—Mahadev, - Ramkhazana

Mandir, Sugriv kila, Rang Mahal, Vashishta Kund,

" Kuber tile, Brahm-kund Gurudwara etc.

- That, to my knowle.dge, relation in between Hindus
‘.and Muslims, in Ayodhaya had been cordial and most
‘local Muslims (except communal, fanatic and selfish
:élements) recognised this place as a birthplace of
| Shri Rama, deity of Hindus and do not accept it as a

Mosque.
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"24.]_'That, during the criminal proceedings under Section
‘,1'4,5, iné the yeak 1949, a numéber of people from
~Muslim community have reoogniséd thi_-s disputed site
| as. a birth place of God Shri Rama and confirmed the
. regular possession of Hindus cver the place and
-accepted . that namaz was never rgead in the disputed .

'site; by the Muslims and in a'c;cordance with the

Islam, namaz cannot read at such a place.

25. " That, through the conversation with the followers of
'Isléxm, their Ulemas etc., Depor;,ent came to know

) that Muslims do not recognise this disputed site as

‘ jrho:sque. They also agree that there must be proper
rpro‘visioén for tower énd Wazu in a‘Mosque. No
towers and no provision for Wazu were there in the
-"I\/Iosque. Disputed site is a birth ‘place of Shri Rama,
‘v_\/vhich is proved on the basis of théological books,
.hearsay, customs etc. and is being worshipped as a

birth place of God Shri Rama since long.

Sd/-
Deponent

Mahant Dhram Dass

Luckn.ow_
Dated the 10th March 2005

Verification

-1, Shri Mahant}Dharmd‘ass, deponent do hereby verify
that contents of para 1 to 25 of the affidavit, are true to

the best of my knowledge and nothing has been concealed
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and mispresented. May God help me. Verified today on
10.3.2005 at High Court premises. |

Place - Premises of Hon'ble High Court premises, of

Luck.now.
Dated 10th March 2005

Sd/-
Deponent
(Mahant Dharmdass)
Deponent has signed the affidavit before me and | know
the deponent.
| | Sd/-
(Rakesh Pandey)
| Advocate
Lucknow
Dated 10th March 2005
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Before: © Hon'ble Special Full-bench, High Court of

]

Juditcature a_t Allahabad, Lucknow Bench,

Lucknow:

Sunni Central Board of

Wagqf U.P.and other  ---Plaintiffs
Versus | |

Gopél Singh Visharad

and Others ---Defendents

Other Original Suit No. 4/1989
Regular Suit No/ - 12/1961

Dt. 10.3.2005
DW 13/41-1, Mahant Dharmdass

Affidlavit, page No. 1 to 8, of Examination in chief Name —
Mahant Dharmdass, aged 59 years, disciple of Baba
Abhiramdass, resident of Hanumangarhi, Ayodhaya, Distt.-

Faizabad was submitted and taken on record.

(Cross-examination on an oath by Shri Ranjeet Lal Verma,
advocate, on behalf of plaintiff of Other Original Suit No.

3/89, Nirmohi Akhara, from witness, is commenced.)
XXX XXX XXX XXX

Hanumangarhi Ayodhaya Mandir is a temple under
Shri Panch Ramanandiya Nirvani Akhara. Kapilmuni
Mandir Gangasagar also falls under the Ramanandiya
Nirvani Akhara. Vigrah Murti of Hanumanji is installed in
Hanumangarhi situated at Ayodhaya. | supposed that
there are another four temples in the premises of

Hanumangarhi Mandir.
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“Narsingh Bhagwan, Ma: Durga, Bharat, Shatrughan
and Ram Darbar Mandir are among them. Ramanandiya
Nirvani Akhara is Public Math. Akhara is managed by
Panchs. Its election is conducted through democratic
system.: Customs/tra‘ditions of Re;manandiya Nirvani
Akhara in the form of an .agreement has been registered
by Panchs. Such customs/traditions (perhaps referred for
Rules/Regulations) registered in the year 1962 are
circuiated in th"e form of book. There are patties for the
managernent of Akhara. Each patti consists three Jamat
(Groups or ClaSs), Dunda, Jhundi and Khalso. All groups
have their seats in aqcordance with their entitlement, in
each Jamat. It is not correct that the seats are in
accordance with sensivity of old Sadhus. [t is in
accordance with the traditions. Each patti has its own
I\/Iahant,. called sitting Mahant of Akhara. Jamat, patti.
Akhara has its se'parate Panchayat and its proceeding
took place separately. Executive Committee is another
irl1‘s‘ti'tution of Ramanandiya Nirvani Akhara. This Executive
Committee is not an ultimate body for the management of
Hanumangarhi situated at Ayodhaya. This Executive
Committee consist of 30 Panchs, which includqs two 'I
pané‘h from each Jamat, Mahant of each Patti, Sitting
Mahént and a Sarpanvch. Mahant are elected through
‘election” and not by inheritance. Mahants follows the

decision of Panchs.

There may be a number of temples in Ramanandiya
Nirvani ‘Akhéra. There are also a number of Adhisthan
deities Property of Han'umanji is under Nirvani Akhara, i.e.
Nirvani Akhara is a bi.g Religious Trust and not an
individuél. Such property vesté in a Akhara, or in Mahant
or in an individual. Entire property situated in the

wholepremises’ of Hanumangarhi is vested in Nirvani
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Akharé. | am the owner of property, which | have earned
in Amaniganj. ‘

_In .addition to Nirvani Akhara, fhere are sDigambar
Akhéré,._Nirmohi Akhara at Ramghat Mohalla, Niraviambi
Akharas and Santoshi Akhara at Ayodh'abya. | do not
remémber the name .of any other i’%khara situated at
Ayodhaya. -‘Kalu Akhara is also at A‘yodhaya._ The
Akharas, which | have'vmentioned abo}ve also, have three .

Anne. Their names are - All India Shri Panch Nirvani
Annee Akhara and All India Shri Panch Digambar Annee
Akhara and All India Shri Panch Nirmohi Annee Akhara.

Queétioh: Do you know the number of villages (Division),
| the - Sadhus of Ramanandiya Vairagee
Sampradaya (Sect) have,£ in all the three

Annees? | |

‘ : |
Answer: There are 18 Akharas, in three Annees. All

these Akharas are under the three Annees.

There is a branch, Jhariya Nirmohi, under Nirmohi
Akhara. | do not know whether it has a temple at Nirala
Naga'r, Lucknow or not. Digambar Annee is regarded as a
Khjanchi. At the time of Shahi Snan(Royal bath) during
Kumbh Mela, Nirvani Akhara leads and Digambar Akhara
follow it and Nirmohi ‘Akhara follow digambar Askhara.
According to Osara, once Nirmohi Akhara also had led. So
far reorganization is concerned, all the three — Nirmohi,
Diga‘r‘n_be.r and Nirvani have equal footings. There are two
Akharas in Digambar, 9 in Nirmohi and 7 in Nirvani
Akha-as were established by Balanandji, disciple of
Ramanandji about 400-500 year before. }These Akharas
were established to create a Culture for the

propagation of Hindu Religion among the youth, for the
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propagation of Bhakti(devotion) and for the development
of the nation. It is fact that these Akharas were
established with a view to protect the temples belonging to
Hindu religion, from the external elements, such as Hune,
Yono etc. The main work of Akharas» was to impart
education in arms and Shastras(religious science).
Personsn, who are young in age, were recruited in it that on
the basis of their education they could go up to the stage
of Naga"from chhora.

|

| know only this much that sadhak is a pupil but | do

not know when this tradition of Sadhak Chela (Pupil) came
in toc:, existence. A person, to WhOf‘Tl a Sadhak Chela
(Pupil) follows as a pupil will be called Sidh Guru. It is not
necessary that prior to becom'in.g a Sa((:ihak‘pupil, he would
be a pupil of some other Guru. It is true that on becoming
a Sadhak pupil, his relation with the earlier Guru comes to
an end. ,
| know, Abhiramdass Aasan, Rém Kishun Dass of
Barabanki. He was a pupil of Saint Abhiramdass. | joined
the Akhara at about the age of 15 years. Shri Ram
Kishun Dass became the pupil, before | joined. .
Goberdhan Dass, Ramanand Dass and Saleyender Kumar
Dass were also the pupils of Saint Abhiramdass. They
‘Were"_pupils before | joined the Akhara. All these four
persloh gets the “Seedha” (alms),which was distributed,
from'_He;vnumang.arhi Seat. At the time, when | joined the
Akhara, the seat, which distributes seedha, was known by
the name of Baba Abhiramdass. Baba Abhiramdass was
an old aged berson at the time, when | was inducted in _
to Akhara. He was about 601, 70 or 75 years old, Ram
Kinshudassji was about 35 or 40 years old at that time. It
is not correct to say that | because the pupil of Ram

Kishun Dass. It is not correct that | have signed as a pupil
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s
of r:a.m Kishun Dass on a documenit in office of Sub-
Regiétrar of Faizabad. | do no;[' know that Baba
Kinshudass, resident of Mohalla — Vibhisan Kundu, was
purs‘uing a lawsuit in connection wit\h a house situated
_nea_f’Ramanand Mandir. It is also not correct that | had

L ] ! ’
been pursuing any litigation on behalf of Ram Kinshudass.

“When | joihed the Akhara it would have been around
1960-62. Since than | have been residing in
Hanumangarhi, Ayodhaya. | might have visited outside
from there in connection with work of Akhara, but my "
residence is in Ayodhaya. During this period | became
convergent with the tradition of Ramanandiya Sect. Each
Akhéré has its own tradition. | know the tradition of each
Akhara.. In Digambar Akhara each Sadhu get his alms
separately and they cooked and eat separately, whereas
in Nirvani Akhara “alms” or food is distributed at one
placej. This also happens in Ayodhaya and elsewhere. In
HanUmangarhi food is cooked and distributed by Bhandari.
Thel‘je are 500 Sadhus in Hanumangarhi. Food for these
500 Sadhus is cooked at one place and it is distributed
after: it is offered to Hanumanji,. This is a routiene. Raw
offering food is prepared on Wednesday; About 2000 or
4000 person sits in a “Pangat", whenever “Pangat” is

organized, Bhandari arranges it.

Some Sadhus took the food away from there and
some eats there. In addition to raw and cooked offering,
flouk, rice, ghee and salt etc. are distributed to Sadhus of
each seat.  Mahant of Digambar Akhara is all in all,
whereas in the case of Nirvani Akhara, Panch is all in all.
Besi_dés' this there is no difference in between Nirmohi
akhara and Nirvani Akhara . Further said that difference
is t.heré rice salt and floor are distributed in the Nirvani

Akhara but in Nirmohi Akhara ,it is noct same .In Nirmohi
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Akhari, there are Panch and Sarpanch .Beside thesé
there is no difference between nirmohi Akhara and Nirvani
Akhara but their tradition differs. In Ngirmohi Akhara there
is no Panchyati arrangement, Mahant is all in all there. If
Guru dies, pupil takes over the charge of Mahant. This |
am saying because | have been seeing this practice since
long. | have not read about it anywhe}e. Mahant of Khaki

Akhara :is elected through election and also by virtue of

inheritance.

-Maintenance and sale-purchase of property of Khaki
Akhara is done by Mahants and Panchayat has no role to
play in it. Whereas, maintenance and sale-purchase of
property_of our Akhara i.e., Nirvani Akhara is done by
Panéhayat. In all Akharas in Ayodhaya, when a person
becomes a Mahant he has to made an agreement in favour
of Akhara. The main feature of the‘ agreement is that
Mahant will not de}stro’y the property of Akhara. | know
about such an agreement of my Akhara, but whether there
is- any practice of 'Writing such an ag‘reement in Nirmohi
Akhara or other Akhara or not, | do not know. | have
par't.icipated in the Bhandara or at the time of appointment
of a Mahant, wherever such occasion happened in Khaki
Akhara or Digambar Akhara. It is fact that Panchnama or
agreement is written at the time of such Bhandara, which :
Calléd Mahzarnama. ‘I do not remember when | have
parti}cipated last time ih such Bhandara of Khaki Akhara. |
havé been gone in the Bhandara of Mahanti of Sultana
Baba of Khaki Akhara. | also went to Bhandara of
Basudev Dass ki Mahanti of the Khaki Akhara. | have no
knowledge whether Mahanti of Basudev Dass was decided
in accordancé with a judgement of court by the panchayat

or not.
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'{Ifkuneto know aboutNinnohiAk%ara{a year or two-
year after | was recruﬁed in Nirvani Akhara. | got this
kno“ﬂedge about Nirmohi Akhara, during the period when |
visited there.‘ Nirmohi Akhara is sﬁuated atl?amghatf
Mohalla and my compound and Thakur ji ka Mandir is also
inthéththaHa. There is house of Satyenderdassji, who is
‘my fellow disciple, opposite to Nirﬁohi Akhara. My
combdupd andtenuﬂeis adjacent to the nbﬂh of Tapasee
ji ki Chhawani at Ramghat Mohalla. Nirmohi Akhara is at
a distance of 100 or 150 éteps from Tapasee ji Ki
Chhawani. Pramhans Ramchander dass does not live in
Tapaéee ji ki Chhawani. He lived there whefe Karya Shala .
( Wcj'rkinvg Place ) is at this time. My compound and temple
called Gopal Mandir Ramghat, is in the northern side of
Tapasee ji ki Chhawani.Gopal Mandir is a temple of
Thakur Ramji and Mahant Santramdass ji is his all in all.
Sanﬁamdassjik;a Mahant of Patti Ujjainiya. This Gopal
Mandir belongs to Ujjainiya Patti Hanumangarhi and since
Ianra'Sadhu of Ujjainiya Patti, so | called it mine.

AThére is a Sankaﬁnochan Hanuman Mandir in
Mohalla Baniganj at Ayodhaya, which was constructed by
me in the year 1980 and én idol of Hanumanji was
instai,l’ed in it during the year 1985. This temple belongs
to Hénumanji, as such we can not claim its. ownership. In
our society, consecration of an idol of God, in a temple,
can be done ohly after when a person donates his property
tothé God and after consecration of an idol, God becomes
the owner of said property.
Question: If a property belongs to Religious Trust and that

" trust consecrate the idolyof Thakurji after
constructing the temple, in that case should it

~ not be treated consecration of Thakurji?
Answér: Such property will not be presumed as a
| | property of Thakurji unless reéoluﬁon is not

made in favour of Thakurji.
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‘_.'In accordance with the religic:)us books, God of
Thakurji cannot be re’garded as con\secrated unless an
orga‘n'ization or individual, before the consecration of God,
does ﬁot resolve in the name of God. |

~In accordance with the religious books, resolution of
the property is must before Consecratidn an idol of of God
in any Temple or at any place. |

Resolution is made in respect of the Land/property,
where consecration of an idol of God is done. Resolution
can be made by an organization or individual, who has
cons‘tr_ucted the temple. It is called a temple during the
construction and it is also called a temple before
c‘ons:ebr.vation. . A person or trust, which perform
consecration, will be called as its Manager. And such
Manlager. is called Shivayat, but callingthim Sarvrahkar will
not be a pure language. Such manager is also called
Mahant. Shivayati 'r'ights of the four temples of
Hanumangarhi are ~ with" ‘the Nirvani Akhara of
Ramanandiya Sect. This temple of Hanumangarhi is a
universal one. Despite the universal status of temples,
these are managed by Akharas. Bhog-Raag, worship and
Dérshan to devotees are arranged for in accordance with
this.arrangement. | |

| do not remember who was the Mahant of Nirmobhi
Akhara from 1962 to 1964. | do not know the names of the
persons who were the Mahants in accordance with the
than-ancient tradition appli'oable to 'Nirmohi Aklhara prior
to the y‘ear 1962. VoIUnteer . that he know the name of
Ram Kewal Dass ji, only and the negme of the present
Mahant. But | forget his name. He, at present is sitting in
the éou?t. When he was reminded, he stated his name as
Mahént,.Jagannath Dass. | know about the disputes
concerning ta RamJanambhoomi, since 1962. |, on the
basis of my 'personal knowledge can state the conditions '

later to the year 1962, about the disputed property.



10955

Personal knowledge includes both, what | have heard and
what -1 have seen. Before1962, my Guru Baba
Abhi"ramdass ji used to tell me about a document. But
what kind of the document was it is not remembered to me
now. According to saying of my Guru, Raghubardass had
filed a suit in connection with the Arajee Nijayee but he
came under coercion. | know this much ohly. | do not
_rem,émbered | whether he pursued the suit further or
withdrawn it. | have said Raghunath Dasé instead
Raghubar Dass'ji but there is no specific reason behind it.
Raghubar Dass'ji was a Mahatma o our Panch Nirvani
Akhara. | cannot say that for which piatti's sadhu he was.
| have hot a’éked to baba Abiramdassji about Raghubar
Dassl ji about the patti of Nirvani ,g\khara or place of
Raghubar Dass ji.

| have the knowledge of Hindi Language. | am not
muc_h »..eduoated but can read Hindi. | have not read
anyt-hing so far about the suit filed by Raghubar Dass and
in this connection. My Guru had filed counter statement in
0.0.S.No. 4/89 Suit. | came to know in 1962 that a
dispu'te in respect of birthplace had been going on since
1949. A suit under Section — 145 Cr.P.C. is going on since
1949-. At that time only | came to know that Sunni Central
Boafd of Wagqf, in the year 1961, had filed a civil suit
about birthplace. I al'so came to know that Mahant
Raghunath Dass of Nirmohi Akhara had filed a civil suit in
connection with the disputed birthplace. My Guru Baba
Abhi‘ramdassji was a contending party in the proceeding
under Section-145 Code of Criminal Procedure, pursued in
1949. Nirmohi Akhara or its any Mahant was not involved
in that dispute. | have summarily seen the file of the said
Iitigétioh. Baba Abhiram. Dass had also filed a counter
statement in that litigation too. | ‘

Witness upon seeing the charge sheet filed under

SectAiofn—“145, Civil Procedure Code, sdid that there were 6
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contending accused in the case. Babé Ab‘hiramdass pupil
of Jamuna Dass was a party in the case. In addition to
his, Brindavandass, Ramvilas Dass, Ramsakal Dass,
Ramsubhagdass and Shivdarshandass were also the
parties. Among the above person Ramsubhagdass is still
alive, who is}a Mahant of Mandir Rammahal situated
adjacent to Katra Police Post. | do nc;t know whether the
above-mentioned 6 persons including my Guru, had filed
personal bond or not. On this subject, attention of witness
was drawn towards ’ghe file of Section-145 Criminal
Procedure Code. Witness has recognized the signature of
his Guru Baba Abhiram Dass. | cannot recognise the
other’s signature appended on peréonal bond. The
counter statement filed by my Guru in the proceeding of
Section-145 is :Correct. | identify the signature of my Guru
are on it. In para 6 of counter statemelnt filed by my Guru,
it is“vvrit'ten, “It.is a undisputed issue that some vIand and
build'ing'in the external part of disputed land is of Nirmohi
Akhara and its utilization rights still are with the Nirmohi
Akhara”. The disputed property, Whibh was attached in
1949',‘Was a part of dvisputed building with three domes
and wall with  grill. The Chauhadi written in the
attachment docume'nt in the litigation under Section-145 of
Criminal Procedure Code is correct.

I'It is correct that in the year 1962, darshan of Ramlalla
were made from door with grill fixed in the wall with grill.
Dispdted building was covered by high raised wall from
all the sides. There were Ram' Chabutra, Chhattee "
Pujavh‘S-thal, Shiv Darbar, Bhandar Grih, Sant Niwas etc.
in the compound of disputed building, in between the outer
wall-and wall with grill. There were so many small temples
in the land adjacent to compound of disputed building,
which were called Sumi’tré Bhawan, Hanuman ji ka Mandir,
Sita-koop, Sakshi Gopal Mandir, Dwarika Dass Mandir etc.

and Katha Mandap of Baba Abhiramdass ji was situated at
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the outer part opposite of eastern gate. My Guru used to

say that Shri Gopal Singh Visharad had also filed a suit in
connectlon with the disputed property and one another
similar suit was flled by Paramhans Ramchander Dass.

“Map of adjacent area of disputed property filed in the
suit‘?o‘y Gopal Singh Visharad, was prepared by Shri Shiv
Shankar Lal, Cbmmissioner. I have sfeen‘that map. The
entire position had been explained in it. My Guru Baba
Abhirémdass was a party to the suit No. 4/89 (Old No.-
‘12/6.'1)»fi3ed by Sunni Central Board of Wagqf. He had filed
a cd,uht._er statement in the suit. This | came to know in
1970-72. It is not fully known to me tha‘t}-for how much
Iand' Sunni Central Board of Waqf had filed the suit.

- The above counter stétement was filed by my Guru
Baba »Abhiramdass, Bajrang Dass, Satfyanarain dass, who -
belovng to our patti, and Pun‘drik Mishfa, advocate. | have
no 4khowledge about what Abhiram;dass wrote in the
counter statement. |

- Baba Abhiramdass was a Mahant of Hanumangarhi
and 'Ras‘oli, Barabanki, at the time Wheh counter-statement
was. filed. . tn accordance with my knowledge, in the
Khasré—Khatoni (Map) of Rasoli, Barabanki, entered in the
revenue‘ record, it is registered as Baba Abhiramdass
Mahant, RamJanambhoomi and some land of Rasoli,
Bara’banlki is in the name of Bhagwan RamJanambhoomi
and é,ome land is in the name of Harumanji. In Rasoli,
about 40 bigha land @ bigha of Barabanki, is registered in
fhe name of Bhagwan Ramlalla RamJanambhoomi. I
cannot say ‘'that on what basis the name of Baba
Abhifamdass was registered .as. a Mahant  of
RamJanambhoomi in the Khasra-Khatoni. | have myself
read in Khatoni that the said property is registered in the
name of Sarvrahkar Baba Abhiram Dass ji of Bhagwan
Ramlalla, RamJanambhoomi, Ayodhaya, Ramkot. | have a

copy of the above Khatoni at my home. This | do not know
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Who._had resolved the said land entered in the above-
referred'Khatonl to Bhagwan Ram or Ramlalla. | have no
knoWIedqe whether Baba Abhiramdass had in any suit,
going on for last 54 years projected hlmself as a Mahant
of RamJanambhoomi or not. Statement of Baba
Abhi‘rém<iass, in the enquiry instituted against the
ReceNer Shri K.K.Ram Verma, appointed in these
litigations, was recorded by District Judge, Faizabad.
Katha Mandap of Baba Abhlramda s situated opposite

|
to eastern wall of disputed Bhawan ‘was constructed by

himself. Size of Katha I\/Iandap mlght be 100 feet in
the north - south and 60 feet in east - west side. | am not
aware from where Baba'Abhiramdass got the land for
Katha Mandap. But | know that  his name is
registered in' the city municipality with the name of
Kath:a:Mandap.-and map of Katha Mandap was also in his
name. | have not seen the Khasra-Kahtoni of Katha
I\/Ian.dap,. as such | cannot say whose name is registered in
it.

~ Verified the statement after reacéig/g

Mahant Dharm Dass
10.3.2005

Typed by the stenographer, in the open court as dictated
by us . In continuation to this, the suit may be fixed for
further cross-examination on 11. 3.2005. Be present on
11.3.2005.

Sd/-
5 10.3.2005
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Before: - Hon’ble Special Full-bénch,_ High Court of
‘ Judicature at Allahabad, Lucknow Bench,

Lucknow:

Dated 11.3.2005
D.W_. 13/1-1 Mahant Dharamdass

(In cbntinuation to dt.. 10.3.2005, cross-examination on
oath_.of D.W.13/1-1, Mahant Dharamdass by Shri Ranjeet |
Lal Verma, advocate, on behalf of plaihtiff, Nirmohi Akhara
‘of Other Original Suit No. 3/89, continued)

| got the Complet‘e kn.owledge abiout» the Suit-145 of
1949 under Criminal Procedure Code from my Guru. |
also came to, know thét 15 Muslims had filed affidavit in
thatlllitigation"to the effect that namaz was never read in
the -disputed building.  Again said that perhaps it was "
stated that namaz was never performed in the disputed
building after 1934. | am also aware that Baldev Dass of
Nirm‘o.hi_Akhara has filed counter statement and affidavit in
the suit. under Section-145 Criminal Frocedure Code. |
saw. Mahant .Baldev Dass ji in 1962. | used to go to
Faquir«e‘ Ram Ashram in Ramkot Mohalla to study
Raméya'na.' There | Used to see Baldev Dass ji. He was a
Mahétma. In addition to Faquire Ram Ashram, | used to
see him at Hanumangarhi, Nirmohi Akhara, Ramghat etc.
but we have never seen him in the disputed building. | do
not know whether Baldev Dass ji used toilive in Nirmohi
Akhara or not. | did not used to go to Nirmohi Akhara to

see any one, but | used to go there as a devotee.

| used to go to Nirmohi Akhara to take the darshan of
Ramjanki Thakur. | have gone to Nirmohi Akhara at a
number of times. Vigrah in Nirmohi Akhara is about two

and half feet in height. In that Vigrah, Bhagwan Ram was
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shown with a bow and arrow. The r\wame of this temple
mayv' be :Vija-y Raghav. | do not Know Whet}her the name of
VijaX?Raghav 'is written on it or noi. | am not aware
whether Baldev Dass ji was a Mahant of Hanumangarhi
Mandir at Naka Muzaffara, Faizabad or not. At present,
Bhaskar Dass ji is a Mahant of Naka Muzaffara,
Hanurhangarhi. | know him since 1982-83. | met to
Bhaskar Dass ji at Ayodhaya in the year 1982 but at what
place, | do not remember. | had not m!et him at birthplace
site. | hadi also not met him at Sita Pak-rasoi,
Janamsthan, which is in the northern side of the disputed
premises. | had not been and | am not aware that Bhaskar
Dass ji was a pupil oleaIdev Dass. | also do not know
Whether:Bhaskar Dass ji is ‘a sarpanch of Nirmohi Akhara
or not. | do not remember whether Mahant Bhaskar Dass
ji as a sarpanch/vice-sarpanch had filed any affidavit
against me in the suit in which | came to depose. | never
saw Baldev Dass readmg ~writing. r

| Upon this.point Learned advocate cross-examining,
drewl the attention of witness towards the written
statement of Baldev Dass ji filed in pattrawali (File) of
Sectlon 145, Criminial Procedee Code. On seeing this,
wntness said this was flled alongwith the written statement
of Baba Abhiramdass ji. |

, - q

~~ Shri Devki Nandan Agarwal ji ha‘s filed a suit on 1%
July_'1989 in iconnection with the disputed Bhawan and |
had filed a counter statement in that.case. | have also
filed a counter statement in connection with the suit No.
4/1989 filed by Sunni Central Board of Waqf. At present |
do nldt remember that i}_n which suit, suit filed by Agarwal ji
or s_'uit No. 4/89, | had filed the counter statement first. |
‘have obtained the informAation about the documents before

filing counter statement and got the counter statement
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prepared by Adocate and then filed it, | do not remember
at present whether Abhiramdass ji had filed any document
in leading case No. 4/89 or not. | am not aware that
reguiar disputes used to be happened in between Baldev
Dass ji and Abhiramdass ji, over per%ormance of Havan,
Yégna Nawa-path mfront of Ram Janambhoomi. On this
subject attentlon of witness was drawn towards suit plaint
of Other Orlgmal Suit No. -1/89, but the Learned advocate
cross- exammmg and asked about the! property, for which
Gopal Singh Visharad has filed a claim in this suit.

Witness after reading, answered that thls suit was filed in

connectlon with the RamJanambhooml where disputed
Man.d_n,r is situated. In this suit boun‘dry of property was
shoWn similar to that WhICh was attached. | do remember
that Shri Shiv Shankar Lal, advocate was appointed as a
Com'missioner‘, in Suit. No. 1/89, by the Court. At this
point, witness was shown the map (document No. 136/6¢)
prepared and filed by Shri Shiv Shankar Lal,

Advocate/Commissioner.

-Witness after seéing it answered that he has seen
that map before filing the counter statement. In this map
Sita;kodp was shown towards South in the east of
Han‘uma:th dwar. According to my assessment, on ground,
it is'af a distance of 100 feet. In this map, a temple is
showh Under a tree of a Peepal-pakkar in the north of
Sita-koop. There was a small temp!e called Sita-koop
Mandir. There was novmanagér or Mahant in that temple.
It Wés a small temple where devotee}s offer water from
Sita-koop. | do not remember which Bhagwan's idol was
insta.led therein. | also do not remember whether an idol
of Shankar ji was in that small Mandir or not. | never
offeréd water ih that Mandir. In this map, Guphakutti was
shown in the north of this small temple, wherein Sadhu
used to live. This Guphakutti was in existence, where

g

[
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Sadhus used to live. Mahatmas us‘ed to live in this
Guphakutti but to which Akharas they belongs, | do not
know. In this map Mandir Shri Vijay Raghav Sakshi Gopal
has .b,eeh sh~ow\n in the north of Guphakutti. Its some parts
still in e'xisttence. In .th}is map, the route, which is passing
throQgh in front of Hanumath dwar upto Sahshi Gopal
Mandir, meets at the crossing; Faquire Ram Ashram is in
the north, opposite to the road, Sakshi Gopal Mandir. It is
Faqui.re Ram Ashram, where | used to go to study and to
listen .Ramayana. I have not met Baldev Dass ji at the
above-referred crossing, but in the Falwuire Ram Ashram.
In this map Shankar Chabutra has t.)ee%n shown opposite to
Hanumath dwar. | will not be ablé? to say about the
situation of disputed premises in 1950%: because | came to

Ayodhaya in the year 1962. i
' . |

{ ,

'_The portion shown in this map héd not been there in
the year' 1962. When | came to Ayodhaya in 1962, there
Was.:a:Kzatha Mandap and Hawankund in the eastern side,
at the o_uter part of the disputed premises. Hanumath
dwar was at a distance of about 10-15 feet from Shankar
Chabutra. When | saw Shankar Chabutra in 1962, for the
first'time, its area milghtibe 10 X 10 and 6 inch high from
ground level. There was no Argha of Shankar ji etc. on
the Chabutra at that time. It was a simple Chabutra.
There was a Hawan Kund at the distance of 10 to 15 feet
in the east of Shankar Chabutra and Baba Abhiramdass
Kétha-Mandap in the south-east side, at a distance of 20-
25 feet from Hawankund, where Katha(religious discourse)
were organized daily. This Katha Mandap was at a height
10 feet in the south, 2 feet in the north and similarly half
portion of western side was at the height of 23 feet and !
half . of remaining parts was 8 feet high. This was the
heig.h't of flocr of Katha Mandap. | cannot tell any thing

-about this whether this Chabutra was made of Byicks or of

[
i
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sand. or of sand and bricks . Its floor was Pakka .Chabutra
Katha Mandap was covered by tin Shf:(lde from the above.
This Katha Mandap was covered with iron grill from all
sides. This | have been seeing since‘1962. Iron grill and
tin Sh.ad_e in the Mandap was constructed by Guruji but

when, | 'do not know.

y ,_1 At -this point attention of witness was drawn towards
“List.' of documents”document No0.430/C-1 to 430/C-
1/2,(Other Original suit no. 4/89). The witness after
seeinvg' it, answered that this was filed by my Guru
Baba Abhiramdass and his signature are there .in the
document. A‘bhiramdass Sadik pupil of Mahant Sarju Dass
resident — Ayodhaya was written at the top of the paper.it
is C.orrerct to say that Abhirambass was also‘ Papil of
Jamunadass ji and also of Sarjudassji. Sadik Pupil means
a pe'rsorx who do Sadhra. At this point, attention of the
witness was drawn to document No. 4331 C-1 and Learned
advocate cross-examining asked whether the Mandap was
covered with a thatch before, Wrtness after seeing it said it A'
might be, but | have seen it covered by tins. It is fact that
Baba Abhiramdass, in this paper, sought for permission to
Cover "th’e Mandap with tins. | have nc knowledge whether
permission to cover the roof with tins was granted or not.
| cannot say that concern officer has not granted
perrhissi‘on 'to. cover the Mandap with tins. | have been

seeing tins there since my recruitment.

| cannot say whether our Guru Baba Abhiramdass
has ’given an application against Baba Baldevdass, to the
City Magistrate or not. At that time | Wavs busy with the
work of Ashram and Ramayan Path and up to that time |
was kept outside from such type of matters. It is fact that
Baba Abhiramdass, had organized a Ramayan Path in the

eastern Mandap of Hanumath_dwar in 1962. During that

|
|
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prog'ram'me Katha was perfor'med in Kathamandap and
Hawan was performed at the vaéant land. 400-500
persiohsi, chanting Ramayan, were sitting there in the

prog_ifémme. Some of them had chanted Ramayan by

b

. I
sitting on the ground and some had at the outer place. It

is not correct to say that permission to organize Ramayan
Katha at the vground only was grantedz. [t is not correct to
say that there was no Kathamandap ét that place on 29'"
Decé_mber 1962. | am not aware whether Baba Baldev
Dass‘-'was also wanted to organize ‘Ramayan Path and
Hawan at that place, where Baba Abhiramdass wanted
organize. | do not remembered, if | was there from 21°
December 1962 to 29" December 1962 or not, but this
much | do remember that | have participated in the
programme arranged by Gufuji in 1962.

Sumitra Bhawan might be at a distance about 150
feet frdm above mentioned Kathamandap. | have no
knowledge that Baba Baldevdass has collected bricks for
the lconstruction of Hawankund at the gfound, east to
Hanumathdwar on 29" December 1962. It is not correct to
say“thavt Babé Baldevdass has organized Hawan and
Nawah Path in December 1962. | have no knowledge
whether City Magistrate, in December 1962 allowed to
construct the Hawan Kund of Baba Baldevdass at a
distance of 100 feet, in the north, of Sumitra Bhawan or
not.‘f | have no knowledge if Baba Baldevdass was
prevénted by the officers from constructing Hawan Kund in
the east of Hanumathdwar or nbt.

.. Above Kathanﬁandap was at a distance of 20 feet
from Shankar Chabutra. Kathamandap was in the south -
Eaé;[ Side from this Chabutra. Hawan kund would be at a
distance of 170-175 feet from Sumitra Bhawan.

:Witness, after seeing the document No. 437-C-1 of
Other Original Suit No. 4/89 said that the name of Baba :

Abhiramdass is written on this paper and his address

¢
t
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written és Hanu‘manga'rhi, Ayodhaya. The address where
electricity connection had to installl was written as
RamJanambhoomi Temple. | cannot say if an application
for electricity connection was made in 1960 or not. Then
said that it appears from seveing the peper that application
was made in 1960. |

Before becoming pupil of Baba Abhiramdass in 1962‘,
| never had visited to RamJanambhoomi Mandir for the
dérshan of Ramlalla. Ele'ctricity was there in 1961, in the
pér’t‘,oﬂc disputed Bhawan or below the mid dome, where
Ramlalla was sitting. At present, | am;not fecollecting the
plao.e- where electricity meter was insfalled, or it was not
installed. | have been visiting to the inner part of Bhawan,
after its was unlocked. My Guru Bhai, Sate'yender
Kumar Dass was appointed receiver th Pujari in 1990-91.

‘Sometime | used to distribute the Charanamrit ;prasad to

the .dev,otees, although it was not a ?bart of my duty. |
have been re‘gularly visiting there aftejr it Was unlocked in
1986 and upto the demolition of di:sputed Bhawan. In
addition to take darshan, I also used to go to see my
Guru-Bhai Sateyender Kumar Dass and to help him. | do -
not r.eme'mber if a separate electricity meter in the name of
RecéiVe'r was installed in the disputed Bhawan or not. But
this | do remember that Electricity bill was being issued in
the hame of my Guru Abhiramdass.

Ther.e,'wlas a meter in Sant Niwas. Besides, there was no
elec'.tficity meter in the outer part. | On entering from
Hanumath dwar, there was a Sant Niwas in the right hand
side: | 'do not know on whose name the electricity bill of
Sant Niwas was issued. | also do not know on whose
namé the electricity meter was. There was a electricity
meter at Katha mandap, the bill for which was received in
the 'name of Ramayani, who used to state Katha.
Ramayani used to live at Mohalla Kaniganj and used to

come to state Katha daily. His neme was Hanuman
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Prasad Then said the payment of the bl|| was being made |
by Shri. Hanuman Prasad. | do not know if electricity
meter was in his name or not. Upon qeelng the document
No. 445-C-1 and 446-C-1, he said the!se bills were for Rs.
Threz. or Four for the disputed premises. There was
electricity connection at the room of Beba Abhiram Dass ji,
Wthh Was h is resndence At present I am living in the
same room, where my Guru used to hve in and | am a
I\/Iah‘ant of the same seat. Yesterday I have stated in my
statement that | knew Ram Krishna Dass of Abhiramdass
Seat, Barabanki. Perheps | forget to p%refix Shri before his
name'. It is not correct to say that actual name of shri Ram
Kishan Dass was Shri Krishna Dass. \Baba Abhiramdass
had no cllsmple by the name of Shri K{lshna Dass, except
Shri Ram Kishan Dass. We do not know i.e., we do not
remember for which property of l\/loha la Vibhishan Kund,
we, ,-Shri Krishna Dass, and me ae a witness signed a
Balnama (afﬂdavut) Document or not. F

At this, W!tness was shown sale- deed dated 8.4.1981
exec.u‘ted by Ram Krishna Chari puml of Ramprapana
Chari. On seeing it witness said there are my signature
‘u'pon |t as a witness. Upon seeing this affidavit witness
said | C‘ouldn’t say if signature of Mahant Shri Krishna
Dass pupil of Baba Abhiram Dass are with side of my
signature or not. (Shri R.L.Verma, Ieetj'ned’Advocate, has
filed a photocopy of above. affidhvit alongwith the
document No. 263-C-1. Affidavit i was marked with
document No. 264-C-1/1 to 264 C-1/23):,,

.'There was a platform for kirtan in the outer
cqmpo"und of disputed Bhawan, opposite to Ram Chabutra,
in'tne northwest side, i.e. adjacent toi the wall with grill.
O'n'-'sa'id' platform, kirtan used to be chanted under the
direction of Baba Abhiram Dass. It is not correct to say

that Baba Baldev Dass_ of Nirmohi Akhara was the director

of the above kirtan platform. Witness on seeing the
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document No. 449-C-1, said it Waé printed by Baba
Abhiramdass through which he ren{oved the director,
Janambhoomi Akhand Kirtan by allegik‘ng charges against
him. Then ‘said this leaflet is about to remove Baba
Ramlakhan Sharan from the post of Director, but | have no
knowledge about it. | do not know anything in the matter,
if there was a dispute with the Baba %Ramlakhan in 1973,
aboutvth‘iés particular platform of Nirmc;hi Akhara or not. |
am not‘ aware if commission from the Court visited a
number of times to take measurementkof Chabutra. Baba
Ramlakhan Sharan used to lived in Manas Bhawan As per
my k_nowledge Baba Ramlakhan Sharan came to Ayodhaya
after 1949. Peoples says that he Cam[e to Ayodhaya after
1949;but | do not know when he came during 1949. | have |,
no knowledge if he came to Ayodha’ye in 1958 and might |
have ‘executed the affidavit of the land of Manas Bhawan
_after his arrival in 1958. | have been living in Ayodhaya
from 19/3 to February 1983 but used to go to partlcrpate
in wrestling | tournaments at an rnterval During this
period, | have seen the tin board fixed in outer compound
of disput.ed Bhawan, but there was no board at or around
Ram Cheabutre. It is not correct to say that there was a 5

feet-X 2-/ feet board over the Ram Chabutra. o

Verified the statement after reading
Sd/-

‘Mahant Dharmdass

r 11.3.2005

Typed by the stenographer, in the open court as dictated
by us . In continuation to this, the suit may be fixed for
further . cross-examination before 'commissioner on
14.3.2005.

Sd/-
11.3.2005
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Before : Co:rljmissioner, Shri Hari  Shankar Dubey,
Additional District Judge/Officer on Special
Duty, High Court, Lu‘cknow Bench, Lucknow.

Dated 14.3.2005
D.W. 13]1-1, Mahant Dharmdass

(Commissionér appointed vide orde“r dated 11.3.2005
passed by Hon’ble Full Bench in Other Original Suit No.
4/89)

(In continuation to dated 11.3.2005, Cross Examination on
oath of D.W.-13/1-1, Mahant Dharmdass by Shri Tarun

Jeet Verma, advocate on behalf of Nirmohi Akhara,
plaintiff, Other Original Suit No. 3/89, continued)

| have the knowledge about 'disbuted premises and
its near-about areas. There was 2 Chabutra on the
disputed premises. This Chabutra was 21 feet in length,
in nOrthQ-south and 17 feet width in east-west. It was four
feet ‘nigh. Ram Chabutra was covered by thatched from
above. There was no tin board at Ram Chabutra. There
were three stones. Chaupaies of Ramayana were Written
on all the threé stones. These stones were fixed at the
four feet high' wall of Ram Chabutra. There was a cave at
the Chabutra. .Caves were two in number. In one cave,
theré was an idol of Child Rama giving food to Kak
Bhushundi. This cave was towards west. In eastern cave,
thére were little idols of Bharat—Satrughan and a darbar in
east-érh cave. This cavé is one feet in length, where an

idol of Hanumanji was kept.

- When | went to Ayodhaya in the year 1962, there was
a tih shade at Ram Chabutra, at that Tim_e',"_but it was too

small. This tin shade was covered with thatch to prevent
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heat. There was a Shiv Darbar at south- east corner of
Ram Chabutra. This Shiv Darbar w%as at a distance of
approk. 10 feét from southern Chabutra.  Shiv Darbar
includes idoly of entire family. An idol of Panchmukhi
Shankar ji made from marble stones was one feet in

height.

I have the knowledg‘e about thatti Pujan Sthal
(Site). This place was situated in the western side
opposite to northern Singh Dwar. There was a tree,

i
perhaps neem tree. So far | know, it was not a Bail tree.

There was no flag on the tree. | am nfot recollecting if tin
board W.as fixed at fhe tree or not. It i%s not correct to say
there was a board at a tree adjacent tof Chatti Pujan Sthal,
and‘“'Ram Lakhan Golki Vyavasthapk” Fwas written over it.
There was a Sant Niwas, covered by tins, inside the

disputed premises.

Learned advocate _cross—exarﬁining drew the
attevn‘ti'o,n of witness toWards para 6 of the Examination in
chief affidavit. - Witness after reading it said that Sant
Niwas is referred there in first and second line of the para.
| have the k‘howledge of geographical condition of Sant
Niwas, situated inside the disputed premises. This sant -
Niwés begins little bit aw‘ay,‘ approx. from 5-6 feet away in
north from Hanumath dwar to 20-25 feet in the north. The
roof of this Sant Niwas was of tins. Itiwas separated by a
bouhd'ry' of tin or cloth in the inner portion. There were
doors ‘inn Sant Niwas, these opens towards the west. No
other door was there. Mahatma stayed there in it. Some
pupi‘ls'of Abhiramdass ji and a Pujari, Siya Raghav Sharan
was ‘living there. Besides, none lived there. Mahatmas,
who comes from outside also used to stay there. These
Mahétmas comes there to see Abhiramdass ji. Siya

Raghav Sharan was a pupil of Lal Sahib. Lal Sahib’s



10970

plac'e is“situated adjacent to Kanak Bhawan-. Siya Raghav
Sharan was from Rasik community. Siya Raghav sharan,
was a pupil of Lal Sahib’s place. | know Siya Raghav _
Shar‘an since 1970-75. Siya Raghav%LSharan’s place was
in Swargdwar Mohalla. He also live in Sant Niwas. He
used to come to Sant Niwas and stay f}here for some time.
Door of. Sant Niwas opens towards Western side. At the
top of that door name of Ram Lakhan Saran was written.
Then said hle name was not written there. His name was
written at a place Where kirtan was conducted Full name

of Ram Lakban Saran was Ram Lakhan Saran Bhagat.

There were three stones fixed above the Ram Chabutra
Cave. “Vyapak Brahm Niranjan, N/rgu‘ffvia v:gat vinod, so aj
prem Bhagtivash Kaushallya ki goad ” was written on one
of the.stone. Couplets were written on the rest two stones.
On one stone “Vishav .Bharan—Poshan Kari Joi, Takar
naam harau asi hoi” was written. On the third stone “Jake
sumiran tere Guruasa, naam satrughan ved praksha” was

written.

~Hanumangarhi is a fort, | know about this. But | was
not awa.r'e that hanumangarhi is constructed on a hillock.
Lear.ned advocate cross—eXamining drew the attention of
Witness_’towards para 1 of his Examination in . chief
affidavit. .~ ;

- Witness after reading it said in the second and third
line it was written by me that “I am a'Mahant of my seat”
which means where ever a person lives, that place is
called his Asan and he has a i“ claim (share) in
Hanumangarhi. This share is for Y2 part. People living in
Handmangarhi,’ gets “Ser-seedha” and “Osra’. Seat
(Asan).means,‘the'place where one’sllive. There are so
maniy Asan in Hanumangarhi. Whosoever has Asan there

is called Mahant. Patties are also thera in Hanumangarhi.
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| have “already stated that there ére four patties in
Hanumangarhi. There are written records about the
Mahants of all four patties. Written record is also kept in
r‘esp_'e(:t'of Mahant of Nirvani Akhara. The name of my
Gurd Shri Abhiramdass is in the record. | went to
Hanumahgarhi when | came to Ayodhafya fo the first time.
Those who get “Ser-seedha” from H:*anumangarhi, their
names are recorded. My name was inﬂcluded in the list of
persons getting “Ser-'seedha”‘1‘5 da;ys after | reached
theré,_ in 1962, in Hanumangarhi. At the time when |
reached Ayodhaya in the year 1962 my Guru Abhiramdass
ji_was “a Mahant of many other places, other than
Hén'um‘angarhi. These places inCIL;de, Hanumanji Ka
M.an_:d'ir i.e., Hanumangarhi in Kanhaj village of Rasoli,
RamJanambhoomi, Barabanki. Baba;Abhiram Dass was
not a Mahantj of other than three placés. Volunteer : that
agricultural undertakings were in his;,name. A book, in
regard to customs and traditions oflﬂHanumangarhi was
published in ‘the year 1964. Rules also cover the
- Hanumangarhi Mandir, situated at Ayddhaya, but there is
no rv"‘efér'ence about any oth_ér temple. Then said :that these
rules were appiioable to Kapil Munni Mandir, situated at

Ganga Sagar. Ganga Sagar is in Bengal State.

”‘Lee.lrnedl - advocate cross-examining drew the
attehtion of the witness towards the document No. 43 C- "
1/5 “Brief history and rules, Shri Hanumangarhi Ayodhya ji
Faizabad (Uttar Pradesh)”. Witness on the suggestion
mad‘é ,4by Learned advocate cross-examining, after reading
the page 24 of this book, replied to a question that among
the names listed in second para of th%is page, my Guru’s
nam'_e is'at SI. No.4. Shri Saryu Dass ji was a Guru of Shri
Abhiramdass. His name is also listed at page-24. At Sl
No.-’v2 in second para at this page “Signature Saryudass” is

writf_en and at Sl. No. 5, “thumb impression” Sarju Dass is
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written.- These, both Sarju Dass Wereinot the Gurus of my
Guru Abhiramdass. These two persons are different
persons. Guru Maharaj of my Guru Aéb\hiramdass was not
alive,at the time of publication of this book. Attention of
witness was drawn toWards page no. 3 of the book by -
Learned advocate croSs-'examining; witness after reading
it, r’e‘pli'ed to a question that there\is a reference of
institution of three Annees for the propogation of fourth
Sect by"AnuBhawanandji and Balananédji about 500 years
befo_ré. The “Five hundred years” méntioned in the first
line " of ::secon'd para at page No. 3, of this book, was
referred as 500 years back, prior to pLZblication of book in
1963-64.

. é

" There were Sursura Nand and r'gumber of Saints in
the tradition of AnuBhawanandji and éalanandji but their
names, | am not recollecting. Witnéss again said that
Pohari ji Maharaj was also from this tradition. According
to this rulg, there is a Pancyhayati System in
Hanumangarhi. In accordance’ with this tradition,
whenever a person comes to Hanumangarhi he in
accordance with the seniority is called by the name of
Chh'ora,:Hurdanga, Naga Ateet etc. My Guru Abhiramdass
besides me, had other pupils also. Among them,
Goverdhan Dassji, Ram Kishun Maharaj ji, were real
brother of Abhiramdass ji and were wrestler. Satey'ander
Dass i, _Rar_narn"uj Dass ji were also hisipupils. Volunteer :
that Ram Kishun Dass j'i used to teach me wrestling. That
is why’ I recogn‘i“ize him a Guvru. The three Annees referred
in thé rules, have the same tradition. But their procedure
for electing a Mahant was not same. The procedure for
electing a Mahant of Annee is different than the procedure
for éﬂéoting a Mahant. In this, an Annee Normohi was

referred. Annee and Akharas are two different things.
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Learned advocate cross—exa#nining drew the
attention of witness towards para- ? of his affidavit.
Witness in reply to a question said, I‘have no knowledge
about my date of birth. In para-2 of my affidavit, the name
of my natural father is recorded as ohrl Prabu Kunwar.
My name was Bhanu Kunwar when | was with my father. |
had been admitted to school by this name. | have studied
up to 5-6'" class in my village-Dumri.  Village Dumri is
situated in Distt. - Baksar, Bihar. | c§ontinued my studies
even after coming to Ayo.dhaya. |

i

~This study was about Ramcharit ‘!l\/lanas. | have not
studied in anyiSchool or College in Ay‘odhaya. | came to
Ayodhaya from my village Dumri, alone. | did not go to my
GQru through any mediator. On reaching Ayodhaya | went
to S‘arylj for bath. There my Guru was also taking bath. |
met him there for thé first time. | have referred my
Gurubhai Sateyander Kumar Dass in my statement. He
was in Hanumangarhi, before | came to Ayodhaya. | am
not "recollecting at what time he was a PUJari in
Janambhoomi. | used to go to see Sateyander Kumar
Dass. | have mentioned at page 30 my statenrent dated
11.3.20,05 that-Sateyénder Kumar Dejss,'my Guru bhai,
Was_appkointed a Pujari- by Receiver in 1990-91. [t is true.
The fact written in this statement is qurect‘ that | used to
help»-my'Guru: Bhai Sateyan}der Kumar:Dass in his affairs.
Aarti-lhog was conducted in the disputed Bhawan at the -
tlme When | came to Ayodhaya in 1962. | know how many
types of Bhogs are there. These are Bal — Bhog and
Rajbhog. Bhog is offered at a numbher of times. Bhog
offered in the morning and in the evening is called Bal-
Bhog and Bhog offered at noon is called Raj Bhog. Bhog
is also :offe.re'd' at the time of Aarti and Bayaru. Bayaru

means sleeping times. Shringar Bhog is offered at the
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time of festival. This Bhog is offered at the time of

Ann'k_o‘ot_, in which 36 kind of Bhogs are offered.

"I, do not know about' Utthapan Bhog and Mangal
Bhog.. The Bhogs, which | have mentioned wer offered in
the disputed Bhawan. Important Aarties like MangaI'Aarti
Shringar Aarti, Bhog }Aarti' Sandhya Aarti and Shayan
Aarti were also conducted there daily. | These Aarties are
continued even after unlocking the premises. | have never
performed Aerti in the' disputed Bha\ﬁvan. This Aarti is
performed by the Pujari. Mahant and Fujari have separate
works to do. Mahant can never be a Pil;Jjari in writing.

Le'clrn‘ed advolca‘te cross- exarﬁining drew the
attention of Wltness towards document No 18 A-2/1 filed in
Other Original :Suit No. 3/89, witness on seeing it said that
in this affidavit my age is written as 28 years in 1990. |
was ebout 15 years old in 1962. This e.ffidavit was filed by
me. | know Ram Kewal Dass ji. Ram Kewal Dass ji was
livinc in Ramghat Mohalla. Volunteer : he had been living
in the drawing room of Ramanandiya Nirmohi Akhara. | do
not remember if | had referred Mahant Raghunath Dass
pupil of Mahant Dharamdass, Prem Dass pupil of Mahant
Goverdhan Dass etc. in the affidavit or not. | have no
knowledvge about Raghunath Dass,: Prem Dass and
Goverdhan Dass. | have filed a will in this litigation, which
was writ'ten by my Guru in my favour. Witness, after
s‘eei-hg' document No. 18 A-2/25 to 18-A-2/29 said this is

the Will,'_which was executed by my Guru in my favour.

-Learned advocate cross- exammmg drew the
attention of the witness towards document No. 18-A 2/26.
Witness said that it is written- on this paper “My one
reliable pupil is .Pahalwan 'Dharmdeass,- Sadhak (one

engaged in spiritual achievement)  pupil Baba
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Abhiram‘dass.; According to me 'thefe is- no difference

among Sadhak pupil and pupil. One:twho is engaged in

spiritual achievement is. called Sadhak pupil. | know about
|

SiyégRaghav Saran but | have no knowledge about Ram

¥

Swaroop Dass. ‘

] )

 |5 do not know about the Suit off 1973 in between
Nirm‘ohi'Akhara and Ram Lakhan Saran Bhagat. | have no
knowledge whether Pateswari Dutt Pandey, Advocate was
appointed a Commissioner in a suit or not. Akhand Kirtan
used to perform continuously in aisputed premises,
wherein donation etc. was also offered. About 25
Mahatma used to take part in Kirtan. Five-éix people used
to p'er.fovrm Kirtan at a time. They used to live upon with
whatever donation was received. In case money falls
short tb their needs, money used to be]colleoted from Sant
—..mahatmasof Ayodhaya and also from outsiders and it
was given to them. Here money means arrangement for
their food etc. People, who performegj Kirtan, were given
cash .also. Donation received was recorded by mukhtar,
but no details are known about this record. Money
received as donation was spent on the maintenance of the
disp.tjted premises.Maintenance means, meeting the
expén‘diture on Sameya fesftival and Food and e;(penditure

on cooks, sweepers and who cleans utensils.

Le.arned,‘ advocéte “cross-examining drew the
attention of ';N‘itness towards documeht No. 439-A-1 of
Othe"r‘ Original Suit No. 4/89. Witness after seeing the .'
document said that it is a notice, served by my
respectable  Guru. In this notice Janamsewak
Abhi.Ara‘m.dass is written‘ at the bottom. This notice was in
regard to perform Ramayan Path in respect of Aarti, Puja,
and. Sameya Lfestival.- | have no knowledge about this

notice. because this notice was issued before | was
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recrijited. This notice was served by Baba Abhiram dass ji

Av’vt;thention of Witnessiwas drawn towards document No.
440 A-1 of the suit by ,Léarned advocaéte cross-eéxamining.
Witness after seeing the document éaid, in this notice,
name of  Shri RamJanambhoomi Uddharak Baba
Abhiramdass was written as an applicant, which is correct.
Volunteer : Ai)hiramdass was called a§ Uddharak Baba by
all Ayodhaya dwellers; This 'informaiion was about the
Prakatya celebration. This jubilee cv.‘yelebration falls on
Monday; Shukla Paksh Pratipada, Pal.;sh month. Learned
advocate cross-examining drew the a!ttention of witness
towé:;’ds:document No. 447-A-1 of the above suit. Witness
on séeing the document said, thai{ names of Pandit
Satéyan:der' Kumar Dass and Kailash Nath Pandey is
written as an applicant. Kailash Nath Pandey is a master.
He was a social worker and teacher iﬁ a Sanskrit School.
Now he has been retired. Sateyander Kumar Dass is my
Guru Bhai. ’

This notice was in respect of the celebration
organized w.e.f. 19.8.64, Wednesday to 23.8.1964. It was
very large celebration, wherein a number of scholars of
India had participated. In the second para of this notice,
name of Paramhans Ramchander Dass is written and his
residence at Khak Chowk was also mentioned. Volunteer :
Paramhans Ramchander Dass was living at Khak Chowk in

1964. | know him. He was an associate of my Guru.

l.earned advocate cross-examining drew' the
attention of witness towards document No. 448/C-1 of
above-mentioned Suit. Witness after reading the
document said 'that this notice was issued ‘by Abhiramdass
ji. It was proper. This notice was about appearance of
God. | know about this notice. In second para of this

docu'm'ent there was a mention of sending to jail for five

I
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times and 14 suits, but no punishment was awarded in any
suit. Volunteer : that this was a false suit, which was filed
by some ill-feeling people. Witness on the suggestion
made by Learned advocate cross-examining read the facts
written under the head “Caution” at the bottom of this
notice and said that it was written therein that some
people are asking for donation in the name of Ram
Jana_mbhoomi. Donation may be given to these people
on|y~Who incurred some expenditure in respect of Suit in
regard '.to’ RamJanambhoomi, Bhogj—rag or Sameya
celebration. Volunteer : that notice is gfight. Donation also

comes from outside. Donation is also collected from local
people. Some donation might be receiving through money
order from outside. Receipts were also issued. Then said

| have the knowledge about the money orders.

i

: ‘xim
- Money order used to come at the address of

RémJanambhoomi._Dooument No. 448 C-1 was about the
rh'a'n'age'ment of RamJanambhoomi. Donation collected in
the .name of my Guru Shri Abhiram Déss' ji was given to
him. Funds collected from donation used to be utilized for
incurring the eXpenditure in connection with the suit under
Section 145, RamJanambhoomi and for the employeés and
Bhog-;rag). The details in regard to money received from

'don'ation used to keep by Mukhtar. ’

‘Learned -advocate cross-examining drew the
attention of witness towards document'No. 449 C-1 of the
above suit. ' Witness sai.d that this information was
extracted by my Guru. | This notice was brought out by my -
Guru in support of Ram Lakhan Saran Bhagat. There is a
refefé‘nce of Red pamphlet in this notice and it was written
in it-that Ram Lakhan Saran Bhagat has been removed
from Kirtan. Hence my Guru has brof,lght out the notice

against his expulsion. Red notice was brought out by
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some people of Ayodhaya. It was Ie;arnt that this notice
was. brought out by Baldev Dass ‘a;gainst Ram Lakhan
Saran Bhagat. | have not seen the l‘:}:ed notice. Witness
after;d‘rawing his attention towards p‘,)lara 4 of the said
notiée, said that this notice was brought out by my Guru in
favour of Ram Lakhan Saran Bhagat. In all the papers
shown tb me during C.ross-'examination, the word Mahant
has not been prefixed in the name of my Guru.
Somewhere it is written as Abhiramdass and somewhere ‘
as Baba Abhiramdass. The same portion is of my
affidavit.This is because, my Guru supposed himself as a
Sewak (Servant) that is why, in the above information; he
did not use the word Mahant before his name. | have
never seen Mahant Baldev Dass ji, mentioned above in my
statement, at Janambhoomi. |

) Learn‘ed advo‘ca'te | cross-examining drew the
attention of witness towards examinati@n in chief affidavit.
Witness said, in the last 2 lines cf para- 12 of this
affidavit, | have statéd that, “FoIIo{Ners of any other
religi<.)}n or Sect cannot enter in the premises of disputed

premises”.

Learned = advocate cross-examining drew the
attention of witness towards a part of his statement
recorded on 11.3.2005, “ Baldey Dass ji ka darshan

. Vivadit Bhawan main unko Kabhi
Humne hahin Dekha”. Witness said that in this statement
| have not said that Baldev Dass ji never went for darshan.
Rather | have said | have never saw him at disputed site.
Volunteer : that Baldev Dass died roughly in 1965-1966.

- | knew Devki Nandanji; Devki Nandan Aggarwal, in a
plaint of the suit filed by him, shown me as related to the

trusf, which is correct. At present | am in dispute with the



10979

trust. But prior to this, | was its member. At present | am
in dispute with the Trust, in which%connection suit is
pending in the Court of Distt. Judge, Egaizabad. | am not a
member of Vishwa Hindu Parishéd.{ Sita-koop, Sumirta
Bhawan and Katha Mandap were nearﬁ disputed premises.
Katha Mandap and sumitra Bhawan does not exist now.

Sita;koo'|3 is still there. This is the same Katha Mandap,

ol
i1

which was run by my Guru.

."L:e‘arned advocate cross-examinihg drew the
attention of witness towards picture Né). 13 to 16 of Colour
Album document No. 200 C-1. Witness after seeing the
pictures, replying to question, said all these four pictures
are of o':ne place. There is picture of Varah Bhagwan in
picture No.-16l Volunteer : that picture No. 14 and 15
also“‘have the same position. These pictures were taken
from different directions. These pictures are of the
souther'n and eastern corner of the disputed premises.
This picture was at eastern wall in east south corner to

nor,t.h side of the wall. Volunteer : that this picture as

adja_Cent to wall.

'Learned ~advocate cross-examining drew the
attention of witness towards picture No.37 of this Album.
Witness said that this is the picture of gate. This is the
picture of eastern gate. Witness again said that he is not
recdlléc’iing which gate i"s appearinhg in thié picture,
because the picture has not been takeh from correct
direction. May‘be, Ndrther‘n Gate is appearing in picture
No. 37.. Eastern gate IS appearing in picture No. 38 of this
album. Nort'ﬁern gate is appearing in picture No. 39 of
this -‘élbum. Top part of gate is appearing in this picture. |
Singh dwar is appearing in the upper part. There appears

an idol of a deity, but it is not clear. ;This is the gate of
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dispUted premises. Northern gate is appearing in picture

No. ,}4]1, and 42 of this album. This picture is in two parts.

' Witness was shown the picture No. 43, Witneas said
that_fRam Chabutra is appearing in this picture. My photo
is appearing in this pibture. It is correct that shops
adjacent to Hanumath dwar are appearing in the picture
No. 43. For the first time | have said that Ram Chabutra is
appearing in this picture, which bemuse of an illusion.
Witness said: that eastern gate is appearmg in this picture.
A stone is clearly appearing in this picture. The witness -
after seeing the picture No. 46 of the album said that main
gate .i.e‘., Hanumath dwar is‘appeari}ng in this picture.
There are two pillars of. Kasoutt in this picture. Volunteer

that Knrtan Bhawan is also appearmg in picture No. 48 of
this album which is a pillar of Kasoutl This pillar is
palnted with red colour and a pitcher at the lower part of
the pillar'. Miscellaneous pictures are there on the picture,
Picture No. 49 was shown to witness. Witness said this
picture is in Topsy-turvy. A . pillar is appearing in this
picture. Lower part of the pillar is appearing in the picture
No. 50 wherein a pot was fixed and picture of Hanumaniji
at the top. Hanumanji, with a club and a mountain. One
side portion is appearing as broken one. Upper part of the
pillar is appearing in picture No. 53. A pitcher is
appearing in‘pictur‘e No. 54. Th'ere’ are miscellaneous
pictures, flower-leaves on .thé lower part and picture of
Hanumahji in the upper part. The Scere of Ram Chabutra

is appearing in picture No.56.

In picture No.56 the thatch of grass appearing in the
back side is a Ram Chabutra. Tin shade is appear'ing at
the f'rontside V\;hiCh is a Kirtan Bhawah Ram Chabutra is
appearmg in pxcture No 57. Lower part of Ram Chabutra

is appearing in picture No. 58. There is Hanumanji and
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two i'.dols in this portion. These idols were painted with
the Same type of sindoor that is why it is not distinctive.
One tin-shade is appearing in picture No. 59 of this album
and a Basaha Bullock in the upper part. This is a picture
of east south corner of the disputed premises. The
Parvati, Shankerji and Ganesh an‘d entire family is
appearing here. One big tree is appearing in this picture.
In picture No. 61 of the album, é Basaha bullock,

Shankarji, Parvatiji, Ganeshji and two Pind of Shankarji

are appearing. Among these Pinds, one is of shankarji
and another is of Narvadeshwar Bhagwan. Witness after
Seei‘ng the picture No. 62 of the albuni1 said that northern
portion IS appearing in the picture. \f/Vestern wall of the
disputed Bhawan is appearing in this picture. This is a
photo of a corner. In the picture no. 67 of the album, a

second gate, which was towards east, is appearing.

§
i

Learned advocate ‘Cross-exar?ﬂining drew the
attention of witness towards picture No. 69 to 72 of this
calour ‘album. Witness after seeing these pictures said
that.all these four pictures are of one place. These photos
are ‘of Kaushalya R.asoi. Volunteer : it is also called Sita
Rasoi. This portion is adj'acent to Singh dwar towards
Wes}‘t.j

' Witness after seeing the picture Mo. 79, 80 sa'id that
these are the'pictures of comound of disputed Bhawan.

,Witness after seefng the picture No. 111 of the album
said a Hanumanji is ap-pe’ar‘ing'in'this pictUre. A club and
tail is appearing in this picture. In addition, one pillar is
appearing. Miscellaneous pictures and a pot is appearing
in the rear part of the ~pillar}. Pot is painted with Sindoor. -
Uppér part is covered with pidture. V\/itness after seeing

the picture No. 121 of this album said that main gate of
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d'i'sp'ut'ed Bhawan is appearing in this picture. Pillars of
Kasauti are appearing in the pioture.; Pitcher, picture of
Hanumanji, painted Wi‘th red colour isi appearing at both
sides. Witness after seeing the pictu:*e No. 113 and 114 .
said that picture of a lower part of a pillar at main gate of
RamJanambhoomi is appearing in these pictures. A
.pitchler_ ~is carved at. the pillar ' and pitgher has
misc.vel'la_neous pictures. Ah idol of H;mumanji is there in
the mid;jle. A scene, like bush is appearing on the side of
HanUma_hji. Besides, there are flowers and leaves.
Witness after; seeing the picture No. 1118 and 119 of this
album said t‘hat upper portion of the !pillar is appéaring _

therein, which is like flower-leaves and a wheel.

‘Witness after seeing the picture[ No. 152 to 155 of
this -album said these 'pictures are of one place, which
were taken from different angles.These pictures are of

birth place. A throne is appearing in thése pictures.

. }An' id;)I of God .isiapp‘earing in tHe upper part of the
throne. An idol of Bhagwan is also appearing in the lower
part. “In addition to this, photo of Durgaji is therein.
Witness after seeing the picture No.-157 of,fhis album said
that ‘é'pot is appearing in this picture. In addition to that,
an idol of Ramlalla and Thakurji is also appearing therein.
One pillar is also appearing, this pillar is of west side wall
and an idol of God is at it. In addition to this, a bell is
also appearing. Pillar is with miscellaneous pictures.
Witness - after seeing the picture No. 185, 186 and 187
said that a pillar is appearing in picture No. 185. Pillar is
at the lbwer part and a pitcher on it. Picture No. 186
Contéins miscellaneous pictures &end a picture of
Hanumavhji with folded hands. Lower part of the pillar is
a‘ppe'a'ring in picture No. 187. This pil'ar was at the main

gate of t_he'disputed Bhawan. In picture No. 202, Ranjeet
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Lal Verma is taking milk. In picture No. 204 of this album,
Jilani Sahib is taking some food and Mannan Sahib is

drinking something.

Verified the statement after hearing

| Sd/-

Mahant Dharm Dass

| 14.3.2005

Typed by the stenographer, in the open court as dictated
by rhe . In continuation to this, the suit may be fixed for

further cross-examination on 15.3.2005.

Sd/-

(Hari Shankar Dubey)
Commissioner
14.3.2005
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Before : Commiss‘ioner,» Shri  Hari Shankar Dubey,
Additional District Judge/QOfficer on Special

Duty, High Court, Lucknow Bench, Lucknow.

Dated 15.3.2005
D.W. 13/1-1, Mahant Dharmdass

(Co_rhmissioner appoinjted vide order dated 11.3.2005
'pas's'e‘d by Hon’ble Full Bench in Other Original Suit No.
4/89) | |

(In continuation to dated 14.3.2005, cross-examination on
oath’ of D.W.~:13/1—1, Mahant Dharmdass by Shri Ranjit Lal
Verma, advocate on behalf of Nirmohi Akhara plaintiff in
Other Original Suit No. 3/89, continued)

‘There is a "Akhara Parishad" of Sadhus at All India
Leve.I.A : People from Saddarshan Sadhu Samaj are in
Akharé Parishad. Sect. Like Vaishnav, Shaiv, Udasi,
Nathpan:‘the'l\iirmal and Kabir comes under Saddarshan.
Chairman - of Akhara Parishad is elected by Sadhu
Community of Saddarshan Sect. At present Mahant
Gyandass is a Chairman of All India Akhara Parishad, who
is a Mahant of Sagaria Patti. This is the highest post of
Sadhtj Community throughout India. Mahant Gyandass,
within a year was elected a Chairman of Akhara Parishad
during Ujjain 'Kumbh. He was ele;’c:ted during Ujjain
Kumbh. Ujjain Kumbh was held in April (Chaitra-
Vaisakha) 2003. '

Questioh: You, in your statement have just stated that
. Sadhus of Vaishnav Community hold top
position in Saddarshan Sadhu Community.

Would you please tell if three Anneeies are

there under Vaishnav Community or not?
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Answer: Yes.

|

f'Names,of Annee are - Nir‘\l/ani, Nirmohi and
Digarﬁbar. There are seven Akf{aras under Shaiv
(ShiWait) community  called Juna, Ahwan, Atal
Mahanirvani, Niranjani and Agoni. iThese are called

i

Akharas of Sanyasees. Bhagwan Sh‘iankar is a adorable
deity. of Shaiv Sect. Volunteer : that they also follow
Rama. Adorable deity of Shaiv Sect. are Bhagwan
Shankar, Bhagwan Kapil Muni. Persop from Mahanirvani
Akhara follows Kapil Muni as their adorable deity. This |
came to know because | have resided there in Akhara. |
have been to all seven Akharas. | have, at para-l1 of my
Examihaﬁon in chief affidavit stated that | am a Sri Mahant
of 'I\Iivrvani Annee Akhara. Sri Mahant of Panch
Ramana‘ndiya Nirvani Annee Akhara is elected by the
Panch of Ramanandiya Akhara. TI'hey, after giving
garla’nd—:éheet and  striking bell, passed the concern
proposal to other seven Akharas, WhiCLh are under Nirvani
Akhara. Seven Akharas of Nirvani Akhara are -
Ramanandiya Nirvani Akhara, Khaki Akhara, Niravlambi
Akhara,” Balbhadri Akhara, Tatambri -~ Akhara and
M,Aah.anir\/ani Akhara etc. | am not recollecting the name of
seventh Akhara. | have no knowledge if Mahanirvani sub-
Akhara Ais under Mahanirvani Ramnandiya Annee Akhara
or not. It is correct to Say that name of seven sub-
Akharas of Nirvani Annee are as under:- Ramanandiya
Khaki; Ramanandiya Nirvani; Ramanandiya "
Niravliambi; Ramanandiya Tatambri; Ramanendiya
Balbhadri; Ramanandiya Harivyasi Nirvani; Ramanandiya

Hari‘vvyasi Khaki. ‘ . ‘

~There is a-custom in all seven Sub-Akharas that only
the Sadhus of 'Ramanandiya Nirvani are elected the Shri

Mahant of Njrvani Annee. It is not correct to say that
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Sadhus of rest six Sub-Akharas confirm the proposal. The
fact is this that alll the rest six Aikharas confirm the
pfbposal. Shri Mahant is elected bys majority by all the
sevé_n'S'ub-Akharas'through democratic sys_tem. Tenure c;f
Shri. Mahant of Nirvani Akhara is fixed, that from which
date he will take over the charge and startvworking. It is
not correct to say that his tenure is started from Ardh- .
Kumbh. Tenure begins from Maha-Kumbh. It is a custom.
Kum-_bh fall after every three years and Maha-Kumbh after
eve‘ry twelve years. Volunteer : that invitations are issued
to 18 Akharas of Vaishnav and a‘re given alms and
donétioh after food. Sant Sewak Dass was a Sadhu of
Nirvani Akhara. He is not Shri Mahant of Nirvani Annee.
He was already a Shri Mahant of Nirvani Annee. He was
elected prior|to 1980 but exact year is not known to me. ,
He was elected, four-five years before 1980. | was there
during the election. Sant Sewakdassji was elected during
Ujjain Maha-Kumbh. He was a Mahant of Sagaria Patti
Seat. - His seat is situated, at a dista}rlk{ce of 4-5 hands in
the left side from steps of Hanumar;garhi. | have no
knowledge whether Sant Sewak Dass ji is alive or dead. |t
is not correct to say that Shri Mahant of Nirvani Annee
Akhafa is .eleoted fér the lifetime. But it is correct In
writing his tenure is for 12 years but this period can be
extended by Panch. Shri Mahant can be removed by
Panc'h‘ otherwise his pdst fall vacant duie to his resignation
or death. Sant Sewak Dass ji was elected Shri Mahant for
12 years. Tenure of Sant Sewak Dass was not extended
beyond 12 years. | do not remember in which year the
tenure of Sant Sewak Dass came to an end. Sant Sewak
Dass ji has participated in five Maha-kumbh. Sant Sewak
Dass remained Shri Mahant for four Maha-vkumbh after his
election in the earl_ier Kumbh. As such he remained Shri
Mahant'for 15 years. A Ardh-Kumbh falls within five
Kumbh, is called Kumbh.‘ At Prayagraj, Kumbh falling



* 10987

l

aftefsix' years.,is called Ardhkumbh and kumbh falling after
12 ye'varQ is called Mahakumbh,. Ardhkumbh at Prayagraj
will commence from 2007. Shiv Nandan Dass was elected
a Ma-hant of Nirvani Annee, at a Kumbh 12 years ago from
toda'y._ Shiv Nandan Dass was also from Ayodhaya,
Hanumangarhi. He was from Basantia Patti. | was not
present in his ele ction. | came to know about his selection
from the community.. | do not know who told me about
this. - | have see him working as Shrl Mahant up to April
2003. Shiv Nendan Dass ji was not elected due to
resignation of S..nt Sewak Dass. Sant Sewak Dass was
removed by the ‘anch.. Thereafter Shiv Nandan dass was
selencted. As p.r Cusfom, Panch have the right for the
removal of Shri Mahant of Nirvani Annee.

Seat of Shiv Nardan Dass ji was at Mohalla Datoon Kund
Ayodhfaya. Seat | mean, he was living in Mohalla
Datoonkund. At present he is living near Tikamgarh Distt.
of Madhya Pradesh. | do not know V\;bere he is living. |
have filed a suit in the Court of i(§3ivilf Judge (C.D.),
Faizabad agains: Shiv. Nandan Dass about three months
befora. In that Suit, address vo_f Shiv Nandan Dass was
written as Ayodhaya, because by that time he had not sold
his house. | have filed this suit, perhaps in November or
December 2004. Shiv Nandan Dass sold his house in
January-February 2005, after suit was filed. One Seth
(wealthy merchant) has purchased this‘!hbuse but | do not
know his name. Information about salé of house became
available only after it was vacated and'its possession was
taken‘ over by new landlord.  Vacation of house and ,
possession by new owner was happened before me. This |
has happened after Makar-Sankranti. It is not correct to
say. that Shiv Nandan Dass has sold his house SItuated at
Datoonkund Mohalla one year befora thlgatlon filed
against’ Shiv Nandan Dass by Sant Sewak Dass was going
on in A.Ilahabad Civil Court, Allahabad. But now all the
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cases have since been disposéd off. | do not know if
I|t|gat|on in between Sant Sewak Da%?s and Shiv Nandan
Dass is still pending or not. Sant Sewak Dass has not
been seen for sometime. It is not know if he is alive or
not.: | have no knowledge if the swt at Allahabad is
pendmg because Sant Sewak Dass' Whereabout is not

|
known to me.

Avdesthass ji Maharaj, Sarpan‘oh of Panch nirvani 'I
Ram'é‘na-ndiya Akhara "has proposed\my name for Shri
Mahant. It is correct that Nirvani Annee has a Sarpanch
of executive body of Ak‘hara Avdhe‘gh Dass ji is not a
Sarpanch for three to four months. ‘ At present Baba
Bachaidass ji Maharaj is a Sarpanch. He was elected 3-4
months before. | was present at the tlme of election and |
have also si:gned thefe. Time and Osara for electing
Sarpanch of executive body. is fixed. Its tenure is for the
period of three years or five years. lti keeps changing in
four pat’ues. After proposing my nam(a by Avdhesh Dass
ji, Sarpanch, the proposal was supported by sitting Mahant
Ram.eéh: Dass ji and Santram Dass ji, Mahant Gyandass ji
Sagaria patti. Mahant Ramcharandass ji, Basantia patti
and’ Muﬂidasé ji, Haridwari patti by filing statement.
People from other Sub-Akharas have also supported me.
Among them, Khaki, Niravlambi, Tatambri Akharas people
were there. All the seven Akharas mentioned above by
me "have supported me in writing. ' People from Sub-
Akharlas have supported me by putting‘ their signature on
separate sheets. All the seven Akharas have not passed
separate-separate proposal but they have given in writing
on their letterhead pad in my support. They have attached
a acknowledgement »alongwi'th their support.
Jagannathdass of Ramanandiya Khaki Up-Akhara has
given hi's.s support to me in writing on his‘l.etterhead pad.

i i

]
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On that letterhead pad, there was a signature of

Jagan,na'thdas's ji only, who is Sri Mahant of Kakhi Akhara.

|

- Sri Mahant of Ramanandiay Nira‘&alambi Akhara had
expr-éssed his support to me ih writing on the letter head
pad b_'ut | am not recollecting his name:at present. Mahant
Hanri .Shankar Dass of Harivyasi Nirvani Up-Akhara has
éxpressed his support to me in writing on the letter-head
pad. Srimahant of Harivyasi Up-Akgaré, whose name | am
not récollecting has given his supporf‘ to me . Similarly,
Mahants of Tatambari and Balbhadi !r}ave also supported
me, but | am not recollecting their némes. This support
was- given in writing over the Ietter—hjead pad, which are
with me. This written support was gi‘;/;en to me at Ujjain
Kumbh. ~In my support statement on‘an oath was also
s_ubmitted during Ujjain Kumbh. Statement on Oath and
.supp'QArting letterhead pad were not r;gzceived in one day
but du.rihg different dates. Volunteer :‘that' registration of
statement on an oath was done on one day and:supports
on _I‘ette’rhead pad were received on different dates.
Statement on an oath Was received first and letterhead
pad later on. Letterhead pads' were received one month
after statement on oath. Letterhead pads were not
received through Post. | myself went to all Sub-Akharas in
May 2004 to collect the letter head pad in my support and
collected the support written on letter head pad. Sitting
Mahant .of Ayodhaya, Ramesh Dass ji‘ lives in Garhi and
according to tradition he cannot go outside. He cannot go
to Faizabad Court. His statement on an oath was
recorded in Hanumangérhi and not in Faizabad Court and
concerned persons were called in Hanumangarhi. R‘amesh
Dass_“proposal to appoint me as a Mahant of Annee was
writfen in the registef.' This propoéal was written in

Hanumangarhi Fort of Ayodhaya.
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. This proposal was written in Apri;; 2004. The date of
Writi'ng the proposal is not remembe‘r to me. Copy of
porposal is not given to anyone. As such copy of proposal
was not given to me. Volunteer : that the copy of the
pfbposal was made in the Registry Office. Registry is not
done in the Court but was done in Reigistry Office. Copy
of a.proposal, which is written word by word, is done only

in Registry Office. Original Register does not contain the

. . |
signature of the person to be elected a Mahant. There

were signatures of about 500 pefsens in the Original
Register. Entire population of Akharas, numbering about
200 has signed it. In how many pages these signatures
Were r'unning‘ | do not remember. | have just stated above

Copy of the proposal was made in the Registry Office”. It
is correct. Copy of the proposal word but word is not sent

to Registry Offlce Copy is sent as per the requirement of

the Court. Representatlve of each pattl goes to Reglstry _

Office to Sign. Volunteer : that representatlves of Akharas

put their signature in the Registry Office as a
representative. Signature of sitting Mahant Ramesh Dass
is not-on this document. | am a Sadhu of Ujjainia Patti. |
have neéver been expelled from this patti. | do not
recollect if | had filed a counter statement on behalf of
Avadhram Dass in the suit in regard to Jamwant Fort of
Ujjanf'a patti or not. | have not filed any claim against
Ujjainia patti in any suit concerning to Santosh Dass
involving a field of Manjha. It is not correct to say that |
have been expelled fro‘m_Ujjainia patti, vid_e the resolution
pass'ed under the Chairmanship of Sant Ram Dass on 27'"
July 2002. Itis also not correct that the said proposal was
then sent to Ramesh Dass, sitting Mahant. It is not
correct to say that I am not a Sadhu ofi Hanumangarhi and
| have been expelled from Ujjainia patti. It is also not

correct -that what | have stated 'in para-1 of my
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Exarhilhafion in chief affidavit that | iam a Srimahant of
Panch Nirvani Akhara is Wrohg. It IS not correct that |
have filed a false suit against Sh“i}v nandan Dass in
Conhection 'vv.ith Nirvani Akhara and my mahantship is
dispu:ted one. Statéent of Abhiramdass, in this Suit in
WhiClh | am deposing, was recorded in the Court of District

Judg_e, Faizabad.

( On this issue, Learned advocate cvijoss;examining has
filed .a certified copy of statement of Abhiramdass pupil of
Sarju Dass. This statement is attacheé! with document No.
265.-C-1, in the Original Suit No. 12/61, Sunni Central
Waqf Board V/s Gopal Singh Vish'ara\(?d. This paper was
takeh on record and it was marked as a document No. 265
C-1 and document was marked as dofcument No. 266 C-
1/1 to 266 C1/3) |

L'.earned‘ advocate cross-exan{nining drew the
a'tten'tibh of witness towards para mentioned at SI. No.2
pagé 2 of above documents filed today. Thé
Kathamandap is the same, which | referred as Shri
Abhiramdass Kathamandap in my statement. The remark
‘It is a general” written-at page- 2 is correct. | do not
know if Abhiramdassji has filed a suit, in respect of
Hanumath Sanskrit College, Hanumangarhi. | also do not
know whether he was removed from tre post of Manager.
He himself retired at an appropriate time. The statement
given by Abhiramdass in the para of SI. No. 3 at page No.
2..isljoorrect that he was a Pujari duri‘ng the time of Baba

Priya Dutt Ram.

| have no knowledge about Madan Mohan Dubey
mentioned at para 3 in page 2 of above document. | have
heard that a case is subjudice in the Court of Faizabad to

'rem-o‘v_e the Receiver S'hr,i K.K.Ram Verma. | dod not know
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what was final .decision in the case. Volunteer : that as
per Atn,y knowledge, Madan Mohan Dubey has not worked

as a Receiver of disputed Bhawan.

| have no knowledge about Madan Mohan Dubey. |
have no._ knowledge about the case filed by Ram Lakhan
Saran in Hon'ble Sttpreme Court, due to which proceeding
in the case in Civil Court has to ikept in abeyance.
Leet'ned advocate cross-examining drgew the attention of
Wltness towards document No. 40-A- 1/1 to 40 A-1/23 of
Other Original. Suit No.4/89. Wltnﬁess said that his

l ‘I
sngndtures are there at the bottom of every page. This

document has been typed in English. | have signed the
document No.40-A1/1 to 40 A-1/23 ’tfter perceiving the
material written thereon. | have the knowledge about

counter- statement documents. What | have stated to my
Advocate and what he has written = on the above
documents |s correct. | came to knovv‘about the material
written in the documents, on 2" Dec 1989. At the. time,
when | filed counter statement in the Court, my lawyer was
someone else and Iawyer of Ramchander Paramhans was
different. | am not recollecting the name of my lawyer at
present. | am not rec'ollecting.the name of Ramchander
Paremhans’ lawyer. Learned advocate cross-examining
drew the attention towards last four lines of Para 13 of
docUmeht No.40-A-1/70f Other Original Suit No0.4/89, upon
which witness said that the Suit, Ram Lakhan Saran V/s
Sunni Central Waqf Board referred therein is correct. This
is same Ram Lakhan Saran, which was referred in the
pambhlet brought out by Shri Abhiranhdass. To whom |
call Bhagat Ram Lakhan Saran. Ram Lakhan Saran is
from Bihar. | have heard that he came to Ayodhaya after
1949. It is not correct to say that “Shri Abhiram Dass
Kathamandap” is managed by RamJ%anambhoomi Sewa

Samiti. Volunteer : that Sewa Sar'nitifwas constituted by
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Shri.Abh'iramdass. | have no knowledjge if Birla Religious
Trust.Sewa Sangh used to send moneg( to Sewa Samiti or
not.” ' |' have no knowledge if Go?zél Singh Visharad
rece‘iv'es' the money or not. It is not correct to say that
Ram Lakhan Saran Bhagat used to run Akhand Kirtan in
Manas Bhawan at the outer part of di‘sputed premises. |
knew vRém Lakhan Saran Bhagat very Well énd associated
with. him. | have no knowledge if he was in dispute with
Akha'r,a or not. Similarly | haVe no knowledge if he was
callec.:jF cunning, deceiver and one who cheat in the name
Kirtan. or not. Volunteer : that in his view he was good
person and devotee of Rama. | have Ho knowledge abou:t
any criminal litigation was ever subjudice against him. |
havevno»knowledge about his affairs with women.
(At this subject, Learned advocate cfoss-examining vide
list document No. 267—@-1, filed a copy of order of Judicial
Officer, Sitapur, which was marked as document No. 268
C-1/1to 268 C-1/11 and was taken on fecord).
Ques‘tivon: Do you know that Ram Lakhan Saran Bhagat
| has filed a suit against the Vedanti of Raja Ram
Chandracharya Panch of Nirmohi Akhara in
19607 | ’

Answer: | have no kn}owledge in this \rfegar»d.
. | :
Question: Do you know that Abhiramdass has circulated a
| printed pamphlet concerning to Kirtan in 1959
and Red pamphlet was circulated by Baldev

Dass? Have you come to know about it?

Answer: | had the knowledge of pamphlet printed by Shri
| Abhiram Dass but had no knowledge about Red
pamphlet printed by Baldev Dass.
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1 have seen the pamphlet printedl by Abhiramdass, at
the timeiwhen | was giving statement vesterday and never
before. | do not remember when for the first time | saw
this pamphlet. | saw this in 1982-83. | saw this pamphlet
in my file at Ashram. | had no words about this pamphlet

with Guruji i.e. Shri-Abhiramdass ji.

Learned advocate cross-examining drew the
at't'ehtion of . witness towards document No. 18-A-
2'/3-01,"“én'¢3|osure B” of Other Original }S'uit No. 3/89.
Witness on seeing it said | have filed a document No. 18-
A-2/30 along }with the Affidavit. | havé?read this document
at the time when | filed it. | have enquired about the ;
disputed property of this suit. At present | am not
reoollec’ting what disputed property Was involved in the
suit. | can only say after reading the enclosurge B, what
Was'v' Wr.i‘tten iin_ it. Every page of this book has my
signature. _ 1 (U |

Learned:advocate croSs-examining asked the witness
to reply afterl reading t_’he enclosure-B, about the dis'puted ,
prop’érty referred in this document. Witness after reading
the document said | would not be able to tell what was the
disputed property of this suit? It becomes clear from
seeing document No. 18-A-2/30 that litigation was initiated
in 1975, in between Ram Kewal Dass and Siya Raghav
Saran. In this suit the then address of Siya Raghav Saran
Was»Wriitep as — Janambhoomi Mandir, Ayodhaya City,
Faiz‘avba‘d, which islc:orre'ct. In this suit, Panchayat
Nirmohi Akhara as a defendant No.-2 was written as
Sarpanch Panchayat and Mahant Ram Roop Dass.

. : |

.Learned advocate cross-examining drew the
attention of witness towards document No. 39 C-1/37 of

Other: Original Suit 3/89. Witness! after seeing the
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document said | never saw this pamphlet before. | am |
seeing it to ;coday for the first time. This pamphlet was
referred in the pamphlet of my Guru Abhiram Dass.
Lear.h.e'd advocate cross-examining drew the attention of
witness . towards document No. 39 €-1/38 of the Suit.
Witness said | do not recognize any signature appended in
this:doc'l,lme'n.’[. Learned advocate cryoss-examining drew
the eﬁtentién of witness specifically towards the signature
of P'.aramhan:s Ramchander Dass, appended in document
No. 39 C-1/39. Witness said this is; not a signature of
Para_mhans Ramchander Dass. | carnot recognized the
signatures appended in document No. 39 C-1/39. Raja
Ramchandraéharya is written in document No. 39 C-1/38.
Name of Ramchandracharya is printed ;iat SI. No. 24 of Red
pam‘phlet. This document contains the retribution of
immoral acts. | |
Volunteer : whatever is written therein is false and
these people are habitual of alleging ifalse allegation. |
am 'saying this because Ram Lakhén Saran used to
organise Kirtan at the time when | Waslrecruited.
| Verified the statement after hearing.
Sd/-
Mahant Dharmdass
4 , | _ 15.3.2005
Typed by the stenographer, in the open court as dictated
by me . In continuation to this, the suit may be fixed for

further cross-examination on 16.3.2005.

Sd/-

(Hari Shankar Dubey)
Commissioner
15.3.2005
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Before ;- Commissioner, Shri Hari Shankar Dubey,
| Additional District Judge/dfficer on Special
Duty, High Court, Lucknow Bench, Lucknow.
Dated 16.3.2005 | |
D.W. 13/1-1, Mahant Dharmdass

(Commissioner appointed vide order dated 11.3.2005

passed by Hon’ble Full Bench in Other Original Suit No.
4/89) -
(In continuation to dated 15.3.2005, Cross-Examination on
an oath, of D.W.-13/1-1, Mahant Dharmdass, by Shri
Ranjeet Lal Verma, advocate on behalf of plaintiff of Other
Oriéinal Suir No. 3/89 Nirmohi Akhara, continued)

| have been seeing Ram Lakhan Saran Bhagat since
l cam:e. to Ayodhaya and up to his death. | have ‘seen him
reading-writing and signing. | have se‘fzan him only signing.
Witn'é,ss‘after seeing document No. 17 A-2/1 to 17 A-2/14
of _C)_’ther' Original Suit No. 3/89 said, only Ram Kewal
Dass’ signature has been appended in it. ‘I do not
remember if Ram Kewal Dass has replied to my affidavit or
not. | do not remember What reply | had given to the reply
to affidavit of Ramkewal Dass. Attenfion of witness was
drawn tOWard:s document No. 17 A-2/24. Witness said that
| could not recognize the signature of Ram Lakhan Saran
appended in the photocopy.

I hlave heard the name of Ram l.akhan Dass Golki
but had not seen him. | have heard his name from
Mah:at'm:as and my Guru. | have no' knowledge if Ram
Lakhah Dass Golki supersvise the management of outer
part’ of: dis‘pr:ed premises where Ram Chabutra and
Chhattee Pujan Sthal are located . | had word with my
Guru about Ram Lakhan Dass Golki.. My Guru had not
told me that Ram Lakhan Dass Golki was a manager of
oute’h—part. But Ram Lakhan Dass, on the instruction of
my GUru, used to manage the outer-part. Then said Ram

Lakhan Dass Golki do not used to supervise the outer-
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part. . | have no knowledge whether, Ram Lakhan Dass
Golki was ‘from Nirmohi Akhara {or not. Panch
Ram'«mandlya Nirmohi Akhara has flleld a suit in the Court
of Civil Judge, Faizabad against K.K. \/erma Siya Raghav
Saran-and me in 1982._ Volunteer : these people are in the
habit of filing litigation. It is the h'ablt of the Learned
advacaté cross-examining to file such type of suits . He
proVocate other to file such suits. He get such suits filed
agamst Ram L.akhan, Saran Bhagat, ulya Raghav Saran.
Besudes he gets a number of suits flled This suit is
among the one, in which | am deposing. This suit was
filed on behalf of Nirmohi Akhara. But who filed the suit
on b'ehalf of Nirmohi Akhara, | can say this only after
seeihg the papers. |
Question: Have you ever know who have filed the suit on
behalf of Nirmohi Akhara, in the above suit
Nirmohi Akhara V/s K.K.Ram Vrma, filed by
Nir!’mohi Akhara, in which yo'u were also a party
as accepted lby you in the ?statement given by
you? | |
Answer: | can say in this regard onrly after seeing the
| - documents. ‘ |
| have filed peace agreement in this suit. = This
agre“erﬁent was filed in between Siya Raghav Saran and
me. | can say only after seeing the document if any other
person was a party of that peace agreement or not. In
addition to Siya Raghav Saran, Ram h’afawal Dass who was
alive at that time Waé aléo party to peace agreement. He
has sighed the peace agreément. Twe peace agreements
were filed. Peace agreements were filed in the court of
City Magistrate. In addition to this peace agreement was
also filed in the Court of Additional Civil Judge. | had
appointed my own advocate in the above suit. Whether |

have filed claim or not, this, | can say only after seeing the
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docdments. ~Shri Narain Dass Khatri was my Advocate in
the said suit. | |
| Learned . advocate cross-examining drew thé
attentioh of witness towards documeht No.-25-A-2/21 to
25-A-2/25 of Other Original Suit No. 3/89. Witness after
seemg it said it is a copy of claim file by me.

| know about Vishwa Hindu Parishad since 1986 I
have no knowledge whether Vishwa Hindu Parlshad was in
existence in 1962, .'when | came to Ayodhaya. | came to
know about the organization in 1985-€6 for the first time.
About this organization, | came to kng)__w during a meeting

of'the organization held in Manas Bha\Al'an.

- This meeting was convened undr.f;;r the Chairmanship
of Jagadguru .Shri Ramacharya. I_}never had been a
member of this organization. | was aiso not a member of
any .organization affiliated to Vishwa 'Hindu Par‘ish'ad. I
Was-‘me'rnberlof RamdJanambhoomi Trdst only. | have no
‘knowledge whether a member of Trust or specjal invitee
memb'er‘ was appointed by the Advisory body of Vishwa
Hindu 'F’arishad or not. Jagadguru Shivramacharya
appomted me as a member of RamJanambhooml Trust.
He appomted me as a member in 1986. | know that suit
filed by Devk1 Nandan Aggarwal is subjudice in the Court.
| have studies the suit a little. The suit is in English and |
cannot understand English, so | could not grasp it fully.
My Gurubhai Ram Vilas Dass Vedanti is a member of
RamJanambhoomi Trust. | have no knowledge if Advisory
body of Vishwa Hindu Parishad, appoints all the four
trustee or not. | have filed a counter-claim in the suit.
Then,'séid | do not l‘mow whether | have filed a counter
claim in the suit filed by Shri Devki Nandan Aggarwal or
not. 1 know Devki Nandan Aggarwal. Volunteer : | used to
see -him there. Besides, | also uged to see him in
Ayod‘haya. | went to his residence at Allahabad to discuss

I
IS
o
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the rh_atter abo,u't the suit concerning tc‘i3 me.i | went to him
o : |

at Allahabad  to discuss the suit filed by Sunni Central

Board of Wagf. | do.not remember when | went at his

resid‘ence at Allahabad for the first t_@me. | went at his |

residence 16-17 years ago from today.

"Del\./ki Nandan Aggarwal‘ had been retired, when |
visited .Devk;i Nandan Aggarwal at his residence at
Allahabad, 16-17 years ago. | have no knowledge whether

he was Vice-President of Vishwa Hindu Parishad at the
’ |

time when | went to see him at Allahabad. | have
prod"uced Shri Devki Nandan Aggarwal7 as a witness in the
suit,‘; panch Ramanandiya Nirmohi akhara V/s K.K.Ram
Verma and Others, in which | was a pa?rty. | haveadress a
summon to him but in this | have not aiddressed him as a
Vice-President of Vishwa Hindu Parish%d. Again said | am

not recollecting anything in this regard;.’

| have ho knowledge if Aura'ng.?;jeb had demolished
any temple situated at Ramchabutra I‘vﬁ1and’ir or not. | am
not recollecting, on what basis | have written about the
dem'oliti‘on of a templev at Ramchabutra by Aurangzeb in
Para 5 of counter claim No. 40 A-1/1 tc 40 A-1/23 of Other
Originval Suit No. 4/89. In Para 15 of this counter claim |
have written ‘that suit No. 2/50 was filed by Shri Gopal
Singh Visharad in his individual capac“ity. In Para 16 of
the couhter claim | have said that Paramhans Ramchander
Dass also filed the suit in his individual capacity but he
has filed this suit after serving a notice under Section-80
of Civil Procedure Code. 1In Para 17 of counter claim |

have stated about the suit of Nirmohi Akahara.

Learned advocate cross-examining drew the
attention of witness towards document No. 18 A-2/1 to 18
A-2/24 of Other Original Suit No. 3/89. | have, in Para —
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9A of an affidavit statéd that suit of Nirmohi Akhara was
filed by Raghunath Dass pupil of Mahant Dharmdass, first
and [t has also stated that after Ragh,j,lnath Dass, he was
replaced by . Mahant Prem Dass pupil of Mahant
Goverdhan Da"ss vide order dated 8.7.1967.After Prem
Dass , Mahand Ragunath Dass Pupil of Dharamdass
repléced by the. order of court dated 8.7.1967. | was at
Ayodhaya in July 1966. | have no info&;mation if there was
fight in between the groups of Mahajnt Prem Dass and
Ram  Lakhan Dass Golki, with 'bow-akrrow, Sword, Short
sword'—spear.! | am not aware whether that site was
attached or nct, after the dispute in between Prem Dass
and Ram Lakhan Déss Golki and a receiver was appointed
or not. Whether a suit was processed in the Court of City
Maéistrate or not. | have no knowledge if City Magistrate
has referred the case to Munsif Court and witnesses were
recorded. | have no knowledge whether this suit was
disposed off by the Munsif City Court: Volunteer : that | :
could not get the information about the facts related to the
dispute in between Prem Dass and Ram Lakhan Dass
‘Golki from the suits filed in the Court in regard to the
disputed site. | have heard about the dispute. | have
heard from my Guru a’nd. other Sadhus in this regard. |
have, in Paral40 of counter claim docUment 40A-1/20 and
40A-1/21 exp'ressed my desire to replace the three-dome
building with a new building.

‘Le.'arned advocate cross-examining drew the
attention of witness towards, Para-6 of document No. 16-
A-2/5 'ofl Other Original Suit No. 3/89' Witness said that
Mukti Movement for unlocking RamJanambhoomi launched
by Vish\%/a Hindu Parishad was referréd in this Para. In
my \)iéW Vishwa Hindu Parishad is a good organization. |
have also filed a suit against it. ThiS: suit is going on in
the Court of District Judge, Faizabad., | have referred in

I
I
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that‘,s‘ui_t that financial irregularities were. committed by
Vishwa Hindu Parishad. '2”? April 2005 has been fixed for
hearing-in to this case. In this suit, Nirmdhi Akhara has

not been made a party.

‘Learned advocate cross-examining drew the
atteht'ioh of witness towards document No. 111-C-1 of
Other - Original Suit. No. 5/89, which s “Shri
RamdJanambhoomi Trust Organisatioh and income and
expén'difure statement” booklet. Witnéss said, | have not
seen’ the book. On the suggestion made by learned
advocate .cross-examining, witness  after seeing the
booklet .said, ;t is related to Trust. Fln the last of this
booklet, name of Vishnuhari} Dalmiya, President, Shri
Para’fnhans Ramchander Dass, Acting-President and
Ashok Singhal, Manager, Trust was wr{;‘.teh. | knew all the

three persons.
i £l

:f i

- Learned advocate cross-exa;’nining drew the
atten.tion of witness towards page-3 of the booklet. At this
page, name of Devki Nandan Aggarwal, among the
trustee, is figuring at SI. No. 6. It was written at page-4 of
the - booklet “Panch of Hanumangarhi--------- were
appointed by Siya Ragha'v‘ Saranji”. The fact written in
this is not correct that Shri Dhram Dass was appointed by
S_iya,Raghav Saran, as a legal succef;sor. Instead of it,
peace;ag;reeme"nt was signed in betWween Siya Raghav
Saran énd me. As per said peace agreement, Siya
Raghav Saran has recognized me as a owner of Ram
Chabutra.

Question: | am to say, “Panch of Shri Hanumangarhi, pupil
| of Respected Shri Abhiramdass ji and Sidh
wrestler of Ayodhaya Shri'Dharmdass ji was

appointed as a legal heir of Shri Ram Chabutra
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I
situated at Shri RamJanamb_hoomi Mandir.”

Whether, according to you,”this portion of the

book is correct or incorrect?;

(Upon' this question Learned Advocate Shri Ajay Kumar
Pandéy on behalf of Other Original Suit No. 5/89 has
raised a'_n objection that time of Court is being wasted by
asking the same question again and again and witness
being,harassied mentally. Hence, permission for asking
such question cannot be granted). |
| |
(Upon. this objection, Learned advocate cross-examining
has 'raised a counter objection that witness is party to suit
NQ. 4/89 and 5/89. He has not done cross-examination
frdm any witness of plaintiff. Hence Advocate Shri Ajay
K'Uniaf Pandey, appointed by plaintiff Devki Nandan
Aggarwal ha:d no knowledge in this{l regard. Besides,
witness is himself repeating the que;*jtions and trying to
avoid to answer the original question. The above question
was asked for along with the details so this question is not
being asked again).
AnsW(er:MSiya Raghav Saran ji was appointed a Pujari of
. Chabutra by my Guru Abhiremdass. The truce
hapbened in between us, "in the suit, under
Section-145 of Criminal Prozedure Code and on
thé basis of ‘this, the above portion was wfitten, _
that Siya Raghav Saran has appointed me. The
matter written at page 4 next to above part that
“Shri Siya Raghav Saran has won the dispute
with Nirmohi Akhara”, is correct. Siya Raghav
Saran was fighting a lawsuit with Ramkewal
Dass of Nirmohi Akhara. | am not recollecting
at present in which Court the Lawsuit, which

was won by Siya' Raghav Saran, was. | also do

)
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noi know in which year he won the litigation.
Siva Raghav Saran had WOE’] the litigation from
Nirmohi Akha.ra‘ prior to[ pe-a‘ce agreement
signe‘d in between Siya Racghav Saran and me.
Again said that Shri Raghav Saran ji had won
thé. suit from Ramkewal Dass. | have no
information whether Nirmohi Akhara was a party |
or not. | have not read the g;uit, which was won
by Siya Raghav Saran. é:iya Raghav Saran
used to com}e to me and he himself told me that
he] has won the suit. Up',é to the date when
peace agreement was signeid, my relation with
S'iy.a‘ Raghav Saran was cordial for some time
and not good for some time. My relations with
Siya Raghav Saran were derailed because he
was not keeping appropriate record of acdounts
after the demise of my Guru. At that time | had
become a Mahant. | have not issued any notice
to Siya Raghav Saran in this regard. | have
told. him about this vocally. There was no
written agreement in between Siya Raghav
Saran and Baba Abhirar'ndass in regard to the
arrangement of RamJanambhoomi. | am not
recollecting whether | have objected over the
application for transfer of property filed by Siya
Raghav Saran in revenue |Deptt. | have no
knowledge if Shivramacharya was annoyed with
Vishwa Hindu Parishad and separated himself
from Vishwa Hindu Parishad. Volunteer : that
Shivramacharya was never ibeen a member of
Vishwa Hindu Parishad.
i
Learned advocate mo_s,s-exarﬂining drew the
attention of 'witness towards document No. 25-A-2/26

enclosure-3 of Other Original Suit No. 3/89. Witness after
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reading the newspaper said | had never read this news nor
| did not get the copy of thls in this smt It is not correct
to say that | have not filed any suit agamst Vishwa Hindu
Panshad, wherein it was alleged that t}hey have embezzled
crores of Rupees and brick of Gold. | have not filed the
suit against Vishwa Hindu Parishad. fI have filed a suit
against the Trust for financial irregularities. |
- -' |

Learneq advocate cross-examining has again drawn
the attention‘ot witness towards page No 7 of document
No. 111 C-1 of Other Original Suit No. 5/89 At this page,
Rupees One Lakh twenty thousand beside this three
thousand Rupee ninty paise was al‘so written in legal
expevn‘dic:ture account and at the bottom, forty two
thousand and one hundred thirty eight and three paisa
written in the'acceunt of income over expenditure was
written against the head Sahyogarth K)hata (Co-operation
Aoeettnt) It is not correct to say that l get the share from
the expend:ture incurred and when share stopped, | filed
litigation against RamJanambhoomi Trust. Suit was filed
in regard to Ram Chabutra under Section 395, IPC. In 'I
that'suit | was acquitted by Session Court. | got the bail
afte_t'the suit was registered. In which year | got the bail, |

d

do not remember.
( At this point Learned advocate cross-examining has filed
document No. 270 C-1/1 to 270 C-1/6 from list
document No:: 269 C-1." These were taken on record). 22
years have been passed away since the bail was granted.
| do. not remember from ‘Which‘Court | got the bail. Then
said, 'the bail was granted by Session Court. | have not
been in jail even for a single day. In this case, Ram
Lakha'n Saran, Rambalak pupil Ram Lakhan Saran was the
accused. Besides these three named persons, suit was

filed against ten-twenty people and it was stated therein
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that they have been identified. It is not correct to séy that
I Wa’s{paradeld‘in identification proceeding in jail. It is not
'COI’I’?Ct that ;I ‘had been in jail for two months but it is
correct . that Session Court has rejected my bail
application. After rejection of bail! ap‘plication | was
detained in jail. | got the bail from High Court. | might
have got the ‘bail two months after detention. Siya Raghav
Saraln has made false allegation against me that | have -
stolen the documents of Siya Raghav Saran and looted
Rupéés twenties lakhs. Volunteer : thet suit was false and
did not stand before the Law. It is nof correct to say that
Senior Superintendent of Police had raided my house
during the night after that complaint. H is also not correct
to séy that paper alleged to be looted were recovered from
a weH' behind Hanumangarhi. It is correct that this suit
was,processed in the Court of Session Judge. This suit

was found false and hence dismissed in the year1986-87.

.J am not recollecting the month and season during
Whic'h.the suit was dismissed. Ram Lakhan Saran was no
fnore at the time of adjudication, but Rambalak was with
me. Gopal Dass was also with use. Gopal Dass is from
Hanuvmangarhi. Besides anyone was there or not, | do not
remember. Gopaldass was from Sagaria patti but whose
pupil'he was, | do not remember. It is not correct to say
that the above session suit was goingi on in 1990. | do
not remembered whose statement was recorded when trial
of s'essic.)n suit was started. It is not correct to say that
SiyaARaghav Saran has entered in agreement with me in
Conh‘ecti_on with the suit of dacoity. | do not remember
whether statement of Siya Raghav Saran was recorded or

not in this session suit.

| am called a Pahalwan. | do rot get any stipend

from Hanuman Akhara. | used to live in the Akhara of

&
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I
I

. i . \
Badri Kalifha. | lived there on Badri Kalifha Akhara in

1975. | lived there for eight to ten yeérs. | have been to
Bombaj. In Bombay neither Criminal suit was filed

against|me nor | was convicted. It is correct that my Guru
Abhiramdass arrested undef MIS/-‘I\A and lodged in
Barabarjl'ki jail in 1975 during the emergency. It is not
corréct ito say that | came to Ayodhaya after Abhiramdass
ji was érrested. The fact is this that liicame to Ayodhaya
befo.f'é this incident. It is correct tha?r Abhiramdass was
transfer}r'_ed- to “B Class” jail in Féizabad. Learned
advocate cross?examining drew the éttention of witness
towa.rdsé document No. 17-A-2/1 to document No.17-A-
2/14, of Other Original Suit No. 3/89 and was asked for by
showinQ enclosure 17-A-2/15 was the 'F.I.R. regiétered on
the ordér of District Magistrate. Witness said, | do not
undérstand what is written in this document. | have not
got a .C‘opy of this document from the Court. | am not
rellco‘.llecting whether | have replied the same affidavit 17-

A-2 .and it enclosure in my affidavit or nfot.

Verified the statement after reading.

Sd/-

Mahant Dharamdass
16.3.2005

Typed by the stenographer, in-the open court as dictated by me

Jn Contieration to this, the suit may be fixed for further cross-

examination on 17.3.2005.Witness to be present.

% Sd/-
(Hari Shankar DUbey )
Commissioner
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